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New York City, August 5—The speech below was 
given at a sold-out fundraising cruise for a U.S. boat 
to break the blockade of Gaza. For more information 
go to www.ustogaza.org.

By Chris Hedges

W hen I lived in Jerusalem I had a friend 
who confided in me that as a college 
student in the United States she 

attended events like these, wrote up reports and 
submitted them to the Israel consulate for money. It 
would be naive to assume this Israeli practice has 
ended. So, I want first tonight to address that person, 
or those persons, who may have come to this event 
for the purpose of reporting on it to the Israeli 
government.

I would like to remind them that it is they who hide in 

darkness. It is we who stand in the light. It is they 
who deceive. It is we who openly proclaim our 
compassion and demand justice for those who suffer 
in Gaza. We are not afraid to name our names. We 
are not afraid to name our beliefs. And we know 
something you perhaps sense with a kind of dread. 
As Martin Luther King said, the arc of the moral 
universe is long but it bends toward justice, and that 
arc is descending with a righteous fury that is 
thundering down upon the Israeli government.

You may have the bulldozers, planes and helicopters 
that smash houses to rubble, the commandos who 
descend from ropes on ships and kill unarmed civilians 
on the high seas as well as in Gaza, the vast power 
of the state behind you. We have only our hands and 
our hearts and our voices. But note this. Note this 
well. It is you who are afraid of us. We are not afraid 

of you. We will keep working and praying, keep 
protesting and denouncing, keep pushing up against 
your navy and your army, with nothing but our bodies, 
until we prove that the force of morality and justice 
is greater than hate and violence. And then, when 
there is freedom in Gaza, we will forgive … you. We 
will ask you to break bread with us. We will bless your 
children even if you did not find it in your heart to bless 
the children of those you occupied. And maybe it is 
this forgiveness, maybe it is the final, insurmountable 
power of love, which unsettles you the most.

And so tonight, a night when some seek to name 
names and others seek to hide names, let me do some 
naming. Let me call things by their proper names. Let 
me cut through the jargon, the euphemisms we use 
to mask human suffering and war crimes. “Closures” 

The Tears of Gaza Must Be Our Tears

continued on page 1 1 …
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Supporters get on the Paddle Wheel Queen for U.S. boat to Gaza fundraiser.
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At this point, most of us agree that climate 
change has become an irrefutable fact 
of life. The earth’s temperature has risen 
and will most likely continue to rise, the 
pollution index is over the top and growing, 
nuclear waste is not likely to disappear 
anytime soon, and America’s hi-tech, hi-
toxic warfare exacerbates the problem.

There is no turning back the clock. 
Most serious thinkers on the subject 
have concluded that the economic, 
environmental, and social upheavals, 
wrought by global warming, the ongoing 
corporate devastation and polluting of the 
environment, cannot be reversed, but they 
can with wisdom be mitigated and dealt 
with as humanely as possible.

Deeply connected to the health of our planet 
is the health, stability, and sustainability 
of this sociopolitical and cultural entity 
we live in and love, America. As global 
warming is now clearly seen as a fact, not 
to be denied but to be dealt with, so too 
we see the reality of America’s ongoing 
political and social slide to the right.

Imagine, for a moment, America is a building 

that we all inhabit. Gradually the foundations 
become weak, rotting from the termites of 
greed for power, land, and money, otherwise 
known as capitalism. The building itself 
starts slowly to lean off center (I’m not 
talking about the political center). As the 
lean continues, at a certain point it is obvious 
that the building is no longer sustainable and 
will eventually collapse. The only questions 
are when, what the damage will be, and 
what can the inhabitants do to mitigate that 
damage. Avoidance, except by miracle, no 
longer seems possible.

That’s as far as I want to go with this 
analogy but I do want to open the 
discussion in these pages of America’s 
descent into fascism and its concurrent 
death slide into endless warfare, bigotry, 
intolerance, and racism.

Bigotry, intolerance, and racism have 
been present here in America to greater 
or lesser degrees since the Puritans 
landed. Bigotry, intolerance, and racism 
are simplistic solutions for immature 
minds that place blame on other people 
and/or countries for their own perceived 
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The Center for Constitutional Rights (CCR) issued 
the statement below on August 11 in response to 
a summary of New York City Police Department 
stop-and-frisk statistics for April, May, and June 
2010 made available to the press. CCR receives 
the complete raw data on all NYPD stop-and-frisks 
by court order through our case, Floyd v. City of 
New York.

L ast year was the worst year for stop-and-
frisks on record, with more than half a 
million New Yorkers stopped by police, 

and now we see an even sharper increase for this 
spring. For many children, getting stopped by the 
police while walking home from school has become 
a normal afterschool activity, and that is tragic. 
The public has demanded constructive change and 
an end to racially-biased policing by the NYPD, and 
the department has responded by stepping up the 
practice instead of retiring it.

CCR has found significant racial disparities for 
stop-and-frisks over the last decade based on 
NYPD data turned over by court order. CCR, which 
represents victims of the NYPD’s racially 
discriminatory stop-and-frisk policies in a class 
action lawsuit, will receive more comprehensive 
data than the summary numbers released to the 
City Council yesterday and will provide those 
results as soon as they are available.

Meanwhile, the preliminary numbers reported 
indicate a 21 percent rise in the number of New 
Yorkers being stopped by the police over the same 
period last year, with 88 percent of the New Yorkers 
stopped being Black and Hispanic. By contrast, from 
2005 to 2008, approximately 80 percent of total 
stops made were of Blacks and Latinos, who 
comprise approximately 25 percent and 28 percent 
of New York City’s total population, respectively.

The city often claims the racial disparity in stops is 
accounted for by the racial breakdown of crime 
suspects, but the data to date reveal that “fits 
relevant description” is the reason for actual stops 
only a small percentage of the time. Far and away 
the most often cited reason for a stop by the police 
is the vague and undefined, “furtive movements” 
(nearly 50 percent of all stops) and “casing a victim 
or location” (nearly 30 percent of all stops). Also 
listed are “inappropriate attire for season,” “wearing 
clothes commonly used in a crime,” and “suspicious 
bulge,” among other boxes an officer can check off 
on the form. Though these statistics do not include 
the most recent quarter, we are confident the 
numbers will not have changed radically given their 
consistency over the past 10 years.

Only 1.3 percent of last year’s stops resulted in the 
discovery of a weapon, and only 6 percent of the 
stops resulted in arrests. The number of arrests 
rose by 1 percent in this recent period.

This kind of heavy-handed policing promotes 
mistrust, doubt, and fear of police officers in 
communities of color, and only serves to make the 
police’s job more difficult.

Police stops and frisks without reasonable 
suspicion violate the Fourth Amendment, and racial 
profiling is a violation of fundamental rights and 

protections of the Fourteenth Amendment and the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964.

On January 31, 2008, CCR and the law firms of 
Beldock, Levine & Hoffman and Covington & 
Burling filed a class action lawsuit charging the 
NYPD with engaging in racial profiling and 
suspicion-less stop-and-frisks of New Yorkers.

Earlier data and other documents are available 
at www.ccrjustice/stopandfrisk. A ruling by U.S. 
District Judge Shira Scheindlin required the NYPD 
to make public all raw stop-and-frisk data from1998 
through the present in relation to the case Floyd v. 
City of New York.

The Center for Constitutional Rights is 
dedicated to advancing and protecting the 
rights guaranteed by the U.S. Constitution 
and the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights. Founded in 1966 by attorneys who 
represented civil rights movements in the 
South, CCR is a non-profit legal and 
educational organization committed to the 
creative use of law as a positive force for 
social change. Visit www.ccrjustice.org.

NYC Stop-and-Frisks Target Blacks and Latinos 
CCR Alarmed by Sharp Increase in Use of Technique that Targets Black and Hispanic New Yorkers

continued on page 23 …
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By Justine Sharrock

L ast week, Rep. Mike Rogers called for 
the execution of military whistleblower, 
Private Bradley Manning. His crime? 

Sharing the Collateral Murder video and the 
classified Afghanistan “war logs” with Wikileaks, 
which exposed the truth behind the failing war in 
Afghanistan, Pakistan’s cooperation with the 
Taliban, and potential war crimes. The 22-year-old 
Army intelligence analyst said he felt it was 
“important that it gets out … I feel, for some 
bizarre reason … it might actually change 
something.” He is currently in jail at Quantico, Va., 
on suicide watch, and is facing up to 50 years in 
prison for exposing information the U.S. public has 
the right to know.

“The government is engaging in selective 
prosecution to ensure that employees keep their 
mouths shut,” says Stephen Khon, a lawyer 
specializing in whistleblowing cases. “All of a 
sudden the whistleblower becomes public enemy 
number one. There is no proportionality.”

Manning leaked the information anonymously with 
the assurance that his name would never be 
released, but all the same he has been accused of 
seeking his “15 minutes of fame.” Manning 
specifically said, “I just want the material out there 
… I don’t want to be a part of it.” His name only 
became known after hacker-turned-reporter Adrian 
Lamo ratted him out. Before going to Wikileaks, 
Manning tried, unsuccessfully, to report the 
information to his officer. He explained that he 
“immediately took that information and ran to the 
officer to explain what was going on … he didn’t 
want to hear any of it … he told me to shut up and 
explain how we could assist the FPs in 
finding more detainees….” Yet now he is being 
denounced for not handling the matter internally.

Regardless of whether he is found guilty and 
sentenced to prison, Manning’s life will be 
irreparably destroyed. “If you are deemed a 
whistleblower in the Army, there is a very good 
chance of it ruining not only your career but your 
li fe,” says David Debat to, a U.S. Army 
counterintelligence special agent who saw several 
such instances while serving in Iraq in 2003. 

