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make a difference.

By Mazin Qumsiyeh, PhD 

I personally know more than 80 of those 
kidnapped on the Freedom Flotilla. It angers us 
not having any information from all survivors. 

The only footage received after the vicious attack is 
brief and released by the Israeli authorities who have 
otherwise put a complete news blackout. If Israel has 
nothing to hide, why not allow the kidnapped to talk 
to the media or at least to lawyers and to their country 
representatives? In one video, we see three or four 
recognizable friends escorted by the Israeli pirates; 
my mind imagines justice prevailing and those Israeli 
criminals being led in handcuffs to International 
criminal courts. Our anger increased when Israeli 
forces attacked unarmed demonstrators near 

Qalandia, injuring a friend. Twenty-two-year-old Emily 
Henochowicz lost her left eye after being hit with an 
Israeli gas canister. We met Emily in several events 
here in Palestine. She is a visual artist who was 
documenting popular resistance (her art blog is 
thirstypixels.blogspot.com). A visual artist losing an 
eye is beyond words.

Each one of the hundreds abducted is a hero for joining 
the flotilla. Patriarch Hilarion Capuchhi, who was jailed 
in Israel for many years and lived in Italy, was one of 
the abductees. Sheikh Raed Salah, a Palestinian from 
the areas occupied in 1948, is head of a branch of the 
Islamic movement. Hedy Epstein is an 86-year-old 
Jewish woman who lost her family in Nazi con cen-
tration camps and subsequently came to Palestine 

and was shocked to see people claiming to represent 
Jews mimic some Nazi crimes (and for this the Israelis 
strip-searched and humiliated this elderly woman). 
There was Nobel peace laureate Mairead Corrigan-
Maguire. There is Joe Meadors, a survivor of the June 
1967 Israeli attack on the U.S.S. Liberty (a U.S. ship 
in international waters), which killed many good 
Americans, but political considerations buried this 
Israeli crime. For Israel to repeat its atrocity against 
U.S. citizens as the United States commemorates 
Memorial Day is unconscionable. For the Obama 
administration to continue to shield Israel from 
International law makes us angry.

Those of us angry enough to get out and demonstrate 

Of Cowardice,  Dignity, 
and Solidarity

continued on page 13 …

Free



Woodstock International2 July/August 2010

From the Editors 

Yesterday I was buying some 
pain killers for my back in our 
local drugstore. On my way 

out I glanced at the Sunday New York 
Times sitting on the newspaper rack.

A headline screamed at me—“One 
Battalion’s Wrenching Deployment to 
Afghanistan.” There was a poignant 
picture of a soldier cradling his small 
baby, his wife, eyes closed, leaning her 
head on his shoulder, and the soldier 
obviously seconds away from crying.

As I read down about another soldier, 
Sgt. Tamara Sullivan, bracing for a 
night of tears, I wanted to scream or 
cry with rage. She was leaving her 
two children, ages 3 and 1, and her 
husband in North Carolina for a year to 
go to Afghanistan; here I was, I thought, 
buying pain killers while this young 
mother and others would soon become 
killers themselves, derived from a 
much deadlier medicine—corporate-
controlled and manipulated-for-profit, 
modern-day warfare.

What sort of society are we living 
in that will take a mother away from 
her children to fight a brutal un-
winnable war— never necessary in 
the first place? What kind of heartless 
politicians do we have who perpetrate 
this endless horror not only on our own 
soldiers—mothers, fathers, sons, and 
daughters, but also on the people—
men, women, and children—of this 
small, impoverished-by-war country 
we invaded?

I wonder how many of our well-fed 
politicians, with full healthcare 
benefits and retirement pensions, 
have their children fighting, dying, and 
killing in these wars they so obediently 
fund (with our tax dollars) and 
perpetrate? And, this president, this 
imposter, who so many believed gave 
us hope for change—real substantive 
change—has done nothing except 
perpetuate and increase all the worst 
evils of the previous administration.

Barack Obama, his administration, 
and the Democratic Congress that 
rubberstamps his policies, are 
murderers by proxy. They are, with only 
a handful of exceptions, no better—in 
fact worse—than common gangsters.
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COCHABAMBA, Bolivia—In a speech 
opening an international conference on 
climate change and the “rights of 

Mother Earth,” Bolivian President Evo Morales said 
capitalism is to blame for global warming and the 
accelerated deterioration of the planetary 
ecosystem.

More than 20,000 indigenous, environmental, and 
civil society delegates from 129 countries were in 
attendance, as President Morales welcomed them to 
the conference at a soccer stadium in the village of 
Tiquipaya, on the outskirts of the city of Cochabamba.

“The main cause of the destruction of the planet 
Earth is capitalism, and in the towns where we 
have lived, where we respected this Mother Earth, 
we all have the ethics and the moral right to say 
here that the central enemy of Mother Earth is 
capitalism,” said Morales, who is Bolivia’s first fully 
indigenous head of state in the 470 years since the 
Spanish invasion.

Morales is the leader of a political party called 
Movimiento al Socialismo, the Movement for 
Socialism, which aims to give more power to the 
country’s indigenous and poor communities by 
means of land reforms and redistribution of wealth 
from natural resources, such as gas.

“The capitalist system looks to obtain the maximum 
possible gain, promoting unlimited growth on a finite 
planet,” said Morales. “Capitalism is the source of 
asymmetries and imbalance in the world.”

The Bolivian president called this conference in the 
wake of what he considered to be failed U.N. 
climate negotiations in Copenhagen in December.

Those talks produced a weak political agreement, 
the Copenhagen Accord, instead of a strong, legally 
binding set of limits on greenhouse gas emissions 
to take effect at the end of 2012, as Bolivia and 
many other countries had hoped.

Named “World Hero of Mother Earth” by the U.N. 
General Assembly last October, President Morales 
warned of dire consequences if a strong legally 
binding agreement to limit greenhouse gas 
emissions is not reached.

A new agreement is needed to govern greenhouse 
gas emissions after the first commitment period of 

the Kyoto Protocol expires at the end of 2012. This 
year’s round of international negotiations toward 
an agreement began earlier this month in Bonn, 
Germany, and the next annual U.N. climate 
conference is scheduled for Cancún, Mexico, 
starting November 29.

“Global food production will be reduced by 
approximately 40 percent and that will increase 
the number of hungry people in the world, which 
already exceeds a billion people,” Morales warned. 
“Between 20 and 30 percent of all animal and plant 
species could disappear.”

Global warming will cause the melting of the polar 
ice caps and the glaciers of the Andes and the 
Himalayas, and several islands will disappear under 
the ocean,” he warned.

The convocation at the Cochabomba conference 
included a multicultural blessing ceremony by 
indigenous peoples from across the Americas. 
Speeches by representatives of social movements 
from five continents focused on the urgency of the 
climate crisis and the need for bold action that 
protects both human rights and the environment.

The delegates met in working group sessions to 
develop strategies and make policy proposals on 
issues such as forests, water, climate debt, and 
finance.

President Morales has pledged to bring these 
strategies and proposals to the U.N. climate 

Morales: ‘The Central Enemy of 
Mother Earth is Capitalism’
Bolivian President Blames Capitalism for Global Warming

Poster for the third international water fair, celebrating 10 years since the successful 
struggle in Cochabamba against the privatization of the water supply

continued on page 3 …
continued on page 27 …
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By Diane Wilson

Eight years ago—pre CODEPINK—30 very unreasonable women 
met for a week in a canyon in California. These early Unreasonable 
Women for the Earth had a goal and that was to discuss how to bring 
a new, bolder, braver, and more enlightened change to our badgered 
and bedeviled home we call Planet Earth. In those early days, we 
were very diverse; we were from all corners—left and right, top and 
bottom—of the United States. Our skins were brown, white, black, 
and red. We were a rainbow of women with a rainbow of causes 
and our struggles stretched from the theaters in New York City to 
immigration in Seattle to urban gardens in Los Angeles to 
petrochemical hellholes in Texas to the peace work in the streets of 
Washington, D.C. One commonality, though, united us all: a dream 
to bring life instead of death, hope instead of despair, justice instead 
of injustice, and peace instead of war to this Planet Earth.

One of our first actions as Unreasonable Women of the Earth was 
to support the Bhopal hunger strike. Bhopal, India, is the site of the 
worst environmental disaster in the world. More than 20,000 people 
have died from the insecticide-like poison that was released from a 
Union Carbide plant in Bhopal in 1984. In 2002, the survivors of Bhopal 
began another hunger strike to wrestle justice from the Indian 
government and also the Union Carbide Corporation. But they fell ill. 
The Unreasonable Women of the Earth heard about their plight and 
decided to begin a U.S. leg of the hunger fast. The Bhopal fast for 
justice enlisted over a thousand people and eight different countries 
and was so successful that the Indian government, which had been 
considering dropping the charges against Union Carbide and making 

the tragedy little more than a traffic accident, reinstated the charges 
against Union Carbide and put out extradition papers to have Warren 
Anderson, former CEO of Union Carbide, returned to India to stand 
trial. The Bhopal activists gave much of the credit for the success of 
that hunger strike to the Unreasonable Women of the Earth.

Shortly after that action in 2002, many of those very same Unreasonable 
Women of the Earth rose to the challenge of the U.S. government’s 
preemptive strike on Iraq and founded CODEPINK. That war, in a country 
thousands of miles away, enlisted all of our stamina, strength, and 
courage, but we never lost sight of the fact that ALL the dots were 
connected—the war in Iraq did not stand by itself. Sometimes it’s just 
a little easier to see than at other times. For me, living in Texas along 
the Gulf Coast, in the oil, chemical, and gas hellhole we call an energy 
corridor, the reason for the preemptive war was crystal clear. The war 
was about oil. Who had it and who controlled it. It was not only about 
our addiction to oil and fossil fuel but also the stranglehold of 
corporations upon this nation. Corporate stranglehold in our country 
was such that the former CEO of a huge corporation that landed billions 
of dollars in war contracts in Iraq was also vice president of the United 
States. I’m talking Dick Cheney here.

We are seeing those dots connected again with the BP oil spill in the 
Gulf of Mexico. It is easily shown by the careless, cavalier attitude 
of BP CEO Tony Hayward, who has said that the largest oil spill in 
U.S. history is a tiny spill in comparison to such a big ocean. And that 
those miles upon miles of underwater oil plumes that stretch to who 
knows where and are doing who knows what to the fisheries, the 
ecosystem, and the Gulf of Mexico for possible generations, are 
really, by their estimate, going to have a “very, very modest impact.” 
The words “their estimate” should have sent up a red flag. BP’s first 
estimate: the oil was not leaking. Second estimate: it was 1,000 
barrels. Third estimate: it was 5,000 barrels. Independent researchers 
have estimated the oil leaking from the ruptured well is perhaps 
75,000-250,000 barrels. BP wasn’t even close, and if they were, they 
certainly weren’t telling.

This funny kind of truth telling isn’t news to me. I’m a fourth-generation 
fisherwoman and for the last twenty-one years of my life I have been 
fighting corporations such as these. It’s a hard thing to do, too, when 
corporations are self-regulating and the agencies in control are NOT 

in control. But then that’s all about corporate stranglehold, isn’t it? 
Who has the resource (and profits and power!) and who controls it. 
That’s why the BP action that we are fixing to engage in is so important 
to Unreasonable Women of the Earth and CODEPINKers. The dragon 
that we rage against in an unjust war over oil is the same dragon in 
the Gulf of Mexico. Just pull back the mask. You’ll see.

We need your help: A Senate bill, the Big Oil Bailout Prevention Act, 
would have spiked the maximum liability for oil companies from a 
pitiful $75 million to $10 billion—making sure that BP paid for this 
man-made catastrophe. Remember, this company reported a profit 
of $5.5 billion in just the last three months! But unbelievably, Sen. 
Lisa Murkowski (R-AL) opposed the bill and blocked it from even 
coming to a vote. Please contact this lady’s office: 709 Hart Senate 
Building, Washington, D.C. 20510; 202-224-6665; fax: 202-224-5301. 
Tell her to stop protecting BP and instead protect the fishers, the 
coastal residents, and the wildlife.

Diane Wilson is an environmental activist, CODEPINK 
Cofounder, a fourth-generation shrimper, mother, and the 
author of An Unreasonable Woman: A True Story of 
Shrimpers, Politicos, Polluters and the Fight for Seadrift, 
Texas and Holy Roller: Growing Up in the Church of Knock 
Down, Drag Out; or, How I Quit Loving a Blue-Eyed Jesus. 
You can find her books at www.chelseagreen.com.

conference in Cancún.

“We have traveled to Bolivia because President Morales has committed 
to bring our voices to the global stage at the next round of talks in Cancún,” 
said Jihan Gearon of the Navajo Nation in Arizona, who is a native energy 
organizer with the Indigenous Environmental Network.

“Indigenous rights and knowledge are crucial to addressing climate 
change, but the United States and Canada have not signed on to the 
U.N. Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples and are pushing 
corporate climate policy agendas that threaten our homelands and 
livelihoods,” Gearon said.

“President Morales has asked our recommendations on issues such 
as REDDs [Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Degradation],” 
said Alberto Saldamando, legal counsel for the International Indian 
Treaty Council.

“REDD is branded as a friendly forest conservation program, yet it 
is backed by big polluters,” Saldamando said. “REDD is a dangerous 
distraction from the root issue of fossil fuel pollution, and could mean 
disaster for forest-dependent indigenous peoples the world over.”

“We are here from the far north to stand in solidarity with our brothers 
and sisters of the South,” said Faith Gemmill, executive director of 
Resisting Environmental Destruction on Indigenous Lands (REDOIL), 
who spoke from the stage at the invitation of President Morales. 
“We have a choice as human kind—a path of life, or a path of 
destruction. The people who can change the world are here!”

: Diane Wilson and about 100 others protest in front of BP’s 
Houston headquarters
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The Naked Truth about the BP Disaster:
Where There Is Oil, There Is Tragedy

The dragon that we rage 
against in an unjust 

war over oil is the same 
dragon in the Gulf of 

Mexico. Just pull back the 
mask. You’ll see.
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By Michael Steven Smith

W hen World War II broke out on 
September 1, 1939, the poet W.H. 
Auden sat in a bar on 42nd Street 

and penned a poem using that fateful date for its 
title. He reflected that the past 10 years had been 
“a low dishonest decade.” And so has our last 10.

Politicians explained the attack of 9/11 as “they 
hate us for our freedoms.” Then came the United 
States’ criminal attack on Iraq, justified because 
Saddam Hussein had “weapons of mass 
destruction.” The decade came to an unmerciful 
end with new President Barack Obama falsely 
promising “change you can believe in.”

Little has changed with respect to the democratic 
rights of Americans, the exertion of executive power, 
or the gargantuan high-tech growth of the 
government’s spying apparatus. How has Obama, 
with fellow Democratic Party Chicago politician 
Rahm Emmanuel as his chief of staff, essentially 
channeled Bush and Cheney? Let us count the ways.

The Center for Constitutional Rights (CCR) released 
an assessment on where we stand with respect 
to restoring the Constitution on the 100th day of 
the new Democratic administration. The CCR 
report stated that “the Obama presidency has 
failed to live up to its promises in many areas of 
critical importance, including human rights, torture, 
rendition, secrecy, and surveillance.”

Although the Gonzalez-Yoo torture memos of the 
Bush-Cheney regime were released by the new 
administration, no prosecutions of those who 
committed the crimes were initiated, as the CCR 
wrote, “in order to ensure justice for the victims 
and to make certain it never happens again.” In 
addition, torture loopholes were kept in the Army 
Field Manual. The report went on to denounce the 
“dangerous silence” of the administration on the 
issue of abolishing preventive detention, whose 
“structures remain available in the United States.”

Presidential war powers continued unchecked, as 
recently demonstrated by Obama’s escalation of the 
undeclared war in Afghanistan. The abuse of the 
state secrets privilege was continued. Most recently 
the administration’s attorneys raised it, to the dismay 
of an incredulous federal judge in San Francisco. 
They succeeded in getting the judge to throw out a 
case in which the plaintiff’s testicles were sliced 
with a razor blade. He was suing a CIA-front airline 
that had flown him to the torture site.

Warrantless wiretapping has not been stopped 
and the USA PATRIOT Act’s sunset provisions were 
renewed, allowing that egregious piece of 
legislation a new lease on life. The CCR’s 
assessment was negative. Now, a year after the 
administration came to power, a new assessment 
would be even more so. 

Many people mistakenly assumed that there would 
be significant change under the new Obama 

administration. But I believe that after 9/11 we 
need to recognize that we are not just talking about 
a pendulum returning to its center; there has been 
a qualitative change in what were once our 
democratic rights.

However severely limited our constitutional rights 
have been by class, race, privilege, and the political 
monopoly of two capitalist parties, nonetheless, 
prior to 9/11 we had some checks and balances on 
executive power. We had some protections under 
our Bill of Rights, especially the First, Fourth, Fifth, 
and Sixth Amendments (speech, assembly, privacy, 
due process, prohibitions on cruel and inhuman 
treatment, and the right to a lawyer).

These rights have been and remain severely 
compromised. Daniel Ellsberg called the wreckage 
of civil liberties after 9/11 a “coup.” Clark Kissinger 
more precisely called it “a rolling coup.” The best 
explanation of what happened has been articulated 
by Jean Claude Pay, who describes the introduction 

of military law into domestic law by the Bush 
administration with near total support of the 
Democrats. In a Monthly Review article of 
November 2007 Pay wrote:

The government’s view is that the attacks of 
September 11 were an act of war and not just 
a crime. This view is based on the congressional 
resolution of September 18, 2001, the 
Authorization for the Use of Military Force, 
which grants special powers to the executive 
branch. It stipulates “that the President is 
authorized to use all necessary and appropriate 
force against those nations, organizations, or 
persons he determines planned, authorized, 
committed, or aided the terrorist attacks that 
occurred on September 11, 2001. …”

The interpretation that the executive makes of 
this resolution is the expression of a state of 
war, not against other nations, but against 
organizations or ordinary individuals that are not 

linked to a foreign government. This interpretation 
redefines the concept of war. It gives it an 
asymmetrical character, a “fight to the death” 
between the world superpower and persons 
designated as enemies. This new concept of war 
is freed from positing the existence of any real 
threat against the United States. It is the pure 
product of the subjectivity of the ruling power: 
the state of war exists through its proclamation. 
In the name of “good against evil,” the U.S. state 
denies the political character of its action, and 
by blurring the distinction between enemy and 
criminal it merges external sovereignty with 
internal sovereignty.

Two months after 9/11 came the turning point: Bush’s 
Military Order Number One of November 18, 2001. 
This was the “coup.” Attorney Michael Ratner, 
president of the Center for Constitutional Rights, 
wrote on his blog (www.justleft.org) about its three 
key provisions:

First, the President claimed the authority to 
capture, kidnap, or otherwise arrest any non-
citizen (it was later extended to citizens) 
anywhere in the world, including the United 
States, whom the President believed was 
involved in international terrorism, and hold 
them forever without any charges, proceedings, 
or trial. Amazing—a person could be held 
forever just because the President wanted 
them so held; he took on the power to 
disappear people. Second, the order did provide 
that if, and “if” is the crucial word here, if the 
person was tried (there never needed to be a 
trial) such trials were to be held by special ad 
hoc courts called “military commissions.”

These commissions had no resemblance to 
regular trial courts. The entire proceeding 
could take place in secret with evidence from 
torture, and those found guilty could be 
executed in secret. Third, to the extent those 
imprisoned or tried could be determined and 
lawyers found, no court could hear any case. 
This order embodies within it the violations 
of fundamental rights we are facing today: 
indefinite detention without trial, Guantanamo, 
secret sites, special trials, and disappearances.

While it does not mention torture—that 
appears to have come a bit later—a secret 
detention system is part and parcel of a 
torture system. Let’s also repeat: this was a 
military order in a society and country that 
was still or purported to be under civilian rule. 
This order more than any other single 
document embodies our lost liberties.

Of course the initial 2000 seizure of the presidency 
by stopping the vote count in Florida was a kind of 
“coup,” but after  9/11 the Bush administration defined 
its reign when it rolled out its anti-terrorism plan:

•  The doctrine of global supremacy and the 

Lost Liberties in the  
Age of Obama

‘The Obama presidency has failed to live up  
to its promises in many areas of critical 

 importance, including human rights, torture, 
rendition, secrecy, and surveillance.’

continued on page 10 …
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By Chris Hedges

T he witch hunts against communists in 
the United States were used to silence 
socialists, anarchists, pacifists, and all 

those who defied the abuses of capitalism. Those 
“anti-red” actions were devastating blows to the 
political health of the country. The communists 
spoke the language of class war. They understood 
that Wall Street, along with corporations such as 
British Petroleum, is the enemy. They offered a 
broad social vision which allowed even the non-
communist left to employ a vocabulary that made 
sense of the destructive impulses of capitalism. 
But once the Communist Party, along with other 
radical movements, was eradicated as a social and 
political force, once the liberal class took 
government-imposed loyalty oaths and collaborated 
in the witch hunts for phantom communist agents, 
we were robbed of the ability to make sense of our 
struggle. We became fearful, timid, and ineffectual. 
We lost our voice and became part of the corporate 
structure we should have been dismantling.

