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Waking Up in Wisconsin

By David Michael Green

W hodathunkit, eh?

Insignificant, backwater, third 
world banana republics like Tunisia 

and Egypt pioneering the way for the greatest 
superpower and richest country on the planet.

That’s not supposed to happen.

I mean, we pay for a military that costs as much 
as every other one in the world, combined, even 
though it can’t win endless wars against 
insignificant, backwater, third world banana 
republics. They can’t say that about their 
militaries! We’ve got annual deficits that are 
bigger than their entire economies. The size of our 
economy is half-again bigger than the number two 
in the world (with one-fourth the population), and 
we’ve managed to produce a health care system 
that ranks 39th globally. Who else can claim that 
badge of honor? No doubt that ranking partially 
explains why our life expectancy figures are lower 
than just about every country in the developed 
world. Our education system, once the envy of 
the world, is crumbling, along with the size of our 
college enrollments. Ditto our infrastructure, 

much of which hasn’t been maintained in decades. 
Who can touch that? We have the highest 
polarization of wealth in the entire developed 
world, and more than any country in the Arab 
world too. Sweet! Another cool thing is our 
incarceration rate. It’s 743 per hundred thousand 
people. The next highest country has less than 
half that figure. Our use of torture and rendition 
and the remote-controlled aerial bombings of 
civilians has earned us the scorn and hatred of 
the world, while our political leaders, unmatched 
in their capacity for hypocrisy and buffoonery, 
have made us a laughingstock that few puffy-
chested, medal-covered third world dictators can 
match. You got Mugabe? We got Palin. You got 
Charles Taylor? We got George W. Bush, in a 
democracy no less.

So, with a record like that, who in the world are 
these punky backwater countries to teach high 
and mighty America anything about anything?!?!

Darned if it hasn’t happened, though. I mean, you 

can say it’s a coincidence if you want, and you 
may even be right. But I can’t help thinking that 
the people of Wisconsin have been inspired by 
the people of Egypt. Who were themselves 
inspired by the people of Tunisia. Both of whom 
have inspired the people of Bahrain, Jordan, Iran, 
Libya, Yemen, Iraq and beyond. Meanwhile, 
Wisconsin seems to be inspiring Americans in 
other states finally to fight back.

It would seem that people power is in the air in 
early 2011, and that it’s quite contagious.

Whatever is the explanation for the Cheesehead 
version of Tahrir Square, it is unbelievably 
welcome, and just barely in time.

Above: Thousands gather in Madison to 
protest Gov. Scott Walker’s union-busting 

attempt. Right: Solidarity from Cairo

continued on page 8 …
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Editorial

Ray 
McGovern—
Peacemaker
As Secretary of State Hillary Clinton 
gave her speech at George Washington 
University on Feb. 15, condemning 
governments that arrest protestors and 
do not allow free expression, 71-year-
old Ray McGovern was grabbed from 
the audience in plain view of her by 
police and an unidentified official 
in plain clothes. Mr. McGovern, 
protesting Hillary Clinton’s past and 
current support of the wars in Iraq and 
Afghanistan as well as past support for 
the dictatorial Mubarak government, 
stood silently in the audience and 
turned his back. McGovern, a veteran 
Army officer who also worked as a 
CIA analyst for 27 years, was wearing 
a Veterans For Peace t-shirt. Clinton 
never paused speaking when Ray was 
blind-sided by security officers who 
pounced upon him. He remarked, as 
he was hauled out the door, “So this 
is America?” Ray was covered with 
bruises, lacerations and contusions 
inflicted in the assault. 

After his arrest, McGovern said, 
“Hillary is the driving force, together 
with a few others, behind the war 
in Afghanistan. She’s one of the big 
hawks in Iran. When I look at her and 
her husband (I know) that they don’t 
know the first thing about war. I do and 
so do my fellow Veterans For Peace. 
When people die because we have 
hypocrites at the top of our government, 
that compels me to make a statement 
in whatever way I can. It was not 
the theme of her speech that I was 
protesting. It was her war policies.”

On Feb. 15, Ray Mcgovern once again, 
stood up for all of us, to expose for 
the world, the lies, hypocrisy, cold 
callousness and most important, 
inherent violence of America’s ruling 
class.

Ray McGovern could be content to 
write brilliant and passionate pieces, 
which he does, about the growing 
fascism here in the United States and 
be safe as many left intellectuals are. 
But he often takes it one step further. 
McGovern puts “his money where his 

continued on page 21 … 

Woodstock International is a 
voice for upholding freedom and 
democracy through the written 
word. Communication and critical 
thinking are key components to 
knowledge and understanding. 
Critical thinking requires access 
to information. 
Corporate-owned newspapers 
ignore important news items … 
and much of the news is reported 
from a capitalist-oriented point of 
view. An alternative news source, 
Woodstock International intends 
to give greater coverage of news 
that reflects the reality  
of our times.
woodstockinternational.us

Ray McGovern (right) with Daniel Ellsberg at Dec. 16 veteran-led  
civil resistance to war at the White House
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By John Pilger

S hortly after the invasion of Iraq in 2003, I 
interviewed Ray McGovern, one of an elite 
group of CIA officers who prepared the 

President’s daily intelligence brief. McGovern was 
at the apex of the “national security” monolith that 
is American power and had retired with presidential 
plaudits. On the eve of the invasion, he and 45 other 
senior officers of the CIA and other intelligence 
agencies wrote to President George W. Bush that 
the “drumbeat for war” was based not on 
intelligence, but lies. 

“It was 95 percent charade,” McGovern told me.

“How did they get away with it?”

“The press allowed the crazies to get away with it.”

“Who are the crazies?”

“The people running the [Bush] administration have 
a set of beliefs a lot like those expressed in Mein 
Kampf... . These are the same people who were 
referred to in the circles in which I moved, at the 
top, as ‘the crazies.’”

I said, “Norman Mailer has written that he believes 
America has entered a pre-fascist state. What’s 
your view of that?”

“Well ... I hope he’s right, because there are others 
saying we are already in a fascist mode.”

On January 22, Ray McGovern emailed me to 
express his disgust at the Obama administration’s 
barbaric treatment of the alleged whistleblower 
Bradley Manning and its pursuit of WikiLeaks 
founder, Julian Assange. “Way back when George 
and Tony decided it might be fun to attack Iraq,” 
he wrote, “I said something to the effect that 
fascism had already begun here. I have to admit I 
did not think it would get this bad this quickly.”

On February 16, Secretary of State Hillary Clinton  
gave a speech at George Washington University in 
which she condemned governments that arrested 
protestors and crushed free expression. She lauded 
the liberating power of the Internet while failing to 
mention that her government was planning to close 
down those parts of the Internet that encouraged 
dissent and truth-telling. It was a speech of spectacular 
hypocrisy, and Ray McGovern was in the audience. 
Outraged, he rose from his chair and silently turned 
his back on Clinton. He was immediately seized by 
police and a security goon and beaten to the floor, 
dragged out, and thrown into jail, bleeding. He has 
sent me photographs of his injuries. He is 71. During 
the assault, which was clearly visible to Clinton, she 
did not pause in her remarks.

Fascism is a difficult word, because it comes with an 
iconography that touches the Nazi nerve and is abused 
as propaganda against America’s official enemies and 
to promote the West’s foreign adventures with a 
moral vocabulary written in the struggle against Hitler. 

And yet fascism and imperialism are twins. In the 
aftermath of World War 2, those in the imperial states 
who had made respectable the racial and cultural 
superiority of “Western civilisation,” found that Hitler 
and fascism had claimed the same, employing 
strikingly similar methods. Thereafter, the very notion 
of U.S. imperialism was swept from the textbooks 
and popular culture of an imperial nation forged on 
the genocidal conquest of its native people. And a 
war on social justice and democracy became “U.S. 
foreign policy.”

As the Washington historian William Blum has 
documented, since 1945, the United States has 
destroyed or subverted more than 50 governments, 
many of them democracies, and used mass murderers 
like Suharto, Mobutu, and Pinochet to dominate by 
proxy.  In the Middle East, every dictatorship and 
pseudo-monarchy has been sustained by America. In 
“Operation Cyclone,” the CIA and MI6 secretly 
fostered and bank-rolled Islamic extremism. The 

Behind the Arab Revolt  
Is a Word We Dare Not Speak
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By Ralph Nader

T he 18-day nonviolent Egyptian protests for freedom raise 
the question: Is America next? Were Thomas Jefferson 
and Thomas Paine around, they would likely say, “What 

are we waiting for?” They would be appalled by the concentration 
of economic and political power in such a few hands. Remember 
how often these two men warned about concentrated power.

Our Declaration of Independence (1776) listed grievances against King 
George III. A good number of them could have been made against “King” 
George W. Bush who not only brushed aside congressional war-making 
authority under the Constitution but plunged the nation through lies into 
extended illegal wars, which he conducted in violation of international 
law. Even conservative legal scholars such as Republicans Bruce Fein 
and former Judge Andrew Napolitano believe he and Dick Cheney still 
should be prosecuted for war and other related crimes. The conservative 
American Bar Association sent George W. Bush three “white papers” 
in 2005-06 that documented his distinct violations of the Constitution 
he had sworn to uphold.

Here at home, the political system is a two-party dictatorship whose 
gerrymandering results in most electoral districts being one-party 
fiefdoms. The two Parties block the freedom of third parties and 
independent candidates to have equal access to the ballots and to 
the debates. Another barrier to competitive democratic elections is 
big money, largely commercial in source, which marinates most 
politicians in cowardliness and sinecurism.

Our legislative and executive branches, at the federal and state levels, 
can fairly be called corporate regimes. This is corporatism where 
government is controlled by private economic power. President 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt called this grip “fascism” in a formal 
message to Congress in 1938.

Corporatism shuts out the people and opens governmental largesse 
paid for by taxpayers to insatiable corporations.

Notice how each decade the bailouts, subsidies, handouts, 
giveaways, and tax escapes for big business grow larger. The word 
“trillions” is increasingly used, as in the magnitude of the rescue by 
Washington of the Wall Street crooks and speculators who looted 
the people’s pensions and savings.

It is not as if these giant companies demonstrate any gratitude to 
the people who save them again and again. Instead, U.S. companies 
are fast quitting the country in which they were chartered and 
prospered. These corporations, which were built on the backs of U.S. 
workers, are shipping millions of jobs and whole industries to 
repressive foreign regimes abroad, such as China.

More than 70 percent of Americans in a September 2000 Business Week 
poll said corporations had “too much control over their lives.” It’s gotten 
worse with the last decade’s corporate corruption and crime wave.

Wal-Mart imports more than $20 billion a year in products from sweat-
shops in China. About a million Wal-Mart workers make under $10.50 
per hour before deductions—many in the $8 an hour range—while 
Wal-Mart’s CEO makes about $11,000 a hour plus benefits and perks.

This scenario has metastasized through the economy. One in three 
workers in the United States makes Wal-Mart-level wages. Fifty million 
people have no health insurance and every year about 45,000 die because 
they cannot afford diagnosis or treatment. Child poverty is climbing as 
household income falls. Unemployment and underemployment are near 
20 percent levels. The federal minimum wage, adjusted for inflation since 
1968, would be $10 per hour now. Instead, it is $7.25.

Yet one percent of the richest Americans have financial wealth 
equivalent to the bottom 95 percent of the people. Corporate profits 
and compensation of corporate bosses are at record levels. While 
companies, excluding financial firms, are sitting on $2 trillion in cash.

On Feb. 7, President Obama showed us where the power is by walking 

across LaFayette Park from the White House to the headquarters of 
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce. Before a large audience of CEOs, 
he pleaded for them to invest more in jobs in America. Imagine, CEOs 
of pampered, privileged mega-companies often on welfare and in 
trouble with the law sitting there while the President curtsied.

With Bill Clinton in the nineties, corporate lobbies tightened their 
grip on our country by greasing through Congress both NAFTA and 
the World Trade Organization agreements that subordinated our 
sovereignty and workers to the global government of corporations.

All this adds to the growing sense of powerlessness by the citizenry. 
They experience hundreds of thousands of preventable deaths and 
many more injuries every year in the workplace, the environment, and 
the marketplace. Massive budgets and technologies do not go to reduce 
these costly casualties; instead they go to the big business of 
exaggerated security threats.

While the Obama-Bush deficit-financed wars in Afghanistan and Iraq 
have been destroying those nations, our public works here, such as 
mass transit, schools and clincs crumble for lack of repairs. 
Foreclosures keep rising.

The debt servitude of consumers is stripping them of control of their 
own money as fine print contracts, credit ratings and credit scores 
tighten the noose on family budgets.

Half of democracy is showing up. Too many Americans, despairingly, are 
not “showing up” at the polls, at rallies, marches, courtrooms or city 
council meetings. If “we the people” want to reassert our proper 
constitutional sovereignty over our country—we can start by amassing 
ourselves in public squares and around the giant buildings of our rulers. 

In a country that has so many problems it doesn’t deserve and so many 
solutions that it doesn’t apply; all things are possible when people begin 
looking at themselves for the necessary power to produce a just society.

Ralph Nader is a Lebanese-American attorney, author, 
lecturer, political activist, and four-time candidate for 
President of the United States. www.nader.org. 

object was to smash or deter nationalism and democracy. The victims 
of this Western state terrorism have been mostly Muslims. The 
courageous people gunned down last week in Bahrain and Libya, the 
latter a “priority UK market,” according to Britain’s official arms 
“procurers,” join those children blown to bits in Gaza by U.S. F-16 aircraft.

The revolt in the Arab world is not merely against a resident dictator 
but a worldwide economic tyranny designed by the U.S. Treasury 
and imposed by the U.S. Agency for International Development, the 

IMF and World Bank, which have ensured that rich countries like 
Egypt are reduced to vast sweatshops, with half the population 
earning less than $2 a day. The people’s triumph in Cairo was the 
first blow against what Benito Mussolini called corporatism, a word 
that appears in his definition of fascism. 

How did such extremism take hold in the liberal West? “It is necessary 
to destroy hope, idealism, solidarity, and concern for the poor and 
oppressed,” observed Noam Chomsky a generation ago, “[and] to replace 
these dangerous feelings with self-centered egoism, a pervasive cynicism 
that holds that [an order of] inequities and oppression is the best that 
can be achieved. In fact, a great international propaganda campaign is 
under way to convince people—particularly young people—that this 
not only is what they should feel but that it’s what they do feel.”

Like the European revolutions of 1848 and the uprising against 
Stalinism in 1989, the Arab revolt has rejected fear. An insurrection 
of suppressed ideas, hope, and solidarity has begun. In the United 
States, where 45 percent of young African-Americans have no jobs 
and the top hedge fund managers are paid, on average, $1 billion a 
year, mass protests against cuts in services and jobs have spread to 
heartland states like Wisconsin. In Britain, the fastest-growing 
modern protest movement, UK Uncut, is about to take direct action 
against tax avoiders and rapacious banks. Something has changed 
that cannot be unchanged. The enemy has a name now.

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.McGovern was left bruised and bloodied by security at 

Feb. 15 talk by Secretary of State Hillary Clinton

A Word We Dare Not Speak
… continued from previous page

Time To Topple CorporaTe DiCTaTors

Corporate profits and compensation 
of corporate bosses are at record levels. 
While companies, excluding financial 

firms, are sitting on $2 trillion in cash. 
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Vermont Gearing Up to 
Strike Major Blow to 
Corporate Personhood
By Christopher Ketchem

A year ago today, the Supreme Court issued its bizarre  Citizens 
United decision, allowing unlimited corporate spending in elections as 
a form of “free speech” for the corporate “person.” Justice John Paul 

Stevens, writing for the dissent, had the task of recalling the majority to planet 
earth and basic common sense.

“Corporations have no consciences, no beliefs, no feelings, no thoughts, no desires,” 
wrote Stevens. “Corporations help structure and facilitate the activities of human 
beings, to be sure, and their ‘personhood’ often serves as a useful legal fiction. But 
they are not themselves members of ‘We the People’ by whom and for whom our 
Constitution was established.”

Fortunately, movements are afoot to reverse a century of accumulated powers and 
protections granted to corporations by wacky judicial decisions.

In Vermont, state senator Virginia Lyons presented an anti-corporate personhood 
resolution for passage in the Vermont legislature. The resolution, the first of its 
kind, proposes “an amendment to the United States Constitution … which provides 
that corporations are not persons under the laws of the United States.” Sources 
in the state house say it has a good chance of passing. This same body of lawmakers, 
after all, once voted to impeach George W. Bush, and is known for its anti-corporate 
legislation. Last year the Vermont senate became the first state legislature to weigh 
in on the future of a nuclear power plant, voting to shut down a poison-leeching 
plant run by Entergy Inc. Lyons’ Senate voted 26-4 to do it, demonstrating the level 
of political will of the state’s politicians to stand up to corporate power.

The language in the Lyons resolution is unabashed. “The profits and institutional 
survival of large corporations are often in direct conflict with the essential needs 
and rights of human beings,” it states, noting that corporations “have used their 
so-called rights to successfully seek the judicial reversal of democratically enacted 
laws.”

Thus the unfolding of the obvious: “democratically elected governments” are 
rendered “ineffective in protecting their citizens against corporate harm to the 
environment, health, workers, independent business, and local and regional 
economies.” The resolution goes on to note that “large corporations own most of 
America’s mass media and employ those media to loudly express the corporate 
political agenda and to convince Americans that the primary role of human beings 
is that of consumer rather than sovereign citizens with democratic rights and 
responsibilities.”

Denouncing this situation as an “intolerable societal reality,” the document 
concludes that the “only way” toward a solution is the amendment of the 
Constitution “to define persons as human beings.” 

Constitutional lawyer David Cobb, the 2004 Green Party presidential candidate, 
recently traveled to Vermont to help draft the resolution. Cobb says it is an historic 
document. “This is the first state to introduce at the legislative level a statement 
of principles that corporations are not persons and do not have constitutional 
rights,” he told AlterNet. “This is how a movement gets started. It’s the beginning 
of a revolutionary action completely and totally within the legal framework.”