Manning was already “pending discharge” when 
he made the complaints, but now, even if he isn’t 
charged, he will most likely be dishonorably 
discharged. This will mean a loss of all benefits 
and difficulty getting a decent civilian job, a bank 
loan or a lease.

Manning is not the first such military whistleblower 
to face serious repercussions and retaliation; not 
just from the military, but from the government, 
fellow soldiers, friends back home and even the 
general public and the media. The military is 
infamous for trying to silence soldiers who speak 
out against the war. Each whistleblower who is 
publicly denounced and punished acts as a 
prohibitive warning silencing any other soldiers 
contemplating coming forward.

Blowing the whistle while overseas is particularly 
risky; you are completely under the control of the 
military. As of mid-2008, almost 3,000 soldiers 
have filed complaints with the Inspector General’s 
office for retaliation against them when they tried 
to expose information. That number does not 
include the multitudes who were too intimidated—
or simply too despondent—to make reports. At 
their own discretion, commanders can impose 
“non-judicial punishments,” such as a diet of bread 
and water, longer work hours, and intensive 
physical activity like hauling sandbags or running 
for hours in full gear. Soldiers can refuse such 
punishment, but the other option is trial by court 
martial for the alleged offense.

There have been reports of soldiers being 
physically threatened and put in dangerous 
situations without their weapons. There is fear of 
being “suicided” or “accidentally” killed by friendly 
fire. Some soldiers have ended up in psychiatric 
hospitals. In June 2003, Sergeant Frank Ford, 
working as a counterintelligence agent in the 
California National Guard 223rd Military 
Intelligence battalion, reported five instances of 
torture and detainee abuse that he witnessed. 
They included asphyxiation, mock executions, lit 
cigarettes being forced into a detainee’s ears, and 
arms being pulled out of sockets.

Upon hearing the complaint, his commanding 
officer, Captain Victor Artiga, said he was 

delusional and ordered a psychiatric examination. 
When the psychiatrist assessed Ford as mentally 
healthy, Artiga stormed down there and told her it 
was a military intelligence issue and that the form 
had to be changed immediately. Thirty-six hours 
later, Ford was on a gurney getting shipped out on 
a flight to a military mental ward in Germany. The 
psychiatrist, who ended up accompanying him, 
apologized and explained that she thought it was 
safer for him to get off the base.

All of the evaluations at the various military 
psychiatric wards Ford was sent to during the next 
several months deemed him mentally stable. Eight 
months after blowing the whistle, he was honorably 
discharged. Although this is not a common 
occurrence by any means, there are numerous 
accounts of soldiers being sent for psychological 
assessments for combat stress after they blew the 
whistle. Some have spent months in mental wards 
and years trying to clear their records.

In the vast majority of these cases, the soldiers 
first reported abuse to their commanders, and were 
ignored. Take the infamous Abu Ghraib detainee 
abuse scandal, which was leaked through graphic 
photographs showing the prisoners stacked naked 

in pyramids, leashed like dogs, and most iconic, the 
hooded man standing on a box with his arms 
outstretched attached to electrodes and leashed 
like a dog. Numerous soldiers had filed complaints 
with their officers long before the whistleblower, 
Joe Darby, handed in the photos, which were 
eventually leaked to the press. Stephen Hubbard 
reported the abuse to his squad leader, Robert 
Elliot, but was told that without the photographic 
evidence in hand, there was not enough proof. It 
took Darby going outside the chain of command, 
via the military’s Criminal Investigative Division 
(CID), to get any response.

Even so, when the military launched its official 
investigation, soldiers who cooperated by coming 
forward with information about the abuse were 
retaliated against. Sergeant Samuel Provance had 
known about the ongoing abuse, but had been too 
scared to report it before the photos were released 
to the press, and figured the reports would go 
nowhere. Once the CID asked soldiers for more 
information, he thought it was safe to come 
forward. But his frankness earned him a demotion, 
threats of jail time, and endless humiliation and 
harassment. He lost his security clearance 
because, as they said, his “reliability and 
trustworthiness” had been “brought into question.” 
During briefings, officers made an example of him, 
telling soldiers he was a liar and a traitor.

One soldier, Andrew Duffy, who worked at Abu Ghraib 
long after the abuse had supposedly ended, made 
numerous complaints about abuse and even wrongful 
deaths to his officers and the Inspector General’s 
office, yet he was met with silence. “If you complained 

Military Destroys Lives  
of Soldiers Who Tell the Truth 

Bradley Manning is not the  
first  military  whistle blower 
to have his life ruined.  
The  military is  infamous  
for  trying to  silence 
 soldiers who speak out 
against the war.

Rally in support of Bradley Manning in Quantico, Va.

continued on page 18 …

In the vast majority of these cases, the 
soldiers first reported abuse to their 

commanders, and were ignored.
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By Anne Lutz Fernandez  
and Catherine Lutz

If there is one true religion in the United States, 
it leads us to worship at the altar of technology. 
Christian or Jew, Muslim or atheist, we accept 

the doctrine of this shared faith: that technology 
provides the main path to improving our lives and 
that if it occasionally fails, even catastrophically, it 
will just take another technology to make it all better. 
It is this doctrine that connects BP’s Deepwater 
Horizon and Toyota’s sudden acceleration 
debacles—and the responses to them. There are 
more obvious parallels between the two, of course. 
Both involve tragedies precipitated by our being a 
nation huffing on oil fumes: one associated with 
deaths at sea, the other, deaths on the road. But it 
is our belief in technology that has reassured us, 
along with oil company advertising and U.S. Mineral 
Management Services encouragement, that drilling 
offshore—way offshore—could be done safely 
while we kept on refilling our tanks. It reassured us, 
along with car company marketing and NHTSA 
clearance, that our cars—increasingly electronically 
complex—would keep our families safe while we 
put ever more miles on the odometer.

Though our high priest may be Steve Jobs, the 
automobile, not the computer or phone, is the icon 
we venerate with the greatest fervor. The car is 
the most important, most expensive piece of 
technology most of us own. It is the technology of 
this and the past century, and neither BP nor Toyota 
would be as large and powerful without our 
passionate call and response.

Simply walk on a Sunday into one of our houses of 

worship, an auto showroom, or drop some coins in 
the basket and enter, on a high holiday, one of the 
cathedrals that are the Detroit, New York, or Los 
Angeles auto shows. Witness the evangelists 
gazing at the gleaming new vehicles, snapping cell 
phone pics of spectacular concept cars so they can 
spread the good news.

Of course, corporations don’t see this as their first 
mission, operating as they do on cost containment 
and profit maximisation, not cutting-edge technology 
as an end in itself. But their customer base has been 
convinced that each time they buy a new car, they 
are buying the future and lucky that the world’s 
smartest geologists and engineers are helping fuel 
their experience of it. Never mind that the technology 

they are largely buying is media and telecom 
gadgetry, not the electric or more environmentally 
sustainable power technologies that headline auto 
shows or attract, like the not-yet-for-sale Nissan 
Leaf, tens of thousands of Facebook followers. (In 
fact, it is estimated that less than 1 percent of all 
new vehicles bought worldwide over the next five 
years will be electric or electric-hybrid).

Our response to BP and Toyota’s failures exposes 
the danger in our faith. Deep anxiety aroused by 
the deaths in the water and on the interstates is 
calmed by the ameliorating belief that technology 
will save us, and if not now, soon. After all, the 
promise of technology is in the better life to come. 
A readable black box or failsafe brake override 

resolves Toyota’s snafu, reassuring us that there 
can be such a thing as a safe car. An engineered 
capping and better blow-out preventers promise 
to restore confidence in our ability to tap into fossil 
fuels wherever they may be.

We haven’t quite realized that the idea that 
technology will save us from the problems that 
technology has created has been sold to us by people 
with a deep interest in our treating each of their 
disasters as an isolated “accident,” soon and easily 
solved. Don’t worry. Go back to driving—maybe some 
other make for a few years, stopping at a gas station 
under another sign for a while—but get back to 
driving into the bright, new and improved car future.

BP and Toyota also share a public perception in the 
United States as “foreign,” to the good fortune of 
American multinationals like ExxonMobil and Ford. 
But this exceptionalism will not serve us well. BP 
may have recently made poorer choices than other 
oil companies, but serious threats to our way of 
life are endemic to the practice of drilling (especially 
in the peak-oil period as oil becomes increasingly 
hard to access and new techno-fixes are developed 
to get us to the dwindling supplies). Toyota may 
have produced too many cars too fast, but 1.2 
million people are killed globally each year in car 
crashes and likely would be whether they were 
fuelled by gas, electricity, or hydrogen.

Simply put, technological progress alone is not a 
strategy for a sustainable future, and finally 
capping the Deepwater Horizon still leaves 
technological faith the source of the devastation 
that will live on for decades. America is in dire need 
of behavioral and political change in areas ranging 
from public leadership to corporate responsibility 
to the individual choice to drive and consume less. 
Only a hard turn in this direction can avert the 
slow-motion, head-on collision coming between 
America’s love of technology and a quality of life 
for the world’s future generations.

This article was originally printed in The Guardian.

Anne Lutz Fernandez is a teacher, writer, and 
the co-author of Carjacked: The Culture of 
the Automobile and Its Effect on Our Lives.

Catherine Lutz is the Thomas J. Watson, Jr. 
Family Professor of Anthropology and 
International Studies at the Watson 
Institute for International Studies at Brown 
University.