Hope, in this age of bankrupt capitalism, will come 
with the return of the language of class conflict. It 
does not mean we have to agree with Karl Marx, 
who advocated violence and whose worship of the 
state as a utopian mechanism led to another form 
of enslavement of the working class, but we have 
to speak in the vocabulary Marx employed. We 
have to grasp, as Marx did, that corporations are 
not concerned with the common good. They exploit, 
pollute, impoverish, repress, kill, and lie to make 
money. They throw poor families out of homes, let 
the uninsured die, wage useless wars to make 
profits, poison and pollute the ecosystem, slash 
social assistance programs, gut public education, 
trash the global economy, loot the U.S. Treasury, 
and crush all popular movements that seek justice 
for working men and women. They worship only 
money and power. And, as Marx knew, unfettered 
capitalism is a revolutionary force that consumes 
greater and greater numbers of human lives until 
it finally consumes itself. The nightmare in the Gulf 
of Mexico is the perfect metaphor for the corporate 
state. It is the same nightmare seen in post-
industrial pockets from the old mill towns in New 

England to the abandoned steel mills in Ohio. It is 
a nightmare that Iraqis, Pakistanis, and Afghans, 
mourning their dead, live each day. 

Capitalism was once viewed in America as a system 
that had to be fought. But capitalism is no longer 
challenged. And so, even as Wall Street steals 
billions of taxpayer dollars and the Gulf of Mexico 
is turned into a toxic swamp, we do not know what 
to do or say. We decry the excesses of capitalism 
without demanding a dismantling of the corporate 
state. The liberal class has a misguided loyalty, 
illustrated by environmental groups that have 
refused to excoriate the Obama White House over 
the ecological catastrophe in the Gulf of Mexico. 
Liberals bow before a Democratic Party that ignores 
them and does the bidding of corporations. The 
reflexive deference to the Democrats by the liberal 
class is the result of cowardice and fear. It is also 
the result of an infantile understanding of the 
mechanisms of power. The divide is not between 
Republican and Democrat. It is a divide between the 
corporate state and the citizen. It is a divide between 

capitalists and workers. And, for all the failings of 
the communists, they got it. 

Unions—organizations formerly steeped in the 
doctrine of class warfare and filled with those who 
sought broad social and political rights for the working 
class—have been transformed into domesticated 
partners of the capitalist class. They have been 
reduced to simple bartering tools. The social demands 
of unions early in the 20th century, that gave the 
working class weekends off, the right to strike, the 
eight-hour day, and Social Security, have been 
abandoned. Universities, especially in political science 
and economics departments, parrot the discredited 
ideology of unregulated capitalism and have no new 
ideas. Artistic expression, along with most religious 
worship, is largely self-absorbed narcissism. The 
Democratic Party and the press have become 
corporate servants. The loss of radicals within the 
labor movement, the Democratic Party, the arts, the 
church, and the universities has obliterated one of the 
most important counterweights to the corporate 
state. And the purging of those radicals has left us 
unable to make sense of what is happening to us.

The fear of communism, like the fear of Islamic 
terrorism, has resulted in the steady suspension of 
civil liberties, including freedom of speech, habeas 
corpus, and the right to organize, values the liberal 
class claims to support. It was the orchestration 
of fear that permitted the capitalist class to ram 
through the Taft-Hartley Act in 1948 in the name 
of anti-communism, the most destructive legislative 
blow to the working class until the North American 
Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA).

It was fear that created the USA PATRIOT Act, 
extraordinary rendition, offshore penal colonies 
where we torture, and the endless wars in the 
Middle East. And it was fear that was used to see 
us fleeced by Wall Street. If we do not stop being 
afraid and name our enemy we will continue 
toward a state of neofeudalism.

The robber barons of the late 19th century used 
goons and thugs to beat up workers and retain 
control. The corporations, employing the science 
of public relations, have used actors, artists, 
writers, scholars, and filmmakers to manipulate 
and shape public opinion. Corporations employ the 
college-educated, liberal elite to saturate the 
culture with lies. The liberal class should have 
defied the emasculation of radical organizations, 
including the Communist Party. Instead, it was 
lured into the corporate embrace. It became a class 
of collaborators. National cohesion, because our 
intellectual life has become so impoverished, 
revolves around the empty pursuits of mass culture, 
brands, consumption, status, and the bland 
uniformity of opinions disseminated by corporate-
friendly courtiers. We speak and think in the empty 
slogans and clichés we are given. And they are 
given to us by the liberal class.

The “idea of the intellectual vocation,” as Irving Howe 

pointed out in his essay “The Age of Conformity,” “the 
idea of a life dedicated to values that cannot possibly 
be realized by a commercial civilization—has 
gradually lost its allure. And, it is this, rather than the 
abandonment of a particular program, which 
constitutes our rout.” The belief that capitalism is the 
unassailable engine of human progress, Howe added, 
“is trumpeted through every medium of communication: 
official propaganda, institutional advertising, and 
scholarly writings of people who, until a few years 
ago, were its major opponents.”

“The truly powerless people are those intellectuals—
the new realists—who attach themselves to the 
seats of power, where they surrender their freedom 
of expression without gaining any significance as 
political figures,” Howe wrote. “For it is crucial to the 
history of the American intellectuals in the past few 
decades—as well as to the relationship between 

‘wealth’ and ‘intellect’—that whenever they become 
absorbed into the accredited institutions of society 
they not only lose their traditional rebelliousness but 
to one extent or another they cease to function as 
intellectuals. The institutional world needs intellec-
tuals because they are intellectuals but it does not 
want them as intellectuals. It beckons to them 
because of what they are but it will not allow them, 
at least within its sphere of articulation, either to 

The fear of communism, like the fear of Islamic 
 terrorism, has resulted in the steady suspension of  

civil liberties, including freedom of speech,  
habeas corpus, and the right to organize, values  

the liberal class claims to support.

The liberal class prefers 
comfort to confrontation. 
It will not challenge the 

decaying structures of the 
corporate state. 

This Country Needs  
a Few Good Communists

Neither state nor bosses! Revolution!

continued on page 11 …
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Objectification a Major Obstacle to Peace

“We have been socialized to treat [animals] as 
objects for our use rather than beings with intrinsic 
value and rights. It is easier to exploit when we 
depersonalize. Objectification and exploitation of 
animals parallels the objectification of women and 
cultural minorities .…”

—Linda Destefano

By Ed Kinane

To “objectify” is to turn creatures into 
things … objects without thought, 
without rights, without need, without 

feeling. Objectification is a major obstacle to peace 
and justice on this bleeding planet.

Turning the living into things is precisely what the 
U.S. war machine did to the people and land of 
Southeast Asia. It is what that machine is doing to 
the people and land of Iraq and Afghanistan.

Such lethal objectifying can only occur insofar as 
military personnel are themselves objectified, i.e. 
desensitized and robotized. How and why does our 
culture foster such barbarity?

We need to resist objectification wherever and 
whenever we can. There are several fronts where the 
struggle must be waged. They connect and overlap. 
Struggle on one fortifies each of the others. When 
any one front is neglected, justice for all suffers.

Take sexism. Sexism entails objectifying women, 
often as sex objects, usually as work objects. To 
objectify half of the human species—especially 

that half doing the least to destroy and the most 
to nourish—is to deny and degrade all life. As long 
as there is sexism, violence will thrive. Eliminating 
sexism is crucial to eliminating war.

Take racism. Racism entails objectifying people of 
color. When people are reduced to things they can 
be exploited and war can be made on them. A 
“nigger” is a thing. So are “gooks” and “hajis.”

Because over the centuries the people of pallor 
had a knack for weaponry, we became world-
striding conquerors. Since we conquer people of 
color, extract their resources and live off their labor, 
we have to depersonalize them. To live with our 
righteous selves we can’t value those we exploit. 
Or those exploited on our behalf. Hence racism.

Workers are likewise objectified. Under industrialism 
and corporate capitalism jobs are structured so 

workers are depersonalized and function as mindless 
machines, as drones. Their stupor is then used to 
justify their further exploitation.

The training and enculturation of higher functionaries 
(officers, engineers, executives, professionals, etc.) 
tends to compartmentalize their minds, making them 
oblivious to their own co-optation. For them the 
consequences of their actions often remain opaque.

Industrialism and corporate capitalism—think oil 
spill—see not only people, but the whole of nature 
as dead matter. Air, earth, water, forests, and rivers 
are treated as inert and not as the vital elements 

of the biosphere that they are.

The ecology movement, in exorcising our centuries-
long amnesia, teaches us the intrinsic value of all 
nature. The recovery of this knowledge by the 
industrial world is essential to the struggle against 
violence on all fronts.

All oppressed and their struggles are one. 
Worldwide, most workers are women, most 
women are persons of color, most persons of color 
are workers. Even if they aren’t thus doubly or triply 
victimized, they share the same fate: they are 
dehumanized, brutalized—treated as animals.

As long as vast categories of humans are treated 
as non-human animals and as long as non-human 
animals are denied care and respect, workers, 
women, and people of color will likewise be denied 
care and respect. Everyone loses.

This isn’t platitude, it’s common sense. It’s the 
pragmatism behind, for example, organized labor 
demanding a living wage for non-unionized workers. 
The higher the wage floor, the higher the wage scale 
for all.

The more respect for the least empowered, the 
more respect for all. Long ago a Palestinian sage 
put it this way: “What you do to my least brethren 
… you do to me.”

Insofar as the objectification of any kind of creature 
is routinized, the barbarism of a culture grows. Our 
layers on layers of callousness, like proliferating 

systems of military “defense,” threaten us all. By 
objectifying anyone—human or non-human—we 
risk sharing her fate. The hardening of our hearts 
hardens our entirety.

What we do to animals in laboratories and on 
factory farms, the Nazis did in prison camps to 
defenseless minorities. Their medical experiments, 
presided over by doctors and scientists, grew out 
of standard laboratory procedure.

Whether it be in some research labs or in Nazi death 
camps—or in occupied Palestine or among the 
tortured of Abu Ghraib, Bagram and Guantánamo—
the cold-bloodedness is similar. In each, caged, 
silenced, disenfranchised victims are met by clinical 
detachment and totalitarian power. By playing god 
the perpetrators deny their own humanity.

In all of these cases the victims and their 

tormentors are not so different from each other or 
from ourselves. How can we not consider them our 
kin? As ecologists and feminists keep reminding 
us: We are all connected. There is no heartbeat 
that is not somehow our own.

Ed Kinane has served in the Peace Brigades 
International in Nicaragua, El Salvador, Haiti, 
and Guatemala. He has worked with the 
movement to close the School of the Americas 
in Fort Benning, Ga., and with the Syracuse 
Peace Council. He has twice spent time in 
federal prison for protest activities. He can 
be reached at edkinane@verizon.net.

All oppressed and 
their struggles 

are one. World-
wide, most work-
ers are women, 

most women are 
 persons of color, 
most persons of 

color are workers.

As long as vast categories of humans are treated as non-human animals and as long as 
non-human animals are denied care and respect, workers, women, and people of color 

will likewise be denied care and respect. Everyone loses.
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By Steve Best

It seems lost on most of the global anti-capitalist 
and anti-imperialist Left that there is a new 
liberation movement on the planet—animal 
liberation—that is of immense ethical and political 
significance. But because animal liberation 
challenges the anthropocentric, speciesist, and 
humanist dogmas that are so deeply entrenched 
in socialist and anarchist thinking and traditions, 
Leftists are more likely to mock than engage it.

For the last three decades, the animal liberation 
movement has been one of the most dynamic and 
important political forces on the planet. It is not for no 
reason that the FBI has branded the Animal Liberation 
Front (ALF) (along with the Earth Liberation Front) the 
top “domestic terrorist” threat in the United States. 
Where “new social movements” such as Black 
liberation, Native American, feminism, Chicano/a, and 
various forms of Green and identity politics have lain 
dormant or become co-opted, the animal liberation 

movement has kept radical resistance alive and evolved 
into a potent global force of progressive change.

Since the fates of all species on this planet are 
intricately interrelated, the exploitation of animals 
cannot but have a major impact on the human world 
itself. When human beings exterminate animals, 
they devastate habitats and ecosystems necessary 
for their own lives. When they butcher farmed 
animals by the billions, they ravage rainforests, turn 
grasslands into deserts, exacerbate global warming, 
and spew toxic wastes into the environment. When 
they construct a global system of factory farming 
that requires prodigious amounts of land, water, 
energy, and crops, they squander vital resources and 
aggravate the problem of world hunger. When 
humans are violent toward animals, they often are 
violent toward one another, a tragic truism validated 
time and time again by serial killers who grow up 
abusing animals and violent men who beat the 
women, children, and animals of their home. The 
connections go far deeper, as the domestication of 
animals at the dawn of agricultural society is central 
to the emergence of patriarchy, state power, slavery, 
and hierarchy and domination of all kinds.

In countless ways, the exploitation of animals 
rebounds to create crises within the human world 
itself. The vicious circle of violence and destruction 
can end only if and when the human species learns 
to form harmonious relations—non-hierarchical and 
non-exploitative—with other animal species and the 
natural world. On its own, however, the animal 
liberation movement cannot possibly bring about the 
end of animal exploitation. It can only do this in alliance 
with progressive social causes, anti-capitalist 
struggles, and radical environmental movements.

In addition to gaining new insights into the dynamics 
of hierarchy, domination, and environmental destruction 
from animal rights perspectives, Leftists should grasp 
the gross inconsistency of advocating values such as 
peace, nonviolence, compassion, justice, and equality 
while exploiting animals in their everyday lives, 
promoting speciesist ideologies, and ignoring the 
ongoing holocaust against other species that gravely 
threatens the entire planet. Conversely, the animal 
advocacy movement as a whole is politically naive, 
single-issue oriented, and devoid of a systemic anti-
capitalist theory and politics necessary for the true 
illumination and elimination of animal exploitation—
areas where it can profit greatly from discussions with 
the Left and progressive social movements. Further, 
environmentalists can never achieve their goals without 
addressing the main cause of global warming—factory 
farming—and grasping how water pollution, rainforest 
destruction, desertification, resource depletion, and 
other key problems are shaped principally or significantly 
from global meat production and animal exploitation.

We assert the need for more expansive visions and 
politics on all sides of the human/animal/Earth 
liberation equation, and we call for new forms of 
dialogue, learning, and strategic alliances. Human, 
animal, and Earth liberation are interrelated 
projects that must be fought for as one, as we 

recognize that veganism is central to peace, 
ecology, sustainability, nonviolence, and the 
healing of the major crises afflicting this planet.

Thus, we must replace partial concepts of 
revolutionary change, such as involved the 
liberation of humans, animals, or the Earth, in favor 
of a far broader, deeper, more complex, and more 
inclusive concept of “total revolution.” We must 
replace the critique of any one system of domination 
with a critique of hierarchy as a systemic 

phenomenon, as we recognize that capitalism is a 
metastasizing cancer eating away at the planet 
and that a viable program for total liberation 
necessarily seeks to replace global capitalism with 
decentralized democracy and a dismantling of 
hierarchy in all forms.

Dr. Steve Best is an associate professor of 
philosophy at the University of Texas at El 
Paso, award-winning writer, noted speaker, 
public intellectual, and seasoned activist. 
Best engages issues such as animal rights, 
ecological crisis, biotechnology, liberation 
p o l i  t i c s ,  t e r r o r i s m ,  m a s s  m e d i a , 
globalization, and capitalist domination. 
His website is thomaspainescorner.
wordpress.com.

Leftists should grasp the inconsistency of   
advocating  values such as peace, nonviolence, 

 compassion,  justice, and equality while  exploiting 
animals in their everyday lives,  promoting speciesist 

 ideologies, and ignoring the ongoing  holocaust against 
other species that threatens the entire planet.

Total Liberation
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By Sally Kohn

W e need to stop calling undocumented 
immigrants in the United States 
“illegal.” A more appropriate term 

is New American Heroes.

Why are undocumented immigrants heroes?

Millions of Americans, immigrants, and citizens work 
incredibly hard every single day in ridiculously low-
paying jobs that are the life-blood of our economy 
but are barely life-sustaining in return. I think every 
person who gets up at the crack of dawn or in the 
middle of the night to work one, or two, or even three 
jobs so they can pay the rent and put food on the 
table is a hero. But as hard as it is for every low-wage 
worker in the United States (and increasingly, 
middle-class folks too), undocumented immigrants 
face additional, greater obstacles. These 
undocumented immigrants are heroes, too.

I certainly don’t have what it would take to survive 
if I were forced to flee my home country because 
of economic or political insecurity, travel thousands 
of miles in sometimes life-threatening conditions, 
move to someplace where I probably don’t know 
anyone and don’t speak the language, and do the 
most thankless and backbreaking jobs like picking 
vegetables in the 100-degree sun or washing pots 
in a restaurant—all to help my family survive. I 
think that is heroic.

But whether we’re talking about undocumented 
immigrants in low-wage jobs or middle-class 
immigrants who overstayed their visas, as a nation 
we have always believed that the pursuit of the 
American dream is heroic. Given that the rest of 
the world has long paid the price for sustaining the 
American dream (in terms of natural resources, 
cheap labor, wars, etc.), it’s only fair that immigrants 
should in turn hope to share in that dream. Through 
our cultural dominance of the globe, we repeatedly 
hold up the American dream as an ideal to which 
everyone should aspire—and, we tell the world, 
one in which everyone is included. It’s only fair that 
others should want in.

Some argue that all makes sense, but still, why can’t 
all immigrants just take the legal path to the American 
dream? Because, increasingly, there isn’t one. Two 
very important facts have changed in the last decade 
that significantly affect the immigration equation.

First, in 1994, the North American Free Trade 
Agreement was passed. Now, true, Mexico signed 
it—but it was largely under the coercion of big 
international business interests. The result was the 
devastation of Mexico’s economy by larger 
corporations in the US that flooded their market with 
cheaper products. A lot of that was corn, which we 
subsidize with our tax dollars here—and that 
artificially cheap corn imported into Mexico 
drastically undercut local farmers. Folks who had 

been surviving for generations as farmers and local 
business people are now seriously struggling.

Second, two years later, the United States passed 
a harsh immigration reform law that, ostensibly, 
made it much harder for immigrants already here 
(and with proper papers) to get citizenship and 
made it harder for migrants from cer tain 
countries—especially Mexico and Central 
America—to come here in the first place.

So you pass U.S. policy that intentionally smothers 
small farmers, and shopkeepers, etc., in Mexico 
and then you change immigration policy so that 
these now much more desperate immigrants can’t 
come to the United States.

Why is it our corn can cross the border to 
“compete” in Mexico’s economy but Mexicans 
can’t cross the border to compete here?

In this context, the word “illegal” in the immigration 
debate is not only divisive but a misnomer. If 
anything, the United States’ political acts should 
be deemed “illegal,” not the acts of well-meaning 
immigrants left with no other choice. Moreover, 
throughout history, we have celebrated those who 
disobey unjust laws in the name of justice. 
Undocumented immigrants today are carrying the 
torch of Martin Luther King, Gandhi, Sojourner 
Truth—great leaders who understood that 
sometimes we must all answer to higher laws, to 
a higher belief in freedom and equality for all. In 
the great tradition of the American Revolution, 
resisting unjust laws—even if doing so is 
technically illegal—is an act of heroism.

On May 1, 2010, hundreds of thousands of heroes 
marched in cities and towns across the United 
States demanding a workable path to citizenship 
that will move our entire nation forward together. 
Just as it would be unthinkable for President 
Obama and Congress to ignore the demands of 
military war heroes, we cannot ignore the dire 
situation facing these heroes of economic wars our 
country has wrought. Just as undocumented 
immigrants recognize higher good than broken 
immigration laws, the President and Congress must 
find higher guidance than what is considered 
politically safe.

The word “hero” comes from Greek meaning to 
protect or defend. Undocumented immigrants are 
protecting and defending something much more 
important than borders (which big business erased 
long ago). Undocumented immigrants are defending 
the very definition of America, one that has always 
promised opportunity for all newcomers and, with 
any hope, always will.

Sally Kohn is chief agitation officer for the 
Movement Vision Lab, movementvision.org.

They’re Not Illegal Immigrants, They’re Heroes

Why is it our corn can cross the border  
to ‘compete’ in Mexico’s economy but Mexicans  

can’t cross the border to compete here?
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“Civil disobedience is not our problem. Our problem is civil obedience.

“Our problem is that people all over the world have obeyed the 
dictates of their leaders and have gone to war, and millions have 
been killed because of this obedience. …

“Our problem is that people are obedient all over the world in the 
face of poverty and starvation and cruelty. Our problem is that people 
are obedient while the jails are full of petty thieves, and the grand 
thieves are running the country. That’ s our problem!”