Such an amendment would be the 28th time we have corrected our founding 
document to reflect political reality and social change. In other words, we’ve done 
it 27 times before in answer to the call of history, and we can do it again. There is 
a groundswell of support: 76 percent of Americans, according to a recent ABC 
News poll, said they opposed the Citizens United decision.

The Total Weirdness of Corporate Personhood

The corporate person is the product of some plainly weird metaphysics. This 
astonishing fictional “person,” accorded all the rights of a human, can split off 
pieces of itself to form new fictional persons, can marry many other similar persons 
in a process called a merger, is immortal, can change its name and identity overnight, 
and can aggregate gigantic streams of capital with which it somehow has the right 
to speak. Strangely enough, the corporate person, who has neither soul nor body, 
is at the same time owned by many other persons called shareholders who buy 
and sell its parts every day—it is owned, in fact, much the way a slave is owned.

Additionally, the many-limbed, mercurial, shape-changing god-person-as-chattel can 
connive to murder wretched fleshy mortal persons and not be hanged by the neck or 
electrocuted in a chair or go to jail for life as punishment. Instead the corporate person 
pays out a paltry sum and goes about his or her blithe business as if no murder was 
committed, no crime accomplished. The corporate person can shut down whole 
communities by driving out business, can spread cancers in the air and water, can destroy 
fisheries or lay waste to forests, and do all of this with a degree of impunity provided 
under the vaunted protections of the Bill of Rights. The best-known and most insidious 
of these rights is that which allows the corporation under the First Amendment to speak 
freely using money—yet another twist of metaphysics masquerading as law, and one 
that has not gone unnoticed by the highest jurists in the land.

The “useful legal fictions,” launched into society as creatures of commerce and 
ostensibly at the beck and call of their creators, have freed themselves to wreak 
havoc on the people they were designed to help. Mere humans are arrayed against 
a dangerous automaton army, the army of the fictional corporate super-persons 
that deploy power with real-world consequences. If corporate hegemony is rightly 
understood as the overarching threat to world democracy today—the threat from 
which all other threats derive when governments stand captured by 
corporatocracies—then it is the absurdist legality of corporate personhood that 
serves as the functional lever of that hegemony. In this epochal battle for the future 
of planet earth, the humans against the corporations, the survival of the humans 
will depend on a dramatic legal assault, with nothing less than the murder of 
corporate personhood as the goal.

Christopher Ketcham has written for Vanity Fair, Harper’s, The Nation, 
Mother Jones, and many other publications. Find more of his work at 
www.christopherketcham.com or contact him at cketcham99@
mindspring.com.

Crying 
in Shame
By Jack. A. Smith

D rones are the latest stage 
in the development of 
au t o m a t e d  w a r f a r e . 

Eventually, when the technology is 
ready, Washington’s continual wars 
with one enemy or another will mainly 
be fought by remote control.

Within a short time, the Pentagon will be 
fully prepared to hit a target with high 
explosive missiles from a U.S. base to 
anywhere in the world in less than one 
hour—with pinpoint accuracy—thanks 
to computers and space satellites.

The purpose is to militarily dominate the 
entire world without causing sufficient 
American casualties to arouse antiwar 
sentiment at home.

Wars greatly benefit the U.S. economy, 
as George W. Bush frankly told the late 
Argentine President Nestor Kirchner a 
few years ago. Successful wars that 
extend American hegemony pay off 
even more in future benefits. Thus, 
powerful antiwar movements—such 
as the Vietnam era U.S. peace 
movement or in the first years of the Iraq 
war—are detested by American 
governments because if successful they 
“hurt” business and weaken hegemony.

Western Pakistan is an excellent place 
to test automated drones, and to train 
soldiers and CIA agents based in 
Virginia, New York State or Colorado in 
how to kill “enemies” half-way around 
the globe before heading home to dinner 
and playtime with the kids.

Most Americans don’t really care how 
many poor Pakistani, Afghani or Yemeni 
peasants, workers and children are 
slaughtered in drone attacks or through 
our government’s other deadly means, 
mainly because “our” troops aren’t getting 
killed in large number and “we” at home 
aren’t suffering anything at all (even higher 
taxes because it’s a credit card war).

Many more Americans cared about civilian 
deaths in Iraq and Afghanistan when Bush 
was president. But now that a Democrat is 
in the White House, all’s right with the 
world—so bombs away! This is a crying 
shame for us as Americans—all the more 
so because so few are crying in shame.

Jack A. Smith publishes the 
H u d s o n  V a l l e y  A c t i v i s t 
Newsletter.
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By David Swanson

I f Bradley Manning turns out to be the hero 
he appears to be, he will not be the first 
“detained” at Quantico.

In fact, Quantico once locked up the most 
decorated Marine in history, a Marine who would 
have been running the Marine Corps rather than 
getting locked up by it if he had known how to 
brown-nose the swivel-chair commanders as he 
called them, a Marine who had helped create 
Quantico years before, the first senior officer in the 
U.S. military to be arrested in the 65 years following 
the Civil War, and a serious fearless principled 
democratic hero whose heroism had nothing to do 
with the nasty tasks he took on as a U.S. Marine.

And do you know what they locked him up for? For 
revealing that Benito Mussolini had run a little girl 
over in his car and not even stopped.

And do you know what this Marine’s most heroic 
deed was, one still to come after his Quantico 
“detention”? He foiled a plot to overthrow 
President Franklin Roosevelt and install himself as 
a puppet dictator for Wall Street. He turned down 
power, just as Bradley Manning turned down riches 
and risked his future life.

Have you guessed that I’m talking about Smedley 
Darlington Butler? If not, please sue the U.S. 
Department of Education. It has let you down, 
ripped you off, and swindled every one of us.

Prior to his detention at Quantico Marine Base in 
Virginia, Smedley Butler had conquered the Boxers 
and taken over Beijing, single-handedly destroyed 
democratic hopes in Nicaragua and Haiti, ruled 
Haiti as an all-powerful Marine-Corps-Imperial-
Consul, turned a disease-ridden swamp where U.S. 
troops were dying in France before even making it 
to the front in World War I into a clean and healthy 
city from which troops could courageously depart 
to kill and die and be mentally ruined, and served 
as Director of Public Safety in Philadelphia in which 
job he enforced the prohibition of alcohol on the 
high and mighty thus earning their eternal hatred.

Then Butler, much beloved by World War I veterans, 
let slip that remark about Mussolini’s murdering of 

a little girl with his sports car. President Hoover 
and his Secretary of State Henry Stimson, who 
was already scheming to get a second world war 
going, were outraged, as was the corporate and 
pro-fascist U.S. media. Butler was immediately 
confined to a house (better than Manning’s six-foot 
cell) at Quantico. But the public was outraged at 
Hoover and Stimson, and evidence came out to 
support Butler’s story. He also told a story about 
Hoover himself. During a siege in China at the time 
of the Boxer Rebellion, Butler said, he and his troops 
had been disgusted to find an American engineer 
hiding and cowering in a basement with women 
and children. They had dragged him out, roughed 
him up, and forced him to take up duty on the city 
wall; and that man had been Herbert Hoover.

Butler was released from Quantico, just as 
Manning should be, and was restored to full rank 
but shortly chose to retire. Butler became a writer 
and a public speaker and produced the powerful 

denunciation of U.S. foreign policy that is “War Is 
A Racket,” explaining in “Common Sense” 
magazine:

“I spent 33 years and four months in active military 
service and during that period I spent most of my 
time as a high class muscle man for Big Business, 
for Wall Street and the bankers. In short, I was a 
racketeer, a gangster for capitalism. I helped make 
Mexico … safe for American oil interests. I helped 
make Haiti and Cuba a decent place for the 
National City Bank boys to collect revenues in. I 
helped in the raping of a dozen Central American 
republics for the benefit of Wall Street. I helped 
purify Nicaragua for the International Banking 
House of Brown Brothers in 1902-1912. I brought 
light to the Dominican Republic for the American 
sugar interests in 1916. I helped make Honduras 
right for the American fruit companies in 1903. In 
China in 1927 I helped see to it that Standard Oil 
went on its way unmolested … Looking back on 

it, I feel I might have given Al Capone a few hints. 
The best he could do was to operate in three city 
districts. We Marines operated on three 
continents.”

Butler rallied the spirits of World War I vets as they 
camped in Washington D.C. demanding to be 
compensated. Douglas MacArthur then Mubaraked 
the veterans with bullets and teargas and chased 
them out of town, earning the scorn of all survivors, 
forever shaming the U.S. government, preventing 
a second term for Hoover, and making the GI Bill 
following the next global spree of mass-murder 
almost inevitable. (And you thought starting a war 
in Korea and trying to get a THIRD world war going 
was the ugliest thing MacAurthur had done.)

When the war profiteers and Wall Street plutocrats 
who had opposed compensating the veterans later 
hatched a plot to create a fascist dictatorship and 
remove FDR from office, MacArthur promised them 
the support of the U.S. Army, but even the 
banksters understood that the half-million angry 
veterans they sought to use wouldn’t follow 
MacArthur as far as they could throw him. There 
was only one man they would follow unquestioningly, 
and that was Smedley Butler.

The society “to maintain the Constitution” (the  
Tea Party couldn’t have named it better) tried to 
recruit Butler. He led them on and then ratted them 
out to a congressional committee. Too big to jail, 
then as now, the plotters, including George W. 
Bush’s grandpa, were not prosecuted for treason 
but did agree to stop fighting against the New Deal. 
The New York Times, Washington Post, and Time 
magazine attacked Butler, and the history books 
obediently excised this little incident from our 
children’s education during the past 75 years, but 
Congressman John W. McCormack, chair of the 
House Un-American Activities Committee credited 
Butler with saving the republic.

If we do what needs to be done, Bradley Manning 
may someday receive similar praise.

David Swanson is the author of War Is a Lie 
and Daybreak: Undoing the Imperial 
Presidency and Forming a More Perfect 
Union. He blogs at warisalie.org.

They Only Lock Up 
Heroes at Quantico

Smedley Butler (left) and Bradley Manning (right): Both were locked up in  
Quantico for truth-telling

Rally and March to Quantico
to demand humane treatment and dismissal of all charges for

Bradley Manning
Stand Up for Freedom of Information and Engaged Democracy— 

As This Young Soldier Did!

Sunday, March 20, 2 pm
Main Street and Rte. 1 (Jeff Davis Hwy), Triangle, Va

Buses departing from Union Station, Washington, D.C., at 12:30. $10 round drop. For reservations: couragetoresist.org/bus

For more information, contact FreeBradleyWashMetro@gmail.com
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By Kristine Mattis

A s someone who has been involved in the 
protests in Madison for the past six 
days, I find the news media coverage of 

the momentous events in this town to in no way 
portray the reality of what is going on here. In their 
attempts to constantly be balanced, the news 
media seem to have lost all ability to be accurate.

The mass protests by unions and their allies that have 
occurred in Madison, WI, resulted after an abrupt 
announcement by Governor Walker late last Friday, 
Feb. 11, that he was introducing and fast-tracking a 
so-called “Budget Repair” bill, which would not only 
deeply cut benefits to public workers, but effectively 
strip unions of all of their collective bargaining rights. 
The response to the Governor’s move was rapid and 
in no way orchestrated or long-planned—there was 
absolutely no possible time for that. By late Monday, 
Feb. 14, the Wisconsin state legislature announced a 
hearing of the bill in the Joint Finance Committee, 
which was open for public testimony. It was then that 
unions and affected public sector workers began to 
try to organize to fight the bill.

Interestingly, members of the public, including myself, 
arrived early Tuesday morning to have our positions 
heard in the committee hearing on the bill. When the 
public testimony began, numerous media outlets were 
present to cover the proceedings. The media 
portrayed the hearing as a chance for “both sides” to 
have their voices heard, as if this were an even dispute 
between two viewpoints with equally numbered 
constituents. That was not the case. The clerk’s office 
documented testimony against the bill versus for the 
bill to be roughly 20 to 1, at least. Moreover, I know 

first hand that many of the bill supporters who spoke 
before and after I did had not been waiting in line with 
the rest of us. Where did they come from? They 
seemed to be placed into the queue somehow, 
conveniently, very early in the day when the media 
was present. As the proceeding wore on, few if any 
supporters of the bill were present at all.

These six days of protests have been completely 
non-violent and peaceful. There have been rumblings 
that protesters have “trashed” the capitol. That is 
completely false. Members of unions, particularly the 
Teaching Assistants’ Association (TAA) and the 
Milwaukee Graduate Assistants’ Association 
(MGAA), have been regularly organizing volunteer 
crews to clean up trash and litter.

As crowds swelled from approximately 13,000 on 
Tuesday, to around 70,000 (some estimate 100,000) 
on Saturday, the media finally began to take notice. 
But curiously, most media outlets only began to 
show up when the Tea Party announced it plans 
for a counter-rally on Saturday. Contrary to sources, 
these Saturday rallies did not consist of a meeting 
of disputing views in virtually equally numbers, nor 
were they a “clash.” The Walker supporters 
numbered roughly 700-1000 at most, while the 
anti-bill, pro-union activists outnumbered them 
nearly 100 to 1. Furthermore, there was no violence 
and no confrontation between opposing sides. (But 
interestingly, it was the first day that the capitol 
police posted signs on the capitol building stating 
“No Firearms Allowed.”) The Tea Party contingent 
barely made a blip with their paltry turnout.

As far as the actual issue at hand, most media 
outlets merely mimicked the talking points 

repeated ad infinitum by Governor Scott Walker, 
and did no investigating into the veracity of his 
claims, nor any critical questioning about the 
situation in Wisconsin. Here are some facts:

1. The state of Wisconsin is not facing a financial crisis. 
Though specific numbers have been continually 
disputed and some even claim that the state faces a 
surplus at the end of the 2009-2011 budget, what is 
clear is that Wisconsin’s financial woes are moderate 
at most, and do not constitute a dire situation. The 
$3.6 billion shortfall that Walker keeps repeating is 
based on the State Budget Office Analysis, which 
calculated the 2011-13 biennial figures based on 
agency requests. These requests always exceed 
actual monies allocated. The 2011-2013 actual budget 
has not even come out yet. Walker is misrepresenting 
these details. Moreover, Governor Walker was 
unconcerned about budget matters when he offered 
over $140 million in tax incentives to out-of-state 
multinational corporations, but now he is suddenly 
unable to afford to take care of his in-state workforce. 
The “crisis” is manufactured.

2. The government employee unions bargained for 
and ratified contracts late last year that provided 
numerous concessions, including but not limited to 
freezes in compensation for two years and 
increased health insurance premiums. Unions are 
not opposed to “sacrifices”; in fact, they had 
already agreed to them.

3. The erosion of collective bargaining rights has 
nothing at all to do with the contrived “Budget 
Repair.” Stripping unions of their freedom to 
negotiate will do nothing to help alleviate deficits.

4. The workers in the private sector have not been 
voluntarily sacrificing for the public good; pay cuts 
and loss of benefits have been thrust upon them 
without any say on their part, precisely because 
they do not have unions to support them.

5. The rhetoric spewed by the right, such as “I lost 
my pension, so should you” is akin to saying “My 
legs were cut off, now yours should be, too.” 
Unionists would prefer that our legs not be cut 
off—and we would like to see all non-union 
workers walking again too. Our battle is for the 
rights of ALL workers, and our victories are YOUR 
victories. This is trickle-up economics—and it 
actually works.

6. Union workers are not lazy slackers; indeed they 
do some of the most difficult jobs imaginable, such 
as being home-health care workers, factory 
laborers, and teachers.

7. The gap between rich and poor started to 
increase in the 1970s and has reached its widest 
margin today. Coincidentally, during that same time 
period, massive tax cuts for corporations and for 
the wealthy have been mounting.

8. The people who have not sacrificed are the  
wealthy and corporations. They have the ability to 
repair these purported budget deficits, yet those who 
can barely make a decent living are instead called 
upon to lose what little they have. All the while, Wall 
Street flourishes and the rich continue to accumulate 
more and more of the financial wealth of the nation.

9. The struggle in Wisconsin is not about my union or 
any other union; it is class warfare, plain and simple. 
It is a battle for decent human rights and against the 
systematic, concerted and well-orchestrated effort 
to remove all the rights of workers in this country. 
Anyone and everyone who makes less than a six-
figure income—i.e. the poor and middle class - should 
be outraged by this immoral and unjust bill and united 
in our effort to protect our right to a decent living.

Why is it that those who have never had to worry 
about money, never had to sacrifice, and never had 
to fight for anything in their lives continually get 
more and more while working folks get less and 
less? And why, inexplicably, do other working folks 
support this race to the bottom?

The corporatization of America has already 
occurred; now we are well into the third-
worldification of America.

We Wisconsin workers are fighting for you and 
fighting for this country. We must win.

Kristine Mattis is PhD student in the Nelson 
Institute for Environmental Studies at UW-
Madison and a member of the Teaching 
Assistants’ Association, the union of 
graduate employees. She was previously a 
secondary schoolteacher and a member of 
the United Teachers of Los Angeles. www.
rebelpleb.blogspot.com

From the Front Lines in Madison
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By John Nichols

MADISON—Wisconsin Governor Scott 
Walker finished a bad week with a 
misstep that emphasized his inability 

to generate support for his attempt to strip the state’s 
public employees of collective bargaining rights.

First, the governor’s radical proposal went to such 
extremes in its anti-labor bias that it sparked a 
protest movement so large, so steady and so 
determined in its demands that it is now commonly 
compared with the protests that have rocked Egypt 
and other Middle Eastern countries.

Then, the man that badges worn by marchers describe 
as “The Mubarak of the Middle West” really blew it. 
Saturday was supposed to be the day when the 
governor pushed back against the movement that has 
challenged his radical power grab. The governor’s Tea 
Party allies attempted to grab the spotlight with a 
rally at the state Capitol. Unfortunately, the much-
hyped event, which national Tea Party groups had 
poured money and organizing energy into generating, 
drew an anemic crowd of several thousand. Even by 
the optimistic estimates of the Tea Partisans 
themselves, the pro-Walker turnout was one-tenth 
the size of the crowd that came to oppose the 
governor’s so-called “budget repair bill.”