Why Do We Worship at  
the Altar of Technology?

The BP oil spill shows our blind faith in technology—when what the  
United States really needs is behavioral and political change

Ex
ce

rp
te

d 
fro

m
 T

he
 D

ay
s A

re
 J

us
t P

ac
ke

d:
 A

 C
al

vi
n 

an
d 

Ho
bb

es
 C

ol
le

ct
io

n 
by

 B
ill

 W
at

te
rs

on



Woodstock International September/October 2010 5

By Elise Muller

I t’s late spring here in the mountains, and as 
I observe my garden, abundant from years 
of cultivation, I also bear witness to the 

catastrophe of “The Gulf Oil spill.”  Nature, whether 
she manifests as an abundant garden or as a Gulf 
coast, changes “in the blink of an eye.” Currently, 
I can not keep up with my garden’s abundance or 
its beauty. What blooms and bears fruit changes 
each day, offering unspeakable beauty. At the 
same time BP can not silence its massive spill, nor 
stop the destruction of a fragile ecosystem, 
creating “the greatest environmental disaster” we 
have known. 

Personally, I find the term “environmental disaster” 
offensive. To use this phrasing lessens the impact 
of what actually occurred, and shifts our focus to 
“the environment” rather than to the ruthless 
people who have caused this, who need to be held 
accountable. Let’s call this disaster what it is—“a 
man-made disaster” created by unregulated 
corporations (whose guiding principles are “greed 
and power”), as well as by our insatiable, 
consumption driven society. Using accurate words 
keeps it relevant, closer to the truth. This “spill” 
poignantly represents our exploitation of our 
natural resources, and is perhaps the finest 
example of how much we take and how little we 
are willing to give. We are all responsible and we 
all must be accountable. Of this I have no doubt.

We are the gardeners, the cultivators of our natural 
world. Or we should be. Our choice is to either 
cultivate abundance or cultivate devastation. It is 
not my intent here to give an overview of our 
current devastation; we are all aware and horrified 
“by the spill” (it only takes one picture of a now 
unrecognizable bird or animal, covered in oil, to turn 
our eyes away—in the hopes that when we “open 
our eyes again,” it will all be better). Not this time; 
and certainly not in our lifetime. The Native 
American people have a poignant saying, “you can’t 
cross the same river twice” (meaning, “once you 
cross over, you can’t go back”).  We’ve had choices, 
and our choices are now painfully obvious. We can’t 
take our choices back because the damage we’ve 
caused is irrevocable. And yes, without question, 
there are people and corporations to blame and 
who must be held accountable—their practices 
are self-serving and quite simply disgusting; 
however, my question again is: “What are we 
supporting and how are we protecting, or not 
protecting, our natural world”?  

As I write, I am angry. I have a heart-felt interest in 
“the Gulf Coast.” Since Hurricane Katrina I have 
spent a portion of each year volunteering to rebuild 
New Orleans. I now call the fishermen of St. 
Bernard’s Parrish friends, as well as numerous 
people in the Lower Ninth Ward and surrounding 
regions whose homes I’ve helped to build, whose 

churches, festivals, and homecomings I’ve 
attended. Unless you have spent time in New 
Orleans, you could never comprehend how much the 
rest of the country benefits from the exploitation of 
the Gulf coast and the people living there, as well 
as the destruction our consumption has wrought on 
their lives and on their livelihood. To say that they 
are now devastated is an understatement. 

Oh, but we don’t live “there” do we?  We live 
“here,” far removed from the impact that our 
consumptions have on “other” people and “their” 
homelands. Here in the mountains, it is twilight 
and numerous birds are coming to my feeder; they 
are free, their song fills the evening air—they are 

not covered in an oil slick. But someone’s birds 
are. And for this, my heart aches. That a bird can 
no longer fly or sing and that their shape is no longer 
recognizable is something I can hardly bear. In a 
previous article I quoted “A Silent Spring”—a time 
when “the song of wildlife” is forever silenced by 
our actions. We are now living in that time, and we 

are most certainly “reaping what we have 
sowed.” We can point our fingers to “who is to 
blame,” but I ask that we each reflect on what we 
have contributed to this silence of nature.  

Once late spring arrives, it’s almost impossible to keep 
up with the garden or to decide “which flower is the 
most exquisite” or “which turning of the season” 
brings the most abundance, the most beauty. Do I love 

winter, as its snow and freezing temperatures insulate 
the ground for flowers that will bloom in seasons to 
come? Or do I love the early spring, when oak and 
maple leaves unfurl? Or perhaps I relish late spring, 
when the peony, dog rose, and iris come to bloom? But 
alas, as they bloom, I observe with anticipation the 
coming of primrose (which just opened) and the zinnia, 
calendula, and cosmos which bloom mid-summer. 
While observing these beauties, how could I possibly 
overlook the “bachelor buttons” with their cobalt blue 
petals; the rosa rugiosa with her vibrant red petals 
and piercing thorns that are overtaking the entrance 
path to my home (which I don’t mind; the entrance to 
one’s home should be a “meandering,” not one 

sculpted nor defined). I believe “to meander” is to 
become lost in the mystery of what lies ahead, what 
is unknown.  My understanding in creating a garden 
is that “if we walk a straight and narrow path, we 
miss the subtleties, and wild blooms that nature 
surprises us with.”  I don’t know of anything more 
exquisite than our natural world. The natural world 

gives nothing less than indescribable beauty and 
abundance—whether this beauty exists in the sound 
of water flowing over rocks; a first bloom; the scent 
of wild grasses; the song of birds; a fish swimming up 
current; otis chasing minnows; my first morning step 
into dew; owls screeching in woodlands; ducks in 
coastal grasses; the taste of fresh oysters from the 
Gulf’s once pure water; artisanal crafts and foods 
sculpted around nature’s bounty.  To “meander” 

through nature is a gift, a gift rapidly becoming 
extinct. In writing this article I’ve come to understand 
that besides our natural world becoming extinct, the 
very essence of the word “meander” is also becoming 
extinct.  (My dictionary informs me that “to meander” 
is “to walk aimlessly”) which I intuit to mean “walking 
without an agenda.” How lovely. To just go out and 
be absorbed by, and blessed by, the beauty that our 
natural world provides. I have come to know that 
nature always offers a surprise—something I’ve 
never seen before, something that has never touched 
my senses before. Blessings to be sure …

I know that in writing an article such as this I’m 
considered “old school.”  But if truth be told, I don’t 

mind this label because I find it difficult (and quite 
boring) to keep up with the “modern conveniences” 
of our fast paced and “technically advanced” 
society; I don’t mind being from “the old school” 
and take ridicule as it comes; however, I prefer to 
“meander” amidst wildlife, for it is here that I come 
to meet the essence of life. Most of my 
conversations these days are with birds and trees 
and my brother ’s dog Otis, my beloved 
companion. Please know that I do try to converse 
with people, but when I sit with people these days 
everyone is either text messaging someone else, 
checking their cell phone, or using their iPhone to 
see who listed something on Facebook. They are 
not present with me, nor with themselves—they 
are far removed from the essence of the moment. A 
tree, a bird, or a garden is completely present, and 
their glory is manifested in the moment of 
witness. If one happens to be “text messaging” 
they have missed the moment, and moments pass 
“in the blink of an eye.” Perhaps if we “meandered” 
through our natural world we would appreciate its 
fragility, as well as its beauty, and become more 
protective of it rather than exploiting it. The “spill” 

James Renwick Brevoort (1832–1918), View of the Catskill Mountains from the Hudson 

LATE SPRING IN THE MOUNTAINS

continued on page 15 …

We are the gardeners, the cultivators  
of our natural world. Or we should be.  

Our choice is to either cultivate abundance  
or cultivate devastation.
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By Amy Goodman

S alman Hamdani died on Sept. 11, 2001. The 
23-year-old research assistant at 
Rockefeller University had a degree in 

biochemistry. He was also a trained emer gency 
medical technician and a cadet with the New York 
Police Department. But he never made it to work 
that day. Hamdani, a Muslim American, was among 
that day’s first responders. He raced to Ground Zero 
to save others. His selfless act cost him his life.

Hamdani was later praised by President George 
W. Bush as a hero and mentioned by name in the 
USA PATRIOT Act. But that was not how he was 
portrayed in the immediate aftermath of 9/11. In 
October, his parents went to Mecca to pray for 
their son. While they were away, the New York 
Post and other media outlets portrayed Hamdani 
as a possible terrorist on the run. “MISSING—OR 
HIDING? MYSTERY OF THE NYPD CADET FROM 
PAKISTAN” screamed the Post headline. The 
sensational article noted that someone fitting 
Hamdani’s description had been seen near the 
Midtown Tunnel a full month after 9/11. His family 
was interrogated. Hamdani’s internet use and 
politics were investigated.

His parents, Talat and Saleem Hamdani, had been 
frantically searching the hospitals, the lists of the 
dead and the injured. “There were patients who 
had lost their memory,” his mother, Talat, said. “We 
hoped he would be one of them, we would be able 
to identify him.”

The ominous reports on Hamdani were typical of 
the increasing, overt bigotry against Arab-
Americans, Muslim Americans and people of South 
Asian heritage. Talat, who worked as a teacher, told 
me how children in her extended family had to 
Anglicize their names to avoid discrimination:

“They were in second grade … Armeen became 
Amy, and one became Mickey and the other one 
became Mikey and the fourth one became Adam. 
And we asked them, ‘Why did you change your 
names?’ And they said ‘because we don’t want to 
be called terrorists in the school.’“

On March 20, 2002, the Hamdanis received word 
that Salman’s DNA had been found at Ground Zero, 
and thus he was officially a victim of the attacks. 
At his funeral, held at the Islamic Community Center 
at East 96th Street in Manhattan, Mayor Michael 
Bloomberg, Police Commissioner Ray Kelly, and 
Rep. Gary Ackerman all spoke.