—Howard Zinn
By Brian Terrell

Seven Iowans were convicted of the crime of failure to comply with 
the directions of a police officer in U.S. District Court in Des Moines 
yesterday. They had been arrested in the offices of Sens. Tom Harkin 
and Chuck Grassley on four occasions in February and April, refusing 
to leave without assurances from the senators that they would vote 
against funding wars and occupations in Afghanistan, Iraq, and 
Palestine in favor of spending to meet human needs here and abroad.

Three Homeland Security police officers were called as witnesses for 
the government, each testifying that they understood our purpose of 
protesting these wars and witnessed the nonviolent nature of these 
actions. Commander Michael Goldberg admitted that these assemblies 
were peaceful but complained that they were not the normal way of 
doing things, and he expressed his hope that the court would impose an 
injunction keeping the defendants out of the federal building altogether. 

The seven represented themselves with the aid of attorney Sally 
Frank and gave evidence that weekly visits to the senators’ offices, 

beginning with delivery of petitions from the Peaceable Assembly 
Campaign in October 2009, were largely ignored by both senators 
until they started to continue their lobbying past office hours in 
February. While Senators Grassley and Harkin both voted in favor of 
the recent war funding bill, they and their staffs have at least entered 
into respectful and productive conversation with these citizens after 
their arrests. Unlike military contractors, insurance companies, and 
others who can “buy” the attention of the senators, the defendants 
testified that they had no other effective way of having their 
grievances heard other than putting their bodies on the line. 

Despite the evidence that the defendants were “peaceably 
assembled for the redress of grievances” and that their First 
Amendment rights had been “abridged” by the police orders in 
question, Judge Magistrate Celeste Bremer found Christine Gaunt 
(on four counts), Kirk Brown, Ed Bloomer, Renee Espeland, Elton 
Davis, Brian Terrell, and Mona Shaw guilty and imposed a $50 fine 
per count. Commander Goldberg’s hopes for injunctive relief from 
such assemblies were disappointed, however, by Judge Bremer’s 

final words to those she had convicted 
and fined: “I hope that your witness to 
the senators continues and expands!”

Brian Terrell is active in the 
Catholic Worker movement and  
is a member of Strangers and 
G u e s t s  C a t h o l i c  W o r k e r 
Community in Maloy, Iowa.

The Holy Land Foundation 
Case: Defending My Father 
… and the Constitution
By Noor Elashi

The case perhaps most notably authorized by the Material 
Support Law, which the Supreme Court upheld June 21, 
was that of the Holy Land Foundation, once the largest 
U.S. Muslim charity. My father, Ghassan Elashi, co-
founded this charity, and after two lengthy, expensive 
trials, he’s serving a 65-year prison sentence.

The panel was split 6-3, the valiant minority being 
Justices Stephen G. Breyer, Ruth B. Ginsburg, and Sonia 
Sotomayor. Chief Justice John G. Roberts concluded in 
the majority opinion that the Material Support Law is 
not too vague and does not violate the First Amendment, 
opposing the extensive arguments of constitutional 
law expert David Cole who, along with the Center for 
Constitutional Rights, challenged the law. Justice Breyer 
wrote the dissenting opinion, stating that the law could 
criminalize speech and association “only when the 
defendant knows or intends that those activities will 
assist the organization’s unlawful terrorist actions.”

The USA PATRIOT Act, which expanded a provision in 
the Material Support Law to include those who provide 
“assistance,” essentially made it illegal to send charity to 
groups the U.S. Treasury Department designates as terrorist. 
The Holy Land Foundation, or HLF, was never found guilty of 
giving charity to a designated terrorist organization. Rather, 
they were convicted of conspiring to give material support in 
the form of humanitarian aid to Palestinian charities called 
“zakat committees,” which prosecutors alleged were fronts 
for Hamas, which was designated terrorist in 1995.

A Texas jury deadlocked in the first trial in 2007, accepting 
the defense’s main argument: that USAID, Red Cross, the 
United Nations, CARE, and many international NGOs sent 
money to the same zakat committees listed on the HLF 
indictment. But in the 2008 retrial, after essentially the same 
arguments, the jury returned all guilty verdicts. My father 
is currently being held in a Communications Management 
Unit in Marion, Ill., a prison that’s been called “Little 
Guantanamo” since two-thirds of the inmate population is of 
Middle Eastern descent.

The Supreme Court decision is not the most optimistic 
news regarding the HLF case, which is now under appeal. 
Nevertheless, defense attorneys assert they still have 
strong grounds for appeal, including the prosecution’s 
evidentiary errors and an anonymous expert from Israel 
who claimed he could smell Hamas and testified under a 
fictitious name, thereby preventing defense attorneys from 
effectively cross-examining him.

According to the ACLU, the Material Support Law is 
“in desperate need of re-evaluation and reform.” The 
Supreme Court didn’t see that need, but hopefully, 
Congress will see that the law is shredding our 
Constitution in the name of national security and 
undermining bona fide humanitarian efforts, thus, causing 
an economic chokehold on Occupied Palestine.

Noor Elashi is a writer based in New York City.

Judge Finds Protesters Guilty,  
Urges Them to Continue Protest
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advocacy of preemptive war, outlawed by the U.N. charter.

•  Refusal to recognize international law or the applicability of the 
Geneva Accords.

•  Round-up of immigrants after 9/11, thousands of persons held 
without charges.

•  The USA PATRIOT Act, authorizing massive government spying, 
now renewed by Obama and the Democratic-controlled Congress.

•  Domestic deployment of the military as law enforcement in 
violation of the Posse Comitatus Act of 1878.

•  Secret deportation hearings.

•  Seizure of citizens as “enemy combatants.”

•  Massive secret wiretaps in violation of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act (FISA), later made legal by Obama and Congress.

•  Issuance of secret administrative warrants for all kinds of records 
under the USA PATRIOT Act.

•  Suppression of Muslim charities.

•  Secret “sneak-and-peek” searches under the USA PATRIOT Act.

•  Classification of most government records. A reversal of the idea 
that government should be transparent, but people’s lives private.

•  Legitimization of torture. (Obama said he made torture illegal—it 
already was, even when Bush authorized it. Those who authorized 
and carried it out must be indicted and tried. Obama doesn’t want 
to touch that possibility.)

•  Special rendition (outsourcing torture, which Obama still upholds).

•   Establishment of private military contractors like Blackwater.

•  Assertion of executive supremacy through “signing statements.”

•  Doctrine of “Unitary Executive,” elevating the executive branch 
above Congress and the judiciary.

•  The 2007 John Warner National Defense Act allowing the Presi-
dent to deploy the National Guard of one state in another state 
without the permission of either governor.

•  The contracting for $385 million with Kellogg, Brown, and Root, a 
subsidiary of Halliburton, for the construction of a detention camp 
meant not just for immigrants.

•  The introduction of military commissions to try criminal cases.

•  The assertion of the state secrets privilege to protect the government 
from lawsuits by victims of torture and government abuse.

With the criminal attacks of 9/11, the imperial forces in America were 
handed an opportunity on a silver platter. Fear could be used to put 
across their long-cherished program of rolling back both the “Watergate 
Syndrome” and the “Vietnam Syndrome.” On 9/11 they got their “new 
Pearl Harbor,” for which the neocons in their document “Program for 
a New American Century” could previously only wish.

You can’t have imperialism abroad and freedom at home, as Gibbon 
wrote 200 years ago. The Rubicon has been crossed and the imperial 
troops are in Rome.

We understand, as did Frederick Douglass, that “power concedes 
nothing without a demand. It never has and it never will.” We must 
organize, organize, and organize. Our lost liberties will be regained 
not by the switching of administrations, but only in the course of 
class battles that may lie in the future.

We can move forward by first understanding and acknowledging the 
enormity of what has been done … to us.

The CCR report, “100 DAYS: Assessment to Restore the Constitution,” 
is available from the CCR, 666 Broadway, New York, NY 10012,  
www.ccrjustice.org.

Michael Steven Smith is a lawyer, author, and cohost of 
the weekly radio show Law and Disorder. His website is 
www.michaelstevensmith.com.

Lost Liberties
… continued from page 4

Veterans’ Banner Tags Abandoned 
Detroit Building: ‘How’s the War 
Economy Working for You?’
DETROIT—On June 26, at 2 p.m., a group of U.S. military veterans hung a large banner on the 
abandoned Eddystone Hotel on Sproat Street, between Cass and Park, to protest and reveal 
the effect of war spending on American cities.

Members of Veterans for Peace (VFP) attending the U.S. Social Forum, a gathering of more 
than 8,000 activists from across the United States, created and hung a large banner that 
reads, “HOW IS THE WAR ECONOMY WORKING FOR YOU?” Detroit has an unemployment 
rate of 15 percent and 10,000 abandoned homes on the mayor’s demolition list. 

Taxpayers in Detroit have sent a total of nearly $2 billion to the wars in Afghanistan and 
Iraq. The city’s 2011 general fund budget of $1.3 billion contains an estimated deficit of $300 
million, even after years of cutbacks in services once assumed to be part of urban life. The 
budget for Detroit schools has a deficit in the same range.

“Detroit, like so many of our cities, is in crisis,” said Mike Ferner, national president of 
VFP. “This crisis is no different than a five-alarm fire and we should respond the same way. 
Instead, we watch America’s cities literally crumble while we pour thousands of lives and 
trillions of dollars into wars abroad.”

John Amidon, president of VFP Chapter 10, added, “It’s absolutely criminal that the people 
who built the U.S. auto industry have to watch their city collapse around them while they 
send $2 billion to the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq. This is indeed the purest form of madness 
and it’s coming to a city near you.” 

VFP, with more than 100 chapters, is beginning a campaign to work with local government 
officials to place “war counters” on city halls stating the amount of money each community 
has sent to the wars. Veterans for Peace members fought in World War II and the Korean, 
Vietnam, Gulf, Iraq, and Afghanistan wars and have served in all eras in between conflicts. 
VFP is an official Non-Governmental Organization represented at the United Nations.

Veterans for Peace members Sandy Kelson, Mathis Chiroux, John Amidon, and  
Eliott Adams in front of their handiwork
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remain or entirely cease being what they are. 
It needs them for their knowledge, their talent, 
their inclinations, and passions; it insists that 
they retain a measure of these endowments, 
which it means to employ for its own ends, and 
without which the intellectuals would be of no 
use to it whatever. A simplified but useful 
equation suggests itself: the relation of the 
institutional world to the intellectuals is as the 
relation of middlebrow culture to serious culture, 
the one battens on the other, absorbs and raids 
it with increasing frequency and skill, subsidizes 
and encourages it enough to make further raids 
possible—at times the parasite will support its 
victim. Surely this relationship must be one 
reason for the high incidence of neurosis that 
is supposed to prevail among intellectuals. A 
total estrangement from the sources of power 
and prestige, even a blind unreasoning rejection 
of every aspect of our culture, would be far 
healthier if only because it would permit a free 
discharge of aggression.”

The liberal class prefers comfor t to 
confrontation. It will not challenge the 
decaying structures of the corporate state. It 
is intolerant within its ranks of those who do. 
It clings pathetically to the carcass of the 
Obama presidency. It has been exposed as a 
dead force in American politics. We must find 
our way back to the old radicals, to the 
discredited Marxists, socialists and anarchists, 
including Dwight Macdonald and Dorothy Day. 
Language is our first step toward salvation. 
We cannot fight what we cannot describe.

This article was originally printed on 
truthdig.com.

Chris Hedges spent two decades 
covering wars in Latin America, 
Africa, Europe, and the Middle East. 
As the New York Times Middle East 
bureau chief, he shared the 2002 
P uli t zer  P r ize  f or  E x plana t or y 
Journalism for coverage of terrorism.

By Elaine Brower

On Monday, May 24, six co-defendants, all from 
New York City, appeared in a Philadelphia 
courtroom in front of Judge James DeLeon to stand 
trial for arrests dating back to September 12, 2009. 
On that date, hundreds of protesters converged on 
the “Army Experience Center” (AEC), a place that 
literally takes children and turns them into video 
thrill-seeking killers, on the taxpayer’s dime. If you 
are not familiar with the place, it was built after 
the Pentagon decided to shut down five other 
recruitment centers in the Philadelphia area, and 
combine them into a high-tech, $14 million facility, 
complete with 19 gaming stations, all equipped 
with the latest versions of murder software. The 
Defense Department filled the place with nice-
looking recruiters who they say are not recruiters, 
but rather mentors for the “children” who just want 
to “understand” today’s Army. Really, a “PsyOps” 
program.

On May 24 last year, seven protesters were plucked 
out of the crowd of hundreds, which had been 
escorted into the mall by the local Philly PD and 
civil affairs personnel, and selectively arrested. All 
were charged with conspiracy and failure to 
disperse. One was a journalist, who battled with 
the Philly DA and got her case dismissed, but the 
remaining six waited eight months for our day in 
court. Our attorney, Paul Hetznecker, a Philadelphia 
civil rights attorney, did an amazing job of 
protecting our freedom of speech and First 
Amendment rights. Considering that we had been 
escorted into the privately owned mall, but were 
protesting a federally owned recruitment center, 
many issues came into play. Mr. Hetznecker spent 
months preparing his trial, actually serving a 
subpoena on the AEC to deliver the photos and 
video tapes of inside the center from that day.

Coincidentally, or not so, the recruitment center 
had “invited” or “scheduled” a ceremony on 
September 12 commemorating the events of 
September 11, 2001, to take place inside the space.
Members of the “Gathering of Eagles,” “Warriors 
Watch Riders,” and a few other groups who 
showed up in full biker regalia, with dozens of 
American flags and signs letting us know we were 
traitors, waited for our convergence. Those of us 
who gathered at noon and marched to the AEC at 
2 PM, didn’t find out who was inside until we 
arrived that morning, and the police hadn’t a clue, 
at least that’s what Lt. Dennis Koncyzyk said on 
the witness stand, that the “counter-protesters” 
were inside. However, he said he was fully aware 
of our intentions to assemble and march to the mall 
weeks, if not months, ahead of September 12. And 
so they were prepared and ready for arrests: ours.

It made for an interesting juxtaposition, the 
screaming, threatening mob inside the facility, 
supported by our friendly army recruiters, who 
were all decked out in their dress uniforms and 
medals, with us on the outside peacefully chanting 
and demonstrating. The lieutenant testified that 
we were “loud” and “disruptive,” but our attorney 
was relentless in asking how “loud” the Gathering 
of Eagles were in comparison to the “defendants.” 
Of course, the lieutenant tried to convince the judge 
that we were the problem, but he had a difficult 
time of it. Judge DeLeon, who runs a very informal 
courtroom, got the picture. He kept referring, 
almost comically, to those “Gathering of Eagles” 
people on the inside, with a quizzical look on his 
face. The judge asked if the store owners had 
complained about our noise level, and the 
lieutenant quietly said “no.”

The prosecution showed a video of the entire 
protest, taken by the Philly PD technical unit. The 
video was played on a laptop, with us all gathered 
around the witness stand, even though there was 
a 42" LCD TV with projector directly behind us. 
However, you could clearly see the police escorting 
the entire march from the beginning right into the 
mall, directly to the front of the Army Experience 
Center. You could see the “guy with the cowboy 
hat and flags” as the judge stated, inside the center. 
We listened to our chants, and those in the 
courtroom starting whispering the same: “War is 
not a game.” In fact, the judge had two interns next 
to us watching at the same time, and they were 
smiling, seemingly enjoying our spirited protest. 
Once the final warning was issued by the officer 
in charge, Lt. Koncyzyk, you could see the crowd 
attempting to disperse at the behest of Debra 
Sweet, who was announcing that we closed down 
the recruiting station. But at that moment, as she 
turned to walk away, clearly noted on the video, 

she was tapped on the shoulder and arrested.

Ultimately the prosecution could not prove that we 
were guilty of the crime charged since the only 
witness produced was from the police department, 
and not from the mall, or the Army Experience 
Center. There were no complainants testifying that 
we were a “disruption” or harmed business in any 
way. In fact, the judge pointed out that on the video 
shown by the prosecution, the police had done a 
“very nice job” of encircling us with a “balloon 
effect” and allowing kids access to the indoor 
skateboard area, right next to the AEC, and to the 
AEC itself.

Almost to the end of the three-hour trial, Lt. 
Koncyzyk was asked by our attorney how he chose 
to arrest only seven people out of the 200 that were 
protesting. He offered several answers, and then 
blurted out, “Five of them were arrested there 
before.” Targeting, does that surprise anyone? At 
that point, it was all downhill for the prosecution’s 
case, and Mr. Hetznecker made a brilliant closing 
argument. The judge responded “I like that.”

And so, let’s chalk one up for the good guys! 
Freedom of speech, especially in these times, is an 
important and rare commodity. It’s a tough fight, 
but we had to go there. We must defend ourselves 
at all costs, or else our voices will be silenced 
forever. And thank you to the Mr. Hetzneckers of 
the world for being there to defend it!

Elaine Brower is an antiwar activist , 
mother of a three-combat-tour U.S. marine, 
member of the national steering committee 
f o r  t h e  W o r l d  C a n ’ t  W a i t  ( w w w.
worldcantwait.net), and a member of 
Military Families Speak Out (her opinions 
do not reflect the national position of 
MFSO).

Finally, a Win for the Good Guys
Philly Judge Acquits Army Experience Center Protesters

Communists
… continued from page 5

Elaine Brower, Debra Sweet, attorney Paul Hetznecker, Richie Marini, Joan Pleune, 
Beverly Rice and Sarah Wellington
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By Helaine Meisler

David Brooks, in a January 12, 2010, New York 
Times editorial, “The Tel Aviv Cluster,” writes 
glowingly that Jews who make up only a mere .2 
percent of the world population, constitute 54 
percent of the world chess champions, 27 percent 
of the Nobel physics laureates, 31 percent of the 
medical laureates, 21 percent of the Ivy League 
student bodies, 37 percent of the Academy Award-
winning directors, 35 percent of the leading 
philanthropists, and 51 percent of the Pulitzer Prize 
winners for nonfiction—so 
much for an American Jew 
like myself to be proud of.

Fortunately, my sense of 
Jewish pr ide is more 
concerned with human 
justice, human rights, and 
international law. These 
days, I find myself, as a Jew 
and as a human being, much 
more concerned with the 
current situation on the 
ground in Israel, the West 
Bank, Gaza Strip, and East 
Jerusalem than wi th 
Academy Awards and world 
chess champions.

Zionists founded Israel 
ostensibly so that Jews 
from all around the world 
would have a safe haven, a 
safe place to live. That is 
the given reason. However, 
what is currently happening 
in Israel and the Occupied 
Palestinian Territories is no 
longer about the Holocaust 
and the Jewish people needing a homeland. What 
is happening now is about Israel’s expropriation, 
often violent, of land that was never theirs. It is 
about the blockade, siege, and destruction of Gaza. 
Numerous respected human rights organizations 
reported on atrocities and war crimes committed 
by Israel. The Goldstone Report requested by the 
United Nations condemned Israel’s war crimes and 
the European Union recently voted to accept it. 
That is the reality that the world, especially 
Americans, who pay with their tax dollars for these 
crimes, needs to recognize and act on. 

Perhaps it is a source of pride for some that 27 
percent of the Nobel Prize winners in physics are 
Jewish but is it not a far greater source of shame 
that Israel has disregarded more U.N. resolutions 
than any country in history? 

What is there to be proud of about implementing 

curfews, imprisonment and torture, house 
demolitions and removals, 8-meter concrete and 
steel separation walls, separate roads, and theft 
of water and land? Of what is there to brag about 
Israel’s 23-day attack on Gaza in late 2008 and the 
Israel Defense Forces (IDF) killing 1,400 Gazans, 
many of them women, children and other civilians? 
Should I hold my head high as a Jew because 90 
percent of Palestinian children in Gaza now 
experience post-traumatic stress disorder ? Do 51 
percent of the world’s chess champions balance 

out the deliberate destruction of Gaza’s hospitals, 
ambulances, schools, farmland, factories, and 
sewage plants? Am I to be proud of Israel’s 
prohibiting farmers from planting and harvest their 

crops, and for uprooting thousands of centuries-old 
Palestinian olive trees, which are like family to their 
owners? What joy shall I take over Israel’s building 
illegal settlements in the Occupied Palestinian 
Territories, a flagrant violation of international law, 
as is everything else mentioned? 

Am I to rejoice as a Jew, that Israel, the Jewish 
state, does this with impunity?

Israel, for better or worse, is a reality. Palestinians 
do not have to like the fact that Israel exists. 
However, we expect them to accept Israel’s right 
to exist, as that is international law. So, too, should 
Israel have to accept international law. But Israel, 
one of the most powerful countries in the world, 
arrogantly refuses to honor international law. Yet 
Israel receives more U.S. military aid than any other 
country.

Some say that there were no Palestinians living in 
the Middle East before Israel became a state. 