The governor made things worse for himself by 
going on CNN and announcing that he had received 
19,000 emails from the “quiet majority” of 
Wisconsinites since he made his proposal and 
claimed that most of them were supportive.

Dumb move. Really dumb move.

Within hours of making his claim, the streets of 
Madison were filled by what veteran political 
organizers described as the largest demonstration 
ever seen in the city. Former Mayor Paul Soglin, a 
key organizer of anti-Vietnam War protests, said, 
“We had some big demonstrations in the sixties, 
but this is bigger.”

Organizers of a 2004 rally featuring Democratic 
presidential candidate John Kerry and rocker Bruce 
Springsteen, where the crowd was estimated at 
80,000, pointed out that Saturday’s protest against 
Walker’s budget filled a significantly larger space. 
And, they noted, thousands of addition opponents 
of the governor’s proposal packed the Capitol.

Mahlon Mitchell, the president of the Wisconsin 
Professional Firefighters Association, which has 
been a high -prof ile  par t icipant  in  the 
demonstrations, surveyed the crowd while 
recounting Walker’s boast about the 19,000 emails.

“I think I have 19,000 people behind me,” said 
Mitchell.

Pointing to one edge of the massive audience 
arrayed before him, he said: “And 20,000 there.”

He pointed to the other edge of the crowd: “And 
20,000 there.”

Finally, he pointed down State Street, the 
thoroughfare that stretches from the Capitol to the 
University of Wisconsin campus, which was 
packed with students who have backed the unions: 
“And 20,000 there.”

Rallying with Mitchell was Wisconsin Education 
Association Council President Mary Bell, who 
picked up on the “this-is-what-democracy-looks-
like” theme that has become so central to the 
marches, rallies, and pickets that have swept not 
just Madison but a state where even small towns 
have seen protests against Walker’s bill.

“The power of government in this state does not 
come from this Capitol,” she said of the building 
that was surrounded by teachers, educational 
assistants, nurses, snow-plow drivers, and state 
engineers, as well as their tens of thousands of 
backers. “The power comes from the people.”

And while Scott Walker may claim a “quiet 
majority” of 19,000 emails received by his office, 
a noisy majority of more than 80,000 Wisconsinites 
braved a winter day to tell the governor that the 
people have spoken: They’re with the unions.

Originally published in The Nation.
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By John Nichols

O n my dad’s side, my ancestors came 
to Wisconsin in 1823 to mine lead 
near Mineral Point. My mom’s people 

arrived a decade later, settling in Wyoming Valley.

I was raised with an outsized regard for Wisconsin, 
by a mother who made sure we never passed a 
Wisconsin historical marker without stopping.

So when I say that I have never been prouder of 
my state than I was last week, when workers rose 
up to challenge Gov. Scott Walker’s proposal to 
strip unions of their collective bargaining rights, it 
is in that context.

I have always argued that Wisconsin leads the 
nation: We do better, ask little, and give much. Our 
ancestors fought to end slavery, break up the trusts, 
and make our state what Teddy Roosevelt called 
America’s “laboratory of democracy.”

A week ago, it seemed as if the laboratory was 
producing something toxic—an assault on public 
servants that would quickly spread from Madison 
to other state capitals where Republican politicians 
want to use fiscal challenges as an excuse to score 
political points against unions.

But then Wisconsin pushed backed. Two thousand 
people rallied Monday. By Tuesday it was 12,000 
or more. By Wednesday, 30,000 people surrounded 
the Capitol. And the demonstrations spread across 
Wisconsin, from Superior to Kenosha, from 
Shullsburg to Sturgeon Bay. On Thursday, 
Democratic state senators made real the promise 
of representative democracy by refusing to allow 
the enactment of legislation proposed just six days 
earlier and that the people clearly opposed.

As David Vines, a UW student who joined the 
protests, said: “This is what the founders intended.”

He’s right. The people spoke. And the powerful 
listened—well, at least some of the powerful.

The struggle is far from finished. But Wisconsin 
has led once more, and in the right way—by 

pushing back against a political power play.

So how will Wisconsin continue to lead? By 
continuing to employ the rights outlined in the 
Constitution to assemble freely and petition for the 
redress of grievances. That’s not just an immediate 
response to this bill. It needs to be continual—in 
the tradition of Robert M. La Follette’s charge that 
“democracy is a life.” What La Follette meant is 
that democracy does not end on election day. 
Democracy begins on election day, as we demand 
that our representatives respond to the demands 
of the people.

Two Madison-based groups, Liberty Tree and the 
Center for Media and Democracy, both of which 
I’ve supported over the years, have proposed a 
“Wisconsin Wave” of democratic resistance to 
attempts to balance budgets on the backs of 
working people.

“To the giant corporate interests that currently 
dominate our state, we say that we will not stand 
by and watch you destroy Wisconsin’s democracy, 
Wisconsin’s economy, Wisconsin’s schools, and 
Wisconsin’s communities. We will not pay for your 
crisis. We will organize. We will march. We will 
nonviolently resist your policies and overcome your 
agenda,” reads the call, which can be found 
at wisconsinwave.org. We’ll publish the whole call 
in Wednesday’s Capital Times, just as we’ll 
continue to cover the story of the democratic 
struggle to defend our public services and public 
schools, and the people who make them great.

Originally published by The Capital Times (Wisconsin)

John Nichols is the author of The Genius of 
Impeachment , a critically acclaimed 
analysis of the Florida recount fight of 2000; 
Jews for Buchanan ; and a best-selling 
biography of Vice President Dick Cheney, 
Dick: The Man Who is President, which has 
recently been published in French and 
Arabic. He edited Against the Beast: A 
Docu m e n t ary  H is to ry  o f  A m e rican 
Opposition to Empire.

Wisconsin  
Still  
Laboratory  
of Democracy

‘This Is What Democracy Looks Like’ 
 The View from madison

 Protesters demonstrate in front of Gov. 
Scott Walker’s office at the State Capitol

‘The power of 
government in this state 

does not come from 
this Capitol. The power 
comes from the people.’
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It’s crucial to understand what the regressive initiative that our brothers 
and sisters in Wisconsin are right now fighting is really all about, and 
how that fits into the context of our era. This is just the latest, and nearly 
the last, in a succession of efforts in America over the last three decades 
to move money from the hands of non-elites to those of oligarchs. Make 
no mistake, that program constitutes essentially the sum total of 
American politics at its core over the last generation. All else is a sideshow 
or, more likely and more ominously, an intentional diversion, just as a 
skilled magician is careful to give your eye something else to focus on 
as he moves the ball from under the cup.

That money-shifting effort has been relentless, and it has been 
fantastically successful. We have witnessed the greatest transfer of 
wealth in human history over this period of time. More astonishing, here 
in the 20th and 21st centuries, is that it went the wrong way—from 
ordinary folk who need the money to wealthy elites, many of whom 
actually couldn’t even find ways to spend those enormous quantities 
flooding their accounts if they wanted to. Most astonishing of all is that 
this happened in a functioning democracy, where the votes of rip-offees 
vastly outnumber the votes of rip-offers. If anyone you meet ever doubts 
the capacity of human stupidity, tell them this tale. It’s an amazing story. 
It’s also the most significant single fact of American politics in our time. 
And we don’t even talk about it.

That’s because of the stunning success of the thieves in executing 
their heist. As oft noted, the perfect crime is one that is not even 
detected. Welcome to America.

You gotta hand it to these guys. They have been smart, thorough, 
ruthless, tenacious, patient and ruthless. Did I mention ruthless? 
They have attacked New Deal America—the set of policies that 
created a vast middle class for the first time and dramatically 
improved people’s quality of life en masse—in every way possible, 
and have managed to beat it into near submission.

They’ve been very clever about it, too. They fabricated think tanks whose 
product at any other time would have seemed absurdly laughable. They 
created a whole new media for themselves, and intimidated the parts 
they didn’t outright own. They dumbed down education, making sure 
that any knowledge of history or civics or—god forbid—comparative 
politics was eliminated from the curriculum, thus producing nice, docile 
worker bees who know just enough to do their ill-paid jobs, but not 

enough to even know that they’re ill paid. They allied with regressive 
forces like religious institutions, the military and the Republican Party. 
Then they bought the Democrats too, not least of which including Bill 
Clinton and Barack Obama, whose economic policies are fundamentally 
indistinguishable from the GOP’s. They infiltrated the courts with 
corporate hacks so corrupt that they steal elections and sit on cases 
even when they’ve received contributions from litigants in the matter. 
They smashed labor unions at every opportunity. They drove the country 
deep into debt with the express purpose of making it then seem that any 
further social spending was no longer sustainable. They tore down even 
the thin veneer of campaign finance reform from the prior era. They 
shredded the Constitution and the Bill of Rights, and have bullied any 
opponents with thuggish acts of verbal and other forms of personal 
assault. They made voting more difficult, wrongly purged masses of 
voters from the rolls, and used rigged machines to steal elections. They 
have poisoned the minds of Americans with diversionary bogeymen 
ranging from Saddam Hussein to marrying gays to the War on Christmas.

And so on. The complete list is extensive enough to fill the pages of 
this essay and several more. The upshot of the story is that there 
has been a concerted, multipronged attack on a system of political 
economy that was, when they began, already just about the least 
fair to working people of any in the developed world, but nevertheless 
a whole lot more fair than it ever had been previously. Or is now.

The purpose of all these efforts, however, was always the same, and 
typically had little to do with culture conflicts, endless Middle Eastern 
wars, or televised Hannity and Colmes style pissing matches. It was 
always about the money. Always. It remains about the money today.

That’s why the malignant disease better known as Wisconsin’s 

Republican Governor Scott Walker is now doing what he is doing. He 
claims that the state is broke and that he has no choice but to roll back 
public sector salaries and benefits. Everything about that claim is a lie. 
The state is not nearly as far in the red as other states that are not doing 
what he is doing. The state could increase taxes if it wanted to solve its 
problem, rather than exploiting workers. In fact, the state just got done 
creating the very deficit Walker claims is the problem by slashing $177 
million from its tax rolls. State employees are underpaid compared to 
equivalent private sector workers, not overpaid as he claims. And despite 
all this, the unions have nevertheless publicly agreed to negotiate 
givebacks with the governor. And so on.

But, of course, the biggest lie of all is the biggest lie of all. That is that 
the premise for what he is doing is the pursuit of fiscal rectitude. Let’s 
leave aside for the moment the fact that, nationally, the same party that 
claims to be the party of fiscal responsibility is precisely the gang of folks 
who got us into the mess we’re in. Of the $14 trillion or so of current 
national debt, almost all of it was created under Republican presidents, 
including the saintly Ronald of Nazareth, who tripled the national debt 
and started the process of dismantling America’s middle class (with a 
jaunty smile, of course, so it felt better and was less noticeable). It is true 
that borrowing has gone up under Barack Obama (who, anyhow, is one 
of them, not one of us), but how much would that have been the case 
had he not inherited Bush’s wars, Bush’s ‘defense’ budget, Bush’s non-
defense discretionary spending increases, Bush’s unfunded prescription 
drug bill, Bush’s decimation of incoming federal revenue in the form of 
tax cuts for the wealthy, Bush’s TARP, and Bush’s recession, the biggest 
since the Great Depression and therefore requiring massive stimulus 
spending? To answer that question, just look at what spending looked 
like on the day Bush was inaugurated. In fact, he inherited the greatest 
budget surplus in all of history.

These are the folks who bill themselves as the grownups in the room, 
the ones who are being responsible, the ones who are slashing social 
spending because we absolutely have to do so, even while further 
fattening a military already bloated on useless spending, even while 
continuing completely unabated lavish corporate welfare programs 
for Big Oil, Big Ag, Big Pharma and the rest, and even while slashing 
taxes on the wealthy down to nearly zero, transferring those liabilities 
to the rest of us. That’s what the Scott Walkers of this country have 
been doing in Washington for three decades now.

But even if Governor Walker is not responsible for the lies and 
destruction of his party at the national level, he is practicing precisely 
the same behavior in Wisconsin (while, no doubt, licking his chops 
at his prospects for a subsequent presidential bid, based on making 
this name for himself at the state level). This is not about balancing 
the state budget. This is about completing the piracy mission, 
knocking down one of the last remaining barriers preventing the 
wholesale transfer of middle class wealth to the oligarchy. This 
initiative is entirely about breaking public sector unions.

Waking Up in Wisconsin
… continued from page 1

continued on next page …

I don’t know if this is finally 
the moment when America 

wakes up and turns the corner 
to emerge from this long 

national nightmare. 
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You can tell that’s true because those provisions in the bill have absolutely 
zero impact on the state’s budget. Whether unions have to be recertified 
every year, whether their dues are collected from paychecks, and whether 
they can bargain over non-salary issues—none of these factors alter 
Wisconsin’s fiscal condition by a single penny. You can tell that’s true 
because the unions are willing to talk with the governor about 
givebacks—and thus address the problem he claims the legislation is 
meant to solve—if he’ll strip out the union-busting language. And you 
can tell that’s true because he’s not even slightly interested in their offer. 
By refusing to take yes for an answer from the unions on the question 
that he offers as a pretext for the legislation, he reveals the pretext to 
be just that. This is entirely about breaking public sector unions.

It is, once again, clever in its staging. Having driven the U.S. people to 
the wall through the use of job-exporting trade policy, unfair taxation 
policy, wage-undermining private sector union-busting, and budget-
busting deficit spending, the Klepto-Plutocracy has now positioned itself 
quite handsomely for purposes of presenting the next and near-final act 
in its multi-decade play. First they put economic pressure on all Americans 
by shipping jobs overseas. Then they enact policies that bring on massive 
levels of state and federal debt. Then they give us a devastating recession 
to ratchet up economic insecurity. Then they make sure the Democratic 
alternative to the Republican recession-makers is in fact no alternative 
at all, bringing no relief to workers whatsoever. This then clears the way, 
a mere two years later, for a Lazarus-like resuscitation of the nearly dead 
recession-creating Republican Party. But an even worse version this 
time, sending tea party social spending slasher freaks to Congress and 
producing aggressive predatory monsters like Chris Christie and Scott 
Walker at the state level. Then they argue to a bunch of politically illiterate 
American voters the all these fat gubmint workers have got it too goddam 
good, what with their wages that people can sorta actually live off of 
an’ all. Worse, these lazy bums are not only living high on the hog, but 
they’re living high on your nickel, Mr. Taxpayer Moron! As storms go, 
that recipe is good for producing a near perfect one in order to crush 
public sector unions.

We’ll see if it works. There are reasons not to be hopeful. Right now, as 
of this writing, success for the predators requires just one of 14 Democrats 
in the state Senate to come in from hiding out of state, giving Republicans 
a quorum, and sealing the deal. Moreover, Wisconsin—a state that 
pioneered unemployment insurance, workers’ compensation, the eight-
hour workday, the weekend, and other triumphs of actual humane 
treatment for humans, appears to have taken a big deep dive into Lake 
Stupidity of late. Once a bastion of progressivism, more lately a purple 
state, in 2010 it went overwhelmingly Republican, not least by producing 
the nation’s single most shameful act of that election cycle, the purging 
of Russ Feingold from the U.S. Senate.

But there are also reasons to be hopeful, too. It seems that this may 
just be the Basta! moment for middle class Wisconsinites sick of 
being ground into poverty. Every day, the crowds of demonstrators 
grow larger, at last count up to 70,000. They seem really pissed off. 
When was the last time we saw this?

And maybe this is the Basta! moment for the country, too. Maybe 
people have finally had Enough! not just in Wisconsin, but elsewhere 
too. Already there are similar reactions in other states, as other 
Republicans attempt the same fiscal coup strategy.

Altogether, it may not be hyperbolic to say that Wisconsin’s fate is 
the country’s fate. If the thieves win, it will empower and encourage 
thieves nationally. If the people win, that victory may produce a 
Tunisia effect, getting folks to realize, as Egyptians did, that you’re 
really only captive to the power of thugs for precisely as long as you 
believe yourself to be captive to the power of thugs.

This could be the first step of an American awakening. But even if it does 
occur, it will only be the first step. There is so much more to be done. 
Most of the initial work is purely in the domain of framing. People need 
to understand what Warren Buffett understands, that there has been a 
class war going on for three decades now, and that his team is winning. 
People need to understand that all the other nonsense that forms the 
content of American politics is diversionary bullshit. People need to 
understand that, yes, American exceptionalism is alive and well in 2011, 
only it is alive and well in how poorly the country does on almost every 
measure of quality of life. Especially compared to those horrid socialists 
in Europe and elsewhere, who suffer every day under the crushing 
burdens of better health, longer life, higher quality education, more equal 
distribution of wealth, better working conditions, less crime, less stress, 
less war and more happiness.

Things can also get better than they were thirty years ago. We never 
had a national health care system, and we still don’t. The one we’re 
slated to get in 2014 is lame, brought to us by our fake-progressive 
DINO corporate shill of a president. We can do lots better. Ditto on 
taxation, spending, industrial policy, workers rights and benefits, 
foreign policy and so on. The great news about the multi-headed, 
cataclysmic, across-the-board disaster of policymaking in the United 
States today is that it leaves you plenty of room for improvement. It 
will be a long time before we run out of ideas for how to make things 
better here in Ronald Reagan’s America.

I don’t know if this is finally the moment when America wakes up 
and turns the corner to emerge from this long national nightmare. 
That’s probably too much to ask when tea party Republicans dominate 
the Congress, a faux Democratic president, just like the last one, 
does the bidding of the national oligarchy, and not a single prominent 
political figure is out there pitching the narrative that would help 
Americans to understand who their real enemies are.

On the other hand, who could have imagined a month or two ago that 
the 30-year-old Mubarak dictatorship would be swept away over the 
period of a couple of weeks, and with minimal bloodshed to boot?

If that can happen, anything can happen.

Wake up, America!

On, Wisconsin. 

David Michael Green is a professor of political science at 
Hofstra University in New York. He is delighted to receive 
readers’ reactions to his articles at dmg@regressiveantidote.
net. More of his work can be found at his website, www.
regressiveantidote.net.