Which brings us to the controversy around the 
proposed Islamic community center, slated to be 
built at 51 Park Place in lower Manhattan. The facility 
is not, for the record, a mosque. And it is not at 
Ground Zero (it’s two blocks away). The Cordoba 
Initiative, the nonprofit group spearheading the 
project, describes it as a “community center, much 
like the YMCA or the Jewish Community Center … 
where people from any faith are allowed to use the 
facilities. Beyond having a gym, the Cordoba House 
will house a pool, restaurant, 500-person auditorium, 
9/11 memorial, multifaith chapel, office, and 
conference space, and prayer space.”

Opposition to the center started among fringe, 
rightwing blogs, and has since been swept into the 
mainstream. While the hole at Ground Zero has yet 
to be filled, as billionaire developers bicker over the 
plans, the news hole that August brings has been 
readily filled with the “Ground Zero Mosque” 
controversy.

There is another hole that needs to be filled, namely, 
the absence of people in the United States in 
leadership positions in every walk of life, of every 
political stripe, speaking out for freedom of religion 
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Mosque-issippi 
Burning

August 22 rally against racism in New York City

The hysteria over a planned Islamic community 
center in downtown Manhattan is only the tip of 
the iceberg.

By Joshua Holland

T hat the site of the World Trade Center has 
come to be known as Ground Zero 
illustrates how the U.S. public has come 

to fetishize the attacks of 9/11. It’s not an apt analog 
for the physical destruction that resulted from the 
attacks on the World Trade Center. But it is an 
appropriate metaphor for the virulent and socially 
acceptable bigotry against Muslim Americans that 
has radiated out from Ground Zero and spread across 
the United States.Scientists building the first atomic 
bomb at Los Alamos referred to the coordinates 
where a test device was detonated as “point zero.” 

When the horror of nuclear warfare was unleashed 
on Hiroshima and Nagasaki, the term “Ground Zero” 
entered our lexicon. The expression has come to 
mean the epicenter of a catastrophic event, be it a 
nuclear detonation, a disease epidemic or an 
earthquake. It is the point from which damage 
spreads, whether it’s radioactive fallout or a deadly 
contagion.

One thing is clear: the feverish discourse about 
Muslims’ role in American society is not about the 
proposal to build an Islamic community center a couple 
of blocks from the World Trade Center site. Park 51, 
as it’s being called, merely let an ugly genie out of the 
bottle. The dark stain of Islamophobia had spread far 
and wide long before the controversy erupted.

In May, a man walked into the Jacksonville Islamic 

Center in northeast Florida during evening prayers 
and detonated a pipebomb. Fortunately, there were 
no injuries. (If the man had been Muslim and the 
house of worship a Christian church, the incident 
would have garnered wall-to-wall coverage, but 
while the story got plenty of local press it was 
ignored by CBS News, Fox, CNN and MSNBC.)

It was the most serious of a series of incidents in 
which mosques far from the supposedly hallowed 
earth of Ground Zero have been targeted. A 
mosque in Miami was sprayed with gunfire last 
year. Mosques have been vandalized or set aflame 
in Brownstown, Mich.; Nashville;Arlington, Texas 
(where the mosque was first vandalized and then 
la t e r  t a r g e t e d  b y  a r s o n is t s ) ;  Ta y lo r, 
S.C.; Pittsburgh; Eugene, Ore.; Cape Girardeau, 
Mo.; Tempe, Ariz. and in both northern and southern 
California. A mosque in a suburb of Chicago has 
been vandalized four times in recent years.

In May, an Arab man was brutally beaten in broad 
daylight in New York by four young men. According 

to the victim’s nephew, “They used the bad word. 
‘The mother-bleeping Muslim, go back to your 
country.’ They started beating him and after that 
he don’t know what happened.” A Muslim woman 
in Chicago was assaulted by another woman who 
took offense at her headscarf. A Muslim teacher 
in Florida was sent a white powdery substance in 
the mail. In San Diego, a man in his 50s became so 
incensed by the sight of an American of Afghan 
descent praying that he assaulted him after 
screaming, “You idiot, you mother f**ker, go back 
to where you came from.”

The perpetrators of these hate crimes are clearly 
unhinged, but they’re not operating in a vacuum. 
They’re being whipped into a frenzy by cynical 
fearmongers on the right. Writing for Tablet magazine, 
Daniel Luban astutely calls the dark spread of 
Islamophobia “the new anti-Semitism.”

Many of the tropes of classic anti-Semitism have 
been revived and given new force on the American 

Fallout of Hate Spreading across 
America from ‘Ground Zero’

continued on page 7 …

continued on page 20 …
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By Michael Steven Smith

I was in the courtroom with my wife Debby 
for Lynne Stewart’s re-sentencing on July 
15 when Judge John Koetl buried her 

alive. He read his decision out loud to a courtroom 
packed with supporters. It was well crafted. 
Bulletproof on appeal.

He cited the unprecedented 400 letters he had 
received from Lynne’s supporters, all of which he 
said he read. He noted Lynne’s three decades of 
service to the poor and the outcast. He stressed 
that she is a 70-year-old breast cancer survivor 
with high blood pressure and other serious health 
problems. And then he laid it on her: 120 months.

Ten years. He had given her a death sentence 
everyone in the courtroom thought: She’ll never 
get out. He more than quadrupled the 28-month 
sentence he had originally pronounced. She had 
told him that 28 months was a horizon, that she 
had hope. But no more. Lynne’s granddaughter 
gasped and then started sobbing. She kept crying 
even as Judge Koetl kept reading. And reading. 
The sentence was cruel. How to understand it?

Lynne’s lawyer Jill Shellow asked the judge why. 
He was candid. He was told to do it by his superiors, 
the judges on the Court of Appeals for the Second 
Circuit. Located in downtown Manhattan, this 
court is considered the second-highest court next 
to the Supreme Court because it presides over the 
financial center of the empire.

This court makes policy and Lynne Stewart was to 
be made an example of in “the war on terrorism” 
just as a half a century before, in the same court, 
Ethel and Julius Rosenberg were condemned to 
death in the war against communism and found 

guilty of “stealing the secret” of the atomic bomb, 
when there was no secret, it was only a matter of 
technology. The sentencing Judge Kaufman knew 
they would leave behind two orphan children, 
Robert and Michael, ages six and three.

In 1947 George Kennan, the ideological father of the 
Cold War, wrote that the United States had 6 percent 
of the world’s population and 50 percent of its 
wealth. The challenge for the empire was to keep 
it. Anti-communism served as political cover for the 
U.S. ruling classes. But communism ceased to exist 
after the Soviet Union collapsed in 1991. A new cover 
was constructed following the September 11 
attacks: “The War on Terror.” Nationalist opposition 
to U.S. policy in many parts of the world is no longer 
led by communists but by fundamentalist Muslims.

Lynne Stewart represented one of them, Sheik Abdel 
Rahman, who was a leading opponent of the U.S.-
sponsored Mubarak dictatorship in Egypt. In 1993, 
at the behest of the Egyptian government, Sheik 

Rahman was indicted and later convicted of the 
crime of “sedition” for suggesting to a government 
informant that rather than blow up New York City 
landmarks he choose “a military target.” In June of 
2000, Lynne released a statement by the Sheik to 
the press, announcing his withdrawal of support for 
a ceasefire between his group and the Egyptian 
government. This violated a Special Administrative 
Measure (SAM) that Lynne had agreed to with the 
U.S. government. She wasn’t supposed to be a 
medium for communication between her client and 
the outside world. She should have challenged the 
constitutionality of the SAMs, she now realizes, and 
not just have violated them.

The government waited until after 9/11 to 
prosecute her, making an example out of her to 
intimidate other lawyers. Attorney General John 
Ashcroft publicized Lynne’s indictment on The Late 
Show with David Letterman in April 2002. The 
crime? A novel one. Conspiracy to provide material 
aid to a terrorist organization. What was the 
material aid? Her client. With the fear the 

government generated and the scare they put into 
her jury, Lynne never had a chance. In 2006 she 
was convicted and sentenced. The maximum was 
30 years, but thanks to the superb legal work of 
National Lawyers Guild attorneys Elizabeth Fink 
and Sarah Kunstler and the outpouring of public 
support, Judge Koetl gave her 28 months. The 
government appealed the sentence. The selective 
prosecution of Lynne Stewart was accomplished.

Judge John Walker, George W. Bush’s first cousin, 
sits on the appeals court. His family made its 
fortune selling munitions during WW1. He wrote 
that the 28 months was “shockingly low.” Judge 
Koetl was given his orders. On the same evidence 
he put a 70-year-old grandmother on chemotherapy 
away for 10 years. This is much more than 
meanness. It is ideology.

Michael Steven Smith is the co-host of the 
WBAI radio show Law and Disorder and 
si ts on the board of the Center for 
Constitutional Rights. 

Buried Alive: The Re-Sentencing  
of Lynne Stewart

Lawyer Lynn Stewart outside of Federal 
Court in 2009 before turning herself in.
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and against racism. As the Rev. Martin Luther King 
Jr. once said, “In the end, we will remember not the 
words of our enemies, but the silence of our friends.”