However, even the Jewish Zionist historian Benny 
Morris states that Arabs lived there centuries 
before 1948. Moreover, they lived there, alongside 
Jews, in relative peace until the beginning of the 

Zionist expansion in Palestine. In the late 1800s, 
Zionism proclaimed that God had given his Chosen 
People the land of Israel. Do we really think that 
Arabs did not understand what this meant? They 
understood full well the meaning of this 
proclamation. Zionists were coming into their land, 
which at the time was a protectorate of Britain, 
another colonial power. Of course, some of them 

resisted what they felt was a theft and potential 
takeover of their land. Then in 1947-48 Zionists 
forced more than 700,000 Arabs out of their homes. 
The Arabs hoped that they would be able to return 
home in weeks. Sixty-two years later, some of 
these people still hold the keys to their homes.

Let us focus on the present. Israel continues to 
build settlements in Occupied Palestinian 
Territories. How much longer should Palestinians 
wait? Should they wait until there are perhaps only 
a few square kilometers of land remaining to them? 

Shall they sit by idly while 
Israel destroys their cen-
turies-old Mamila Cemetery 
to build a “Museum of 
Tolerance” on top of their 
sacred land? What should 
the Pal estinians do? Should 
the people of Gaza accept 
Israel’s collective punish-
ment of the 1.5 million 
people living there? Should 
the world? Should I as an 
American Jew? Should you? 
Should we sit idly when a 
member of the Knesset 
calculates the precise 
number of calories just 
short of starvation to keep 
people alive and then Israel 
withholds food from these 
same people? Civilized 
people do not compute such 
numbers. The consequences 
of this siege on the children 
of Gaza are far reaching. 
Research shows that early 
exposure to violence alters 
the structure and chemistry 

of children’s brains in predictable ways. These 
children often have deep feelings of helplessness 
and isolation, which are difficult to overcome.

So when does all of this destruction, torture, and 
killing stop? When will the people of the world 
unite and stand together to stop Israel? When will 
we bring Israel and the Israel Defense Forces to 
The Hague and International Court? 

The Jewish faith encourages and believes in 
justice, compassion, and personal accountability. 
If Israel truly followed the tenets of Judaism, Israel 
would stop itself.

Helaine Meisler is a learning specialist 
who is involved with Middle East Crisis 
Response, Jews Say No!, and Gaza Freedom 
March.
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here in the West Bank have a problem. In 
Bethlehem, over 50 members of the “Palestinian 
Preventive Security” (as they are called) and police 
blocked our path to get to the apartheid wall area. 
We are told we can demonstrate as long as we do 
not bother those we are demonstrating against! 
Over the past few years, heavily armed Palestinian 
Authority forces blocking roads had an amazing 
psychological impact on Palestinians and 
internationals. No popular resistance can survive 
this. Popular resistance, by definition, involves 
increasing the cost to the occupiers and acts of 
civil resistance including disruptions. Popular 
resistance is not to be reduced to 
standing at the sidewalk carrying 
a flag or a sign. It involves daring 
and risky actions like the ones 
taken by the thousands of us who 
mobilized for the Freedom Flotilla.

Elite “leaders” in Ramallah and in 
other Arab cities gave the rhetoric 
that they support the popular 
resistance as exem plified by the 
Freedom Flotilla. But words are 
cheap, and words spoken in public 
are not the same as behind closed 
doors and in corridors of power. 
Even the rhetoric is not consistent. 
A key Palestinian leader once 
stated that such humanitarian 
boats to Gaza are stunts with no real impact. The 
Palestinian leadership that promised us no 
negotiations until there is a settlement freeze has 
engaged in negotiations while we see continued 
settlement activities all around us both in East 
Jerusalem and in other parts of the West Bank. 
Instead of closing Israeli embassies in Arab 
countries, they were heavily protected by Arab 
security forces from demonstrators. Thus, it is not 
totally surprising that there was a larger 
demonstration in Sweden (7,000 people) than in 
Ramallah or Amman. But will this attack on the 
Freedom Flotilla be the straw that breaks the 
camel’s back? Will it mobilize actions or deter 
future actions?

In looking at the geopolitical picture today, one can 
see trends that give us despair and those that give 
us hope. The political leadership in the fragmented 
Arab countries and Palestinian authority have 
convinced themselves that they have no option but 
to endlessly try to talk to politicians from Tel Aviv 
and Washington (the latter also Israeli-occupied 
territory) hoping for some “gestures.” The Israeli 
thieves who stole a whole country can flout 
international law repeatedly and get away with it. 
We had a bloody 62 years stretching from over 33 
massacres in 1948 to slaughter of “ infiltrators” 
(villagers trying to return home after the ethnic 

cleansing) in the 1950s to massacres across 
borders (1956, 1970s, 1982, 2006) to the slaughter 
in Gaza last year. Will Israel be held accountable? 
Will Netenyahu, Barack, Livini, and Olmert be 
brought before international courts to pay for the 
massacres? Even according to a report from the 
Zionist Judge Richard Goldstone, the massacre in 
Gaza violated international law.

The larger atrocity this year is not the attack on these 
ships in international waters and the kidnap of 750 
peace activists. The larger atrocity is the ongoing 
murderous siege/blockade on Gaza and the 
methodical destruction of life for Palestinians in the 
occupied territories. After the slaughter of 1,400 in 
Gaza and thousands of homes destroyed, there was 
intensification of the siege that prevented rebuilding 

and humanitarian supplies from reaching Gaza. 
When reconstruction was not possible, some money 
destined for Gaza rebuilding was siphoned off by 
elite Palestinians who claim to work for the people. 
Slowly Arab Jerusalem is erased off the map. 
Villages around the city are squeezed (some, like 
Al-Walaja and Wadi Rahhal, are targeted for 
complete ethnic cleansing). What prevents its 
resolution based on justice to achieve a durable 
peace is not only the Zionist war machine but the 
countries that enable this. Turkey recalled its 
ambassador while Egypt and Jordan kept theirs in 
Tel Aviv, and Egypt shamelessly collaborates in 
blocking Gaza at the order of Israel and the U.S. 
administration.

For the sake of balance, the counterargument 
presented is that opening the borders before 
reconciliation between Fatah and Hamas will 
strengthen Hamas and deepen the division between 
the Fatah dominated West Bank and the Hamas 
dominated Gaza. To answer this I can only say that 

collective punishment of 1.5 million Palestinians is 
wrong and unacceptable on all grounds: moral, 
ethical, and legal. It constitutes a war crime and a 
crime against humanity. But even on strictly 
utilitarian grounds for those who do not like Hamas 
ideology, what is happening is only strengthening 
Hamas (which also profits from the tunnel trade with 
the support of Egyptian elites in Sinai). But Hamas 
and Hizballah, and Turkey, and others seem far more 
responsive to the anger felt in the streets at the 
endless capitulation to murder and ethnic cleansing. 
We may disagree with their ideologies but I know 
many of my own family members who are Christian 
who cheer at the speech of Hassan Nasrallah 
(Hizballah leader). Fatah and Hamas need to let go 
of the trap set for them in Oslo and both dissolve 

their ‘governments’ (the quotes are deserved) and 
go back to being resistance movements. And that 
which does so first will be more respected among 
the Palestinian people. There can never be a 
government under occupation that is not tied in the 
service of the occupiers (unlike resistance 
movements, if they step out of line, they have fixed 
addresses). I wonder also what would happen if 
secular or non-democratic leaders like Hosni 
Mubarak or King Abdullah would get the courage to 
take positions based on principles and not (mis)
calculations of U.S. and Israeli imperial powers as 
omnipotent. My thought is that the United States is 
finished as a superpower (thanks to it being bled dry 
by the Israel lobby dragging it into endless wars). I 

know most politicians like to feel 100 percent safe 
(mostly for their position of power) and are afraid of 
any change. But I wish they would realize that daring 
politicians make the history books, and those who 
hang around trying to protect their seats will be 
forgotten. Cowardice is never a virtue.

Palestine brings out the best in people who have dignity 
and self respect, and brings out the worst in others who 
have tribalism and greed coursing through their veins. 
There was more dignity in any minute of the short life 
of Rachel Corrie, who stood in front of the bulldozer in 
Rafah and lost her life, than is represented in lifetimes 
of kings, prime ministers, and presidents. There was 
more dignity in the bloody T-shirt of Basem Abu Rahma, 
when he was shot and killed with a gas canister in Bil’in, 
than among all the palaces of rulers who gather in an 
Arab summit. And the dignity of one drop of blood shed 
in the Mediterranean is more than exhibited at the U.N. 
Security Council last night. Citizens of Greece and Turkey 
joined together in the Freedom Flotilla ships and in the 
Israeli detention centers. Zionists were out saying there 
is no humanitarian crisis in Gaza and politicians behind 

closed doors are trying to limit the 
damage to their reputation instead 
of asking themselves questions 
about their direction in life!

If humanity survives the next 100 
years it will have been because of 
those who act with dignity and 
self-respect instead of cowardice 
and self-interest. Lessons in 
dignity from those like Rachel, 
Basem, and the Freedom Flotilla, 
will be required study in the new 
people’s history books, which I am 
sure will be very different than 
those we have in schools today. It 
is thus fitting that one of the 
freedom ships now kidnapped by 
the pirate navy was named the 

Rachel Corrie. As I wrote in a number of articles, I 
am optimistic despite the challenges. Why? Because 
of Basem, Rachel (the person and the ship), the 
thousands of martyrs who sacrificed their lives for 
freedom and justice, tens of thousands injured, the 
millions around the world in solidarity, and most of 
all those Palestinians and other Arabs who have not 
sold their souls and who maintain the faith in the 
justice of this cause. In the demonstrations 
yesterday, a child in Gaza was carrying a sign that 
says ‘we demand freedom’ and a child in Cairo that 
says ‘children in Egypt and in Gaza want the siege 
lifted’. That is our future—not elderly politicians 
meeting to do media damage control with empty 
words. Even as we mourned the martyrs, humanity 
won another victory yesterday.

Mazin Qumsiyeh teaches at Bethlehem and 
Birzeit Universities in occupied Palestine. 
He is chair of the board of the Palestinian 
Center for Rapprochement Between People 
and coordinator of the Popular Committee 
Against the Wall and Settlements in Beit 
Sahour He is author of Sharing the Land of 
Canaan: Human Rights and the Israeli/
Palestinian Struggle” and the forthcoming 
book Popular Resistance in Palestine: A 
History of Hope and Empowerment. His 
website is www.qumsiyeh.org.

Of Cowardice, Dignity
… continued from page 1
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By Dave Lindorff

Kevin Neish of Victoria, British Columbia, didn’t 
know he was a celebrity until he was about to 
board a flight from Istanbul to Ottawa. “This Arab 
woman wearing a beautiful outfit suddenly ran up 
to me crying, ‘It’s you! From Arab TV! You’re 
famous!’” he recalls with a laugh. “I didn’t know 
what she was talking about, but she told me, ‘I saw 
you flipping through the Israeli commando’s book! 
It’s being aired over and over!’”

A soft-spoken teacher and former civilian engineer 
with the Canadian Department of Defense, Neish 
realized then that a video taken by an Arab TV 
cameraman in the midst of the Israeli assault on 
the Freedom Flotilla to Gaza of him flipping through 
a booklet had been transmitted before the Israelis 
blocked all electronic signals from the flotilla. The 
booklet had pictures and profiles of all the 
passengers, and he’d found it in the backpack of 
an Israeli Defense Force commando.

Neish, 53, was on the second deck of the flotilla’s 
lead ship, the Turkish Mavi Marmara, with a good 
view of the stern, when the Israeli Defense Forces 
(IDF), in the early morning darkness of May 31, 
began its assault with percussion grenades, tear 
gas, and a hail of bullets. He then moved to the 
fourth deck in an enclosed stairwell, from which 
he watched and took photographs as casualties 
were carried down past him to a makeshift medical 
station. Several IDF commandos, captured by the 
passengers and crew, were also brought past him.

“I saw them carrying this one IDF guy down,” he 
recalls. “He looked terrified, like he thought he was 
going to be killed. But when a big Turkish guy, who 
had seen seriously injured passengers who had 
been shot by the IDF, charged over and tried to hit 

the commando, the Turkish aid workers pushed him 
off and pinned him to the wall. They protected this 
Israeli soldier.”

That was when he found the backpack that  the soldier 
had dropped. “I figured I’d look inside and see what 
he was carrying,” Neish says. “And inside was this 
kind of flip-book. It was full of photos and names in 
English and Hebrew of who was on all the ships. The 
booklet also had a detailed diagram of the decks of 
the Mavi Marmara.”

Meanwhile, he says, more and more people were 
being carried down the stairs from the mayhem 
above—people who’d been shot, and people who 
were dying or people already dead. “I took detailed 
photos of the dead and wounded with my camera,” 
he says, adding, “There were several guys who 
had two neat bullet holes side by side on the side 
of their head—clearly they were executed.”

Neish smuggled his photos out of Israel, to Turkey, 
despite his arrest on the ship and imprisonment in 
Israel for several days. “I pulled out the memory card, 
tossed my camera and anything I had on me that had 
anything to do with electronics, and then kept moving 
the chip around so it wouldn’t be found,” he says. “The 
Israelis took all the cameras and computers. They 
were smashing some and keeping others. I put the 
chip in my mouth under my tongue, between my butt 
cheeks, in my sock, everywhere, to keep them from 
finding it,” he says. He finally handed it to a Turk who 
was leaving for a flight home on a Turkish airline. He 
says the card ended up in the hands of an organization 
called Free Gaza, and he has seen some of his pictures 
published, so he knows they made it out successfully.

Neish says that claims that the Israeli commandos 
were just armed with paint guns and 9mm pistols 
are “Bullshit—at one point when I was in the 

stairwell, a commando opened a hatch above, stuck 
in a machine gun, and started firing. Bullets were 
bouncing all over the place. If the guy had gotten 
to look in and see where he was shooting, I’d have 
been dead, but two Turkish guys in the stairwell, 
who had short lengths of chain with them that they 
had taken from the access points to the lifeboats, 
stood to the side of the hatch and whipped them 
up at the barrell. I don’t know if they were trying 
to hit the commando, or to use them to snatch away 
the gun, but the Israeli backed off, and they 
slammed and locked the hatch.”

“I never saw a single paint gun, or a sign of a fired 
paint ball!” he says.

He also didn’t see any guns in the hands of people 
who were on the ship. “In the whole time I was 
there on the ship, I never saw a single weapon in 
the hands of the crew or the aid workers,” he says. 
Indeed, Neish, who originally had been on a smaller 
70-foot yacht called the Challenger II, had 
transferred to the Mavi Marmara after a stop in 
Cyprus, because his boat had been sabotaged by 
Israeli agents (a claim verified by the Israeli 
government), making it impossible to steer. “When 
we came aboard the big boat, I was frisked and my 
bag was inspected for weapons,” he says. “Being 
an engineer, I of course had a pocket knife, but they 
took that and tossed it into the ocean. Nobody was 
allowed to have any weapons on this voyage. They 
were very careful about that.”

What he did see during the IDF assault was severe 
bullet wounds. “In addition to several people I saw 
who were killed, I saw several dozen wounded 
people. There was one older guy who was just 
propped up against the wall with a huge hole in 
his chest. He died as I was taking his picture.”

Neish says he saw many of the nine who were known 
to have been killed, and of the 40 who were wounded, 
and adds, “There were many more who were 
wounded, too, but less seriously. In the Israeli prison, 
I saw people with knife wounds and broken bones. 
Some were hiding their injuries so they wouldn’t be 

taken away from the others.” He also says, “Initially 
there were reports that 16 on the boat had been killed. 
The medical station said 16. There was a suspicion 
that some bodies may have been thrown overboard. 
But what people think now is that the other seven 
who are missing, since we’re not hearing from 
families, may have been Israeli spies.”

Once the Israeli commandos had secured control 
of the Mavi Marmara, Neish says the ship’s 
passengers and crew were rounded up, with the 
men put in one area on deck, and the women put 
below in another area. The men were told to squat, 
and had their hands bound with plastic cuffs, which 
Neish says were pulled so tight that his wrists were 
cut and his hands swelled up and turned purple (he 
is still suffering nerve damage from the experience, 
which his doctor in Canada says he hopes will 
gradually repair on its own).

“They told us to be quiet,” he says. “But at one 
point, this Turkish imam stood up and started 
singing a call to prayer. Everybody was dead 
quiet—even the Israelis. But after about ten 
seconds, this Israeli officer stomped over through 
the squatting people, pulled out his pistol and 
pointed at the guy’s head, yelling, ‘Shut up!’ in 
English. The imam looked at him directly and just 
kept singing! I thought, Jesus Christ, he’s gonna 
kill him! Then I thought, well, this is what I’m here 

Eyewitness to the Israeli  
Assault on the Mavi Marmara

Arrested flotilla activists on their way to 
the Tel Aviv airport to be deported

continued on page 26 …
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By Johnny Barber

One week ago a young American woman, Emily 
Henochowicz, lost an eye while bearing witness 
to a clash between Palestinian youth and Israeli 
soldiers at Qalandia checkpoint on the border of 
Jerusalem and Ramallah, in the West Bank. She 
was at tending a demonstration with the 
International Solidarity Movement (ISM) in 
response to the murder of activists in international 
waters off the coast of Gaza by Israeli commandos.

The Israeli military did not comment on the incident. 
The United States government registered no formal 
protest. The major media outlets in the United 
States made no mention of the attack. Reporters 
walking the Gulf Coast beaches pointing out tar-
balls in the sand, along with the Israeli Defense 
Force (IDF) supplied video and talking points of their 
commando attack on the Gaza Freedom Flotilla, 
dominated the 24-hour news cycle.

If the media thought the story was worth reporting, 
they undoubtedly would have talked about a tragic 
accident. But it wasn’t.

It was another deliberate attack on an unarmed 
peace activist by the Israeli military. In and of itself 
this incident, an American student maimed by our 
main Middle East ally, seems newsworthy. 
(Imagine for a minute that Hamas, Hizbullah, or Iran 
had maimed an American the threats and 
condemnations would have been fierce and 
immediate.) Coming within 24 hours of the Freedom 
Flotilla attack it certainly should have been 
considered newsworthy. But it wasn’t.

If the Israeli military commented, they most certainly 
would have expressed regret, but surely soldiers are 
allowed to protect themselves from terrorists 
throwing stones. Put yourself in their place—a mob 
with weapons (certainly any sensible person would 
agree that a teenager with a stone is a deadly threat) 
descending upon the checkpoint need to be subdued. 
Unfortunately for Emily she found herself amidst the 
mob. But she wasn’t.

When it was revealed that Emily was standing on 
the opposite side of the street, 20 meters or more 
away from the stone throwers, certainly the 
military would amend their statement. An unnamed 
soldier would comment that Emily had stones in 
her hand; or maybe it was a metal pole, or maybe 
it was a knife. But she didn’t.

An IDF spokesperson would step forward and with 
innuendo and slander imply there were connections 
to Al-Qaeda, or Hamas, or maybe just some 
shadowy “terrorists.” But there isn’t.

ISM witnesses state about 100 Palestinian and 
International activists had gathered at the 

checkpoint to demonstrate when Palestinian 
youths clashed with the security forces. As the 
clash began, the International activists retreated 
and were on the opposite side of the road from the 
youths. Emily was hit in the face with a tear-gas 
canister fired directly at her by a soldier at the 
checkpoint. He was no farther than 15 meters from 
Emily. A Swedish International standing alongside 
Emily claims the soldier fired three tear-gas 
canisters in rapid succession directly at them. The 
third one hit Emily in the face.

If the truth were revealed, the American media 
would certainly decry the unfortunate accident. 
Certainly a member of the Israeli security forces 
would never shoot an unarmed, nonviolent 
demonstrator, apologizing for the soldier’s poor aim. 
After all, everyone knows the Israeli military is the 
most moral army in the world. But this is a lie.

This has always been a lie.

The Israeli military systematically targets 
nonviolent, peaceful demonstrators in the West 
Bank with impunity. The army always investigates 
itself and never finds any wrongdoing. America, 
Israel’s main benefactor, arms supplier, and 

collaborator, turns a blind eye—even failing to 
protect its own citizens from deliberate, malicious 
harm.

Emily joins a long list of peace activists who confront 
the Israeli military and pay dearly for it. In May, 
Hasen Brejieyah from the West Bank village of Al 
Ma’asara suffered a serious head injury when he 
was shot with a tear-gas canister. In Bi’lin the month 
before, an Israeli protester, Emad Rezqa was hit in 
the forehead by an aluminum tear-gas canister shot 
directly at him by Israeli soldiers during the weekly 
anti-Wall demonstration in Bi’lin. He suffered a 
fractured skull and a brain hemorrhage. One year 
earlier, Basem Abu Rahma, a Palestinian from Bi’lin, 
was killed when he was targeted and hit in the chest 
with a tear-gas canister. Tristan Anderson, another 
American national, was critically injured in March 
2009 when he was shot with a high velocity tear-gas 
projectile during a nonviolent demonstration against 
the Wall in the West Bank village of Ni’lin. He is still 
hospitalized, recovering from a traumatic brain injury.