Waking up in Wisconsin
… continued from previous page

This is about completing the 
piracy mission, knocking 

down one of the last remaining 
barriers preventing the 

wholesale transfer of middle 
class wealth to the oligarchy.
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By Chris Hedges

I have watched mothers and 
fathers keening in grief over the 
frail corpses of their children in 

hospitals in Gaza and rural villages in 
El Salvador, Bosnia and Kosovo. The 
faces of these dead children, their 
bodies ripped apart by iron fragments 
or bullets tumbling end over end 
through their small, delicate frames, 
appear to me almost daily like faint and 
sadly familiar ghosts. The frailty and 
innocence of my own children make 
these images difficult to bear. 

A child a day dies in war-related 
violence in Afghanistan. Children die in 
roadside explosions. They die in 
airstrikes. They die after militants lure 
them to carry suicide bombs, usually 
without their knowledge. They die in 
firefights. They are executed by the 
Taliban after being accused, sometimes 
correctly, of spying for the Afghan 
National Army. They are tiny pawns in 
a futile and endless war. They are 
robbed of their childhood. They live in 
fear and surrounded by the terror of 
indiscriminate violence. The United 
Nations, whose most recent report on 
children in Afghanistan covered a two-
year period from Sept. 1, 2008, to Aug. 
30, 2010, estimates that in the first half 
of last year at least 176 children were 
killed and 389 more wounded. But the 
real number is probably much, much 
higher. There are big parts of the 
country where research can no longer 
be carried out. 

We will not stop the war in Afghanistan 
and Iraq, we will not end this slaughter 
of innocents, unless we are willing to 
rise up as have state workers in 
Wisconsin and citizens on the streets 
of Arab capitals. Repeated and 
sustained acts of civil disobedience are 
the only weapons that remain to us. 
Our political system is as broken and 
dysfunctional as that once presided 
over in Egypt by Hosni Mubarak. We 
must be willing to accept personal 
discomfort, to put our bodies in the way 
of the machine, if we hope to expose 
the lies of war and blunt the abuse by 
corporate profiteers. To do nothing, to 
refuse to act, to be passive, is to be an 
agent of injustice and to be complicit 
in murder. The U.N. report estimates 
that during the two-year period it 
studied almost 1,800 children were 
killed or injured in conflict-related 
violence, but numbers can never 
transmit the reality of such suffering.

On March 19, the eighth anniversary of 
the invasion of Iraq, I will join a coalition 
of U.S. military veterans from  Iraq 
Veterans Against the War,  March 
Forward!, Vietnam Veterans Against the 
War, and Veterans For Peace, who will 
gather in Lafayette Park across from the 
White House. The veteran-led action 
will result in numerous arrests, as did a 
Dec. 16 protest organized by Veterans 
For Peace. It will seek, because it is all 
we have left, to use our bodies to 
challenge the crimes of the state.

It does not matter if this protest or any 
other does not work. It does not matter 
if we are 500, as we were in December, 
or 50. It does not matter if the event is 
covered in the press or ignored. It 
matters only that those of us who 
believe in the rule of law, who find the 

organized sadism of war and militarism 
repugnant and who seek to protect the 
sanctity of life rise up. If we do not 
defend these virtues they will be 
extinguished. No one in power will 
defend them for us. Protests are 
rending the fabric of the U.S.-backed 
dictatorships in Tunisia, Yemen, Jordan, 
Egypt and Libya. They are flickering to 
life in the U.S. in states like Wisconsin. 
And they are beginning to convulse 
Iraq. Iraqis, for whom eight years of war 
and occupation have brought nothing 
but misery and death, are surrounding 
government buildings to denounce their 
puppet government. They are rising up 
to demand jobs, basic services including 
electricity, a reining in of our mercenary 
killers, some of whom have been used 
to quell restless crowds, and a right to 

determine their own future. These 
protesters are our true allies, not the 
hired thugs we pay to repress them.

We are wasting $700 million a day to 
pay for the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, 
while our teachers, firefighters and 
police lose their jobs, while we slash 
basic assistance programs for the poor, 
children and the elderly, while we turn 
our backs on the some 3 million people 
being pushed from their homes by 
foreclosures and bank repossessions 
and while we do nothing to help the 
one in six American workers who 
cannot find work. These wars have 
taken hundreds of thousands of lives. 
They have pushed millions into refugee 
or displacement camps. They have left 
young men and women severely 
crippled and maimed. They have turned 

our nation into an isolated pariah, 
fueling the very terrorism we seek to 
defeat. And they cannot be won. The 
sooner we leave Iraq and Afghanistan 
the sooner we will save others and 
finally save ourselves.

There will be veterans in the park who 
carry with them physical and emotional 
wounds of great magnitude, who remain 
crippled by the dead hand of war, who 
never sleep well, who struggle in the 
black pit of depression and with post-
traumatic stress disorder, and who will 
bear the cross that war inflicted upon 
them until the end of their days. They 
will have surmounted tremendous 
psychic and physical pain to make it to 
Lafayette Park, to defy what they know 
must be defied. And if they can walk 
their trail of tears to the White House 
so can you. They are our wounded 
healers, our disregarded prophets.

Hugh Thompson, a helicopter pilot who 
while flying saw the killings of unarmed 
Vietnamese civilians in what later 
became known as the My Lai massacre, 
landed in the village during the slaughter. 
He spotted a group of about 10 civilians, 
including children, running toward a 
homemade bomb shelter. Soldiers from 
the 2nd Platoon, C Company, were 
chasing the civilians. Thompson, 
dismounting from the cockpit, put 
himself between the civilians and the 
soldiers. He ordered his gunner to open 
fire on the Americans if they began to 
shoot the villagers or him. Later, 
Thompson, who crusaded for justice 
after then-Maj. Colin Powell led the 
official whitewash of My Lai, received 
death threats. Mutilated animals were 
tossed on his doorstep. He was unsung 
for decades and forgotten until shortly 
before his death in 2006. He exhibited 
real courage, moral courage, the kind of 
courage the state detests, the kind of 
courage for which they do not mint 
medals.

Bradley Manning, who allegedly 
downloaded thousands of documents 
and videos that confirmed war crimes 
by U.S. troops in Iraq and Afghanistan 
and passed them on to WikiLeaks, is 
being held in a military brig in Quantico, 
Va. He has been kept in solitary 
confinement for 23 hours a day and 
denied exercise, a pillow or sheets for 
the last nine months. His prolonged 
isolation is designed to break him 
physically and psychologically. There 
will be a protest outside Quantico 
on March 20 in support of Manning, 

No oTher Way ouT

Chris Hedges with Dr. Margaret Flowers of Physicians for a National Health Program  
protesting at the White House Dec. 16.
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another soldier from another war 
whom Thompson would have 
understood.

The documents published by WikiLeaks 
detailed for the world the widespread 
use of torture by Iraqi and Afghan 
security forces and the silent complicity 
of Washington. They confirmed that 
civilians, including children, are routinely 
murdered by occupation forces and that 
the killings are not investigated. The 

documents lif ted the veil on our 
undeclared, black war in Pakistan, 
including drone strikes that have killed 
more than 900 civilians in Pakistan since 
Barack Obama took office. They shed 
light on the gross corruption, drug 
trafficking and crimes committed by the 
Afghan president as well as the reign 

of terror carried out by the Afghan 
National Army. These documents 
confirm that huge numbers of Iraqi 
civilians have been killed by U.S. troops 
at checkpoints, and that since the 
invasion tens of thousands of civilians 
have died as a result of the war. These 
documents illustrate in page after page 
that our government makes no effort to 
protect liberty, democracy or human 
rights, but instead prefers crude and 

brutal mechanisms of power.

The Obama administration, which has 
proved as efficient in serving the war 
machine and the corporate state as the 
Bush administration did, is attempting to 
destroy not only Manning but WikiLeaks 
founder Julian Assange. The state seeks 
to silence anyone who practices moral 

courage. It does not want the truth heard. 
It does not want the reality seen. If these 
forces of war and greed triumph, and we 
do not, there will be darkness. But if on 
March 19 there is at least one person 
willing to defy the state, to demand justice 
at the cost of his or her freedom, there will 
be a flame held to light the way for us all.

Find out more about the March 19 
civil resistance in Washington, 
D.C., at stopthesewars.org.

Originally published on truthdig.com.

Chris Hedges writes a regular 
column for Truthdig.com. He was 
for nearly two decades a foreign 
correspondent for The New York 
Times. His most recent book is 
Death of the Liberal Class.
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By Charlotte Silver

On Saturday, Feb. 5, cities around the world and 
throughout the Israeli-occupied West Bank held 
demonstrations in solidarity with the people’s 
uprising in Egypt against Hosni Mubarak’s three-
decade-old regime. In Ramallah, security forces 
belonging to the Palestinian Authority attempted 
to pacify a protest of 2,000 persons.

In the West Bank, demonstrating solidarity takes 
on a dual and potentially treacherous significance, 
as Palestinians can easily indict their own 
government on similar charges to those heard from 
Egyptians and earlier, Tunisians. The fate of Egypt 
has direct consequences for that of Palestinians in 
the occupied West Bank and Gaza Strip, where 
elections for the Palestinian Authority have not 
been held even though the terms of office for the 
legislative council and president have long since 
expired. Egypt has also played a key role in internal 
Palestinian politics, actively supporting Palestinian 
Authority leader Mahmoud Abbas and his Fatah 
faction against rival Hamas.

The PA has notably distanced itself from the events 
in Tunisia and Egypt, while Palestinian television 
has reportedly entirely ignored Egypt. Moreover, 
the PA has squashed attempts by Palestinians to 
express solidarity with their sisters and brothers 
in Egypt, bringing to light the repression and fear 
Palestinians face. 

Much suspense sur rounded Saturday ’s 
demonstration in Ramallah. The PA had used 
aggressive tactics to break up earlier attempts to 
hold anti-Mubarak demonstrations in Ramallah, 
intimidating and arresting organizers, and people 
were anxious to see how Saturday’s demonstration 
would play out. 

But despite the anticipation of a police crackdown, 
Saturday’s protest went off “smoothly,” with hardly 
a uniformed policeman in sight, although plain-
clothed police were embedded throughout the 
crowd. While a sense of calm prevailed, it came at 
the expense of genuine freedom of expression. 
Saturday’s demonstration in Ramallah exhibited 
the effects of the PA’s repressive policies in the 
occupied West Bank. 

Just before 2 p.m. on Saturday, demonstrators filed 
into al-Manara circle in downtown Ramallah, while 
reporters and photographers swarmed around 
prominent politicians and political figures, including 

Mustafa Barghouti and Hanan Ashrawi. As people 
arrived at the demonstration, they warmly greeted 
friends and the mood was upbeat but tense. 

The first chant broke out at precisely 2 p.m., a 
punctuality that would signify the orderliness that 
would characterize the day: “Raise your voice, Arab 

masses! Dignity or death, we need a true unity!”

A bespectacled man standing with his wife in the 
crowd translated the chant and explained, “This is 
to show solidarity and to show parallels between 
the situation here and there. Some of the banners 
here say dictatorship breeds corruption, which can 
apply here.” He responded cautiously and kept his 
answers non-specific.

Another man at the demonstration was less 
forthcoming. When asked if he saw any parallels 
between Egypt and Palestine he answered with a 
nervous laugh, “That’s a loaded question; what, 
are you trying to get me in trouble?” 

His initial response was telling of the trepidation 
surrounding Saturday’s demonstration.

As noted, since the outbreak in Egypt, Palestinian 
security services have used a spectrum of 
intimidation tactics to repress mobilizing in the West 
Bank in solidarity with Egypt. At a demon stration 
the previous Wednesday, the police beat up six men 
and arrested several more; the crowd was not 
permitted to take photographs; phones and cameras 
were confiscated; and security men kept a video 
camera on the small group of protesters. One activist 
compared the police’s behavior to Israeli soldiers in 
Bil’in who take photos of activists’ faces and then 
use them as evidence to later arrest Palestinians or 
detain internationals at the border.

Last week, one young man was arrested after he 
created a Facebook event for a demonstration 
outside the Egyptian diplomatic mission in 
Ramallah.

The PA’s undemocratic policies have not gone 
unnoticed; Human Rights Watch condemned its 
use of violence against peaceful protests. 

Omar Barghouti, a founder and director of the 
Palestinian Campaign for the Academic and Cultural 
Boycott of Israel, who attended Saturday’s rally, 
commented on the PA’s crackdown. Barghouti said 
he is not at all surprised to see how the PA is reacting 
to the uprising in Egypt: “Unelected, authoritarian 

Palestinians Rally for Egypt

‘I think that people are very afraid. Being 
under occupation makes us forget that the PA 

is an extension of the Arab dictators. We forget 
because we focus on the occupation by Israel.’
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regimes tend to stand together. They are very scared 
of popular mobilization especially in light of the 
Palestine Papers,” a reference to the thousands of 
pages of leaked documents published by Al Jazeera 
last month showing the depth of dealings between 
the PA and Israel. “Authoritarian regimes agree on 
repression and have no interest in empowerment of 
people or mobilization,” Barghouti added. 

After an hour of stationary chanting, the 
demonstration turned into a march. Leading the 
crowd with a bullhorn, young men chanted: “From 
Ramallah to Liberation Square [Cairo’s Tahrir 
Square], sending a message of love and 
appreciation!”

The crowd, imbued with renewed energy and 
empowered by a gust of spirit, took on new life and 
began to march down Rukab Street from al-
Manara. Young and old faces beamed with smiles 
as they echoed the chants. 

However, momentum was quickly stalled when a 
man shouted, “People want Abbas out!” and 
“People want an end to Oslo!” Immediately, those 
around him quickly hushed him, telling him to 
change the chant. 

Majd, an activist and organizer who declined to 
give her last name, explained to me, “There is no 
doubt that they quieted him not because they 
disagree, but because they didn’t want the police 
to crack down.”

“I think that people are very afraid. Being under 
occupation makes us forget that the PA is an 
extension of the Arab dictators. We forget because 
we focus on the occupation by Israel,” she added. 

Majd explained why she thought the protest was 
carried out as planned, with hardly any overt police 
interruption: “This protest wasn’t stopped because 
all of these political leaders were here talking to 
the press, because the election campaign is 
happening. None of these politicians were here on 
Wednesday [when the demonstration was violently 
broken up]. This one is being permitted to just let 
the anger out.” The Palestinian Legislative Council 
announced that the first local election since 2006 
will take place this July.

On why the PA has been suppressing other 
protests, Majd said “This is the real point: if 
anything has to do with policies against the PA or 
if anything will lead to something bigger, against 
negotiations, against repression here, then it will 
be stopped. They don’t want this to grow up 
because it will become a movement against 
oppression.”

The protest started winding down at 4:30 p.m., at 
which point there was a final release of the tension 
that had been bubbling beneath the order. A 
skirmish broke out as a few men called out “People 
want the Abbas regime out!” Before much more 
could happen, they were whisked away by plain-
clothes police and a louder group overtook their 
chants, yelling vehemently “We want the Abbas 

regime.” They rallied freely, as people watched, 
mostly bewildered, and then started to disperse. 
It has been suggested that these “skirmishes” were 
entirely orchestrated by security forces within the 
crowd. A video of the incident was posted on 
YouTube.

Most walked away from the demonstration hearing 
young protesters chanting in support—or perhaps 
in defense—of the current regime in the West 
Bank.

“This is very sad,” Majd said. This has nothing to 
with Egypt.” Majd shook her head, looking at the 
chanters.

Approximately 2,000 individuals attended the day’s 
protests, which is a huge spike in numbers 
compared with earlier demonstrations. 

But Majd did not see the day as a success. “I’m not 
happy. I see all these political agents,” she said. 
“I’m not happy because the PA is a dictatorship. 
We of all people should support a people’s struggle 
for self-determination but there has been no direct 
opposition from the PA on what’s happening and 
has been happening to the Egyptian people.”

The coincidence of Al Jazeera’s release of the 
Palestine Papers—which reveal some of the most 
damning evidence of the Palestinian Authority’s 
collaboration with Israel—and uprisings 
throughout the Arab world, has thrown into relief 
the dearth of political cohesion among Palestinians. 

Charlotte Silver is a journalist based on the 
West Bank. She can be reached at 
charlottesilver@gmail.com.
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By Ali Abunimah

The Electronic Intifada, 12 February 2011

Y esterday evening, after it was announced 
that Hosni Mubarak had met the first 
demand of the revolution and left office, 

I headed toward the Egyptian embassy in Amman. 
The joy on the streets was something I had never 
experienced before.

From all directions people came, pouring out of cars 
stuck in gridlocked traffic on Zahran Street and into 
the side street where the embassy sits. They were 
young and old and families with children. Egyptian 
laborers—the unacknowledged back bone of much 
of the Jordanian economy—sang, carried each 
other on their shoulders and played drums. 
Egyptian flags waved and signs were held high.

The chants were as varied and lively as the crowd 
which grew to thousands: “Long Live Egypt!,” “The 
people overthrew the regime!,” “Who’s next?,” 
“Tomorrow Abbas!” Some people showered the 
crowd with sweets, as fireworks burst overhead. 
Everyone took pictures, recording a moment of 
victory they felt was made by the Egyptian people 
on behalf of all of us.

After Tunisia, a second great pillar of oppression has 
been knocked down, at such great cost to hundreds 
who gave their lives, and many millions who saw 
their lives destroyed for so many years. It was a night 
for joy, and the celebrations continue today.

After the celebrations are over, the revolution too 
must go on, because it will not be complete until 
the Egyptian people rebuild their country as they 
wish it to be.

But standing in the streets of Amman there was 
no mistaking that the Egyptian revolution will have 
a profound impact on the whole region. Arab 
people everywhere now imagine themselves as 
Tunisians or Egyptians. And every Arab ruler 
imagines himself as Ben Ali or Mubarak.