Does anyone seriously say that there shouldn’t be 
a Christian church near the site of the Oklahoma 
City bombing, just because Timothy McVeigh was 
a Christian?

People who are against hate are not a fringe 
minority, not even a silent majority, but are a 
silenced majority. They are silenced by the 
chattering classes, who are driving this debate 
throughout the media.

Hate breeds violence. Margin aliz ing an entire 
population, an entire religion, is not good for our 
country. It endangers Muslims within America, and 

provokes animosity toward America around the world.

When I asked Daisy Khan, executive director of the 
American Society for Muslim Advancement, which 
is a partner in the proposed community center, if she 
feared for herself, for her children, or for Muslims in 
New York, she replied, “I’m afraid for my country.”

Denis Moynihan contributed research to this 
column.

This article was originally published on Truthdig.

Amy Goodman is the host of Democracy 
Now!, a daily international TV/radio news 
hour airing on 800 stations in North America 
(democracynow.org). She was awarded the 
2008 Right Livelihood Award, dubbed the 
“Alternative Nobel” prize, and received the 
award in the Swedish Parliament in 
December.

Mosque-issippi
… continued from page 6
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Let Them Eat Cake
By Paul Craig Roberts

I t is not unusual for members of the diminishing upper middle 
class to drop $20,000 or $30,000 on a big wedding. But for 
celebrities this large sum wouldn’t cover the wedding dress 

or the flowers.

When country music star Keith Urban married actress Nicole Kidman in 
2006, their wedding cost $250,000. This large sum hardly counts as a 
celebrity wedding. When mega-millionaire real estate mogul Donald 
Trump married model Melania Knauss, the wedding bill was $1,000,000.

The marriages of Madonna and film director Guy Ritchie, Tiger Woods 
and Elin Nordegren, and Michael Douglas and Catherine Zeta-Jones 
pushed up the cost of celebrity marriages to $1.5 million.

Tom Cruise and Katie Holmes upped the ante to $2,000,000.

Now comes the politicians’s daughter as celebrity. According to 
news reports, Chelsea Clinton’s wedding to investment banker Mark 
Mezvinsky on July 31 is costing papa Bill $3,000,000. According to the 
London Daily Mail, the total price tag will be about $5,000,000. The 
additional $2,000,000 apparently is being laid off on U.S. taxpayers as 
Secret Service costs for protecting former President Clinton and foreign 
heads of state, such as the presidents of France and Italy and former British 
Prime Minister Tony Blair, who are among the 500 invited guests along 
with Barbara Streisand, Steven Spielberg, Oprah Winfrey, Ted Turner, and 
Clinton friend and donor Denise Rich, wife of the Clinton-pardoned felon.

Before we attend to the poor political judgment of such an 
extravagant affair during times of economic distress, let us wonder 
aloud where a poor boy who became governor of Arkansas and 
president of the United States got such a fortune that he can blow 
$3,000,000 on a wedding.

The U.S. people did not take up a collection to reward him for 
his service to them. Where did the money come from? Who was he 
really serving during his eight years in office?

How did Tony Blair and his wife, Cherrie, end up with an annual 
income of 10 million pounds (approximately $15 million) as soon as 
he left office? Who was Blair really serving?

These are not polite questions, and they are infrequently asked.

While Chelsea’s wedding guests eat an $11,000 wedding cake and 
admire $250,000 floral displays, Lisa Roberts in Ohio is struggling to 
raise contributions for her food pantry in order to feed 3,000 local people, 
whose financial independence was destroyed by investment bankers, job 
offshoring, and unaffordable wars. The Americans dependent on Lisa 
Roberts’ food pantry are living out of vans and cars. Those with a house 
roof still over their heads are packed in as many as 14 per household 
according to the Chillicothe Gazette in Ohio.

The Chilicothe Gazette reports that Lisa Roberts’ food pantry has 
“had to cut back to half rations per person in order to have something 
for everyone who needed it.”

Theresa DePugh stepped up to the challenge and had the starving 
Ohioans write messages on their food pantry paper plates to President 
Obama, who has just obtained another $33 billion to squander on a 
pointless war in Afghanistan that serves no purpose whatsoever except 
the enrichment of the military/security complex and its shareholders.

The Guardian (UK) reports that according to U.S. government reports, 
one million American children go to bed hungry, while the Obama 

regime squanders hundreds of billions of dollars killing women and 
children in Afghanistan and elsewhere.

The Guardian’s reporting relies on a government report from the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, which concludes that 50 million people 
in the United States—one in six of the population—were unable to 
afford to buy sufficient food to stay healthy in 2008.

Agriculture Secretary Tom Vilsack said that he expected the number 
of hungry Americans to increase when the survey for 2010 
is released.

Today in the American Superpower, one of every six Americans is 
living on food stamps. The Great American Superpower, which is 
wasting trillions of dollars in pursuit of world hegemony, has 22 
percent of its population unemployed and almost 17 percent of its 
population dependent on welfare in order to stay alive.

The world has not witnessed such total failure of government since 
the final days of the Roman Empire. A handful of U.S. oligarchs are 
becoming mega-billionaires while the rest of the country goes down 
the drain.

And the American sheeple remain acquiescent.

This article was originally published in CounterPunch.

Paul Craig Roberts was an editor of the Wall Street Journal 
and an Assistant Secretary of the U.S. Treasury.  His latest 
book, How the Economy Was Lost, has just been published 
by CounterPunch/AK Press. He can be reached at 
PaulCraigRoberts@yahoo.com.

The poor go hungry, the wars roll on, but spend $5 million 
on a wedding and you can afford to laugh and be merry.

By Donna Nevel

O ne day in the mid-1980s, while waiting 
at the Israeli Knesset to meet a 
Member of Knesset (MK), I was 

stunned to see MK Meir Kahane, who founded the 
virulently racist Jewish Defense League and whose 
life was devoted to promoting hatred and inciting 
violence, looking relaxed and carefree as he was 
quickly ushered into the Knesset by bodyguards.

This is the image that flashed before me as I 
watched the video of Knesset member Hanin Zoabi 
being viciously attacked by fellow Knesset 
members. MK Zoabi had participated in the Gaza 
freedom flotilla trying to break the illegal siege of 
Gaza and bring humanitarian aid to the people living 
there. The juxtaposition of this image of the 
cavalier-seeming Kahane with that of the besieged 
Zoabi was overwhelming.

Despite attempts—as witnessed most recently 

with Justice Richard Goldstone and now with MK 
Zoabi—to vilify and discredit those who bring the 
truth about Israeli government actions and the 
reality of Gaza a little closer to Israeli and world 
consciousness, more U.S. Jews seem willing to 
confront these truths today.

I stand on line regularly in a heavily Jewish 
neighborhood with a group, Jews Say No!, holding 
signs that read: “What Jewish law permits the killing 
of 1,400 Gazan citizens?,” “Doesn’t the Holocaust 
teach us that it must never happen to anyone ever 
again?,” and “Does Israel’s security really hinge on 
illegal occupation and siege?” Many people stop and 
ask questions, while others simply say “bravo” or 
thank us for being there. Others approach more 
tentatively to let us know they appreciate our 
presence. Yes, some are angry, even very angry, but 
much less so than when I stood on similar lines in 
the 1980s. The difference is palpable and can be felt 
in many Jewish spaces today.

Possibilities for continuing to push open that space 
seem more and more real.

In 2005, Palestinian civil society organizations 
initiated a campaign to adopt and maintain 
“nonviolent punitive measures” against Israel, calling 
upon “organizations and people of conscience all 
over the world to impose broad boycotts and 
implement divestment initiatives against Israel 
similar to those applied to South Africa in the 
apartheid era … until Israel meets its obligation to 
recognize the Palestinian people’s right to self-
determination and fully complies with the precepts 
of international law” (see bdsmovement.net for more 
information).

As with other actions (such as the flotillas, for example) 
that call for an end to the occupation and siege of 
Gaza and self-determination for the Palestinian 
people, the boycott, divestment, and sanctions 
campaign insists that “business as usual” is not 
acceptable. Support for this call has strengthened 
around the world, including among Jews.

But, until now, despite the continued devastation 
of Palestinian society by the Israeli government, 
the primary response of the Jewish establishment 

and many Jewish organizations has been to try to 
discredit, rather than engage with, this call of 
conscience and those associated with it.

What can we do? Like the group I stand with, many 
Jewish voices are speaking out and taking action, 
trying, among other things, to disrupt the 
normalization of acquiescence and silence of the 
mainstream Jewish community and of those who 
claim to speak in our name. As part of this effort, 
we can join others who are insisting that the 
Jewish community engage directly and honestly 
with the BDS campaign. We can challenge Jewish 
institutions that have consistently blocked this 
issue from being addressed and insist that BDS, a 
powerful form of nonviolent resistance, be given 
the attention it deserves. We can insist that it—
and the conditions it is a response to—be pushed 
to the forefront of the Jewish community for open 
discussion and serious consideration.

We can insist that “business as usual” within the 
Jewish community is not acceptable.

Donna Nevel is a community psychologist 
and long-time organizer for Israeli-
Palestinian peace and justice.

Business As Usual  
Not Acceptable

The world has not witnessed 
such total failure of  government 

since the final days of the 
 Roman Empire.
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By Chris Hedges

T oday I will teach my final American 
history class of the semester to prison 
inmates. We have spent five weeks 

reading Howard Zinn’s A People’s History of the 
United States. The class is taught in a small room 
in the basement of the prison. I pass through a 
metal detector, am patted down by a guard, and 
walk through three pairs of iron gates to get to my 
students. We have covered Spain’s genocide of the 
native inhabitants in the Caribbean and the 
Americas, the war for independence in the United 
States, and the disgraceful slaughter of Native 
Americans. We have examined slavery, the 
Mexican-American War, the Civil War, the 
occupations of Cuba and the Philippines, the New 
Deal, two world wars, and the legacy of racism, 
capitalist exploitation, and imperialism that 
continue to infect American society.