If the American media got wind of these facts, they 
would certainly ask how so many peaceful 
demonstrators manage to jump in front of high 
velocity tear-gas canisters. They would go on to 

debate the morality of killing and maiming with 
tear-gas canisters, as opposed to live bullets. There 
will be no mention of the indecency, the depravity, 
the cowardice of the soldiers who target nonviolent 
demonstrators with lethal force.

Emily is a talented visual artist. Her last Facebook 
entry was dated May 31st and says, “Gaza on my 
mind.” You can access her blog and see her 
beautiful drawings. I scrolled through the 
comments; there was an outpouring of love and 
gratitude expressed by many who appreciated her 
work, not only on the page but also in the West 
Bank. In addition, I was not surprised to see the 
derisive comments spewed at her by the ignorant 
and the hateful. This is common ground for those 
who speak out against apartheid in Palestine.

Many people understand the concepts of the Israeli 
matrix of control and the establishment of facts on 
the ground that destroys any possibilities of a free 
Palestinian state. Emily, along with other dedicated, 
loving, and fearless activists, including countless 
Israelis, expresses a different kind of facts on the 
ground. These facts will be ignored, derided, or 
denied by our media for as long as possible. Those 
who blindly support Israel will blather on about 
anti-Semitism and self-hating Jews, terrorists, and 
existential threats. Our government, complicit in 
the crimes, will remain mute.

But these facts remain:

●  That loving people are willing to bear witness to 
injustice and will risk injury and death to right it.

●  That people realize that what happened to Emily 
is but a reflection of the collective punishment 
meted out to Palestinians at the hands of the 
Israeli government and their U.S. sponsors on a 
daily basis, and are willing to take a nonviolent 
stand to oppose it.

 This act of resistance is both noble and beautiful. 
Though Emily would deny it, her act and the acts 
of innumerable Palestinians who nonviolently 
confront the occupation each and every day give 
us a glimpse of the heroic. The artist lives her art, 
and in doing so opens our eyes and our hearts.

The fact of the matter is the only moral army in the 
world is the army of nonviolent activists who give 
themselves for the freedom of others.

The fact of the matter is Emily lost an eye, but she 
has not lost sight of the truth.

Johnny Barber has traveled to Iraq, Israel, 
Palestine, Lebanon, Syria, and Jordan to 
bear witness and document the suffering 
of people who are affected by war and 
occupation. He can be contacted at www.
onebrightpearl-jb.blogspot.com.

I often think the struggle for me and  
my Jewish generation is a recognition that  

our way of being in the world (urban,  
achievement-oriented culture) must come to grips 

with its shadow, which is the village-  
and land-based Palestinian experience that  

has been written off in racist and nationalistic 
ways.—Emily Henochowicz

The Blinding of Emily Henochowicz 

An Eye for an Eye 
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HELP LAUNCH A U.S. BOAT
TO JOIN THE NEXT 

GAZA FREEDOM FLOTILLA
BREAK THE SIEGE OF GAZA

THIS IS OUR MOMENT TO ACT
YOUR DONATIONS WILL:

-PURCHASE A BOAT
-SECURE A SAILING CREW

-CARRY HUMAN RIGHTS ACTIVISTS TO THE SHORES OF GAZA
-HELP TO REBUILD GAZA

 
TO SUPPORT THIS EFFORT, SIGN UP AT: 

USTOGAZA@GMAIL.COM

CHECKS CAN BE MADE OUT TO: 
MIDDLE EAST CRISIS RESPONSE

P.O. BOX 1362, WOODSTOCK, NY 12498

SUPPORT A VAST CIVIL SOCIETY EFFORT
THE U.S. GOVERNMENT SENDS BOATS TO THE MIDDLE EAST 

CARRYING ARMS. WE WILL SEND A BOAT TO OPEN THE BORDERS, 
AND TO STAND FOR HUMAN RIGHTS AND 

THE RIGHT TO REBUILD A FREE PALESTINE.

HOLD ISRAEL ACCOUNTABLE TO INTERNATIONAL LAW
END THE OCCUPATION OF PALESTINE

HELP US SAIL SOON
EVERY MOMENT COUNTS
EVERY DOLLAR COUNTS

ENDORSED BY: AMERICAN JEWS FOR A JUST PEACE, A.R.T. (ACTIVIST RESPONSE TEAM), 
FREE GAZA MOVEMENT, GAZA FREEDOM MARCH, JEWS SAY NO!, 

MIDDLE EAST CRISIS RESPONSE, WESPAC, WOMEN OF A CERTAIN AGE (LIST IN FORMATION)
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By M.J. Rosenberg

I t’s been one lie after another in the U.S. media about the Israeli 
attack on the Gaza-bound relief flotilla. No matter that the 
Israeli media views the whole incident as a debacle for Israel, 

in this country the Israel-can-do-no-wrong crowd is on overdrive 
defending the operation. As usual, facts don’t matter to them.

Except they do.

The first thing you need to know about the Gaza flotilla disaster is 
that the intention of the activists on board the ships was to break 
the Israeli blockade. Delivering the embargoed goods was incidental.

In other words, the activists were like the civil rights demonstrators 
who sat down at segregated lunch counters throughout the South 
and refused to leave until they were served. Their goal was not really 
to get breakfast. It was to end segregation.

That fact is so obvious that it is hard to believe that the “pro-Israel” 
lobby is using it as an indictment.

Of course the goal of the flotilla was to break the blockade. Of course 
Martin Luther King provoked the civil authorities of the South to 
break segregation. Of course, the Solidarity movement used workers’ 
rights as a pretext to break Soviet-imposed Communism.

The bottom line is that the men and women of the flotilla had every 
right to attempt to destroy an illegal blockade that Israel had no legal 
standing to impose and which was designed to inflict collective 
punishment on the people of Gaza. (There is no truth to the story that 
Israel would have delivered the goods on the ships to Gaza if asked; 
the Israelis never made that offer and, judging by years of precedent, 
would have blocked any delivery.)

As for the Israeli argument that its soldiers were attacked, that is 
ridiculous. Israeli commandos were ordered to board a civilian ship 
in international waters and the government that sent them claims 
that the resisting passengers attacked them without provocation. 
This is like a carjacker complaining to the police that the driver bashed 
him with a crowbar that was under the seat. Neither carjackers nor 
hijackers should expect their victims to acquiesce peacefully.

Here are the facts about life in Gaza today—facts that only can be 
changed by breaking the blockade. These data come from the 
American Near East Relief Association (ANERA), which provides 
relief to Gazans to the extent permitted by the Israeli (and American) 
authorities. ANERA is neither “pro-Israel” nor “pro-Palestinian.” It 
has no political agenda at all. It merely determines what human needs 
are and tries to respond to them.

•  Eight out of 10 Gazans depend on foreign aid to survive.

•  The World Food Program says Gaza requires a minimum of 400 
trucks a day to meet basic nutritional needs—yet an average of 

just 171 trucks worth of supplies enter Gaza every week,

•  Clothes that were held in the port of Ashdod for over a year were released 
into Gaza but arrived covered with mold and mildew, unusable.

•  Ninety-five percent of Gaza’s water fails World Health Organization 
standards, leaving thousands of newborns at risk of poisoning.

•  Anemia for children under the age of five is estimated at 48 percent.

•  75 million liters of untreated sewage are pumped into the 
Mediterranean Sea every day—because piping and spare parts are 
not permitted.

During the 2009 bombing, more than 120,000 jobs were lost as Gaza’s 
industrial zone was destroyed, 15,000 homes and apartments were 
damaged or destroyed, and one-third of all schools were destroyed.

None of these can be rebuilt, because construction supplies are kept 
out by the Israeli authorities.

So what is the blockade about?

It is not about stopping terrorism. Hamas has repeatedly offered 
Israel an indefinite cease-fire in exchange for lifting the blockade. 
And, on a half-dozen occasions, Israel accepted the deal but did not 
live up to its side of it. In fact, the 2009 war began after Israel ignored 
its commitments under the Gaza cease-fire agreement, continued 
the blockade, and then provoked the resumption of attacks on Sderot 
through a series of targeted assassinations of Palestinians (Israel 
claims that no cease-fire agreement curtails its right to kill any 
Palestinian it deems to be a terrorist).

Israel asserts that it will not accept any long-term cease-fire agreement 
with Hamas because Hamas does not recognize its right to exist.

But Israel does not need the permission of anyone—let alone Hamas—
to exist. All it needs from Hamas is an end to violence and that is 
precisely what Hamas is offering, in exchange for lifting the blockade.

This is not to say that Hamas need never recognize Israel. It should. 
But it is ridiculous to insist on recognition as a precondition for 
anything. Recognition would be the end result of negotiations, not 

a precondition for it.

But that is not what Israel wants. It wants to destroy Hamas because 
it is a terrorist organization. And that makes sense until one realizes 
that the African National Congress, Sinn Fein, the Israeli Irgun, the 
Algerian FLN, and a host of other resistance movements were called 
terrorist organizations before negotiations brought them to power. 
Former Israeli Prime Ministers Menachem Begin and Yitzhak Shamir 
were both unabashed terrorists prior to their entrance into respectable 
politics. And so what? If dealing with terrorists—as Israel has 
repeatedly done with Hezbollah—will help achieve a worthy goal, 
why not do it? After all, if negotiations fail, one can always walk away.

But Israel will not change its self-defeating policies until we change 
ours. And there is no evidence that is happening (at least, not until 
after the November elections, for obvious reasons).

For now, our policies are joined at the hip with Israel’s. We support 

the blockade of Gaza. We oppose any efforts at reconciliation 
between Fatah and Hamas. We even back Israel’s opposition to the 
Arab Peace Initiative, which offers Israel full peace and normalization 
of relations with every Arab country in exchange for the creation of 
a Palestinian state in the West Bank, Gaza, and East Jerusalem.

Enough is enough. The Obama administration needs to join the rest 
of the world in demanding an end to the Gaza blockade as a first big 
step toward the resumption of negotiations.

The attack on the flotilla was one of the most disastrous blunders in 
Israel’s history. At last, the whole world sees Israel’s policy of 
collective punishment for what it is—a means to perpetuate the 
occupation forever. Only the United States government has chosen 
to close its eyes.

The occupation is killing Israel. And we are on the sidelines letting 
it happen. Some ally!

M.J. Rosenberg is Senior Foreign Policy Fellow at Media 
Matters Action Network.

Lying About The Gaza Flotilla Disaster

 Of course the goal of the flotilla 
was to break the blockade. Of 

course Martin Luther King 
provoked the civil authorities of 
the South to break segregation. 

/*
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Following are remarks made at the Memorial Day 
parade, May 31, 2010, in Woodstock, N.Y.

By Joel Kovel 

As a member of 
Veterans for 
P e a c e ,  I ’ v e 

addressed this event 
perhaps a dozen times 
over the years. But never 
has my heart been so 
heavy as today, when I have to speak of the terrible 
news we received less than 24 hours ago, that Israeli 
commandos had boarded the Freedom Flotilla 
bearing humanitarian aid to the people of Gaza and 
killed some 10—20 activists, wounding perhaps 50 
others in the course of preventing the aid from 
reaching its destination. Although it may not seem 
so at first glance, I think you will agree when I am 
finished that what happened off the coast of Gaza 
yesterday very much needs to be talked about at a 
Memorial Day parade. 

For those of you who may not know, Gaza is a region 
within Palestine, seized by Israel in 1967 and since 
administered under military occupation. Currently 
its 1.5 million people live in confinement, making 
Gaza the largest prison in the history of the world. 

To be more exact, they do not fully live, but merely 
survive under conditions of great privation. Fully ten 
percent of the population, needless to say mainly 
small children, are malnourished to the point of 
having their growth stunted. A few years ago, an 
Israeli official was quoted as saying that the people 
of Gaza are “going to be on a diet.” This gives a sense 
of the cruelty of the occupation, as does the fact 
that more than a year after Israel pulverized large 
portions of Gaza in a deadly attack, virtually no 
construction materials, neither cement, nails, nor 
bricks, have been let into the country. Hence it 
continues as a gigantic ruin and a zone of desperation.

All this has precipitated great consternation among 
people of good will across the world and spurred 
efforts to bring aid to the Gazans with the larger goal 
of bringing Israel’s blockade and, indeed, occupation, 
to an end. The Freedom Flotilla is not the first maritime 
mission to Gaza, but it was by far the largest, with six 
ships, 700 activists, and ten thousand tons of material 
aid for the prisoners of Gaza. Here in Woodstock we 

are proud of our solidarity group, Middle East Crisis 
Response, from which eight citizens went last 
December to Egypt as part of a large delegation to 
bring aid to Gaza. Five of our members are now in 
New York City, doing what can be done to demonstrate 
against this awful crime.

We are making progress in bringing Israel to justice, 
but the road is long and the way is hard. If this were 
a halfway just world, Israel’s wanton attack in 
international waters would be immediately 
recognized as sheer, murderous piracy. But the 
problem runs much deeper than that. For whether 
Israel attacked on the high seas or elsewhere, its 
aggression would still be illegal. A fully just world 
would recognize that Israel would have no right to 
attack the flotilla in any case, for the simple reason 
that it has no right to be in Gaza, as occupation is 
itself a crime under international law. Israel’s flouting 
of innumerable resolutions asserting this does not 
weaken the truth, but rather, has removed every 
shred of legitimacy from its behavior. An occupier, 
the world should remember, has no rights.

But the world is not at all a just place and doesn’t 
remember this truth or even understand it. Instead, 
we face a situation where Israel repeatedly gets 
away with murder and every other human rights 

violation. And it is perfectly understandable why 
this is so. It is because Israel enjoys a de facto 
authority that overrides mere international law and 
human rights, so that it can do what it pleases, and 
the consequences be damned. This de facto 
authority has two components and one enabling 
cause. The components are:

•  a world-class military machine, so that Israel 
enjoys the advantage of brute force in its 
escapades; and

•  a permanent and renewable “Get-out-of-jail-free” 
card, to be played whenever a crime is committed.

Nothing can be done to bring Israel to justice unless 
this authority is brought down, for the purpose of 
which it is necessary to face up to its enabling cause. 
And this, to get right down to the point, is our own 
United States, with some help from its Western 
allies and Arab client states. It is the United States 
that has financed Israel and built it into a military 
behemoth. And it is from the United States that the 

commands are issued that exonerate Israel in 
advance from the consequences of its criminality. 
This combination of stupendous power and impunity 
feeds on itself and breeds the monstrosity that is 
Israel today. Without it, the terrible killings aboard 
the Freedom Flotilla would not have happened—
indeed, the flotilla would not have been needed 
because Gaza would have been free.

It would take time we do not have today to dissect 
this relationship, taking into account the illegal 
(because it represents a foreign power without 
registering as such) Israel Lobby that controls 
United States foreign policy where Israel and 
Palestine are concerned. I want to bring to your 
attention instead one elementary principle that 
would enable us to make a difference. It is to find 
a location in the here and now where the Israeli 
killing machine is built up by the United States; and 
to intervene so that the cycle of impunity can start 
to be interrupted. It happens that there is one such 
place right here in Woodstock, as there are in many 
other locales in the United States.

For we have a firm in town, Rotron by name, that 
enjoys great prestige in Woodstock and the 
surrounding region. Rotron is the biggest employer 
in Woodstock, and has made its esteemed product, 
fans, for over half a century. And yet, how many 
people in Woodstock know—or care when they do 
know—that the fans Rotron makes are for weapon 
systems ranging from simple rocket launchers all 
the way up to the world-destroying Minuteman 
missile with its H-bomb warhead? And how many 
know that among the contracts that have brought 
some wealth to the area is one from last October 

made with, yes, the State of Israel, to produce and 
deliver directly to the Israeli Air Force some 50 fans 
for its aircraft, the cost, a mere $27,712.50, with 
payment to be made directly by the Pentagon?

In other words, the possibility is quite real that the 
helicopters carrying the Israeli commandos to their 
rendezvous with murder off the coast of Gaza were 
being cooled by fans made in Woodstock.

I am not here to hand out any instant remedy for 
this situation. All I can say that is relevant to a 
national holiday as solemn as Memorial Day is this: 
that unless we come to grips with truths such as 
these, we have no right associating Woodstock 
with its self-anointed identity as the town of Peace 
and Love. There’s a fine looking Peace Monument 
right behind me as I speak, with inscriptions in 
many languages. But it is not worth the wood and 
metal it is made of unless we face up to our 
complicity in the war-making system, that machine 
that ties together the United States and Israel as 
the destroyers of peace around the world. The 
shock of Israel’s attack on the Freedom Flotilla may 
finally begin to break up its shield of impunity. This 
will happen if we join together in sustained and 
principled agitation. But we must never forget that 
we will never have a just world unless we also 
work to bring down the military machine itself.

Joel Kovel became an implacable anta-
gonist of U.S. militarism and imperialism 
while serving as a physician during the 
Vietnam War. His two most recent books 
are The Enemy of Nature and Overcoming 
Zionism.

DeStrOyerS Of PeaCe

The possibility is quite real that the helicopters 
carrying the Israeli commandos to their 

rendezvous with murder off the coast of Gaza 
were being cooled by fans made in Woodstock.

1.5 million people live in confinement,  
making Gaza the largest prison in the  

history of the world.
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ALI ABUNIMAH:
We Must Hold Israel 
Accountable
The following interview was originally aired on Democracy Now!, 
www.democracynow.org.

ANJALI KAMAT: I want to bring Ali Abuninah, the co-founder of 
the Electronic Intifada and author of One Country: A Bold Proposal 
to End the Israeli-Palestinian Impasse, into the discussion. He’s joining 
us from Chicago.

Ali, can you talk about the reaction from the United States, from the 
Obama administration, and also at the Security Council? 

ALI ABUNIMAH: Yes. Good morning. 

Among the more than 700 people on the ship from about 32 countries 
are 13 U.S. citizens, including a former ambassador, Ed Peck, who has 
been released and is reported to be on his way back to the United 
States. But as in the previous Israeli acts of piracy and war against 
ships heading to Gaza—you remember when Cynthia McKinney was 
kidnapped and jailed in Israel for trying to reach Gaza—once again, 
the U.S. government is saying and doing nothing publicly that suggests 
any great concern for its citizens who have been kidnapped by Israel. 

And the statements from the Obama administration, particularly that 
by the U.S. representative at the United Nations, Alejandro Wolff, were 
really quite shocking and astonishing. You played a clip during the news, 
where he suggests really that the flotilla were themselves to blame, 
talking about using non-confrontational and non-provocational 
methods rather than going by ship—in other words, suggesting—
agreeing with the outrageous Israeli claims that trying to reach Gaza 
with humanitarian aid is somehow a provocation or a confrontation. 
And Ambassador Wolff also reaffirmed Israel’s so-called right to self-
defense in this context, which suggests that the United States, unless 
it makes clear otherwise, believes that attacking a civilian ship on the 
high seas and massacring an unknown number of its passengers is 
somehow self-defense. 

I think we also have to keep our eye on the context here, Anjali. Just 
a week or so ago, the U.S. Congress voted by 410 to 4—I’ll repeat 
that, 410 to 4—to a request from the Obama administration for 
additional military aid, another $205 million. This was clearly a 
political move by the Obama administration to fund the rather useless 
Iron Dome rocket defense as a way to appease Israel politically. But 
the message Israel got from this, as it has gotten from United States, 
and international complicity and complacency, the failure to hold 
Israel accountable for the war crimes documented in the Goldstone 
report; the failure to hold Israel accountable for the act of international 
terrorism and murder in a hotel room in Dubai; the failure to hold 
Israel accountable for four years of murderous siege on Gaza that 
has killed, by itself, 400 Palestinians for lack of access to medical 
aid and other needed supplies; the failure to hold Israel accountable 
in all these ways has sent Israel the message: do what you like, get 
away with whatever you want to, until people hold Israel accountable. 

And so, what the Freedom Flotilla was, was a peaceful, unarmed 
people’s navy, assembled to fill the void and the vacuum where the 
Obama administration should be, where the U.N. Security Council 
should be, where the Arab governments should be, where the 
European Union should be. And it is a shocking outrage and a crime 
that will live in infamy, along with the bombing of the King David 
Hotel, along with the attack on the U.S.S. Liberty, along with so many 
other appalling crimes, that international humanitarian workers 
bringing aid were attacked on the high seas. 

I spoke to you a few months ago when I was in Cairo with the Gaza 
Freedom March. By now, people have tried to reach Gaza to break the 
siege by land. They have tried by sea. And they have lost their lives. 
They have given their lives in the cause of breaking this siege on Gaza. 
And we have to ask, we have to ask, for what crime are 1.5 million 
people in Gaza being held prisoner? There is a museum in Berlin, which 
I visited as a schoolboy, to those who were killed trying to cross, those 
who were machine-gunned trying to cross over the Berlin Wall. Well, 
an unknown number of people, because Israel won’t tell us, were 
machine-gunned for trying to break this blockade. When will there be 
accountability? And when will the Obama administration stop this 
outrageous complicity, this enabling, this acting as an accomplice with 
these crimes against people in Palestine, and now against Americans, 
Turks, Greeks, Jordanians, Palestinians, Lebanese, Swedes, French 
people, German people, members of Parliament, doctors, retired people, 
trying to bring medicine to people in Gaza? That our government has 
not stood up and condemned this in the clearest possible terms is a 
sign that something is sick in the United States’ system when it comes 
to speaking about and dealing with Israel. There is a sickness that has 
to be addressed. 