The revolution has reawakened a sense of a 
common destiny for the Arab world many 
thought had been lost, that seemed naive when 
our mothers and fathers told us about it from 
their youth, and that Arab leaders had certainly 
tried to kill. The Arab dictators, who are as dead 

inside as Mubarak showed himself to be in his 
awful televised speeches, thought their peoples’ 
spirits were dead too. The revolutions have 
restored a sense of limitless possibility and a 
desire that change should spread from country 
to country.

Whatever happens next, the Egyptian revolution 
will also have a profound effect on the regional 
balance of power. Undoubtedly the United States, 
Israel and their allies are already weaker as a result. 
First they lost Tunisia, and then suffered a severe 
setback with  the collapse of the U.S.-backed 
Lebanese government of Saad Hariri, and now 
Mubarak and Omar Suleiman, the closest and most 
enthusiastic collaborators with Israel except 
perhaps for Mahmoud Abbas and his cronies in 
Ramallah.

On many minds—especially Israeli and American 
ones—has been the question of whether a new 
democratic Egyptian government will tear up the 
1979 peace treaty with Israel. That of course, is up 
to the Egyptian people, although the transitional 
military government confirmed in its fourth 
statement Egypt’s adherence to “all international 
and regional treaties.”

But the treaty is not really the issue. Even if democratic 
Egypt maintains the treaty, the treaty never required 
Egypt to join Israeli and American conspiracies against 
other Arabs. It never required Egypt to become the 
keystone in an American-led alliance with Israel and 
Saudi Arabia against an allegedly expansionist Iran. 
It never required Egypt to adopt and disseminate the 
vile “Sunni vs. Shia” sectarian rhetoric that was 
deliberately used to try to shore up this narrative of 

confrontation. It never required Egypt to participate 
in Israel’s cruel siege of Gaza or collaborate closely 
with its intelligence services against Palestinians. It 
never required Egypt to become a world center of 
torture for the United States in its so-called “War on 

Terror.” The treaty did not require Egypt to shoot dead 
migrants crossing Sinai from other parts of Africa just 
to spare Israelis from seeing black people in Tel Aviv. 
No treaty required or requires Egypt to carry on with 
these and so many more shameful policies that earned 
Hosni Mubarak and his regime the hatred of millions 
of Arabs and others far beyond Egypt’s borders.

There is no doubt that the United States will not 
give up its hegemony in Egypt easily, and will do 
all it can to frustrate any Egyptian move toward an 
independent regional policy, using as leverage its 
deep ties and enormous aid to the Egyptian military 
that now rules the country. The regional ambitions 
of the United States remain  the main external 
threat to the success of Egypt’s revolution.

Whatever break or continuity there is with Egypt’s 
past policies, the calculations have changed for 
remaining members of the so-called “alliance of 
moderates,” particularly Saudi Arabia—which 
allegedly offered to prop Mubarak up financially if 
the United States withdrew its aid—Jordan and 
the Palestinian Authority.

For many years, these regimes, like Egypt, bet their 
security and survival on a virtually unconditional 
alliance with the United States: they abandoned 
all dignified, independent and principled positions 
and adopted 

America’s hegemonic aspirations as their own, in 
exchange for assistance, and what they hoped was 
a guarantee that the United States would come to 
their rescue if they got in trouble.

What the revolutions demonstrate to all Arab regimes 
is that the United States cannot rescue you in the end. 
No amount of “security assistance” (training, tear gas, 
weapons), financial aid, or intelligence cooperation 
from the United States or France can withstand a 
population that has decided it has had enough. These 
regimes’ room for maneuver has shrunk even if the 
sorts of uprisings seen in Egypt and Tunisia are not 
imminent elsewhere.

After the revolutions, people’s expectations have 
been raised and their tolerance for the old ways 
diminished. Whether things go on as they have for 
a few weeks, a few months, or even a few more 
years in this or that country, the pressures and 
demands for change will be irresistible. The 
remaining Arab regimes must now ask not if change 
will happen but how.

Will regimes that relied for so long on repression, 
fear and the docility of their people wait for 
revolution, or will they give up unearned power and 
undertake real democratization willingly, speedily 
and honestly? This will require not just a dramatic 
change of internal policies which regimes may or 
may not be capable of making voluntarily, but also 
a deep reexamination of external alliances and 
commitments that have primarily served Israel, the 

Arab people everywhere now imagine 
themselves as Tunisians or Egyptians.  

And every Arab ruler imagines himself as  
Ben Ali or Mubarak.

There is no doubt that the United States  
will not give up its hegemony in Egypt  

easily ... . The regional ambitions of the  
United States remain the main external  

threat to the success of Egypt’s revolution.

The revolution Continues after mubarak’s Fall

Scenes from Tahrir Square in Cairo

continued on next page …
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Hidden Lessons in the 
Arab Democratic Revolt
By Bill Fletcher, Jr.

T he breathtaking Arab democratic revolt has been moving at such 
a pace that it is difficult to stop at any one juncture and analyze 
what is unfolding. At the same time, simply broadcasting the  

facts is not enough since, among other things, the facts never speak for 
themselves: People speak and, indeed, the facts can be interpreted in a number 
of ways. With that in mind I want to offer a few observations for your 
consideration.

First, it is worth repeating time and again that the revolt did not appear out 
of nowhere. While it is absolutely the case that few, if anyone, expected the 
revolt to erupt now, this was not an uprising that appeared out of a vacuum. 
What has been largely unreported, and in some cases (particularly from 
Western sources) misreported, is the fact of the long-term organizing that 
has been taking place in each of the countries where these democratic 
movements have appeared. This organizing, however, must be distinguished 
from nationally coordinated efforts. If you look at Egypt, for instance, the 
Western media would lead you to believe that the only opposition that faced 
ousted President Mubarak was from the conservative Muslim Brotherhood. 
This is very far from the truth. An independent labor union movement has 
been operating beneath the surface of Egyptian society for years. In the final 
days of the anti-Mubarak uprising, the impact of their organizing could be 
seen in the strikes that spread across Egypt. Yet, with the exception of noting 
the strikes, little else was said. It is also worth mentioning that the labor 
movement in Tunisia also played a key role in the uprising in that country.

By way of summation, while these revolts, and especially the Egyptian revolt,  
may be revolutions without leaders, we should be clear that they are NOT 
revolutions without organization. Whether one is talking about the Egyptian  
youth movement (April 6th Movement), the unions, or for that matter Islamist 
groupings, organization has been very much part of making these revolts happen.

Second, while the Internet has been essential, the revolt in Egypt demonstrated 
that action could progress when it was shut down. The use of the Internet, 
particularly social media, has made these revolts possible on the scale that 
they have been operating. The ability of social forces to follow developments 
in other countries and to quickly learn certain lessons cannot be overstated. 
At the same time, it is striking that when the Internet was shut down in Egypt, 
the movement continued to gather steam. The people did not miss a beat but 

continued to organize. This should be a very important lesson to us in the 
United States who have come to rely on the Internet, often to the exclusion 
of face-to-face organizing.

Third, the United States remains at a loss as to what to do. The Arab democratic 
revolt challenges the rhetoric of the United States in its fundamentals. At the 
beginning of the revolt in Egypt, the Obama administration was quite prepared to 
assert the strength of Mubarak. Events quickly overtook this stand. But now the 
United States finds itself in the position of having to renegotiate its relationship 
with the Arab World. The terms of such a renegotiation remain unclear because 
the political character of the post-tyranny regimes remains up in the air. It is quite 
possible that nonauthoritarian but nevertheless pro-Western regimes could  
solidify, but other outcomes are also possible.

A final point. While it is correct to speak of an Arab democratic revolt, in each 
country, there are specifics that observers must better understand. Algeria is not 
Egypt and Egypt was not Tunisia and none of them is Yemen. While there were 
and are similarities, everything from the demographics to the political forces differs 
dramatically. While Tunisia, and now Egypt, have inspired the Arab world (and 
quite possibly inspired the non-Arab world, such as Iran), the revolutions cannot 
succeed based solely on inspiration. The questions of organization, history of 
struggle, popular support and, yes, cracks in the respective regimes will all be 
critical in how, when, and where events will unfold.

That said … damn this is inspiring!

BlackCommentator.com Editorial Board member Bill Fletcher, Jr., 
is a Senior Scholar with the Institute for Policy Studies, the 
immediate past president of TransAfrica Forum, and co-author of 
Solidarity Divided: The Crisis in Organized Labor and a New Path 
toward Social Justice.

East framework. The Yemeni uprising 
against President Saleh (32 years in power) 
is democratic but also tribal, and it won’t be 
long before the opposition uses guns. Yemen 
is a heavily armed society, tribes with flags, 
nationalist-rampant. And then there is Libya.

Gaddafi is so odd, his Green Book theories—
dispatched by Benghazi demonstrators last 
week when they pulled down a concrete 
version of this particular volume—so 
preposterous, his rule so cruel (and he’s 
been running the place for 42 years) that he 
is an Ozymandias waiting to fall. His 
flirtation with Berlusconi—worse still, his 

cloying love affair with Tony Blair, whose 
foreign secretary, Jack Straw, praised the 
Libyan lunatic’s “states manship”—was 
never going to save him. Bedecked with 
more medals than General Eisenhower, 
desperate for a doctor to facelift his sagging 
jowls, this wretched man is threatening 
“terrible” punishment against his own 
people for challenging his rule. Two things 
to remember about Libya: Like Yemen, it’s 
a tribal land; and when it turned against its 
Italian fascist overlords, it began a savage 
war of liberation whose brave leaders faced 
the hangman’s noose with unbelievable 
courage. Just because Gaddafi is a nutter 
does not mean his people are fools.

So it’s a sea change in the Middle East’s 

political, social, cultural world. It will create 
many tragedies, raise many hopes and shed 
far too much blood. Better perhaps to ignore 
all the analysts and the “think tanks” whose 
silly “experts” dominate the satellite 
channels. If Czechs could have their 
freedom, why not the Egyptians? If dictators 
can be overthrown in Europe—first the 
fascists, then the Communists—why not 
in the great Arab Muslim world? And—just 
for a moment—keep religion out of this.

Robert Fisk is a British writer and 
journalist who has published a 
number of books. He has reported 
on the U.S. attack on Afghanistan 
and its 2003 invasion of Iraq.

United States and the regimes at the expense of 
their people.

Jordan is now a prime case where such a 
reexamination is urgently due. Regardless of 
whether or not (and I think almost certainly not) the 
newly appointed cabinet will be able to meet public 
expectations for democratization, fighting corruption, 
and ending the worst neo-liberal policies that have 
put so many of the country’s resources and 
companies in unaccountable private hands, the 
country’s foreign policy must undergo a full review.

This includes the overly dependent relationship on the 
United States, relations with Israel, participation in 
the sham “peace process,” the training of the security 
forces used by Mahmoud Abbas in the West Bank 
against other Palestinians, and the deeply unpopular 
involvement in the NATO war and occupation in 
Afghanistan. Up until now, these matters have all 
been decided without any regard to public opinion.

And in the West Bank, the Palestinian Authority 
(PA) of Mahmoud Abbas is in a more precarious 
situation than ever. Its loss of legitimacy is so 
thorough—especially after the revelations in the 
Palestine Papers—that it exists only thanks to the 
protection of the Israeli occupation, U.S. and EU 
training  of its repressive security forces, and 
massive EU funding to pay the salaries of its 
bloated bureaucracy.

The PA’s leaders are as dead to the just cause and 
aspirations for liberation of the Palestinian people 
for which so much has been sacrificed, as Mubarak 
was to the Egyptian people’s rights and hopes. No 
wonder the PA relies more and more on 
the thuggery and police state tactics so reminiscent 
of Mubarak and Ben Ali.

The revolutions in the Arab have lifted our horizons. 
More people can now see that the liberation of 
Palestine from Zionist colonialism and U.S- and EU-
funded oppression, to make it a safe, humane place 
for all who live in it to exist in equality, is not just a 
utopian slogan but is in our hands if we struggle for 
it and stick to our principles. Like the people power, 
against which the Egyptian and Tunisian police 
states were powerless in the end, Palestinians and 
their allies (particularly those supporting the boycott, 
divestment and sanctions movement) have the 
power to transform reality within the next few years.

In whatever form the revolution continues, the 
people are saying to their rulers: our countries, our 
futures, don’t belong to you any more. They belong 
to us.

Ali Abunimah is co-founder of The Elec-
tronic Intifada and author of One Country: 
A Bold Proposal to End the Israeli-
Palestinian Impasse.  He is a contributor 
to The Goldstone Report: The Legacy of the 
Landmark Investigation of the Gaza Conflict.

Secular Uprisings
… continued from page 24

Revolution Continues
… continued from previous page
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The West will be surprised by the will, determination 
and ability of Arab people to change their future 
and steer it away from those who forced occupation 
and humiliation on them

By Bouthaina Shaaban

T h e  w a v e  o f 
l i b e r a t i o n 
r e v o l u t i o n s 

sweeping the Arab world 
has shown the world that 
the Arabs are alive and 
deserve freedom and are 
prepared to fight and die for it. But the strangest 
thing about it is that the neo-conservatives are 
popping up their heads, which have been crowned 
by the shame of wars and torture, to claim that 
they “have been right” all along.

The occupation and despotism guru Elliott Abrams 
wrote more than once claiming that “democratic 
transformation started in Iraq,” which was left 
devastated with millions of its people carrying the 
scars of civil strife, division and massacres.

Former U.S. secretary of state Condoleezza Rice 
also wrote and claimed that she was vindicated, 
not in terms of what she said, but in terms of what 
she did, including support of Israeli occupation, the 
war on Iraq and Lebanon, torture in Abu Ghraib and 
paying lip service to the rulers who supported 
Israel’s war against Lebanon and Gaza.

Rice took part in making decisions that perpetuate 
Israeli oppression of millions of Palestinians. She 
took part in destroying Palestinian democracy. 
Today, she and the creators of Guantanamo and 
Abu Ghraib, the symbols of war on Iraq and 
Afghanistan, the supporters of despotism and 
corruption, shamelessly claim that they supported 

“the spread of democracy in the Arab world”.

These people don’t want to understand that the 
democratic revolution in the Arab world is, at heart, 
a response to American suppression of Arab 
freedom in Palestine and Iraq and the unlimited 
support they have been giving to the ugliest form 
of racist occupation in human history.

Only days ago, Hillary Clinton, Rice’s successor in 
the fight against Arab liberation from Israeli 
oppression, said that “Security Council resolutions 
are not the right way to make progress towards 
the two state solution of the Palestinian-Israeli 
conflict.”

The next day Clinton discovered that the “solution” 
she is promoting lies in “vetoing” a resolution, a 
mere unbinding resolution at the Security Council 
to denounce colony building.

The conscience of the Arab revolutionaries for 
freedom, in Tunisia, Egypt, Palestine, Lebanon and 
elsewhere, has been formed in campaigns of 
solidarity with the Palestinian struggle for salvation 
from Israeli brutality, and in the movement opposed 
to the American invasion of Iraq and the brutal 
Israeli blockade of Gaza.

Real Story

American politicians should realise that these 
revolutions are against western support of 
despotism, occupation, corruption and submission 
to foreign dictates. Pro-western regimes have 
started to crumble under the hammer of the forces 
of freedom, democracy and human rights.

The West will again be surprised at the will, 
determination and ability of the Arab people to 
change their future and steer it away from those 
who forced occupation and humiliation on them 

and made up racist theories of the Arabs as 
‘terrorists’, unfit for democracy and “in need of 
despots to rule them”.

The importance of what is happening today in the 
Arab world is the fall of the colonial dimension of 
the official regime which has ignored the crimes 
against humanity in Palestine while the American 
Administration was drafting its 39th veto against 
the Arabs to prevent a mere condemnation of 
Israeli colony-building which is an eternal shame 
for Western “democracies.”

Now, Arab young people, in their different 
countries, are paying in blood in order to liberate 
themselves from the oppression and corruption 
which have been associated with western 
influence.

The only thing Arabs know about this influence is 
the brutality of its wars, the massacres of its 
occupation and the humiliation of Arab dignity. 
They only know its support of Jewish colonies, 
Israeli oppression of the Palestinian people and 
depriving them, for over sixty years, of freedom 
and preventing them from having their national 
state.

They only know America’s friendship with regimes 
known for their humiliating submission to 
Washington’s dictates against their own people 
and in support of Israel’s crimes and wars.

They only know the stark hypocrisy and double 
standards: western societies enjoy democracy and 
prosperity, while American influence is preventing 
our people from having their freedom by the force 
of weapons and oppression. They are forcing 
poverty on our people by squandering their wealth 
and laundering the money of their friends, the 
corrupt dictators.

They turn a blind eye to the use of donkeys, camels 
and live bullets against young people yearning for 
freedom only to maintain the rule of those who 

keep silence about Israel’s crimes.

The most recent American veto, like tens of other 
vetoes against the Arabs, contributed to the 
perpetuation of Israeli suppression of the 
Palestinian people, colonising their land, expelling 
and condemning them to life in refugee camps.

This will not be the last American veto as long as 
American political will is hostage to Zionism and 
to supporting despotism, oppression, colonies and 
racism in the Middle East.

For hundreds of millions of Arabs, the only thing 
they see in the US is this veto against their 
freedom. Millions of young Arabs also see that this 
veto is targeted at the simplest rights of the 
Palestinian people. They will only see it as a 
declaration of flagrant American hostility to the 
freedom of Arabs and to all those who fight for it.

The dawn of Arab democracy, created by Arab 
masses according to their own vision, has come; 
and Israeli crimes and wars against Arabs have 
been the catalysts of the local dimension of these 
revolutions. The West should not be surprised 
when hundreds of millions, from the Atlantic to the 
Gulf, chant that “the people want an end to colonies 
in Palestine.”

What would Abrams, Rice and Clinton say then? 
Would they also claim that their American support 
to occupation and colony-building aim at bringing 
about the two-state solution?

This new Middle East is different from that 
envisioned by Rice and the neo-conservatives 
known for their love of war, torture, shedding Arab 
blood and absolute support for Israel and colony-
building. It will be made by the people of the Middle 
East and for them in order to insure their freedom 
and dignity.