We have looked at these issues, as Zinn did, 
through the eyes of Native Americans, immigrants, 
slaves, women, union leaders, persecuted 
socialists, anarchists and communists, abolitionists, 
antiwar activists, civil rights leaders, and the  
poor. As I was reading out loud a passage by 
Sojourner Truth, Chief Joseph, Henry David 
Thoreau, Frederick Douglass, W.E.B Du Bois, 
Randolph Bourne, Malcolm X, or Martin Luther 
King, I have heard students mutter “Damn” or “We 
been lied to.”

The power of Zinn’s scholarship—which I have 
watched over the past few weeks open the eyes of 
young, mostly African-Americans to their own 
history and the structures that perpetuate misery 
for the poor and gluttony and privilege for the 
elite—explains why the FBI, which released its 
423-page file on Zinn on July 30, saw him as a threat. 

Zinn, who died in January at the age of 87, did not 
advocate violence or support the overthrow of the 
government, something he told FBI interrogators on 
several occasions. He was rather an example of how 
genuine intellectual thought is always subversive. 
It always challenges prevailing assumptions as well 
as political and economic structures. It is based on 
a fierce moral autonomy and personal courage and 
it is uniformly branded by the power elite as 
“political.” Zinn was a threat not because he was a 
violent revolutionary or a communist but because 
he was fearless and told the truth. 

The cold, dead pages of the FBI file stretch from 
1948 to 1974. At one point five agents are assigned 
to follow Zinn. Agents make repeated phone calls 
to employers, colleagues and landlords seeking 
information. The FBI, although Zinn is never 

suspected of carrying out a crime, eventually labels 
Zinn a high security risk. J. Edgar Hoover, who took 
a personal interest in Zinn’s activities, on Jan. 10, 
1964, drew up a memo to include Zinn “in Reserve 
Index, Section A,” a classification that permitted 
agents to immediately arrest and detain Zinn if 
there was a national emergency. Muslim activists, 
from Dr. Sami Al-Arian to Fahad Hashmi, can tell 
you that nothing has changed.

The file exposes the absurdity, waste, and 

pettiness of our national security state. And it 
seems to indicate that our security agencies prefer 
to hire those with mediocre or stunted intelligence, 
dubious morality, and little common sense. Take 
for example this gem of a letter, complete with 
misspellings, mailed by an informant to then FBI 
Director Hoover about something Zinn wrote.

“While I was visiting my dentist in Michigan City, 
Indiana,” the informant wrote.  “This pamphlet was 
left in my car, and I am mailing it to you, I know is 
a DOVE call, and not a HOCK call. We have had a 
alast few years. We are in a war! And it doesn’t 
look like this pamphlet will help our Government 
objectives.”

Or how about the meeting between an agent and 
someone identified as Doris Zinn. Doris Zinn, who 
the agent says is Zinn’s sister, is interviewed “under 
a suitable pretext.” She admits that her brother is 
“employed at the American Labor Par t y 
Headquarters in Brooklyn.” That is all the useful 
information that is reported. The fact that Zinn did 
not have a sister gives a window into the quality 
of the investigations and the caliber of the agents 
who carried them out. 

FBI agents in November 1953 wrote up an account 
of a clumsy attempt to recruit Zinn as an informant, 
an attempt in which they admitted that Zinn “would 
not volunteer information” and that “additional 
interviews with ZINN would not turn him from his 
current attitude.” A year later, after another 
interrogation, an agent wrote that Zinn “concluded 
the interview by stating he would not under any 
circumstances testify or furnish information 
concerning the political opinions of others.”

While Zinn steadfastly refused to cooperate in the 
anti-communist witch hunts in the 1950s, principals 
and college administrators were busy purging 
classrooms of those who, like Zinn, exhibited 

intellectual and moral independence. The 
widespread dismissals of professors, elementary 
and high school teachers and public employees—
especially social workers whose unions had 
advocated on behalf of their clients—were carried 
out quietly. The names of suspected “Reds” were 
handed to administrators and school officials under 
the FBI’s “Responsibilities Program.” It was up to 
the institutions, nearly all of which complied, to 
see that those singled out lost their jobs. There 
rarely were hearings.  The victims did not see any 
purported evidence. They were usually abruptly 
terminated. Those on the blacklist were effectively 
locked out of their professions. The historian Ellen 
Schrecker estimates that between 10,000 and 
12,000 people were blackballed through this 
process.

The FBI spent years following Zinn, and carefully 
cutting out newspaper articles about their suspect, 
to amass the inane and the banal. One of Zinn’s 
neighbors, Mrs. Matthew Grell, on Feb. 22, 1952, 
told agents that she considered Zinn and another 
neighbor, Mrs. Julius Scheiman, “to be either 
communists or communist sympathizers” because, 
the agents wrote, Grell “had observed copies of 
the Daily Workers in Mrs. Scheiman’s apartment 
and noted that Mrs. Scheiman was a good friend 
of Howard Zinn.”

The FBI, which describes Zinn as a former member 
of the Communist Party, something Zinn repeatedly 
denied, appears to have picked up its surveillance 
when Zinn, who was teaching at Spelman, a 
historically black women’s college, became 
involved in the civil rights movement. Zinn served 
on the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee. 
He took his students out of the classroom to march 
for civil rights. Spelman’s president was not 
pleased.

“I was fired for insubordination,” Zinn recalled. 
“Which happened to be true.”

Zinn in 1962 decried “the clear violations by local 
police of Constitutional rights” of blacks and noted 
that “the FBI has not made a single arrest on behalf 
of Negro citizens.” The agent who reported Zinn’s 
words added that Zinn’s position was “slanted and 
biased.” Zinn in 1970 was a featured speaker at a 
rally for the release of the Black Panther leader 
Bobby Seale held in front of the Boston police 
headquarters. “It is about time we had a 
demonstration at the police station,” Zinn is 
reported as telling the crowd by an informant who 
apparently worked with him at Boston University. 
“Police in every nation are a blight and the United 

WHY THE FEDS FEAR THINKERS  
LIKE HOWARD ZINN

Zinn was a threat not because he was a violent 
 revolutionary or a communist but because he was 

fearless and told the truth.

continued on page 18 …
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Semites? Offered a bribe? We may never know. 
But if you think I’m being paranoid, read on.

Normally when these unnamed groups try to shut 
down Palestine-related events, the owners of the 
venues cave and the organizers of the events 
mourn their tough luck. Not this time. This time the 
organizers held firm. They had a written contract, 
they had 400 people coming from all over the 
United States, and they said the company would 
owe them for all the travelers’ losses, not to 
mention the fact that 400 people would show up 
the next day and stage a protest against the boat 
company for breaching the contract. They kept 
arguing, countering any arguments by the owners, 
until …

Lo and behold! The engine could be “fixed” after 
all! But … would the organizers please reconsider 
flying the banner that said, “U.S. BOAT TO GAZA—
THE AUDACITY OF HOPE”?

Absolutely not, the organizers said. It’s called free 
speech.

And that was it. Whoever had tried to twist the 
arm of the boat company lost. The good guys won. 
And they’re winning more and more. They’re not 
scared anymore. Bring it on.

As Chris Hedges (a former New York Times Middle 
East Bureau Chief who quit the Times rather than 
submit to their pro-Iraq-war dictates in 2003) said 
in his powerful speech that night:

I would like to remind them that it is they who 
hide in the darkness. It is we who stand in the 
light. It is they who deceive. … As Martin 
Luther King said, the arc of the moral universe 
is long but it bends toward justice, and that 
arc is descending with a righteous fury that 
is thundering down upon the Israeli 
government.

The only annoying thing about the cruise was that 
the sunset was gorgeous, and it was awesome to 
stand on deck and watch the city float past. But 
the speakers held me in thrall, so I missed it. 
Another cruise, anyone?

One of many other honored guests on the boat was 
Emily Henochowicz, an utterly adorable slip of an 
artist. She’s a rising senior at New York’s prestigious 
Cooper Union, and two months ago an Israeli 
soldier fired a tear gas canister at her face and 
destroyed her left eye. She was protesting the 
killings on the Gaza flotilla at the time, nonviolently, 
away from the main action, just like I was when I 
got hit by the concussion grenade in Bil’in. I don’t 
think the soldier actually fired that one at me, 
though. It seemed to come from a high-arced 
trajectory (like they’re supposed to—it’s supposed 
to be crowd dispersal, not target practice). But in 
Emily’s case, a tear gas canister was fired straight 
at her. (The Israeli army claims it ricocheted off a 

wall, but there are photos from the event that 
clearly show there’s no wall for it to ricochet off 
of. Still, the Israeli government refuses to pay her 
medical expenses. C’est typique.)

She was speaking with Amy Goodman and some 
others before we boarded the boat. She had her 
hair combed over the still-somewhat-livid empty 
eye socket and was wearing a thin pink sweater 
and black skirt. I was most astonished by how cute 
she was. None of her pictures did her justice. I 
joined their little circle, and Emily looked at me 
expectantly as if waiting for me to introduce 
myself. I told her I had lived in Palestine for a couple 
of years, and how much I admired not just her 
principled bravery but how she was handling it all 
with such grace.

“I was lucky,” she said sincerely, proving my point. 