AMY GOODMAN: Ali Abunimah, can you talk about the videotape? 
And again, we have to stress, in the brief coverage that we see in 
U.S. media right now, because we do not even know the names of 
the dead or the injured, not to mention hundreds of people who are 
now in jail in Israel, we’re only getting one side here. But the videotape 
that the Israeli government is showing of what happened on the lead 
ship, on the Turkish ship, Ali?

ALI ABUNIMAH: Yes. I mean, what we have to do is put all this in 
the context of Israel’s propaganda strategy. What they’ve done is 
imposed a total news blackout. Hundreds of people are detained. 
They’ve had no access to lawyers, certainly no access to media. It was 
reported there was one Al Jazeera cameraman, of the six Al Jazeera 
staff who were kidnapped with the ships, who was released. And 
what he said is that all the passengers were allowed to leave the ships 
only with their passports, with no other personal belongings. He was 

Palestine  
Was Not  
Palestine

Long ago, I was made to understand that Palestine was 
not Palestine;

I was also informed that Palestinians were not 
Palestinians;

They also explained to me that ethnic cleansing was not 
ethnic cleansing.

And when naive old me saw freedom fighters they 
patiently showed me that they were not freedom 
fighters, and that resistance was not resistance.

And when, stupidly, I noticed arrogance, oppression and 
humiliation they benevolently enlightened me so I can 
see that arrogance was not arrogance, oppression was 
not oppression, and humiliation was not humiliation.

I saw misery, racism, inhumanity and a concentration 
camp. But they told me that they were experts in misery, 
racism, inhumanity and concentration camps and I have 
to take their word for it: this was not misery, racism, 
inhumanity and a concentration camp.

Over the years they’ve taught me so many things: 
invasion was not invasion, occupation was not 
occupation, colonialism was not colonialism and 
apartheid was not apartheid.

They opened my simple mind to even more complex 
truths that my poor brain could not on its own compute 
like: ‘having nuclear weapons’ was not ‘having nuclear 
weapons’, ‘not having weapons of mass destruction’ 
was ‘having weapons of mass destruction’. And, 
democracy (in the Gaza strip) was not democracy. 
Having second class citizens (in Israel) was democracy.

So you’ll excuse me if I am not surprised to learn today 
that there were more things that I thought were evident 
that are not: peace activists are not peace activists, 
piracy is not piracy, the massacre of unarmed people is 
not the massacre of unarmed people.

I have such a limited brain and my ignorance is 
unlimited. And they’re so fucking intelligent. Really.

—Ghassan Hage

Ghassan Hage teaches and researchs in the areas 
of globalization, migration, nationalism, racism, and 
multiculturalism from a comparative perspective. 

His teaching and research 
emphasizes the importance 
of anthropology as a 
fieldwork-based discipline 
that nonetheless deals 
with general philosophical 
questions about humans and 
their cultures. 

Ali Abunimah
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personally attacked by Israeli soldiers while he 
was filming, and his camera smashed. In any case, 
no journalists were allowed to leave the ships 
with any film or any recordings whatsoever. We 
don’t know the names of the dead. The families 
of all those passengers are anxiously awaiting 
news of their loved ones. Why is this? So that the 
Israeli narrative can get a long head start. This is 
all about the Israeli propaganda strategy to give 
the Israeli propagandists, like Mark Regev, a free 
run. They’ve had more than twenty-four hours. 
And, Amy, it’s working in the mainstream media, 
because they’re only reporting, you know, the 
atrocious reporting on National Public Radio and 
on the BBC, which is taking mostly the Israeli 
version. 

Even the videos the Israelis released, what they 
do confirm to us is that Israel attacked a civilian 
ship with attack helicopters, speedboats and 
commandos. Now, they show people fending 
off the soldiers. I mean, in this country, in the 

United States, people lionize the passengers on 
Flight 93 who tried to fight off the hijackers to 
no avail. So there was a natural reaction there. 
What we don’t know is when that happened. 
The Al Jazeera footage, which came out before 
the feed was cut by Israel, showed people—or 
there was evidence of people being shot at and 
killed as soon as the Israelis attacked. Hanin 
Zoabi, the member of parliament in the Knesset, 
the Palestinian who was released and gave a 
press conference today, talked about the sudden 
attack with sound bombs, tear gas, explosions. 
The same—the Al Jazeera journalist who was 
released said the same thing. Because the 
Israelis are obscuring or removing the time 
stamps from the videos they are releasing, we 
have no idea when those videos were taken, 
and they’re showing very short clips. But what 
is not in doubt and what nobody disputes, not 
even the Israelis, is that an Israeli military force 
carried out an unprovoked attack on the high 
seas against a civilian vessel, and people have 
been killed, people who were on a humanitarian 
mission. And there is no justification for that.

By Stéphane Frédéric Hessel

Israel’s illegal and immoral attack on the Freedom 
Flotilla humanitarian aid convoy, which left at least 
nine dead and dozens injured, has rightfully stunned 
the world. The all-civilian convoy of six ships carried 
over 10,000 tons of critically-needed humanitarian 
aid and nearly 700 citizens from 40 countries. The 
flotilla was an ambitious attempt to break the siege 
imposed by Israel on the 1.5 million Palestinians of 
the occupied Gaza Strip, since 2007. Carrying 
distinguished parliamentarians, religious leaders, 
authors, journalists, a Nobel Peace Laureate, and a 
Holocaust survivor, the relief convoy aimed not only 
to provide relief supplies to Gaza; it sought to direct 
the international spotlight towards the humanitarian 
crisis imposed on Gaza’s residents and the imperative 
to end it. There is no denying that the latter objective 
has succeeded, albeit with tragic consequences.

The Israeli attack on the unarmed aid convoy in 
international waters was “[a clear] violation of 
international humanitarian law, international law 
of the seas, and [by most interpretations] 
international criminal law,” to use the words of 
Richard Falk, Professor of International Law and 
UN Special Rapporteur on Human Rights in the 
Occupied Palestinian Territories. It is a sad reality 
that world governments have for too long become 
either complicit or apathetic to Israel’s crimes, and 

fostered its culture of impunity under a shield of 
unquestionable backing by the United States. Its 
initial condemnation notwithstanding, the U.S. 
government has pressured the U.N. Security 
Council members, again, to adopt ambiguous 
language which relieves Israel of responsibility and 
creates parity between aggressor and victim.

Characteristically, the Israeli government has 
blamed the victims of its raid for attacking the 
Israeli soldiers, claiming “self-defense.” Prominent 
legal expert and Director of the Sydney Centre for 
International Law at Sydney Law School, Professor 
Ben Saul, squarely refutes Israel’s claim arguing: 
“Legally speaking, government military forces 
rappelling onto a ship to illegally capture it are 
treated no differently than other criminals. The 
right of self-defense in such situations rests with 
the passengers on board: a person is legally 
entitled to resist one’s own unlawful capture, 
abduction and detention.” He adds that “if Israeli 
forces killed people, they may not only have 
infringed the human right to life, but they may also 
have committed serious international crimes. 
Under Article 3 of the Rome Convention for the 
Suppression of Unlawful Acts Against the Safety 
of Maritime Navigation of 1988, it is an international 
crime for any person to seize or exercise control 
over a ship by force, and also a crime to injure or 
kill any person in the process.”

Despite UN Secretary General Ban Ki-Moon’s 
statement calling for an end to Israel’s illegal siege 
of Gaza, the Security Council has failed to call for 
an unconditional end to the blockade, allowing 
Israel to commit grave war crimes with impunity, 
as is well-documented in the UN Goldstone report.

The absence of meaningful action from governments 
to hold Israel accountable to international law leaves 
open one path for citizens of conscience: to take this 
responsibility upon themselves, as done against 
apartheid South Africa. Nonviolent citizen-led 
initiatives, exemplified by the flotilla and the various 
boycott and divestment campaigns around the world, 
present the most promising way to overcome the 
failure of world governments to stand up to Israel’s 
intransigence and lawless behavior. By flagrantly 
attacking the aid ship, Israel has inadvertently brought 
unprecedented awareness and condemnation not 
only of its fatal siege of Gaza, but also of the wider 
context of Israel’s occupation practices in the 
Palestinian Territories, its denial of Palestinian refugee 
rights, and its apartheid policies against the 
indigenous, “non-Jewish” citizens of Israel.

The Freedom Flotilla brings to mind the kind of civil 
society solidarity initiatives which brought an end 
to segregation laws in the United States, and 
apartheid in South Africa; an analogy impossible 
to ignore. Like the apartheid regime of South Africa, 
Israel’s reaction has been to label this nonviolent 
act an “intentional provocation.” As in the case of 
South Africa, the call for international solidarity, in 
the form of Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions 
(BDS), came from an overwhelming majority of 
Palestinian civil society, unions, and organizations 
in 2005, and is being embraced by citizens of 

conscience and social movements worldwide. The 
BDS initiative calls for effectively isolating Israel, 
its complicit business, academic and cultural 
institutions, as well as companies profiting from 
its human rights violations and illegal policies, as 
long as these policies continue.

I believe that the BDS initiative is a moral strategy 
which has demonstrated its potential for success. 
Most recently, German Deutsche Bank became the 
latest of several European financial institutions and 
major pension funds to divest from Israeli arms 
manufacturer Elbit Systems. Last week, two main 
Italian supermarket chains announced a boycott of 
produce from illegal Israeli settlements. Last 
month, performers Elvis Costello and Gil Scott-
Heron canceled appearances in Israel. Reminiscent 
of the South African anti-apartheid popular 
struggle, the current generation of students across 
university campuses is actively calling upon their 
administrations to adopt divestment policies.

I endorse the heartfelt words of Scottish writer Iain 
Banks, who in reaction to Israel’s atrocious attack 
on the Freedom Flotilla suggested that the best way 
for international artists, writers, and academics to 
“convince Israel of its moral degradation and ethical 
isolation” is “simply by having nothing more to do 
with this criminal government.”

Stéphane Frédéric Hessel is a diplomat, 
former ambassador, French resistance 
fighter, and BCRA agent. Born German, he 
obtained French nationality in 1937. He 
participated in the drafting of the Universal 
laration of Human Rights of 1948.

Gaza Flotilla: Global Citizens 
Must Respond Where  

Governments Have Failed

ali abunimah
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By Eve Ensler

C ancer is scary, of 
course, and painful. 
It tends to interrupt 

one’s entire life, throw everything 
into question and push one up 
against that ultimate dimension 
and possibility of dying. One can 
rail at the gods and goddesses: 
“Why? Why now? Why me?” 
But, in the end, we know those questions ring absurd and empty. 
Cancer is an epidemic. It has been here forever. It isn’t personal. Its 
choice of the vulnerable host is often arbitrary. It’s life.

For months, doctors and nurses have cut me, stitched me, jabbed 
me, drained me, cat-scanned me, X-rayed me, IV-ed me, flushed me, 
and hydrated me, trying to identify the source of my anxiety and 
alleviate my pain. While they have been able to remove the cancer 
from my body, treat an abscess here, a fever there, they have not 
been able to even come close to the core of my malady.

Three years ago, the Democratic Republic of Congo seized my being. 
V-Day, a movement to stop violence against women and girls, was 
invited to see firsthand the experience of women survivors of sexual 
violence there. After three weeks at Panzi hospital in Bukavu, where 
there were more than 200 women patients, many of whom shared 
their stories of being gang-raped and tortured with me, I was shattered. 
They told me about the resulting loss of their reproductive organs and 
the fistulae they got—the hole between their vagina and anus, or 
vagina and bladder that no longer allowed them to hold their urine or 
feces. I heard about nine-month-old babies, eight-year-old girls, 
80-year-old women who had been humiliated and publicly raped.

In response, taking the lead from women on the ground, we created 
a massive campaign—Stop Raping Our Greatest Resource: Power 
to Women and Girls of DRC—which has broken taboos, organized 
speak-outs and marches, educated and trained activists and religious 
leaders, and spurred performances of The Vagina Monologues across 
the country, culminating this month with a performance in the 
Congolese parliament. V-Day activists have spread the campaign 
across the planet, raising money and consciousness. In several 
months, with the women of Congo, we will be opening the City of 
Joy, a community for survivors where women will be healed in order 
to turn their pain to power. We have also sat and pleaded our case 
at Downing Street, the White House, and the office of the U.N. 
secretary general. We have shouted (loudly) at the Canadian 
parliament, the U.S. Senate, and the U.N. Security Council. Tears 
were shed; promises were made with great enthusiasm.

As I have lain in my hospital bed or attempted to rest at home over 
these months, it is the phone calls and the reports that come in daily 
from the DRC that make me ill. The stories of continued rapes, machete 

killings, grotesque mutilations, outright 
murdering of human rights activists—these 
images and events create nausea and 
weakness much worse than chemo or 
antibiotics or pain meds ever could. But 
even harder to deal with, in the weakened 
state that I have been in, is knowing that 
despite the ongoing horrific atrocities that 
have taken the lives of more than 6 million 
people and left more than 500,000 women 
and girls raped and tor tured, the 
international power elite appear to be doing 
nothing. They have essentially written off 
the DRC and its people, even after continued 
visits and promises.

The day is late. It is almost 13 years into 
this war. The Obama administration, as in 
most situations these days, refuses to take 
a real stand. Several months ago, I visited 
the White House to meet a high official to 
engage the first lady in our efforts to end 
sexual violence in Congo, believing that 
her solidarity would galvanize attention 
and action. I was told, essentially, that femicide was not her “brand.” 
Mrs Obama, I was told, was focusing on childhood obesity.

It surprised me that a woman with her capabilities lacked ambidextrous 
skills (or was it simply interest and will that was absent?). Then we 
have Secretary Clinton, who at least after much pressure visited the 

DRC almost a year ago, and made promises that actually meant a huge 
deal to the people. They were excited that the U.S. government might 
finally prioritize building the political will in the Great Lakes Region to 
end the war there. But, of course, they are still waiting. And then there 
is the U.N. The anemic and glacial pace and the death-like bureaucracy 
continue to allow and, in the case of MONUC [U.N. Organization Mission 
in the Democratic Republic of Congo] and the Security Council, even 
help facilitate a deathly regional war.

Two weeks ago, in Kinshasa, one of Congo’s great human rights 
activists, Floribert Chebeya Bahizire, was brutally murdered. In the 
same week, at Panzi hospital the family of a staff member was 
executed. A 10-year-old boy and 12-year-old girl were gunned down 
in their car on their way home. Murdering and raping of the women in 
the villages continues. The war rages on. Who is demanding the 
protection of the people of Congo? Who is protecting the activists who 
are speaking truth to power? At a memorial service last week in Bukavu, 
a pastor cried out: “They are killing our mammas. Now they are killing 
our children. What have we done to deserve this? Where is the world?”

The atrocities committed against the people of Congo are not arbitrary, 

like my cancer. They are systematic, strategic, and intentional. At the 
root is a madly greedy world economy, desperate for more minerals 
robbed from the indigenous Congolese. Sourcing this insatiable hunger 
are multinational corporations who benefit from these minerals and 
are willing to turn their backs on the players committing femicide and 
genocide, as long as their financial needs are met.

I am lucky. I have been blessed with a positive prognosis that has 
made me hyper-aware of what keeps a person alive. How does one 
survive cancer? Of course—good doctors, good insurance, good 
luck. But the real healing comes from not being forgotten. From 
attention, from care, from love, from being surrounded by a 
community of those who demand information on your behalf, who 
advocate and stand up for you when you are in a weakened state, 
who sleep by your side, who refuse to let you give up, who bring you 
meals, who see you not as a patient or victim but as a precious human 
being, who create metaphors where you can imagine your survival. 
This is my medicine, and nothing less will suffice for the people, for 
the women, for the children of Congo.

© 2010 Guardian News and Media Limited

Eve Ensler is a playwright and activist, and the founder of 
V-Day, a global movement to end violence against women 
and girls. Her newest work I Am an Emotional Creature: 
The Secret Life of Girls Around the World, was just 
published by Random House in the United States. For V-Day 
events near you, see www.vday.org.

My Cancer Is Arbitrary. Congo’s 
Atrocities Are Very Deliberate
Illness and treatment only 
 reinforced my determination  
to shake global indifference to 
the terrible violence in Congo

‘They are killing our mammas. Now they are killing our  children. 
What have we done to deserve this? Where is the world?’

Testifying about atrocities against women in the Congo
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By Robert Dreyfuss

D on’t look now, but President Obama’s 
Afghanistan strategy is collapsing on 
his head.

The troops that Obama added to the war in 2009 were 
supposed to head south into Helmand and Kandahar. 
Instead, the whole war is going south. Fast.

Last year, in two reviews of Afghan policy, the 
president twice escalated the war, more than 
doubling the U.S. troop commitment. At the time, 
he gave the Pentagon until the end of 2010 to prove 
that General McChrystal’s vaunted counter-
insurgency-cum-nation-building policy would work. 
The headlong rush to add troops resulted, first, in 
an all-out military campaign to seize and control 
Marja, a dusty, worthless village of 60,000 in 
Helmand province; and, second, a planned assault 
on Kandahar, the city of one million that is the 
birthplace of the Taliban.

Oops. Marja was a complete failure, and the 
Kandahar “offensive” ain’t happening.

This is, or should be, devastating for Obama. The 
Marja offensive, last February, was touted as a 
demonstration of the “clear, hold and build” COIN 
that McChrystal was hired to implement. That in 
itself was silly, because Marja is a tiny town of 
little or no real strategic importance. By March, 
when the Marja operation was deemed completed, 
it was widely cited by the administration as a great 
victory. But over the last two months, reporters 

who’ve actually been there report back that it’s 
still a mess, plagued by violence, and that the 
Taliban has come back in force. The Taliban is 
carrying out a reign of terror there, killing civilians 
and government officials alike, and battling US and 
Afghan forces to a standstill.

The Marja operation was also described as a prelude 
to going into Kandahar, an operation that was 
described as “decisive” in the nine-year-long war. 
But yesterday, after a week of media reports 
suggesting that the Kandahar offensive was being 
delayed, McChrystal said himself in a news 
conference that there would be no U.S. or Afghan 
effort to move into Kandahar anytime soon. In the 
spring, the military was leaking madly that the move 
into Kandahar would start in June, but if it happens 
at all now it won’t be until the fall. In his news 
conference, McChrystal was asked if the Kandahar 
operation would be decisive. Here’s the Q&A:

Q: General, will we know by the end of the year if 
the Kandahar operation is decisive, if it’s worked?

GEN. MCCHRYSTAL: I think we’ll know whether 
it’s progressing. I think it will be very clear by the 
end of the calendar year that the Kandahar 
operation is progressing. I don’t know whether 
we’ll know whether it is decisive. I think historians 
will tell us that. But I think, by the end of the year, 
we’ll have enough progress around Kandahar to 
be clear to the Afghan people that a substantive 
change and improvement has been made, and we’ll 
continue on that point.

Don’t hold your breath.

The Washington Post has reported that Marja is 
failing, that the insurgency there has regained 
momentum; it reported “alarm among top American 
commanders that they will not be able to change 
the course of the war in the time President Obama 
has given them.”

The day before, the New York Times reported—
before McChrystal’s news conference—that the 
Kandahar offensive had been canceled, under a 
headline that read: “Disappointing offensive in 
Marja shapes Kandahar plan.” It added: “The very 
word ‘offensive’ has been banned.” Instead, 
McChrystal and Co. are talking about a civilian surge, 
new efforts to support economic development, and 
a series of new jirgas, or councils, with President 
Karzai. (Last spring, Karzai attended a jirga in 
Kandahar with hundreds of tribal leaders and pretty 
much promised them that the Kandahar offensive 

wouldn’t happen without their support, which was 
not forthcoming. Karzai also opposed the Marja 
operation, and he had to be dragged, or strong-
armed, into going along with it.)

Obama has declared repeatedly that he will start 
withdrawing US forces from Afghanistan in July 2011. 
By now it’s clear that that the United States will be 
no closer to anything resembling success by then. So, 
Obama has two choices: First, he will have to admit 
defeat and renege on his commitment to start pulling 
out troops, meaning that he’ll be lambasted by the 
Left, liberals in his own party, and his political base. 
Or, second, he’ll have to start working immediately to 
create the political and diplomatic conditions for a 
peace settlement with the insurgents, including the 
Taliban, along the lines proposed by President Karzai. 
So far, the administration has treated Karzai like an 
annoying puppet. He’s been disparaged, ridiculed, 
undermined, ignored, and sniped at, and his efforts 
to reconcile with the armed opposition, including the 
Taliban, have been sabotaged by Washington. That 
has to end. And Obama has to start wheeling and 
dealing with Pakistan, India, Iran, Russia, China, and 
Saudi Arabia to work out the terms of a face-saving 
political accord.