© Al Nisr Publishing LLC 2011.

Bouthaina Shaaban is political and media 
advisor at the Syrian Presidency and former 
minister of Expatriates. She was the 
spokesperson for Syria and nominated for 
Nobel Peace Prize in 2005. She can be 
reached at bouthaina@bouthainashaaban.
com

As wave of liberation revolutions sweep the Arab world:

No Room for Western Hypocrisy

Hillary and Mubarak enjoy a light moment together. In 2009, U.S. Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton, called Mubarak and his wife, Suzanne, “friends of my family.”
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By Jamala Rogers

D ear Western governments. You have 
been supporting the regime that was 
oppressing us for 30 years. Please 

don’t get involved now. We don’t need you.”

That was the pointed tweet from Wael Ghonim on 
Feb. 11, after remarks by President Obama in the 
heat of the Egyptian people’s unwavering resolve 
to rid themselves of President Hosni Mubarak and 
all his cronies. Ghonim is a Google executive and 
an Egyptian national who heads up the company’s 
marketing operations in the Middle East. Little did 
Ghonim—or anyone else—know that his country 
was hours from the resignation of embattled 
dictator, Mubarak.

Ghonim’s tweet was an ugly reminder for some and 
a wake-up call for others in the United States about 
our role in robbing the Egyptian people of their 
aspirations for a truly democratic country.

Egypt received the more U.S. aid than any other 
country except Israel. (Together, the two countries 
receive one third of U.S. total aid.) Egypt’s reward 
for signing the peace accord with Israel in 1979 
was about $2 billion annually, the majority of that 
going toward military assistance. In return, the 
United States received unfettered and expedited access through the 
Suez Canal and Egyptian airspace. This arrangement means that the 
United States is directly and almost totally responsible for propping 
up the brutal and oppressive regime of Mubarak.

The Mubarak regime is yet another vivid example of how the United 
States receives benefits from the exploitation of other peoples in 
these countries. These foreign policy decisions are not the doings of 
a misguided President and Congress. They span decades, involving 
many countries, and continue irrespective of party politics.

This is why it’s important that those of us in this country understand 
our role—and yes, complicity—in the foreign policies that prop up 
the likes of Jean Claude “Baby Doc” Duvalier, Saddam Hussein, Hosni 
Mubarak, Pervez Musharraf, Juan Manuel Santos, and the list goes 
on and on and on.

We must demand an end to that kind of military and financial support 
to these despotic leaders. We must demand that the monies to them 
be re-allocated for the rebuilding of America’s deteriorating 
infrastructure along with bolstering our social and educational 
programs. Our government cries broke when it comes to meeting 
these critical needs while at the same time sending boatloads of 
money, arms, people, and whatever else to support the regimes of 
war criminals. Our government professes its undying love for 
Democracy while at the same time sneaking around with Tyranny.

The resolve of the Egyptian people during the three weeks of 
occupation ofTahrir (Liberation) Square was a culmination of years 
of resistance to the Mubarak regime. The new organizing tool of 

social networking played a role but it did not and will not trump the 
traditional organizing methods like street protests, distribution of 
literature, and door-knocking to talk face to face with the people. 
We saw these methods kick in when Mubarak shut down the 
communications system and the crowds in Tahrir Square only got 

bigger and more determined.

The resignation of Mubarak is only the first step 
on the long road to democracy for the Egyptian 
people. They must be vigilant for the sleight-of-
hand tricks that await them. They must continue 
to organize the people to ensure that a military 
government is just temporary and that democratic 
elections do take place in September as planned.

There are some serious demands that have yet to 
be fulfilled. These include the end of emergency 
rule, freeing all political prisoners, the termination 
of the entire Mubarak regime and bringing all to 
justice.

For those of us in the belly of the beast, we must 
honor the Egyptian people’s wish to keep our 
government out of their affairs. This includes 
halting U.S.military aid and making sure the 
Egyptian people get back the billions stolen by the 
Mubarak family (some estimates are as high as 
$70 billion).

Lastly, Americans can learn a lot from the 
disciplined, courageous, and determined spirit of 
the Egyptian people to free themselves from the 
bondage of fear and domination. While ours is a 
corporate-controlled government, the stranglehold 

on true democracy is really no different.

BlackCommentator.com Editorial Board member Jamala 
Rogers is the leader of the Organization for Black Struggle 
in St. Louis and the Black Radical Congress national 
organizer.

WikiLeaks: Woodstock Helped  
Arm Egypt’s Mubarak Regime
According to a newly released WikiLeaks cable from the 
U.S. Embassy in Cairo dated October 6, 2009, “the Egyptian 
Ministry of Defense verified that it received 75 Electrical 
Rotron Fans from Ametek Rotron/Rheinmetall Defence 
Italia for use in the Skyguard Air Defense System.”

Ametek Rotron is Woodstock’s own weapons manufacturer 
(and the town’s biggest employer). It’s hardly surprising that 
Rotron was supplying this particular dictatorship, since 
it ships components for many standard weapons systems 
all over the world. Indeed, it’s highly likely that the F-16 
warplanes that buzzed the pro-democracy demonstrators 
in Tahrir Square contained Ametek Rotron components—
likewise the Abrams tanks that lined the square. But it’s 
only occasionally that a corner of the curtain is lifted and 
we glimpse specific details of the unsavory business of 
arming dictatorships—and Woodstock’s bit part in it.

Quite probably these Woodstock weapons parts were paid 

for by U.S. taxpayers as part of our massive military aid to 
the Egyptian regime.

Ametek Rotron also supplies weapons components to the 
Israeli government—again paid for by U.S. taxpayers.

For more information, see woodstockweaponswatch.
blogspot.com.

Egyptian Uprising:  
A Part of the Journey to Democracy

‘Dear Western governments. You have been 
 supporting the regime that was oppressing us  

for 30 years. Please don’t get involved now.  
We don’t need you.’—Wael Ghonim
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By David Swanson 

A s we approach the 8th anniversary of a U.S. invasion of 
Iraq, and having just passed the 20th anniversary of 
another, it’s worth reflecting on what’s been accomplished 

through two wars and the intervening sanctions that former Secretary 
of State Madeleine Albright so famously approved of even at the 
cost of a half million children’s lives.

While a growing mob of at least six Americans has noticed this 
week’s videotaped confession by key WMD-liar “Curveball,” our 
achievements in Iraq do not rest on whether anyone in Washington 
actually managed to convince themselves that Iraq had weapons, or 
even on whether anyone in Washington believed there was a reason 
to attack Iraq that actually made any moral or legal sense (as, of 
course, the possession of weapons did not). Our unprecedented 
accomplishments in the land where our civilization began stand or 
fall on their own merits, regardless of whether international law 
survives the blow we have dealt it by sending the architects of a 
sociocide off to book tours rather than prisons.

While our efforts in Iraq have taken a bit longer and cost a little more 
than the efforts of Egypt’s young people to begin remaking their 
country, the results are far more grand. Let’s compare. Setting aside 
years of training and organizing, in three weeks and at the cost of 
300 deaths, Egypt has established that all of its people will have 
some say in its future. In Iraq, the United States has spent or wasted 
trillions of dollars over two decades, destroyed trillions of dollars 
worth of infrastructure, killed millions of people, injured and 
traumatized many millions more, driven several million people from 
their homes creating the greatest refugee crisis in the Middle East 
since the Nakba, encouraged ethnic and religious strife, segregated 
towns and neighborhoods, empowered religious fanatics, set back 
women’s rights horribly, effectively eliminated gay and lesbian rights, 
nearly killed off some minority groups, decimated the nation’s cultural 
heritage, and created a generation of people without the experience 
of peace, without education, without proper nutrition, without 
tolerance, without proper healthcare, without a functioning 
government, and without affection for or even indifference to the 
United States.

I can’t recommend highly enough a new book called “Erasing Iraq: 
The Human Costs of Carnage,” by Michael Otterman and Richard 
Hill with Paul Wilson, with a foreword by Dahr Jamail. This 
comprehensive survey of the damage puts the past eight years into 
the context of other aggressive acts of imperialism and finds 
Operation Iraqi Liberation (to stick to its original name) a stand-out, 
in large part because of the Bush-Cheney regime’s attempt to create 
a neocon corporate economy from scratch in Baghdad, a project that 
required erasing everything that had been there before. The book’s 
greatest contribution lies in humanizing the suffering and providing 

us with the viewpoints—a wide spectrum of viewpoints—of Iraqis, 
including Iraqi refugees living outside Iraq, the vast majority of whom 
have not yet returned and many of whom have decided they never 
will. These are people, 100 percent of whom—judging by a 2007 
UNHCR survey of 754 Iraqis in Syria—had experienced bombings, 
shootings, interrogations, harassment by militias, and/or torture.

The authors of “Erasing Iraq” interviewed Iraqis as far afield as 
Sweden and Australia: “Every Iraqi we spoke with reported similar 
events: houses bombed, possessions lost, children kidnapped, lives 
destroyed. ‘Americans—when they hear one shot—even if it’s like 
10 kilometers away—they’ll just open fire on everything,’ said Laith 
as he lit a cigarette with the small red heating coils warming his 
cramped two-room house in East Amman, Jordan.” The authors did 
not mention it, but this experience has been reported by American 
soldiers who took part in it as well, including Ethan McCord:

“We had a pretty gung-ho commander, who decided that because 
we were getting hit by IEDs a lot, there would be a new battalion 
SOP [standard operating procedure]. He goes, ‘If someone in your 
line gets hit with an IED, 360 rotational fire. You kill every 
motherfucker on the street.’”

Another way to kill “every motherfucker on the street” is to destroy 
water supplies, sewage plants, hospitals, and bridges. This we have 
done most extensively in 1991 and 2003. On the first occasion, a U.S. 
Air force planning officer justified these criminal acts as no worse 
and having no other purpose than economic sanctions:

“People say, ‘You didn’t recognize that it was going to have an effect 
on water or sewage.’ Well, what were we trying to do with 
sanctions—help out the Iraqi people? No. What we were doing with 
the attacks on infrastructure was to accelerate the effect of the 
sanctions.” A UNICEF survey concluded that these actions killed 
47,000 children. Awesome and shocking, but shock and awe hadn’t 
even been invented yet. And by the time it was, Iraq would be a 
shadow of its former self.

Here’s Edward Said in 2000, three years before the Mission was 
begun and Accomplished, and nine before the siege of Gaza: “For 
almost a full decade, an inhuman campaign of sanctions—the most 
complete ever recorded in history—has destroyed Iraq as a modern 
state, decimated its people, and ruined its agriculture, its educational 
and healthcare systems, as well as its entire infrastructure. All this 
has been done by the United States and the United Kingdom, misusing 
United Nations resolutions against innocent civilians.”

During the 2002-2003 marketing campaign for a new assault on what 
remained of Iraq, a handful of Iraqi bloggers pushed back. Now 
hundreds of Iraqis share their experiences online, but the handful 
that did so then suggests the potential of antiwar online journalism 

in whatever nation is next. As Obama demands from Congress the 
power to switch off the internet Mubarak style, Americans gaze at 
their navels and imagine it is their own reporting that constitutes 
the threat to U.S. plutocracy. It may in fact primarily be the blogging 
of the grateful victims of our next “liberation” that Washington does 
not want us to access. In October 2002, Iraqi blogger Salam Pax 
wrote:

“Excuse me. But don’t expect me to buy little American flags to 
welcome the new Colonists. This is really just a bad remake of an 
even worse movie. And how does it differ from Iraq and Britain circa 
1920. The civilized world comes to give us, the barbaric nomadic 
arabs, a lesson in better living and rid us of all evil (better still get 
rid of us arabs since we are evil).”

By late 2003 there were at least 23 Iraqi bloggers, by late 2004 at 
least 66, by late 2005 at least 112, and by late 2006 over 200. It just 
wouldn’t do to have a thousand Iranians or Venezuelans reporting to 
Americans on their compatriots’ actual sentiments as we prepared 
the drones to strike and the soldiers to collect the chocolates and 
flowers.

“Erasing Iraq” quotes Iraqi bloggers and interviewed Iraqis, giving 
personalities to people who have indeed been effectively erased. 
How many Americans even know that millions of Iraqis have had to 
flee the hell of their “liberation”? The U.S. media has self-censored 
almost all reporting on Iraqi suffering that has not been censored by 
the military, and polls of Americans have found approval for such 
censorship. Americans, along with Donald Rumsfeld, want to not 
know, and to not know what they do not know.

“Erasing Iraq” reviews the evidence quantifying the damage and the 
deaths, as well as the immeasurable hypocrisy of the U.S. corporate 
media, which treated as the height of scientific achievement (as in 
fact it was) surveys on deaths in the Congo, while dismissing as 
meaningless studies conducted in the same manner by the very same 
people in Iraq. In an effort at “balance,” the authors find fault with 
the Lancet’s study in Iraq for not distinguishing civilian from combat 
deaths. I beg to differ. A more accurate count was available by 
avoiding a distinction that is of very little moral or legal meaning. If 
the United States were occupied, would we deem the killing of those 
who fought back acceptable?

As the U.S. corporate media warns, against all evidence, of the 

Sociocide: Iraq Is No More

continued on next page …
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By Jamal Elshayyal

2 011 has already proven lie to 
the idea that the Arab world 
ever needed foreign help in 

order to achieve democracy; and now it 
could prove false the notion that the 
American administration and other 
Western governments ever cared about 
human rights or self-determination. 
Unfortunately, this will be done through 
the massacring of hundreds if not 
thousands of innocent Libyans.

It has already become apparent that fear 
and apathy no longer cripple the Arab 
world, the volcano that is the Middle 
East of today is no longer dormant, and 
as it begins to erupt, those who foolishly 
continue to try and suppress it eventually 
burn or melt away. 

For decades, the Arab world has settled 
for corrupt, ignorant, treacherous despots 
as their leaders. For a generation, and in 
some cases two, Arabs lived in constant 
fear of expressing dissent, a fear so 
crippling it deemed them useless, 
incompetent and ultimately irrelevant . 
But the region has now been revived by 
its youth who have shown in Tunisia, 
Egypt and now Libya that they know no 
fear, that they would rather die standing 
than live on their knees. 

But still, like with Egypt, the West fails 
to see the inevitability of freedom, 
America and Britain fail to understand 
that they cannot continue to do business 
with dictators and still say they are 
“friends of the people.”

The European Union buys 79 percent of 
Libya’s oil. American companies and 

expats have practically taken over parts 
of Libya in recent years as the “free 
world” began to flirt with Gaddafi in the 
most scandalous of relationships. How 
can Europe put pressure on the Libyan 
government (freezing personal assets of 
Gaddafi for example) to immediately stop 
the butchering of innocent civilians when 
10 per cent of Europe’s oil originates in 
Libya?

America and most of Western Europe 
have already taught us how the equation 

works: Oil - Arab blood = Positive, Arab 
Blood - Oil = Negative. 

In the past few days I have spoken to 
people in Benghazi, in Beyda, in Tripoli 
and I’ve heard accounts of 60 innocent 
young men being gunned down in a 
police station. People I’ve spoken to on 
the phone have since gone missing, 
picked up by Libyan intelligence, their 
fate—only God knows. 

Gaddafi’s son, Saif, has threatened to 
kill hundreds of thousands of Libyans - 

on TV. What was the reaction from “the 
free world”?

Despite the horrific barbarism used by 
Gaddafi to try and suppress his people, 
Libyans remain steadfast, determined to 
realise their dream of living in a democratic 
and free country. But they do this in spite 
of “the free world,” they do this despite 
the best efforts of Washington, London 
and Rome, all of whom have and continue 
to prop up Gaddafi.

It amazes me why these governments fail 
to realise that we no longer live in a world 
where oppression is okay. I am baffled as 
to how those working in the State 
Department have yet to comprehend that 
the Middle East is no longer their 
playground, the Arab people will no longer 
be subjected to the dictatorial rule of 
puppet despots propped up by greedy, 
racist and corrupt regimes. 

2011 is proving to be a turning point, a new 
beginning for the free people of this region, 
from what I hear, see and know about the 
Arab people, they want nothing more than 
to embark on this new beginning with their 
fellow free humans in the West; it’s a 
shame that Western governments seem 
to be as opposed to freedom and 
democracy as the despots who have ruled 
the Arab world for decades.

Jamal Elshay yal  is  a new s 
producer for Al Jazeera English. 
He joined the network in 2006 as 
a founding member of its Middle 
East Desk, later serving as the 
channel’s Middle East editor.

dangers of religious rule in Egypt where a dictator has been overthrown while still 
in the good graces of the Pentagon, it’s worth noting everything the Pentagon has 
done to establish religious lunacy and terror in Iraq. Women are less safe. Girls 
are less safe. And this has been the case since shortly after the shock and awe. 
“’A month ago I was walking from my college to my house when I was abducted 
in the street by three men,’ said 23-year-old university student Hania Abdul-Jabbar 
in a July 2005 interview with IRIN. The men, she continued,

“’dropped acid in my face and on my legs. They cut all my hair off while hitting me 
in the face many times telling me it’s the price for not obeying God’s wish in using 
the veil. Today I cannot see out of one eye because the acid made me lose my 
vision. I am afraid to leave my house. Now I am permanently disfigured with a 
monster face.’”

I suppose both God and the March of Freedom work in mysterious ways. Prior to 
the past 20 years of U.S. assault on Iraq, there were gay bars and open 
homosexuality in Baghdad. Now the shiny new Iraqi Constitution sanctions the 
murder of unfaithful women and of homosexual men whether faithful or not. “Abu 
Qussay, an Iraqi father who killed his son after the son’s homosexuality was 
revealed, is proud of the murder. ‘I hanged him in my house in front of his brother 
to give an example to all of them and prevent them from doing the same.’” Between 
2003 and 2009 at least 455 gay men were brutally murdered, many through a 
technique that glues the anus shut and then forces the victim to consume a drink 
that causes diarrhea. Videos of this have been proudly circulated.