“My injury is just cosmetic, it’s not debilitating. Not 
like what happened to Tristan Anderson. If the 
canister had hit just a few inches higher, I might 
be missing part of my brain.”

Anderson, another U.S. citizen, took another direct 
hit from another tear gas canister in the forehead 
at another nonviolent protest in Bil’in in March 
2009. He suffered a skull fracture and brain 
damage, and he may never fully recover. Furkan 
Dogan, another young U.S. citizen, was killed by 
Israeli soldiers on the Mavi Marmara. In that 
company, she’s certainly lucky. But that kind of 
perspective is rare in such a young and beautiful 
American artist, most of whom would be wailing 
like Nancy Kerrigan.

The Village Voice did the best piece on her of any 
I saw. I dare you to read it and not fall completely 
in love with her. (She’s a Jewish grandchild of 
Holocaust survivors, by the way.) You can also view 
her blog and some of her art at thirstypixels.
blogspot.com.

The whole thing was yet another indication of a real 
shift in discourse. The energy was so positive, and 
the fact that $150,000 had been raised in just a few 
weeks was breathtaking. A clear signal—a strong 
signal coming straight from the pocketbooks of 

Americans—that people are sick and tired of 
standing around watching Israel become increasingly 
insane while innocent people pay the price in our 
name. They’re just looking for leadership, and the 
U.S. Boat campaign (among many others) is providing 
it—the Freedom Riders of our time.

For anyone who thinks such a project is “too 
radical” or it’s “not the right time,” I give you the 
words of Martin Luther King, Jr., written from a 
Birmingham jail:

I have almost reached the regrettable 
conclusion that the Negro’s great stumbling 
block in his stride toward freedom is not the 
White Citizen’s Counciler or the Ku Klux 
Klanner, but the white moderate, who is more 
devoted to “order” than to justice; who 
prefers a negative peace which is the absence 

of tension to a positive peace which is the 
presence of justice; who constantly says: “I 
agree with you in the goal you seek, but I 
cannot agree with your methods of direct 
action”; who paternalistically believes he can 
set the timetable for another man’s freedom; 
who lives by a mythical concept of time and 
who constantly advises the Negro to wait for 
a “more convenient season.”

And these words from the International Solidarity 
Conference in Johannesburg, South Africa, in 1993:

You will remember the contempt with which 
they responded when, one after the other, 
international organisations in all walks of life 
expelled the representatives of apartheid and 
committed themselves to the perspective of 
a free and democratic South Africa.

And as the actions and the words of 
condemnation by the peoples of the world 
grew stronger and more stern, so did the 
brutality of the Pretoria regime grow more 
bestial, as though reason and justice could be 
expunged by the baton, the gun and the 
hangman’s noose [or the settler rampage, or 
the bulldozer].

It may be that the beginning of the world 
movement against apartheid appeared then 
as but a small and lonely voice of protest. 
When India spoke at the United Nations 
against apartheid at the end of the 1940s she 
stood alone to speak. When those who did 
began boycotting Cape grapes and wines and 
Outspan oranges and picketing supermarkets, 
they were few in number. Their governments, 
accustomed to treat the apartheid regime as 
a legitimate entity, neither saw nor heard 
those demonstrators. When we needed to 
fight with arms in hand, there were few 
countries even in Africa which had the 
possibility to extend assistance to us.

And yet, because apartheid is truly evil and 
because there are men and women of 
conscience such as you who are gathered 
here, who would not connive at the 
perpetration of a crime by refusing to act 
against it, the antiapartheid movement grew 
into perhaps the strongest international 
solidarity movement this century, bringing 
together citizens of all countries, governments 
and international organisations.

In the end this broad movement against 
apartheid gave enormous strength to our 
liberation movement, sustained and helped 
to free those who were in prison, maintained 
those who were in exile, enabling us to build 
… lasting monuments to international 
friendship and solidarity … and has brought 
us to the point where we can now say that 
victory is in sight.

Inshallah.

Pamela Olson lived in Ramallah for two 
years, during which she served as head 
wri ter and edi tor for the Pales tine 
Monitor and as foreign press coordinator 
for  Dr.  Mus t a f a Bar ghou t hi ’s  2 0 0 5 
presidential campaign. She has published 
ar ticles in CounterPunch, Electronic 
Intifada, Israel’s Occupation Magazine, 
and The Stanford Magazine. In 2006–07, she 
worked at a Defense Department think tank, 
but she became disillusioned with the 
prospect of changing Washington from the 
inside and started writing Fast Times in 
Palestine (fasttimesinpalestine.wordpress.
com).

The Center Is Shifting
… continued from page 24

Emily Henochowicz
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mean heavily armed soldiers who ring Palestinian ghettos, deny 
those trapped inside food or basic amenities—including toys, razors, 
chocolate, fishing rods, and musical instruments—and carry out a 
brutal policy of collective punishment, which is a crime under 
international law. “Disputed land” means land stolen from the 
Palestinians. “Clashes” mean, almost always, the killing or wounding 
of unarmed Palestinians, including children. “Jewish neighborhoods 
in the West Bank” mean fortress-like compounds that serve as 
military outposts in the campaign of ethnic cleansing of the 
Palestinians. “Targeted assassinations” mean extrajudicial murder. 
“Air strikes on militant bomb-making posts” mean the dropping of 
huge iron fragmentation bombs from fighter jets on densely crowded 
neighborhoods that always leaves scores of dead and wounded, 
whose only contact with a bomb was the one manufactured in the 
United States and given to the Israeli Air Force as part of our 
complicity in the occupation. “The peace process” means the cynical, 
one-way route to the crushing of the Palestinians as a people.

These are some names. There are others. Dr. Izzeldin Abuelaish in 
the late afternoon of Jan. 16, 2009, had a pair of Israeli tank shells 
rip through a bedroom in his Gaza apartment, killing three of his 
daughters—Bessan, Mayar, and Aya—along with a niece, Noor.

“I have the right to feel angry,” says Abuelaish. “But I ask, ‘Is this 
the right way?’ So many people were expecting me to hate. My 
answer to them is I shall not hate.”

“Whom to hate?” asks the 55-year-old gynecologist, who was born 
a Palestinian refugee and raised in poverty. “My Israeli friends? My 
Israeli colleagues? The Israeli babies I have delivered?”

The Palestinian poet Taha Muhammad Ali wrote this in his poem 
“Revenge”:

At times … I wish I could meet in a duel
the man who killed my father and razed our home,
expelling me into a narrow country.

And if he killed me, I’d rest at last,
and if I were ready— I would take my revenge!
*
But if it came to light, when my rival appeared,
that he had a mother waiting for him,
or a father who’d put his right hand over
the heart’s place in his chest whenever his son was late
even by just a quarter-hour for a meeting they’d set—
then I would not kill him, even if I could.
*
Likewise … I would not murder him
if it were soon made clear that he had a brother or sisters
who loved him and constantly longed to see him.
Or if he had a wife to greet him and children who
couldn’t bear his absence and whom his gifts would thrill.
Or if he had friends or companions,
neighbors he knew or allies from prison
or a hospital room, or classmates from his school …
asking about him and sending him regards.
*

But if he turned out to be on his own—
cut off like a branch from a tree—
without a mother or father, with neither a brother nor sister,
wifeless, without a child, and without kin or neighbors or friends,
colleagues or companions, then I’d add not a thing to his pain
within that aloneness— not the torment of death,
and not the sorrow of passing away.
Instead I’d be content to ignore him when I passed him by
on the street—as I convinced myself
that paying him no attention in itself was a kind of revenge.

And if these words are what it means to be a Muslim, and I believe 
it does, name me too a Muslim, a follower of the prophet, peace be 
upon him.

The boat to Gaza will be named The Audacity of Hope. But these are 
not Barack Obama’s words. These are the words of my friend the 
Rev. Jeremiah Wright. They are borrowed words. And Jerry Wright 

is not afraid to speak the truth, not afraid to tell us to stop confusing 
God with America. “We bombed Hiroshima, we bombed Nagasaki, 
and we nuked far more than the thousands [killed] in New York and 
the Pentagon, and we never batted an eye,” Rev. Wright said. “We 
have supported state terrorism against the Palestinians and black 
South Africans, and now we are indignant because the stuff we have 
done overseas is now brought right back into our own front yards. 
America’s chickens are coming home to roost.”

Or the words of Edward Said:

Nothing in my view is more reprehensible than those habits of 
mind in the intellectual that induce avoidance, that characteristic 
turning away from a difficult and principled position which you 
know to be the right one, but which you decide not to take. You 
do not want to appear too political; you are afraid of seeming 
controversial; you want to keep a reputation for being balanced, 
objective, moderate; your hope is to be asked back, to consult, 
to be on a board or prestigious committee, and so to remain 
within the responsible mainstream; someday you hope to get 
an honorary degree, a big prize, perhaps even an ambassadorship.

For an intellectual these habits of mind are corrupting par 
excellence. If anything can denature, neutralize, and finally kill a 
passionate intellectual life it is the internalization of such habits. 
Personally I have encountered them in one of the toughest of all 
contemporary issues, Palestine, where fear of speaking out about 
one of the greatest injustices in modern history has hobbled, 
blinkered, muzzled many who know the truth and are in a position 
to serve it. For despite the abuse and vilification that any 
outspoken supporter of Palestinian rights and self-determination 
earns for him or herself, the truth deserves to be spoken, 
represented by an unafraid and compassionate intellectual.