None of those powers will help President Obama 
save face without wanting something in return. If 
Obama doesn’t want to be stuck in Afghanistan 
for the rest of his term in office (i.e., until 2017) 
he’d better start finding out what they want, 
because every day that he delays, the price gets 
higher.

This article was originally printed in The 
Nation.

Robert Dreyfuss, a Nation contributing 
editor, is an investigative journalist in 
Alexandria, Va., specializing in politics and 
national security. He is the author of Devil’s 
Game: How the United States Helped 
Unleash Fundamentalist Islam, and is a 
frequent contributor to Rolling Stone, The 
American Prospect, and Mother Jones.
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What’s Kandahar?

The truth about Kandahar
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By Chris Floyd*

T he found poetry of state terror continues its strange 
mutilations of the English language. The bizarre verbal 
heavings of Donald Rumsfeld, for example, are rightly 

celebrated as choice examples of the genre. And noted English 
playwright David Hare once fashioned a whole play built largely on 
the “thought-tormented music” wrought from verbatim transcripts 
of the principal authors of the war crime in Iraq.

In this regard, as in almost every aspect of the Terror War, “continuity” 
has been the hallmark of the Obama administration. But we would 
do the progressive, forward-looking president a grave disservice if 
we were to imply that this dynamic, historic figure has confined 
himself to mere continuity. No, in field after field of governmental 
endeavor, Barack Obama has striven mightily not just to uphold the 
many authoritarian and militarist innovations of the Bush 
administration, but to expand them—increasing their scope and 
depth, codifying, normalizing, and making permanent many practices 
which his predecessors had enshrouded with ambiguity, deception, 
and deliberate murk. Bush and Cheney were afflicted with a vestigial 
embarrassment at the howling illegality and constitutional subversion 
of many of their Terror War policies, and seemed to fear these acts 
would provoke some kind of public outcry or political controversy—
or even prosecution—should they be made too explicit.

But our cool, savvy, and thoroughly post-postmodern president carries 
none of that dead lumber from our long-vanished past. Where Bush 
was content with smirks and hints about his assassination program, 
Obama is bold, sending his security chief to declare openly before 
Congress that the president now has the unrestricted right and power 
to murder anyone, Americans included, in cold blood, by the simple 
expedient of declaring his victim a suspected terrorist of some vague 
description. Whereas Bush and Cheney usually resorted to backroom 
bureaucratic knife-twisting or bombastic but empty public threats 
to try to silence and cow officials who expose high crimes of state, 
the Obama administration brazenly brings down the draconian power 
of federal prosecution against whistle-blowers.

Our progressives-in-power will not just take away your government 
job or bluster at your editors if you give your fellow citizens a glimpse 
of the blood-soaked sausage-making that goes on behind the imperial 
curtain; no, they will put you in the penitentiary, to rot away with 
murderers and child abusers, which is where they rank all such 
treacherous tellers of truth.

So we should not be surprised to find the Obama administration 
outstripping its mentors and models from the Bush years in the 
production of Orwellian nomenclature. Nor is it remarkable that these 
perversions of language are leading to further perversions of law, 
morality, and plain common sense.

We refer to the recent story in the Los Angeles Times about the vast 
expansion of the CIA’s powers to murder people in Pakistan with 
missiles fired by robot drones. These remote-control killings were 
originally aimed at specific, known, named individuals suspected of 
being top “militant” leaders. But now, people are being targeted not 
because of any action they are known or alleged to have taken, but 

simply because they seem to fit an arbitrarily designated “pattern of 
life”—even if the remote-control killers don’t know the victim’s name.

This “pattern” is put together from clumps of data gathered by 
surveillance robots hovering high in the sky above Pakistani towns 
and villages, watching people as they go about their ordinary 
business, and from whatever bits of local gossip the CIA can glean 
from paid operatives raking through their neighbor’s private lives. 
Naturally, the CIA refuses to describe “the standards of evidence” 
by which it decides to kill unknown, defenseless people with missile 
strikes on houses, compounds, and neighborhoods. And of course, 
the agency claims it is targeting only “militants” (however that 
infinitely elastic term is being defined these days).

Yet at the same time, the Terror War operatives cannot resist boasting 
that they are sweeping up so much information that they can 
determine “the characteristics of individual people.” And since it is 
the pattern of observed daily life that yields the designation of a 
person as a “militant,” the CIA must inevitably be tracking countless 
numbers of innocent people as well.

Otherwise, how could they discern specific “patterns of life” that 
indicate the existence of a hitherto unknown “militant” within a given 
population? You can only get such data by observing that population 
as a whole. In other words, the program, for all its technological 
whizbangery, is essentially a crude KGB-style rape of the privacy of 
individual human beings, whose lives are a forced open book, with 
every action and interaction being judged by a remorseless spy, 
holding the power of life and death in his hands.

People who act “suspiciously”—by unknown criteria, determined in 
secret—can be killed without warning, without trial, without charge, 
without even their names being known to their killers. But here, of 
course, our thoroughly modern president outstrips the KGB, which 
usually picked off its victims piecemeal, quietly, individually. 

Nowadays, we send heavy missiles screaming through the sky to 
destroy whole buildings and city streets in order to kill one unnamed, 
unknown suspect who has somehow exhibited the wrong “pattern 
of life.” In almost every case, many people—sometimes dozens—die 
with the victim, regardless of the “pattern of life” they displayed for 
the deadly peeping toms on the Potomac.

As the Times notes, this particular tactic of state terror was initiated 
in the last year of the Bush administration, but has been greatly 
expanded and “even streamlined” by the Obama administration. The 
result has been the deaths of hundreds of people. As the Times reports: 

Of more than 500 people who U.S. officials say have been killed 
since the pace of strikes intensified, the vast majority have been 
individuals whose names were unknown, or about whom the 
agency had only fragmentary information. In some cases, the 
CIA discovered only after an attack that the casualties included 
a suspected terrorist whom it had been seeking.

The CIA was directed by the Bush to begin using armed drones 
to track Osama bin Laden and other senior Al Qaeda figures, as 
well as Taliban leaders who fled to Pakistan’s tribal areas after 
the Sept. 11 attacks.

President Bush secretly decided in his last year in office to expand 
the program. Obama has continued and even streamlined the 
process, so that CIA Director Leon E. Panetta can sign off on many 
attacks without notifying the White House beforehand, an official 
said. Missile attacks have risen steeply since Obama took office.

Note the telling little details. In some cases, it is only after an attack 
that our CIA guardians (or more likely, their paid private contractors) 
discover there was a suspected militant among the smoking, stinking 
pile of dead bodies that their drones have left behind. And the “vast 
majority” of these officially claimed 500 victims (the true number of 
dead is much greater, of course) were killed on the basis of “only 
fragmentary information” at best. What’s more, the LA Times reports 
that these deadly attacks are being carried out in Pakistan at the 
rate of one every three and a half days.

The Poetry of Death: 
Patterns of State Terror

Victims of a U.S. drone attack in Pakistan

Empire Burlesque

continued on page 26 …
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Before reading Max Ajl’s excellent piece below, a word of introduction 
is in order. Ajl’s piece was originally posted on Mondoweiss.net as 
a response to Matthew Taylor’s “Gaza flotilla lesson: nonviolent 
disciple is the best moral and strategic choice.” We offered to print 
Taylor’s original piece as well, but Taylor wanted to offer a response 
to Ajl’s response to his original piece—which he expressly did not 
want printed without his additional comments. We told Matthew if 
he could get us something short by our deadline, we would consider 
printing it but that we were already tight on space. Taylor emailed 
us a few days later to say that he had not written his response yet. 
Respecting Taylor’s wishes we are not printing his original but the 
reader can find the debate in its entirety on mondoweiss.net.

Taylor’s piece, to summarize briefly, was critical of the resistance 
offered to the Israeli commandos when they boarded the Mavi 
Marmara. Taylor contends that even if the commandos were firing 
live ammunition (which from firsthand passenger reports, they were) 
“the passengers could have resited nonviolently by refusing to comply 
with the soldier’s demands without making any attempt to injure 
them.” Taylor gives numerous examples of successful nonviolent 
campaigns and says, “Yes, it would have been hard to maintain 
nonviolent discipline in the face of an assault like the one on the 
Mavi Marmara. But were those activists truly prepared? Had they 
undergone nonviolence training? Was there a consensus and 
commitment to nonviolence?” He then answers his own question, 
“Apparently not.” He concludes, “Finally, I hope no one (especially 
the Gaza Flotilla veterans) hears this as taking away from the very 
real gains coming in the wake of the action. Put another way: look 
at how much we accomplished with the mixed message of some 
nonviolence and some violence, how much more could we accomplish 
with a consistent and disciplined commitment to nonviolence? If 
history is any guide, the answer is clear … much more.”

Here is Max Ajl’s response:

I thought the latest post by Matthew Taylor was out of touch. I have 
news for him: violence works. Violence pushed Israel out of southern 
Lebanon, and violence repelled the Israeli incursion into Lebanon in 
2006. Violence let the Bielski partisans save our people during the 
Holocaust. Violence defined the Warsaw Ghetto uprising, one of the 

prouder moments of Jewish history. Nonviolence can only be 
assessed conjuncturally, within a dense mesh of sociology, history, 
politics, and ideology. Each situation is different. There are no 
formulas. But we can use a rough typology of tactics. Nonviolence 
must be pitched to appeal to either the world’s conscience, or the 
humanity of the oppressor. It can also function as widespread civil 
disobedience—a general strike, for example, that can jam up the 
machinery of violence. These tactics are not exclusive of one another, 
but nonetheless it is clear that nonviolence is not a principle, as Taylor 
raises it to. It itself is a tactic.

Taylor extracts his principle from a mis-reading of Gandhi, who 
supported violent resistance, and a mis-reading of Indian history. 
The British presence in colonial India was less than .05 percent of 
the population. The colonial apparatus mostly relied on the native 
“Sepoy” army. Gandhian nonviolence intended to sway that army, 
not the British colonizers. And that didn’t work either. Japanese 
violence ended British colonialism, not Gandhi, and even Gandhi’s 
nonviolence worked against the looming fist of violent resistance 
taking place around the rest of the subcontinent.

Consider the feasibility of those options on the Mavi Marmara. Could 
the passengers rely on appealing to the conscience of Israeli 
commandos while they were firing bullets at the activists? Taylor 
thinks so: “The true power of nonviolence to persuade the oppressor 
is unleashed with a commitment to pursue acts of courageous love.” 
This seems woolly to me. Palestinian nationalism will be dead under 
a Merkava tank well before the oppressor is persuaded by local 
nonviolent action (boycott, divestment, and sanctions, or BDS, 
globalizes nonviolence in an ingenious way and creates a different 
correlation of forces, but plainly Taylor is not talking about this). Taylor 
instead is glossing his professor, Nagler. To say, “The point is that 
even if they were—while terribly difficult—the passengers could 
have resisted nonviolently by refusing to comply with the soldiers’ 
demands without making any attempt to injure them,” is ridiculous. 
When someone is shooting at you and your friends, you must disarm 
them, and probably use violence to do so. If you can’t disarm them, 
you must use violence to stop them from shooting, one way or 
another. The demand a bullet entering your skull makes on you is for 
you to die, and if there is a way to “refuse to comply” with that 
demand, Taylor and Nagler should fess up quick.

In terms of the appeal of nonviolence aboard the Mavi Marmara to 
the world’s conscience, what is there to say? Israeli commandos 

were authorized to use deadly violence, according to Michael Oren. 
The nine martyrs and the dozens of injured made this a major news-
story, far bigger than if there had been no resistance of any sort. Did 
it appeal to the humanity of the world? Manifestly. There have been 
explosions of unrest in previously quiescent populations. The Egyptian 
opposition’s mobilizational capacity was quite low before the 
massacre. In its wake the opposition has organized many amazing 
actions. In Istanbul and in other Muslim countries, Palestine is at the 
forefront of every demonstration. The Spanish government is 
discussing how to end the blockade. Civil society will not stop sending 
ships until the blockade is broken. What sort of response is Taylor 
looking for? A sudden “moment” when Americans rise up and 
overthrow our thug government for its complicity in the ongoing 
Nakba? Not going to happen, not yet—and those accustomed to 
accepting whatever hasbara [PR] Israel emits would not have changed 
their minds if the activists had stuck to nonviolence. They wouldn’t 
have noticed, most likely. Nagler, Taylor’s mentor, acknowledges this, 
writing, “why was there virtually no coverage of the flotilla in the 
international media until the tragedy? Do we want ‘if it bleeds, it 
leads’ journalism to continue shaping our cultural narratives, 
constantly putting sales appeal ahead of political cogency?” (“We” 
don’t own the press agencies. If “we” did, as Herbert Marcuse pointed 
out a long time ago, the revolution would have taken place a long, 
long time ago.) Nagler wants impotent purism raised to an operational 
principle of the solidarity movement. Good luck with that.

Finally, in terms of jamming the machinery of occupation or violence: 
the passengers on the Mavi Marmara apparently did a great deal of 
this. They used water-hoses and repelling poles to keep commandos 
off the deck. On other ships, some activists formed human chains, 
or jumped into the water to buy time, as Paul Larudee did. This can 
work, but, again, we run into the problem: the blurring of nonviolence 
and violence. Where does disarming gun-toting commandos fall? 
Violent or nonviolent? Repelling their boarding vessels? Forceful or 
non-forceful? The Palestinian women who pushed Israeli soldiers at 
Budrus? Violent or nonviolent? Taylor later writes that breaking 
windows constitutes violence. By this logic, blowing up unoccupied 
tanks is also “violent,” and certainly, using a hammer to hit a soldier 
spraying bullets into civilians is also violence. Can Taylor possibly be 
serious about this principle, or the trouble that results when one 
maps nonviolence and violence onto the ethical and moral spheres, 
and creates precise alignments between “violence” and ethical and 
moral rectitude, “nonviolence” and ethical and moral disarray?

Taylor probably thinks that resistance on the Rachel Corrie followed 
his proposed path (although he doesn’t mention the Rachel Corrie. 
Funny, that ship was barely in the news. Could that have had 
something to do with the presence or absence of forceful resistance?). 
Anyway, on the Rachel Corrie, the passengers were understandably 
scared and horrified, and resisted so little because they didn’t want 
to die. This is no judgment on their bravery. But the sort of nonviolence 
Taylor supports is the sort that castrates resistance, and takes 
resistance out of the realm of history and into the realm of religion. 
What would Taylor have recommended to the Vietnamese? There is 
nothing nefarious about defending oneself from armed attack. 
Making it nefarious writes the Palestinian right to resist out of history, 
reserving righteous violence and force for the Western powers that 
already almost monopolize it. Taylor wants to turn the fact of an 
imbalance of forces into a principle: don’t resist. He wants to willfully 

Non-violence Is Not a Principle, It Is a Tactic

Jewish resistance fighters: The Warsaw Ghetto uprising 
wa one of the prouder moments of Jewish history

Could the passengers 
rely on appealing to the 

conscience of Israeli 
commandos while they 

were firing bullets at  
the activists?
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WHY SHARKS 
SHOULD NOT 
OWN SPORT

By John Pilger

As Tiger Woods returns to golf, not all his affairs are salacious 
headlines. In Dubai, the Tiger Woods Golf Course in Dubai 
is costing $100 million to build. Dubai relies on cheap third 

world labour, as do certain consumer brands that have helped make 
Woods a billionaire. Nike workers in Thailand wrote to Woods, 
expressing their “utmost respect for your skill and perseverance as 
an athlete” but pointing out that they would need to work 72,000 
years “to receive what you will earn from [your Nike] contract.”

The American sports writer, Dave Zirin, is one of the few to break 
media silence on the corporate distortion and corruption of sport. 
His forthcoming book, Bad Sports: How Owners Are Ruining the 
Games We Love (Scribner), blows a long whistle on what money 
power has done to the people’s pleasure, its heroes like Woods, and 
the communities it once served. He describes the impact of the Texan 
Tom Hicks’s half-ownership of Liverpool Football Club, which followed 
another rich and bored American Malcolm Glazer’s “leveraged 
takeover” of Manchester United in 2005. As a result, England’s most 
successful club (with Liverpool) is now 716.5 million pounds in debt.

How long has this been going on? In 1983, you could buy a ticket to 
a first division game for 75 pence. Today, the average at Old Trafford 
is around 34 pounds. Watch the latest crop of parents on morose 
queues to buy overpriced club strips and insignia, also made with 
cheap and often sweated labour, with the brand of a failed 
multinational emblazoned on it. Profiteering is now an incandescent 
presence across top-class sport. Sven-Goran Eriksson will trouser 

up to two million pounds for just three months’ work in Ivory Coast, 
where half the population has barely enough to survive. Australia’s 
finest, most boorish cricketers are collecting their bundles for a few 
months’ cavorting in the Indian franchises. The attitude is entitlement, 
the kind that less talented “celebrities” flaunt. It was in no way 
remarkable that in 2007-2008 a number of the heirs to Don Bradman’s 
Invincibles achieved what was once nigh on impossible; they were 
disliked in their own country. Those high fives and air-punching fists 
have become salutes not to “everyone working for each other, 

everyone having a share of the rewards” (Bill Shankly), but to the 
voracious sponsor and the forensic camera.

Take for example FIFA, which has effectively taken charge of South 
Africa for the World Cup. Along with the International Olympic 
Committee, FIFA is sports’ Wall Street and Pentagon combined. They 
have this power because host politicians believe the “international 
prestige” of their visitation will bring economic and promotional 
benefits, especially to themselves. I was reminded of this watching 
a documentary by the South African director Craig Tanner, “Fahrenheit 
2010.” His film is not opposed to the World Cup, but reveals how 
ordinary South Africans, whose game is football, have been shoved 
aside, dispossessed, and further impoverished so that a giant TV 
façade can be erected in their country.

A new stadium near Nelspruit will host four World Cup matches over 
10 days. Jimmy Mohlala, speaker of the local municipality, was 
gunned down in his home in January last year after whistle-blowing 
“irregularities” in the tenders. An entire school, which was in the 
way, has been removed into prefabricated, sweltering steel boxes 
on a desolate site with a road running through it. “When the World 
Cup is over,” said the writer Ashwin Desai, “it will become obvious 

that these stadiums are going to be empty shells, that our money 
has been used for what is really a pyramid scheme.”

A community of 20,000 people, the Joe Slovo Informal Settlement, 
is threatened with eviction from where they live near the main 
motorway between Cape Town and the city’s airport. They are 
deemed an “eyesore.” Street vendors will be arrested if they fail to 
comply with FIFA rules about trade and advertising and mention the 
words “World Cup,” or even “2010.” FIFA will earn about two and 
quarter billion pounds from the TV rights, exceeding its income from 
the last two World Cups combined.

Incredibly, South Africa will get none of this. And this is a country with 
up to 40 percent unemployment, a male life expectancy of 49 and 
thousands of malnourished children. This truth about the “rainbow 
nation” is not what fans all over the world will see on their TV screens, 
although they may glimpse an unreported feature of modern South 
Africa, which is a vibrant, rolling resistance that has linked the World 
Cup to an economic apartheid that remains as divisive as ever. Indeed, 
another kind of World Cup for effective popular protest has long been 
won in the streets of South Africa’s townships.

In his chapter on Liverpool FC, Dave Zirin describes a similar 
resistance that also offers inspiration to those struggling to reclaim 
sport from the sharks. A fans’ organization, Share Liverpool FC, is 
aiming for 100,000 shareholders to buy back the club from Tom Hicks 
and his co-owner, George Gillett. Liverpool fans have also formed 
the Liverpool Supporters Union (LSU), which has had thousands in 
the streets calling for a boycott of the Bank of Scotland if it gives 
Hicks and Gillett any more credit. Remember how the boycott of 
Murdoch press succeeded in Liverpool following the Sun’s lies over 
the Hillsborough tragedy. “If we stand together and speak with one 
voice, regardless of language or accent,” says the LSU, “we can make 
a genuine difference to our football club, the city of Liverpool and 
indeed the wider footballing world.” On 17 April, Hicks and Gillett 
announced they were selling the club. Manchester United fans are 
mounting a similar, principled resistance in defence of the sport they 
love and which they rightly believe is theirs. We should support them.

John Pilger is an internationally renowned investigative 
journalist and documentary filmmaker. His latest film is 
The War on Democracy. His most recent book is Freedom 
Next Time. johnpilger.com.South African children sit next to Nelspruit’s new  

football stadium, one of the 10 stadiums across South 
Africa for the 2010 World Cup.
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“try to raise ourselves to such a cultural and moral level, both as 
individuals and as a community, that we would be able to control 
this reflex”—the resort to violence, as Chomsky wrote 40 years ago. 
But what Chomsky was talking about was intra-communal 
oppression, and so intra-communal resistance.