Your tax dollars at work, my fellow Americans. You cannot destroy a nation and 
hire religious fanatics to attack other types of religious fanatics without creating 
hell on earth. And that is what we have done in Iraq. Meanwhile our own gay 
activist groups take some interest in advancing the rights to marry or work or 
obtain healthcare without discrimination, but primarily they have been obsessed 
with the goal of participating openly in the next sociocide.

Iraqi Christians have been slaughtered and driven out. Mandaeans have been 
reduced from 40,000 to 5,000. Yazidis too, and Shabaks, as well as Iraqi-
Palestinians, all cleansed. Our own cultural heritage in the form of Iraq’s treasures 
in museums and libraries, has been destroyed with the support of the U.S. military 
after having been misidentified as the valueless creations of enemy creatures. 
When one civilian “reconstruction” official burst in on a group of U.S. and British 
military commanders to beg them urgently to protect the Iraqi Museum in 2003, 
“the British generals by and large understood the importance of protecting the 
museum, and started to respond almost immediately. And the American generals, 
by and large, just looked at us with, ‘What do you expect us to do about that?’” 
Next time try telling them the museum is sort of like a Wal-Mart, only with even 
bigger and cheaper crap. They’ll hop to it. Maybe.

As we busy ourselves denouncing the Republican budget for all of the traits it 
shares with Obama’s proposal, and as Obama fights off the teeny cuts to the 
Pentagon that the Republicans are seeking, bear in mind what that money is used 
for. If we really bear it in mind, if we really consider what the majority of every 
U.S. tax dollar goes to fund, the day will come when Freedom Plaza in Washington, 
D.C., resembles Tahrir Square in Cairo. May that day come before it is too late.

David Swanson is the author of War Is a Lie and Daybreak: Undoing 
the Imperial Presidency and Forming a More Perfect Union. He blogs 
at warisalie.org.

“We had a pretty gung-ho 
commander, who [said], ‘If 

someone in your line gets hit 
with an IED, ... you kill every 

motherfucker on the street.’”

Sociocide: Iraq Is No More
… continued from previous page WhaT NexT For The 

‘maD Dog’ oF libya?
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By Mike Ferner

M inutes after landing at JFK from a 
f i v e - f l i g h t ,  4 8 - h o u r  r e -
turn from Afghanistan, kind souls 

Bill and Georgia deposited me at  a church in 
Manhattan for a report-back at a community 
meeting. 

My travel mates, Eric Stoner and Kathy Kelly, had 
just begun their thoughtful presentation and had 
the advantage of being back for two days.  I was 
still getting oriented to time and place.

Eric dramatically described the conditions we 
experienced. With maps, Kathy explained the 
significance of Afghanistan’s location in central 
Asia. The specter of “No Preparation” began to 
loom from the back of the church, mocking my fuzzy 
efforts to  think of something they might have 
missed.   With no  insightful analysis or political 
profundities to add to their articulate descriptions, I 
opened my remarks with a guarantee to be brief 
and not drool. The good congregates were not 
disappointed.

I thought to compare other refugee camps I’d seen 
prior to my trip to Afghanistan, expecting to state 
that  “the one in Kabul was the worst  I’ve ever 
seen.” But as I began pulling up examples I quickly 
realized that the people living in the Kabul camp, 
miserable as it was, had it a tiny bit better in some 
ways than those  I ’d witnessed in Iraq 
and Honduras.

Suddenly I realized  that wasn’t the point. The 
conditions may be a little better or worse than the 
next, but the point was their similarity—similar in 
condition, in demographics and in intent. In each 
case the most common folk, the poorest, the least 
to blame, the swarthy, had the misfortune of being 

in the way of Empire.

Twenty five years ago in Honduras, on a hot, dusty 
expanse just north of the border with Nicaragua, 
several thousand brown-skinned, young 
Nicaraguans lived in U.N. tents because Ronald 
Reagan had determined the Sandinista revolution 
in their country could not be allowed to survive. 

For several years, the U.S. Congress went along. 
And although millions of U.S. citizens objected and 
hundreds of thousands demonstrated, our faux 
democracy could not stay Empire’s heavy hand.

U.S. agribusiness and banking companies had too 
much at stake in Nicaragua.      Neighboring 
countries, with similar riches at stake, could not be 
allowed to witness a successful example of people 
standing up to the Empire. Nor could people in 
countries around the globe, including our own for 
that matter, be allowed to witness such an 
example.

In Iraq, scattered in and around Baghdad, on dusty 
bits of land and in burned-out government 
buildings, tens of thousands of swarthy, mostly 
young, people struggled to survive because Empire 
determined it was time for Saddam Hussein to go 
and chose invasion as the way to do it. Although 
millions of people in the U.S. and tens of millions 
across the Earth objected and demonstrated, once 
more our faux democracy could not restrain Empire.

U.S. energy corporations and other companies with 
ravenous appetites decided Saddam had outlived 
his usefulness to the Empire.  He’d suggested 
replacing the dollar with the euro to calculate the 
price of oil.  The time was ripe for the U.S. military 
to take by force what might otherwise have to be 
bought. With typical arrogance, the U.S. 
government wanted to remind the nations of the 

world that painful things happen to those who don’t 
bend to Empire’s will.

Just in the Kabul area, 70,000 people shiver in mud 
huts covered only by tarps, literally choking and 
dying from the polluted air and water because 
George Bush and Barack Obama could masquerade 
this as “the good war.” Congress and many citizens 
went along for several years. Now, despite a 
change in that position by the majority of 
Americans, the camps continue to grow with each 
military operation that “keeps us safe from global 
terrorism.”  

On February 15, 2003, the day 10 million people 
around the world said “NO!” to the coming U.S. 
invasion of Iraq, I was in Baghdad writing a 
statement of international solidarity with a 
Brazilian sociologist and a British bus driver. As 
news of the global demonstrations reached us, the 
driver’s face grew momentarily cheerful at word 
of nearly a million people gathering in London, but 
it quickly returned to grim. “Our government is still 
going to war. This isn’t about peace, it’s about 
democracy,” he mourned.

And so we return to the too-familiar, difficult 
question of “What do we do?” I even heard one 
person put it recently, “I mean what do we really 
do to stop these wars?”

Few of us still believe the answer is taking warm 
clothing and hand-knit caps to the people in Kabul’s 
camps—although I took along an extra suitcase 
of just that sort of thing.

Few of us still believe that marching with placards 
on streets past empty offices in the nation’s capital 
of a weekend is much of an answer—although I 
participate in as many of those as I can.

Few of us believe that having hundreds arrested 
in Washington or in government offices back home 
is what’s really needed—although it is certainly 
important to keep alive the spirit of resistance.

We are encouraged by popular uprisings across 
the world, most recently in northern Africa, where 
more people are remembering the importance of 
taking to the streets—and staying there. But how 
do we move from a relative handful of committed 
believers to empowered masses able to halt and 
then dismember Empire?

There may be more ways than one way to get there, 
but this much is certain: We—the relative handful 
of committed believers—aren’t going to get there 
on our own. Still, some ways are better than 
others.  Gleanings from history and experience tell 
me the best way is still through organizing.

Yes, it is basic and not generally considered 
exciting—at least not in a dramatic, adrenalin-rush 
way like getting arrested, or the satisfaction of 
belting out three minutes of righteous anger at a 
protest rally, or marching, banners flying, with 
thousands of other true believers. In fact when I 
write or speak about the “O” word I get a sense of 

yawns stifled, watches surreptitiously examined 
and tongues held from shouting, “Tell us something 
new.” In truth, one or two people will make a point 
of saying they were glad to hear the organizing 
message, but they almost always add how difficult 
it is to get people to do it.

We each know many dedicated, persistent, 
passionate, at times downright heroic activists. 
Movements don’t get anywhere without them. But 
it’s also true that neither will we get where we 
need to go if activism is all we do.

At this point someone invariably writes a response 
or asks the question, “What’s the difference 
between activism and organizing?” Volumes more 
erudite than these scribblings have been written 
on the theory and practice of organizing but let me 
offer a serviceable definition for discussion’s sake.

Activism is any of the activities mentioned above: 
speaking, marching, picketing, leafleting, writing, 
calling, hosting speakers, getting arrested—
clearly important things to do and yes, it takes 
methodical, patient work to do them successfully.

But in practice what we normally do is work 
diligently with our usual comrades to put on a rally 
or a march or compose a statement or present an 
educational forum, even sometimes doing a bang-
up job getting out the word.

What we very rarely do, if at all, is take the time 
to meet with the leaders and members of groups 
with whom we don’t typically meet, but who are 
our natural allies.  We need to learn from them, 
find out what their issues are, participate, break 
bread, invite them to do the same with us and 
accompany them when they do. In other words, 
build relationships.

From this kind of patient, methodical work that will 
take us out of our cultural and philosophical comfort 
zones, we will find everything we need to build a 
movement powerful enough to make the change 
required.

Joe Hill 
Was RigHt

continued on next page …
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mouth is.” He walks the walk, takes the risks, and puts his 
body nonviolently on the line, and sometimes, as was the 
case at Hillary Clinton’s talk, takes the blows.

The example of courage, commitment and articulate 
purpose Ray sets for all of us is literally invaluable. The 
bruises on his arms, the soreness from being handled 
roughly are black and blue badges of courage. In just those 
few moments of passionate, caring nonviolent resistance, 
he stood in stark contrast to the woman on the stage as she 
continued her cold, calculated speech without batting an 
eye, without a word of protest at the violent repression of 
free speech a few yards in front of her, without a break in 
her evil stride.

Two months ago, almost to the day, by the White House, Ray 
McGovern spoke of the necessity of nonviolent resistance 
to this system and its culture of war and violence. Then he 

marched to the White House fence with Dan Ellsberg, Dr. 
Margaret Flowers, past Veterans For Peace President Mike 
Ferner, current VFP President Elliott Adams, and many of us 
other veterans and stood in the cold, with snow falling until 
arrested and taken away. Not the first time Ray has gone to 
jail for peace and obviously not the last.

He wrote about that experience later and said, “A 
pure snow showered down as if to say blessed are the 
peacemakers. Tears kept my eyes hydrated against the 
cold.”

Ray, you are a peacemaker and you are blessed, and 
we, your comrades, are also blessed by your friendship, 
solidarity and example. We will continue, all of us, to stand 
and walk shoulder to shoulder, heart to heart until we reach 
the promised land—actually, when we act as you have, 
when we speak, stand, walk, march together for peace and 
justice, in a very real sense, we are already there.

We just have to bring the rest of our brothers and sisters to 
that place, including Hillary Clinton.—Tarak Kauff

On January 11, 2011, 60 anti-torture activists blockaded the 
entrances to the Department of Justice for an hour and a half. 
The action was to protest Washington’s failure to close the 
Guantánamo detention center and continued use of torture 
against detainees at Guantánamo and other prisons that 
compose the “gulag” operated by the military and security 
agencies around the world. Luke Nephew, a peace poet from 
the Bronx, recited “Under the Hood” in front of the Justice 
Department as the blockade proceeded.

There Is a Man Under That Hood
Luke Nephew, January 2011

We are not here to make angels out of prisoners.
We don’t know them. But we know that they are men…
And so we defend those who disappear under hoods and into 

jumpsuits,
Bringing back into the light every CIA black cite, because right 

now …
There is a man under that hood
There is a brother breathing prayers of desperation,
Striking hunger so hard that his ribs are about to crack,
There is a man under that hood in Afghanistan, Guantanamo 

and Iraq
That is being treated as less than human…
His rights have been dismissed with the label terrorist
And just for saying this, they’ll probably put my name on a list
But this is too dangerous for us to not resist …

Mr. President, I want you to know, that if it were you hooded 
and chained

We would be standing right here, demanding the same basic 
human rights for you …

If it were you facing indefinite detention Mr. Senator,
We would march in these streets with your name on our backs
We would fast
In solidarity with your hunger strike, Mrs. Congresswoman
Even while months of breathing through black cloth made you 

cough
We would speak for you
Mr. Newsman, Mrs. Citizen, we would be here for you
Because no matter how hollowed out the night
We remember that human rights are universal,
This is life, not a rehearsal!
You cannot steal years of men’s lives based on lies extracted 

from torture and bribes,

We cannot decide who is human and who is not
Without becoming the greatest threat to ourselves
I have sat inside a cell, and it taught me how wrong it is to cage 

men
And then say it’s all right to keep them …
Because they fell like corpses into the category of ‘enemy 

combatants’
I will not act like nothing happened when it’s happening now
I will not bow to this injustice.
I will speak for the change that was promised,
I’m not ashamed to be honest: And tell you:
We have all cried, Mr. President,
Clouds of consciousness overflowing out our eyes, Mr. 

President…
For those brief seconds when we’ve had the courage to realize
That there is a man under that hood,
No matter how beaten and bruised
There is a man under that hood
That is exactly as human as you
There is a man under that hood
Regardless of his religion,
There is a man
Who doesn’t understand, why we don’t see him…
Why it’s so hard for us to imagine what it would be like to be 

him…

There
Where they sit in our prisons, hidden from our justice system, 

locked away,
Are we going to pretend that they are less than men and just 

walk away?
Or will we raise our eyes above the walls,
Raise our voices up to call out our government,
To say we see you, we are watching what you’re doin’,
No matter how many times you call them terrorists,
We’ll still recognize them as human
And to the detainees,
No matter how tortured or shattered or forgotten you feel
Please know that there are people in these United States,
Who see you and hear you and know that you are real
And to the people of my country,
Do not pretend we are seeking freedom,
Or justice, or any common good,
Until we are ready
To respect the human rights
Of every Single Man …
under that hood.

And what is that change? More solar panels and mass transit for 
environmentalists? Better playgrounds and cleaner streets for 
neighborhood activists? Better housing? Good jobs? Troops out of 
Iraq and Afghanistan? Well yes … all this but something besides all 
this: a better life that we deserve and are capable of creating, on a 
planet that will sustain life long after we are gone.

That means something more than fixing the wrongs. It means making 
the rules, defining the terms, running the show, in a word: governing 
ourselves. 

It is right here, that the messages of the Program on Corporations, 
Law and Democracy (POCLAS) and Move to Amend, arguing the case 
for a self-governing citizenry, make good sense no matter the 
audience.

It is precisely because our lives are governed for us by powerful 
elites, that we don’t have this better life. Instead, people’s lives are 
shaped by systems—transportation, education, healthcare, 
agriculture, etc.—that make the most money for the people running 
them—to hell with what makes a better life for all. The wants of 
the few continue to trump the needs of the many … for now.

It is precisely when we learn how to gain the power to govern 
ourselves—not just the power to fix the wrongs—that we will be 
able to reorder these systems to serve the common interest and 
create a better life. And not coincidentally, it is when we begin to 
take organizing seriously that we will begin that journey.

Mike Ferner is the former president of Veterans for Peace 
and works with the Program on Corporations, Law and 
Democracy. He recently returned from Afghanistan, 
accompanying Voices for Creative Nonviolence.

Ray McGovern
… continued from page 2

Joe Hill Was Right
… continued from previous page
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New film Even the Rain 
Dedicated to Howard Zinn 
Writer and filmmaker Paul Laverty was asked recently why 
he and director Icíar Bollaín dedicated their new film Even the 
Rain (Tambien La Lluvia), set in Bolivia and starring Gael Garcia 
Bernal, to historian Howard Zinn:

“Over 25 years ago in Managua, Nicaragua, a close friend 
Myrna Santiago, who is now a brilliant history teacher in the 
Oakland area, gave me Howard’s book A Peoples History of 
the United States. It took my breath away. Little did I know 
that 15 years later we would become great friends. Howard 
had seen a film Ken Loach and I made in Los Angeles about 
immigrant cleaners called Bread and Roses. Howard helped 
me enormously with historical research around Columbus and 
Bartolome de las Casas, one of the first priests of conscience 
to defend the indigenous population, and sent me many of his 
own books, underlined and annotated I am sure for preparation 
for the first chapter of A People’s History. He was both a source 
of great inspiration, and just plain great fun. It is seldom to 
find such brilliance wrapped round a modest core. He was a 
gem. The notion of resistance runs through the very DNA of his 
work; he didn’t romanticize working-class solidarity, but he 
recognized its critical importance for any possibility of change 
for the better. He was an activist to the core; as a younger man 
he had been beaten up in marches, and lost jobs because of his 
beliefs. His ideas about equality informed his life and how he 
lived. He died on the 27th of January last year, and I am gutted 
he never got a chance to see our film, though I am sure he would 
have been a tough but generous critic. I hope the dedication at 
the beginning of our film will lead a new generation to read his 
wonderful books and brilliant essays. My favorite quote from 
his book is by Frederick Douglass, born into slavery, who then 
went on to become a writer and campaigner. “Power concedes 
nothing without demand, it never did, and never will.” Never 
a truer word has been spoken, and today never has so much 
power and wealth been concentrated in fewer hands. We 
have been given a great lesson by the people of Cochabamba, 
and I hope we take it, adapt it to our own circumstances, and 
participate in this great creative and complicated process of 
resistance. If not, we are done for.”

Even the Rain is a riveting drama about the remarkable 
nonviolent resistance during the “water wars” in 
Cochabamba, Bolivia. The movie is a must for those of us 
concerned with real social change and resistance to the 
corporate privitization of our natural resources. The trailer 
(with a concluding quote from Howard Zinn) can be viewed at 
trailers.apple.com/trailers/independent/eventherain. Opens 
Feb. 18 in Los Angeles, New York, and San Francisco.

By Dave Zirin

W ith the passage of time, there are two 
establishment responses to the great political 
rebels in sports. You either see them commodified 

and defanged—think Muhammad Ali—or they are simply 
erased from history. Count Carlton Chester “Cookie” Gilchrist is 
among the erased. Gilchrist, a former Buffalo Bills running 
back, died of cancer January 10 at the age of 75. His legacy as 
both a player and athletic rebel are well worth restoring.