Taylor is talking about something else entirely. He is talking about 
resistance to policies supported by an ideology that de-humanizes 
those whom it oppresses. Taylor thinks we should appeal to “Israeli 
public opinion,” and not act as if it is “irrelevant; to do so is both a 
strategic and moral blunder. There’s a reason that so many Israelis 
demonstrated in support of the IDF’s actions, and I think the violence 
of the resisters was a huge part of it.” Who is guilty of this blunder? 
Of course, Israeli public opinion is relevant. That’s precisely what 
BDS targets. But it targets it using a measure of coercion, because 
the Palestinians can’t afford to wait while a militarized Sparta comes 
to its senses. Israeli-articulated opinion is mostly upset that the 
assault on the Mavi Marmara didn’t conform to its expectations. 
Does Taylor read the mainstream and right-wing Israeli press? This 
is a thoroughly brainwashed, militarized population. Yes, scared, not 

eager to join the military to brutalize and be brutalized, except the 
hard-right Zionists who disproportionately occupy the officer corps 
and make operational decisions in combat situations, but with a 
bunker mentality, and often, deeply racist—last week MK Ahmad 
Tibi was nearly assaulted in the Knesset by racist thugs for trying to 
deliver concrete to people without homes. Taylor writes that “We 
must design our activism campaigns to both end the oppression of 
the Palestinians AND help Israelis to feel less scared and more 
recognized for their humanity.” What could he mean? Israelis aren’t 
acting in a humane manner, for the most part. We can’t recognize 
something that isn’t there. And we are fantasists if we choose to 
believe otherwise. It is not the job of solidarity activists to heal Israeli 
culture. Israel is not fence-sitting. It is actively carrying out horrible 
crimes with the passive or active complicity of the overwhelming 
majority of its population. The men who wield power in that society 
should be facing war crimes trials, not quibbles about whether the 
solidarity movement is hurting their feelings. 

There is far more to say: on how Western media frames resistance; 
on how it accepts the Israeli narrative or the imperial narrative; on 
how to acknowledge this as we plan tactics and strategy until such 
time as we can control the narratives; on the nature of institutional 
and non-institutional racism vis-à-vis Western solidarity, activist-

based resistance, and Palestinian resistance; on the naturalization 
of state violence, Israeli and American aggression rights, and the 
relentless transformation, via dominant narratives, of just resistance 
into unjust terror, a narrative that unfortunately Taylor strengthens.

Summing up, here’s what I think. Those who resisted violently were 
brave. Those who resisted nonviolently were brave. All were right. 
All were just. Solidarity organizations can agree in advance to resist 
or not to resist, as Taylor instructs us. But most oppression in human 
history has been thrown off by horrible violence. Frankly, if a man 
has a gun pointed at my head on my own territory and has shot the 
person standing next to me, and I can disarm that man, I will disarm 
him. And there is something surreal, if not pitiful, to demand not only 
that I abjure that basic human response, but furthermore, abjure it 
when the gun is pointed not at my head but at the person standing 
next to me. Writing about it admittedly makes for good copy and 
good employment for those living and writing in Western countries 
where power is eager to dissolve an internationally-sanctioned right 
to resist. For those living under the gun, Taylor’s prescriptions may 
seem a little odder.

Max Ajl, a U.S. writer currently living in Gaza, blogs about 
Israel-Palestine and ecological issues at www.maxajl.com.

Nonviolence a tactic
… continued from page 24

Let’s be clear. A program like this, conducted on such a broad and 
relentless scale, is in no way aimed solely at eliminating individual 
“militant leaders” or even “insurgent networks.” It is, quite 
demonstrably and unarguably, a terrorist campaign, designed to 
terrorize the target populations into acquiescence with the 
attacker’s agenda. Again, despite its use of advanced technology 
and sophisticated Orwellian techniques—Big Brother in the sky, 
with a bomb—it is no less primitive, morally and politically, than 
a carload of fireworks and fertilizer left to explode on a city street. 
The only result of the program will be to engender more hatred of 
the United States (and of the vaunted “civilized values” the United 
States purports to represent), and to provoke more retaliation, 
more bloodshed, more extremism.

This is the “pattern of death” that a system based on terror, violence 
and domination will inevitably produce. You can pervert the 
language that surrounds it, cloaking it with security-geek jargon, 
or fine phrases about freedom and security; you can tell jokes about 
it, turning stone-cold mechanized killing based on “fragmentary 
information” into a jolly jape to titillate sycophantic journalists and 
vacuous celebrities. You can do anything you like to disguise the 
reality of your terrorist campaign—but you cannot change that 
reality on the ground where it is occurring, nor stop the 
reverberations from your evil and idiotic actions from spreading 
their turbulence in ways you have never foreseen, and can never 
control.

Chris Floyd is an award-winning American journalist, 
and author of the book, Empire Burlesque: High Crimes 
and Low Comedy in the Bush Regime. For more than 
11 years he wrote the featured political column, 
“Global Eye” for the Moscow Times and the St. 
Petersburg Times in Russia. www.chris-floyd.com.

Poetry of Death
… continued from page 23for, I guess, so I stood up. The officer wheeled around and pointed 

his gun at my head. The imam finished his song and sat down, and 
then I sat down.”

While the commandeered vessels were sailed to the Israeli port of 
Ashdot, the captives were left without food or water. “All we were 
given were some chocolate bars that the Israelis pilfered from the 
ship’s stores,” says Neish. “You had to grovel to get to go to the 
bathroom, and many people had to just go in their pants.”

Things didn’t get much better once the passengers were transferred 
to an Israeli prison. He and the other prisoners with him, who hadn’t 
eaten for more than half a day, were tossed a frozen block of bread 
and some cucumbers.

On the second day, someone from the Canadian embassy came 
around, calling out his name. “It turned out he’d been going to every 
cell looking for me,” says Neish. “My daughter had been frantically 
telling the Canadian government I was in the flotilla. Even though 
the Israelis had my name and knew where I was, they weren’t telling 
the Canadian embassy people. In fact the Canadians—and my 
daughter—thought I was dead, because people had said I’d been 
near the initial assault. The good thing is that as they went around 
calling out for me, they discovered two Arab-born Canadians that 
they hadn’t known were there.”

“Eventually they got to my cell and I answered them. The embassy 
official said, ‘You’re Kevin? You’re supposed to be dead.’”

After being held for a few days, there was a rush to move everyone 
to the Ben Gurion airport for a flight to Turkey. “It turned out that 
Israeli lawyers had brought our case to the Supreme Court, 
challenging the legality of our capture on international waters. There 
was a chance that the court would order the IDF to put us back on 
our ships and let us go, so the government wanted to get us out of 
Israel and moot the case. But two guys were hauled off, probably by 
Mossad (the Israeli intelligence agency). So we all said, ‘No. We 
don’t go unless you bring them back.’”

The two men were returned and were allowed to leave with the rest 
of the group.

“I honestly never thought the Israelis would board the ship,” says 
Neish. “I thought we’d get into Gaza. I mean, I went as part of the 
Free Gaza Movement, and they had made prior attempts, with some 
getting in, and some getting boarded or rammed, but this time it was 
a big flotilla. I figured we’d be stopped, and maybe searched. My 
boat, the Challenger II, only had dignitaries on board including three 
German MPs, and then Lt. Col. Ann Wright, and myself.

At one point in the Israeli prison, all the violence finally got to this 
man who had witnessed more death and mayhem than many active 
duty U.S. troops in Iraq or Afghanistan. “I broke down and started 
crying,” he admits. “This big Turkish guy came over and asked me, 
‘What’s wrong?’ I said, ‘Sixteen people died.’”

“He said to me, ‘No, they died for a wonderful cause. They’re happy. 
You just go out and tell your story.’”

This article first appeared in www.ThisCantBeHappening.
net.

Dave Lindorff is a founding member of the new independent, 
collectively owned, journalist-run online newspaper, 
ThisCantBeHappening.net

eyewitness
… continued from page 14

A wounded activist is treated on the Mavi Marmara
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Sitting here packing and listening to 
the radio.

thinking about the current situation of 
our world,

wishing I could pack all of the walls of 
troubles, fears, hate,

in a box
and send it somewhere 
far far away
where harm could come no more
my heart is so heavy with the leaving
with the daily notices of our human 

tragedy
i only find solace in the thought of each 

of you
who carry the light of hope, 

understanding and love
to this very sad place
and I leave here forever grateful and 

honored
to have called you friend.

Linda Morselli 

Operating from a Different ‘Base’

Dear Helaine, Ellen, Nic, and Tarak, 

You are not losing us, you are gaining two comrades 
in another country. 

I will miss America—the one that I thought I was 
coming to when I was 14 years old. I have loved this 
country and poured my sweat into it for 45 years, from 
washing floors and dishes, cleaning toilets, then 
flipping burgers at Wetsons to becoming a teacher 
and doing what I always thought was right to make 
this the country it never was to me.

I have always loved this country for what I thought 

it could be, and I need not quote Lanston Hughes 
to you on that. I will miss it and will come back to 
it, to enjoy the great people I have come to know. 

I will always support the true patriots.

Struggles and all this injustice have made us 
stronger. This country has produced many from 
whom I have learned. It has also produced many 
negative examples from which I will also learn. All 
of it has been a gift.

It has also strengthened my resolve to fight for 
peace and justice, creatively and peacefully. I will 
carry on our work wherever we go.

Our quest is patriotic in the deepest sense because 
we care for justice, human rights and the survival of 
this planet. How easy it would be to just give up. But 
as we know, when injustice becomes the law, 
resistance, activism and speaking up becomes a duty.

We will continue. Rest assured that Linda and I will 

continue. We will just be operating from a different 
“base” yet our duty remains undeterred. We will 
not be silent, no matter our location.

You are comrades and patriots who have inspired 
and fueled us with truth and energy. And we will 
take that brilliant reservoir of truth and energy with 
us and our efforts will not stop.

We have been touched and forever united with all 
of you. We will be grateful if you can send 
subsequent issues of Woodstock International to us 
in Italy. Hope to see you all again before too long.

Let us continue our struggle to make this world a 
kinder and better place through our voices, actions, 
and our hearts . . . .

Together.

Ciao 
Maurizio

Regarding “Heroes for Israel”

Last week’s New Paltz Times contained yet another 
gushing letter by the publicist and fundraiser for a local 
group that modestly titles itself New Paltz Heroes for 
Israel. “When war starts up again” next August, the 
writer speculates, the Heroes “will again be driven by 
me to the airport and fight the fires started by the 
Palestinian terrorists and other enemies of freedom.”

Presumably, if the “war starts up again” it will be a 
continuation of the last war, which took place Dec. 
27, 2008-Jan. 18, 2009, when Israel invaded the Gaza 
Strip and turned it into rubble, resulting in the deaths 
of 14 Israelis, nearly all soldiers, and 1,400 Palestinians, 
nearly all civilians. The deed was followed by the 
tightening of the already near total blockade that in 
effect has made prisoners and paupers of the 
territory’s 1.5 million residents. This has justly earned 
Israel nearly universal condemnation. 

The publicist suggests the world is “abandoning” 
Israel, and thus the Heroes evidently play a role in its 
survival. But in truth Israel is abandoning the world, 
or at least its humanitarian standards, by the 
mistreatment of the oppressed population in Gaza, 
the continuing illegal occupation of the Palestinian 
Territories, and the recent unlawful boarding of ships 
in international waters bringing humanitarian supplies 
to Gaza, killing nine unarmed volunteers.

In any event, Israel is hardly being abandoned by the 
United States, the world’s dominant military and 
political power, which subsidizes and defend Israel at 
every twisted turn, regardless of world opinion.

It is important to recognize that many Israeli Jews 
oppose the far-right government of Prime Minister 
Binyamin Netanyahu and racist Foreign Minister 
Avigdor Lieberman. For example, some 15,000 Israelis 
marched in Tel Aviv June 5 to oppose the seizure of 
the humanitarian flotilla, and to demand the end of 
the 43-year occupation of the Palestinian Territories. 

The Heroes are members of the New Paltz 

Volunteer Fire Department (NPVFD). Their website 
says they “will be doing this in their own time, not 
through the NPVFD, but they have the full support 
of their VFD in this admirable venture.” Numerous 
photographs show them in town uniforms with 
town equipment and it is noted that “We are so 
proud of how they represented our Country, our 
State, and our Town to the whole nation of Israel.”

The publicist claims the Heroes “are not political 
people,” but this is a political matter and we all 
know it. Were the group to title itself New Paltz 
Heroes for Palestine and claim the “full support” 
of a town department, it would cause an uproar.

The perspective I offer does not compromise my 
continuing respect for firefighters, especially those 
of my own fire department, whom I admire for their 
devotion and courage.

Jack A. Smith, 
New Paltz, New York

Stay the Course

Dear Nic, Ellen, Tarak, Helaine,

My wife and I were visiting friends in New Paltz, 
where I picked up a copy of your excellent paper. 
Like you, I was especially moved by Ross Caputi’s 
moving tribute to Howard Zinn, a friend of many 
years. the entire issue is wonderful, filled with 
outstanding articles by John Pilger, et al. thank you.

Stay the course with your fine work.

Peace,

John Marciano 
Professor Emeritus, Suny Cortland 
Santa Monica, CA

Letters to  
the Editor

In truth, however, they are only destructive 
puppets, mere shadows whose strings are 
manipulated by rulers whose faces and 
names we rarely see. The puppet analogy is 
only that, an analogy, but the intertwining 
of our government officials and corporate 
power is very real.

Almost 150 years ago, in the midst of 
another brutal conflict, one man foresaw 
the danger. “I see in the future a crisis 
approaching that fills me with anxiety. 
As a result of the war, corporations 
have become enthroned, and an era of 
corruption in high places will follow. The 
money power of the country will endeavor 
to prolong its rule by preying upon the 
prejudices of the people until all wealth 
is concentrated in a few hands and the 
Republic destroyed” (Abraham Lincoln).

Today, I wonder, as many of you may, is it too 
late to save our republic? How tightly does 
the corporate monster have its tentacles 
wrapped around America’s soul? According 
to Ralph Nader, “The clinical definition of 
“fascism” is when private concentrated 
economic power takes government away 
from the people, turns government into 
a guarantor, a subsidizer, a covering of 
corporate power.” Are we there yet?

Marine General James Cartwright, vice-
chair of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, said 
recently that the United States can expect 
continuing war “for as far as the eye can 
see.” Bill Quigley, legal director of the 
Center for Constitutional Rights, says, “One 

support for permanent war is that there are 
corporations in the U.S. which openly lobby 
for more and more money to be invested in 
war. War is big business.”

And who benefits from these endless wars?

Where has the more than $6 trillion spent 
on war and war preparation since 2001 
gone; rather, into whose pockets has 
it fallen? Well, for a start, one military 
contractor corporation, Lockheed Martin, 
takes in over $40 billion annually, with 
more than $35 billion coming from the 
U.S. government. That means from your 
taxes. And, if that’s not bad enough, add in 
another $3 billion of your taxes going to the 
Israeli military. A friend of mine, a former 
Israel Defense Forces (IDF) pilot, told me 
his opinion: “One major reason why the 
conflicts in the Middle East are so hard to 
stop is because there is enormous money 
being made by war and the endless buildup 
for more war.”

The Times article said, “[T]he First 
Battalion, 87th Infantry of the 10th  
Mountain Division from Fort Drum, N.Y., will 
be living, working, and fighting in the fertile 
northern plains of Afghanistan.” I wonder 
how fertile those northern plains will be 
after the First Battalion is gone?

Besides the human toll of today’s wars, 
incalculable in its terror and misery, and 
long after the bullets and bombs stop (if 
they ever do), the massive damage to the 
earth and its inhabitants, done by the 
corporate military machine, will keep on 
killing.

The question is how to stop it. And, that, 
dear reader, is for you and me to answer.

editorial
... continued from page 2
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By Dave Zirin

True story. In 1995, I studied for more than a month 
on an island off the coast of Chile in a farming 
community with no electricity or running water.

One day I overheard two young men talking and 
one said, “Esta cosa es Bill Russell!” I did a double 
take: “This thing is Bill Russell???” I asked what 
they were talking about and learned that to say 
something was “Bill Russell” in their community 
was an expression for something truthful and not 
to be doubted. It was a way to end an argument 
without further discussion if you were utterly 
confident that you were factually correct. 

Apparently years earlier there had been a huge 
dust-up between two young men on the island about 
whether Bill Russell had gone to the University of 
San Francisco or UCLA. It lasted hours. When they 
finally were able to take a boat into town and look 
up the fact that yes, he went to San Fran, the 
community vowed to never again waste time on 
such pointless debates. From then on, a person who 
was deeply confident in a factual position could just 
say, “It’s Bill Russell” and the discussion would 
cease. “Bill Russell” was the truth.

For 15 years, I’ve dreamed of actually telling the 
real Bill Russell that story. Even for me, a kid who 
grew up breaking out into hives every time Bird, 
McHale, and Parrish sauntered into Madison 
Square Garden draped in Kelly green, I respected 
and admired Bill Russell. It wasn’t the eleven 
championships in thirteen years or the fact that he 
never lost a game seven. It’s that he stood for 
something. On the Mt. Rushmore of athletes who 
used their platform to make a difference, Russell 
stands with Ali, Ashe, and Billie Jean.

I literally had dreams about craning my neck, 
looking Bill Russell in the eye and saying, “It’s Bill 
Russell.” On April 15th I was finally able to do it 
and I did it in front of 500 people, including 1968 
Olympians Tommie Smith and John Carlos. I was 
emceeing the Heroes in Sports gala hosted every 
year by the remarkable Center for Sport in Society 
at Northeastern University. Russell flew across the 
country from his home in the Pacific Northwest to 
induct his friend and former teammate Thomas 
“Satch” Sanders into the Center’s Hall of Fame. 
The Center is an organization that unabashedly 
attempts to organize for the social good through 
sports and Bill Russell was right at home. In 
introducing Russell to induct “Satch,” I was finally 
able to tell the “Bill Russell” story. But the highlight 
of the evening had actually taken place several 
hours earlier.

At a cocktail party before the festivities, I 
approached Russell with more than a little 
trepidation. Most of us in sports media have had 
the experience of meeting one of our heroes and 

wishing we’d saved ourselves the trouble. There’s 
a part of us that doesn’t think our idols have the 
right to be cranky, grumpy, silly, stinky—in other 
words, human. Sometimes the fantasy is best left 
untouched.

But Bill Russell was everything I could have 
dreamed. (And thank you to John Carlos for making 
the introduction.) Not only was he open and 
friendly, he within seconds told me a story from his 
past. It wasn’t a story about facing Wilt or blocking 
Oscar. It was about standing up to a radio talk show 
host in 1968. “He said to me that those Olympic 
protesters (Smith and Carlos) should be arrested 
and should have their citizenship revoked. I asked 
him why and he said politics have no place at the 
Olympics. I asked him if he knew how [Olympic 
President] Avery Brundage prevented Marty 
Glickman [a Jewish American] from running in 
Berlin in 1936 so Hitler wouldn’t be embarrassed. 
So it’s really about who is allowed to be political.” 
Carlos piped in, “I know that’s the last time you 
were on that show!”

Mr. Russell also chatted about today’s players, the 
corrupting influence of mega contracts on the 
game, and other topics I won’t repeat, except to 
say that his personal generosity was remarkable 
for anyone, famous or otherwise. He was effortless 
and beautifully human.

Perhaps Mr. Russell was in high spirits because he 
was with his friend Satch Sanders. In his speech 
inducting Satch, he remembered, “I once said to 
Nelson Mandela how lucky I felt to be alive at the 
same time as him. I feel that way about Satch 
Sanders. Satch, it was a deep, lifelong, pleasurable 
experience to play on a team with you. And I will 
say that when I left the Celtic locker room, I said I 
didn’t care about going to heaven because it would 
be a step down. That feeling was because of 
friends like Satch.”

There were a few dusty eyes in the crowd but Satch 
cleared it up by saying as he approached the 
lectern, “I never thought I’d hear Bill Russell tell 
the truth so eloquently!”

This was an older Bill Russell, his hair and beard 
snow white, his back still ramrod straight yet his 
neck slightly bent. But his spirit, his character, and 
his proud political will were even more indomitable 
in person than they are in the history books. It was 
an honor to meet him and I really do feel that all of 
us, whether you are a basketball fan or not, owe 
him a debt. And THAT, dear readers, is “Bill 
Russell.”

Dave Zirin is the author of the forthcoming 
Bad Sports: How Owners Are Ruining the 
Games We Love. Email dave@edgeofsports.
com to receive his weekly column. Contact 
him at edgeofsports@gmail.com.

Above: Bill Russell with Wilt ‘the Stilt’ Chamberlain; below, Tommie Smith (center) and 
John Carlos (right) give the Black Power salute at the 1968 Mexico City Olympics

And THAT’s Bill Russell!

His spirit, his character, and his proud political 
will were even more indomitable in person 

than they are in the history books.