Gilchrist, the 1962 American Football League MVP, died the day 
before a remarkable anniversary not exactly celebrated by the world 
of professional football. On January 11, 1965, Gilchrist led an African-
American boycott of the AFL All-Star game, which was to be played 
in New Orleans. In 1965, an informal Jim Crow system ruled the 
Crescent City and African-American players talked openly among 
themselves about their inability to get cabs, be served in restaurants, 
or stay at certain hotels. Gilchrist organized all 22 African-American 
All-Pros to approach AFL commissioner Joe Foss and make clear 
that unless the game was moved, they wouldn’t be playing. White 
players also announced that they would stand in support of their 
Black teammates. Foss acceded to their demands, and moved the 
game to Houston’s Jeppesen Stadium.

The actions of Gilchrist and his fellow All-Pros inspired Dr. Harry 
Edwards,Tommie Smith, and Lee Evans to launch the Olympic Project 
for Human Rights, calling for an African-American boycott of the 
1968 Olympics in Mexico City. Gilchrist’s courageous organizing 
also echoes today as Latino baseball stars like Adrian Gonzalez and 
Yovani Gallardo have indicated that they won’t play at the 2011 
All-Star Game in Phoenix because of the harsh anti-immigration 
legislation signed into law by Governor Jan Brewer. 

Gilchrist later said that his role leading the boycott was “better than 
anything I did playing football.” That’s quite the statement because 
we are talking about one of the great players to ever put on cleats.

Gilchrist was signed, in violation of NFL rules, by Cleveland 
Browns owner Paul Brown, right out of high school. The NFL 
voided the signing, and Gilchrist, who was now also ineligible 
to play in college, had to trek up north and ply his trade in the 
Canadian Football League. In Canada, starting as a teenager, 
Gilchrist made six consecutive all-pro teams before moving to 
the AFL. There he dominated, becoming the first 1,000-yard 
rusher in league history, and setting the record for rushing 

touchdowns in a season. In one 1963 game against the New 
York Jets, Gilchrist rushed for 243 yards and five touchdowns.

For someone named Cookie, there was no sweetness to his 
game. As teammate Paul Maguire remembered to writer Tim 
Graham on ESPN.com , “On the football field, he was one of the 
nastiest sons o’ b------ I ever met in my life. There was absolutely 
no fear in that man.”

Before one critical playoff game, as Maguire remembered, 
“Cookie stood up: ‘I’m going to tell you something. If we don’t 
win this game, I’m going to beat the s--- out of everybody in this 
locker room.’“Then Cookie pointed at coach Lou Saban. “‘And 
I’m going to start with you, Coach. I’m going to kick your ass 
first.’ I just sat back in my locker. I knew he meant it.’”

 But Cookie wasn’t seen as a leader just because he could play. 
He was outspoken. He was loud. He was unapologetic.

As he said to Sports Illustrated in 1964, “People think I’m an 
oddball because I’m a Negro who speak up. But I have a lot on 
my mind. It’s an internal disease, and it’ll eat me alive if I don’t 
get it out of my system what I think about things.”

Cookie took his antiracist tenacity and applied them to his 
dealings with management. He sent an open letter to the club 
owner Ralph Wilson before one season that read, “Gentlemen, 
it unfortunately becomes necessary again for me to formally 
request that you make efforts to trade me to some other football 
club.” He received his raise. But he wanted more.

As he said in an interview with the Pittsburgh Tribune-Review, “I 
wanted a percentage of the hot dog sales, the popcorn, the parking 
and the ticket sales,” Gilchrist said. “[Coach Saban] said that would 
make me part owner of the team. I was a marked man after that.”

Gilchrist spent his retirement utterly unapologetic about his 
outspoken ways. He was offered enshrinement in the Canadian 
Football Hall of Fame, and Gilchrist became the first person to simply 
say no. He said that the racism and financial exploitation he suffered 
in the CFL could not simply be forgotten. He also for years refused 
induction in the Bills Ring of Honor because of his lifelong conflict 
with Ralph Wilson, still the Bills owner today at age 87.

But late in life Gilchrist softened his stance, after receiving an 
outpouring of love from Buffalo when the news being public 
that he was battling cancer. Even Ralph Wilson wanted to 

reconcile and spoke to Cookie the 
weekend before his death. “I have a 
whole box of cards and letters,” Gilchrist 
said. “I was surprised; it brought tears 
to my eyes. I thought Buffalo was mad 
at me.” They weren’t mad, Cookie. They 
just didn’t know what they had until it 
was gone.

Dave Zirin is the author of  Bad 
Sports: How Owners are Ruining 
the Games We Love and just made 
the new documentary Not Just a 
Game.  To get his column every 
week, email dave@edgeofsports.
c o m .  C o n t a c t  h i m  a t 
edgeofsports@gmail.com.

‘I’m a Negro who speak up’:  
Remembering Cookie Gilchrist



Woodstock International March/April 2011 23

Below is the edited version of a letter written and 
mailed to President Barack Obama on January 3, 
2011, by Veterans For Peace member, Michael Job.

Dear President Obama: 

My name is Mike. In 1968 I volunteered to be drafted 
into the Armed Forces of the United States. As a 
teacher I was exempt from the draft, but my brain, in 
denial, insisted that I serve. Serving would prove I 
was not a homosexual. In 1968 only heterosexuals 
were legally normal enough and mentally sound 
enough to serve in America’s military. I was normal 
enough and I had a decent mind; therefore, I must be 
heterosexual.

This last December 22, Mr. President, you signed 
into law the repeal of Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell, which 
supposedly will now allow my gay, lesbian, bi-
sexual, transgender, and inter-sexed brothers and 
sisters to serve openly in our Armed Forces. People 
are rejoicing over this. Why, Mr. President? 

I served with the 101st Airborne Division. I did 
America’s killing on the front lines in Vietnam. I did 
not know at the time that our commander-in-chief 
had lied to the troops and nation about the Gulf of 
Tonkin, just as our Iraq troops and the nation did 
not know that our commander-in-chief was lying 
about weapons of mass destruction. Mr. President, 
why are we really in Afghanistan? Is the answer 
the same as your predecessors: “We are protecting 
America’s interests at home.” 

Whose America? Whose interests? Halliburton’s? 
Big oil’s? The banks’? 

Mr. President, are you lying to me when you say now 
that our soldiers are protecting my gay interests? Who 
and what has our military protected for First Nation 
People? For African-Americans? For Latino Americans? 
All minorities have offered up and continue to offer 
up generations of their children to serve in America’s 
military. Yet, all minorities for generations have 
remained oppressed here at home: no equality, no 
justice no peace. It is/will be no different for my 
l/g/b/t/I community: we can’t marry, adopt, or be 
foster parents. Bullies and bullying against minorities 
abound throughout this nation. Minority interests are 
not protected here at home. The interests of the rich 
are what our troops protect.

Our soldiers today are part of an all-volunteer Army. 
I say to them and to future generations of soldiers: 
Please be crystal clear about one thing. Your 
service does not protect nor gain rights for us here 
at home; and definitely not for you, when you return 
home. If you return you will remain unequal and 
you will continue to be lied to; but yet, you will be 
expected to send your children next.

This March 19, 2011, a multitude of Veterans For 
Peace and their supporters are converging on the 

White House in nonviolent civil resistance, to ex- 
press profound opposition to the lie-based invasion 
and occupation of Iraq, to demand prosecutions for 
those responsible for the Iraq war, and now in 
opposition to ten years of war in Afghanistan, which 
you are continuing, Mr. President, for no good reasons. 

Many of us will converge wherever we can across 
this nation in solidarity to make our voices heard. 
Mine will be one of them.

Rights, not wars!

Like all minorities around the world, we are tired 
of our governments and our militaries oppressing 
us here at home. Stop using my gay brothers and 
sisters, along with the children of minorities, to be 
the fodder for America’s corporate greed. They 
reap benefits. We don’t. 

Bring our troops home now. Give all Americans 
equality at home.

If not, give back your Nobel Peace Prize!

Michael L. Job 
Member of: Veterans For Peace #69,  
American Legion Post 315, VVAW

U.S. Boat to Gaza Update

Dear Friends,

We have recently returned from the Madrid meeting 
of the international flotilla and want to bring you up 
to date on the U.S. Boat to Gaza campaign. Enthusiasm 
and support for the international flotilla has continued 
to build, with representatives from 22 countries at 
the meeting. Current plans are for the flotilla to sail in 
the second half of May. This is later than our previously 
hoped for end of March sailing; however, this later 
sailing date should mean many more country 
participants will be ready to go. Of the 22 countries, 
only a handful have a boat and are ready to go now, 
but most have raised substantial amounts of money 
and will either have their own boat or will be ready 
to join up with others to float an international boat. 
There will be another international coordinating 
meeting in March. 

We are thrilled by the success of the people’s 
revolution in Egypt. We think this could represent a 
potential tectonic shift in the environment in the 
Middle East and in Gaza as well. Right now, though, 
we are not expecting major changes in the siege of 
Gaza. Israel has, in fact, stepped up its attacks on 
fishermen and workers along the land border and has 
been bombing urban areas in the strip. Our mission, 
to break the siege of Gaza, is as necessary as ever. 

“When governments and international institutions 
fail to pressure Israel to lift the siege of Gaza, it’s 
up to civil society to act. The flotilla is a lifeline 
between 1.5 million imprisoned people and the 
world community.”—Medea Benjamin, co-founder 
CODEPINK Women for Peace

The U.S. Boat to Gaza has raised more than $300,000 
to date. Fundraising is continuing, as our total needs 
will depend on the condition of the boat we are able 

to buy, needed repairs and equipment, etc. We have 
seen several possibilities and could be making a 
decision in the next few weeks. The boats looked at 
so far would accommodate 40-60 passengers. Our 
applications committee is busy working through the 
large number of people wanting to be passengers on 
the boat. We won’t know the exact passenger 
capacity until we have actually purchased the boat. 
The committee will notify all the people who applied 
to be passengers on the boat as soon as possible.

To date, the U.S. Boat to Gaza has been an entirely 
volunteer effort. To help with the campaign, you can 
contact Nell Hirschmann-Levy at nellhl@gmail.com. 

You can also help make this a reality: Go to 
ustogaza.org for more information. Thank you for 
your support.

In Solidarity, 
U.S. Boat to Gaza 

How is the plutocracy working for you?

If politics is the distribution of wealth, let’s see 
how working people in the United States have 
fared over the last 25 years.

1983: Social Security taxes are increased, creating 
a trillion-dollar in surplus payments from working 
people to the government by 2009. The surplus is 
used over this period to provide tax cuts for 
corporations and the very rich.

2003: Wars of aggression in the Middle East cost 
$1 trillion over the next decade. While working 
people pay for these wars and even sacrifice their 
sons and daughters, the oil companies and and 
weapons makers reap huge profits.

2008: The banking and investment sectors 
collapse, necessitating well over $1 trillion in tax 
dollars to be paid to financial corporations. Little 
or nothing is paid to the millions of Americans who 
lose their homes in the Wall Street speculation.

2010: Obama makes a secret deal with Republicans 
to continue Bush era tax cuts for the corporations 
and the very rich, costing over a trillion dollars in 
revenue over the next ten years. 

2011: Corporations, with more than $2 trillion in 
profits in their coffers plan payouts to their 
corporate management and their wealthiest 
stockholders. Few new jobs are created.

2011: Obama plans $1 trillion in cuts over the next 
decade for services that benefit working people.

How has the plutocracy been treating you? 
Working people must learn to fight back if we want 
anything for ourselves or our families. Nobody is 
going to do it for us.

Fred Nagel 
Rhinebeck, NY

Road Kill
Its autumn, the leaves are changing
and we’re traveling east on Route 212. 
Good friends accompany us, 
guys up front, gals in back.

The plan, a quick meal at Fez, an average 
Middle Eastern restaurant, take in a few 
sights, shops, the bookstore, before the 
poetry reading in town.

The girls, old friends from high school 
catch up, Tommy is working the radio. 
Ahead the asphalt shoulder is littered 
with road kill. I see only dead 
Vietnamese—

road meat, different stages of 
decomposition. An older man, 
blackened sunken face his arms frozen 
in a ungainly pose. Another, a young 
woman, a fresh kill, her conical hat

blowing down the road. I want to 
turn around but can’t. In the rearview 
mirror, as we enter Saugerties a few 
arise. They help each other gather their 
belongings, and one starts to plant rice.

Dayl Wise 
9/28/10
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By Robert Fisk

Mubarak claimed that Islamists were 
behind the Egyptian revolution. Ben 
Ali said the same in Tunisia. King 

Abdullah of Jordan sees a dark and sinister hand—al-
Qaeda’s hand, the Muslim Brotherhood’s hand, an 
Islamist hand—behind the civil insurrection across 
the Arab world. Yesterday the Bahraini authorities 
discovered Hezbollah’s bloody hand behind the Shia 
uprising there. For Hezbollah, read Iran. How on earth 
do well-educated if singularly undemocratic men get 
this thing so wrong? Confronted by a series of secular 
explosions—Bahrain does not quite fit into this 
bracket—they blame radical Islam. The Shah made 
an identical mistake in reverse. Confronted by an 
obviously Islamic uprising, he blamed it on Communists.

Bobbysocks Obama and Clinton have managed an 
even weirder somersault. Having originally 
supported the “stable” dictatorships of the Middle 
East—when they should have stood by the forces 
of democracy—they decided to support civilian 
calls for democracy in the Arab world at a time 
when the Arabs were so utterly disenchanted with 
the West’s hypocrisy that they didn’t want America 
on their side. “The Americans interfered in our 
country for 30 years under Mubarak, supporting 
his regime, arming his soldiers,” an Egyptian 
student told me in Tahrir Square last week. “Now 
we would be grateful if they stopped interfering 
on our side.” At the end of the week, I heard 
identical voices in Bahrain. “We are getting shot 
by American weapons fired by American-trained 
Bahraini soldiers with American-made tanks,” a 
medical orderly told me on Friday. “And now Obama 
wants to be on our side?”

The events of the past two months and the spirit 
of anti-regime Arab insurrection—for dignity and 
justice, rather than any Islamic emirate—will 
remain in our history books for hundreds of years. 
And the failure of Islam’s strictest adherents will 
be discussed for decades. There was a special 
piquancy to the latest footage from al-Qa’eda 
yesterday, recorded before the overthrow of 
Mubarak, that emphasised the need for Islam to 
triumph in Egypt; yet a week earlier the forces of 
secular, nationalist, honorable Egyptian, Muslim, 
and Christian men and women had got rid of the 
old man without any help from Bin Laden Inc. Even 
weirder was the reaction from Iran, whose 
supreme leader convinced himself that the 
Egyptian people’s success was a victory for Islam. 
It’s a sobering thought that only al-Qa’eida and Iran 
and their most loathed enemies, the anti-Islamist 
Arab dictators, believed that religion lay behind the 
mass rebellion of pro-democracy protesters.

The bloodiest irony of all—which dawned rather 

slowly on Obama—was that the Islamic Republic 
of Iran was praising the democrats of Egypt while 
threatening to execute its own democratic 
opposition leaders.

Not, then, a great week for “Islamicism.” There’s a 
catch, of course. Almost all the millions of Arab 

demonstrators who wish to shrug off the cloak of 
autocracy that—with our Western help—has 
smothered their lives in humiliation and fear are 
indeed Muslims. And Muslims—unlike the “Christian” 
West—have not lost their faith. Under the stones 
and coshes of Mubarak’s police killers, they 
counterattacked, shouting “Allah akbar” for this was 
indeed for them a “jihad”—not a religious war but a 
struggle for justice. “God is Great” and a demand for 
justice are entirely consistent. For the struggle against 
injustice is the very spirit of the Koran.

In Bahrain we have a special case. Here a Shia 
majority is ruled by a minority of pro-monarchy 

Sunni Muslims. Syria, by the way, may suffer from 
“Bahrainitis” for the same reason: a Sunni majority 
ruled by an Alawite (Shia) minority. Well, at least 
the West—in its sagging support for King Hamad 
of Bahrain—can point to the fact that Bahrain, like 
Kuwait, has a parliament. It’s a sad old beast, 

existing from 1973 to 1975 when it was dissolved 
unconstitutionally, and then reinvented in 2001 as 
part of a package of “reforms.” But the new 
parliament turned out to be even more 
unrepresentative than the first. Opposition 
politicians were harassed by state security, and 
parliamentary boundaries were gerrymandered, 
Ulster-style, to make sure that the minority Sunnis 
controlled it. In 2006 and 2010, for example, the 
main Shia party in Bahrain gained only 18 out of 
40 seats. Indeed, there is a distinctly Northern 
Ireland feel to Sunni perspectives in Bahrain. Many 
have told me that they fear for their lives, that Shia 
mobs will burn their homes and kill them.

All this is set to change. Control of state power has 
to be legitimized to be effective, and the use of live 
fire to overwhelm peaceful protest was bound to 
end in Bahrain in a series of little Bloody Sundays. 
Once Arabs learned to lose their fear, they could 
claim the civil rights that Catholics in Northern 
Ireland once demanded in the face of Royal Ulster 
Constabulary brutality. In the end, the British had 
to destroy Unionist rule and bring the IRA into joint 
power with Protestants. The parallels are not exact 
and the Shias do not (yet) have a militia, although 
the Bahraini government has produced photographs 
of pistols and swords—hardly a major weapon of 
the IRA—to support their contention that its 
opponents include “terrorists.”

In Bahrain there is, needless to say, a sectarian as 
much as a secular battle, something that the Crown 
Prince unwittingly acknowledged when he 
originally said that the security forces had to 
suppress protests to prevent sectarian violence. 
It’s a view held all too savagely by Saudi Arabia, 
which has a strong interest in the suppression of 
dissent in Bahrain. The Shias of Saudi Arabia might 
get uppity if their co-religionists in Bahrain 
overwhelm the state. Then we’ll really hear 
the leaders of the Shia Islamic Republic of 
Iran crowing.

But these interconnected insurrections should 
not be seen in a simple ferment-in-the-Middle-

The events of the past two months and the  
spirit of anti-regime Arab insurrection—for 
dignity and justice, rather than any Islamic 

emirate—will remain in our history books  
for hundreds of years.

These Are Secular Popular Revolts—
Yet Everyone Is Blaming Religion

continued on page 15 …