And some of the last words of Rachel Corrie to her parents:

I’m witnessing this chronic, insidious genocide and I’m really 
scared, and questioning my fundamental belief in the goodness 
of human nature. This has to stop. I think it is a good idea for 
us all to drop everything and devote our lives to making this 
stop. I don’t think it’s an extremist thing to do anymore. I still 
really want to dance around to Pat Benatar and have boyfriends 
and make comics for my coworkers. But I also want this to stop. 
Disbelief and horror is what I feel. Disappointment. I am 
disappointed that this is the base reality of our world and that 
we, in fact, participate in it. This is not at all what I asked for 
when I came into this world. This is not at all what the people 

Tears of Gaza
… continued from page 1

Singer/songwriter Gaida entertained the crowd.

Chris Hedges addresses a capacity crowd on the Paddle Wheel Queen.

continued on page 14 …
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By Andrew Pollack

T he United National Antiwar Conference, 
(UNAC) attended by 850 people in July  
in Albany,  N.Y.,  marked a  sea change 

in the attitude of the antiwar movement toward 
Palestine.  For the first time a broadly representative, 
democratic national conference of peace activists 
adopted the demand “End All U.S. Aid to Israel.” 
UNAC also endorsed the global boycot t, 
divestment, and sanctions (BDS) movement, 
committed itself to joining Palestine solidarity 
efforts around future flotillas and emergency 
responses to Zionist attacks, etc., and expressed 
its opposition to the U.S.’ many-faceted complicity 
in Zionism’s various crimes. All of these positions 
were adopted in near-unanimous votes.

This huge success follows on the heels of a 
similarly significant step forward at the U.S. Social 
Forum  (USSF) . The resolutions passed at the USSF, 
which mirrored the positions adopted by UNAC, 
expressed the sentiment of the 15,000 activists in 
attendance from every social movement. 

On the other hand, the success in Albany was a 
reflection of the universal experience of folks 
coming from dozens and dozens of local antiwar 
groups which had previously dealt only or mostly 
with Iraq and Afghanistan but, since the Gaza and 
flotilla attacks, have all realized that Palestine can 

never again be relegated to second-class status, 
much less ignored, as an issue by the movement.

The depth and staying power of this sentiment 
could be felt every time a speaker got up on the 
floor of the conference to call for solidarity with 
Palestine and was met with prolonged and 
repeated applause.

But even this universal shift among antiwar 
activists would not necessarily have found 
expression in conference decisions were it not for 
the democratic nature of the conference. This is a 
product of years of careful organizing by the 
National Assembly. Founded in 2008 to unite a 
fractured antiwar movement, the assembly held in 
2008 and again in 2009  was open to all wings of 
the movement at which attendees made policy for 
the assembly on a one-person, one-vote basis.

Palestine Solidarity Caucus members had an 
opportunity in Albany to address the broadest array 
of antiwar forces ever assembled.

What the Caucus Advocated

The Palestine Solidarity Caucus proposed adding 
to the preface of the Action Proposal wording 
explaining that the $3 billion a year given by the  
United States to Israel was intended to maintain 
U.S. economic and strategic dominance in the 
region. This support sustains an apartheid regime 

engaged in land theft, discrimination, occupation, 
and repression of Palestinians, including the 
refugees outside of Palestine, within the Occupied 
Territories, and within the borders of Israel proper. 
The United States supports Israeli acts of 
aggression, such as the attacks on Lebanon in 
2006, the attacks on Gaza in 2008–09, and the 
murder of aid activists in the Free Gaza Flotilla.

To address these crimes, the caucus’ main demands 
were: End U.S. aid to Israel—military, economic, 
and diplomatic and end U.S. support for the Israeli 
occupation of Palestine and the blockade of Gaza.

The second part of the Action Proposal listed 
actions to be organized in the coming year—
actions that would include the above demands. 
Such actions included local and regional protests 
from October 6 to 16, 2010; putting antiwar 
resolutions before city councils and town meetings 
and in referendums linking war spending to denial 
of essential public services at home; and bi-coastal 
mass spring mobilizations in New York City, San 
Francisco, and Los Angeles on April 9, 2011.

The original Action Proposal included a pledge to 
mobilize against any U.S. or Israeli attack on Iran. 
The caucus amendments added a commitment that 
in the event of U.S.-backed military action by Israel 
against Palestinians or aid activists attempting to 
end the blockade of Gaza, or attacks on other 

countries such as Lebanon, Syria, or Iran, a 
continuations committee approved by the 
conference would condemn such attacks and 
support widespread protest actions. It further 
pledged support for actions to end the Israeli 
occupation and repression of Palestinians and the 
blockade of Gaza

The political basis for linking Palestine with other 
wars and occupations was made clear in the 
caucus’ stand-alone resolution, which noted that 
when antiwar movements in the U.S. have been 
at their best, they have been motivated not only 
by opposition to the bloodshed and the money 
wasted in unjust wars, but also by opposition to 
the violation of the right of self-determination 
suffered by the peoples against whom such wars 
have been waged.

Our government’s support for the apartheid regime 
in Israel is part and parcel of its “war on terror,” 
and more broadly of its centuries-long string of 
wars and occupations designed to extend and 
maintain U.S. economic and strategic dominance.

The $3 billion in U.S. aid go every year to 
maintaining a regime founded on the ethnic 
cleansing of the vast majority of Palestinians from 
their land and homes, who are still denied their 
inherent right to return. This aid also goes to permit 
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By Lawrence Davidson

I. The Bedouin Village of al-Arakib

On July 26, 2010, Israeli police armed with tear gas, a water canon, 
and two helicopters forced the 200 Bedouin residents of the southern 
Israeli village of al-Arakib out of their homes. Most of the furniture 
was then removed from the 45 buildings of the village and bulldozers 
were used to flatten the buildings. It is to be noted that the victims 
of this act are not residents of the Occupied Territories. They are 
non-Jewish citizens of the state of Israel.

The news of these home demolitions made it to CNN in a short report 
entitled “Bedouins Evicted From Village in Southern Israel.” The 
Bedouin families explained that this was ancestral land on which they 
had lived for generations going back to the days of the Ottoman Empire. 
They even had their original land deeds. Israeli government officials 
explained that they did not care because they chose not to recognize 
the Bedouin claim. Why not? 
Well, all the land of Israel is 
reserved for the Jewish people 
and these folks are not Jewish. 
As far as police spokesman 
Micky Rosenfeld was concerned, 
that meant they were living 
there “illegally.” The government 
expects the Bedouins to move to 
“reservations” that have been 
set aside for them.

This sort of thing happens all the 
time in “the only democracy in 
the Middle East.” According to 
the Israeli Committee Against 
House Demolitions, more than 
24,000 Palestinian homes have 
been torn down or blown up in 
the Occupied Territories alone. 
The vast majority of similarly 
destroyed homes in Israel proper 
are also those of Palestinians, 
making Israel’s law of eminent 
domain a racist weapon. In the 
case of al-Arakib, the Israeli 
government says it will be 
turning the village land into part 
of a new “Jewish National Fund 
forest.” But there is every indication that the area will eventually be 
opened to Jewish settlement, with preference given to “young couples 
in the army.” Sometimes the Bedouins serve in the IDF, but they won’t 
qualify for this future perk.

So far this is a story that can be replicated thousands of times, and 
thus just another day in the life of Israel’s segregated non-Jews. So 
why draw attention to the quite ordinary fate of the 200 people from 
al-Arakib? The answer to this question comes from the following line 
in the CNN report,“ … the Israeli forces arrived in the village 
accompanied by busloads of civilians who cheered as the dwellings 
were demolished.” This makes the whole incident a “sit up and take 
notice” kind of event.

II. Israel’s Teenage Police Volunteers

This sentence in the CNN report caught the eye of members of 

Ta’ayush, a small movement within Israel that organizes joint 
Palestinian-Jewish resistance to the Israeli occupation. They wanted 
to identify who the “cheering civilians” might be and sent a delegation 
to al-Arakib soon after the demolitions took place. There they 
interviewed the village leaders and others, all of whom are now 
camped out in tents at the site of their demolished homes. The report 
of what they learned, accompanied by pictures, is now posted on 
the web. Here is some of what it says:

1. The cheering civilians were all Israeli Jewish high school students 
who had volunteered as “police civilian guards” to take part in the 
assault.

2. These teenagers did more than cheer. “Prior to the demolitions, 
the student volunteers were sent into the villagers’ homes to extract 
their furniture and belongings.” In the process they vandalized the 
sites, “smashing windows and mirrors … and defacing family 
photographs.” With the furniture piled up outside, the students 

“lounged around” on it while waiting for the bulldozers. This was 
done “in plain sight of the owners.”

3. While the bulldozers were doing their work the teens “celebrated.”

III. What Does It All Mean?

The incorporation of Israeli youth into the racist and destructive 
pattern of behavior exhibited in this incident is almost inevitable. 
You simply cannot raise generation after generation within an 
environment of officially sanctioned racism and not get many of the 
young seeking confirmation of their place in the community through 
unjust socio-political actions. We can expect to hear more about this 
sort of officially organized youth thuggery in Israel. It is a logical 
tactic for the state to use, particularly at a time when the country is 
becoming increasingly criticized and isolated.

Nor is this sort of thing historically unique. Reading about this incident 

one can see intimations of the youth organizations of fascist Italy 
and Spain, Nazi Germany and Communist China during the Cultural 
Revolution. More explicitly though, one can see in this two more 
immediate precedents. The first is Vladimir Jabotinsky’s youth 
movement, Betar. Until his death in 1940. Jobotinsky was the leader 
of the Zionist Revisionists, the most militant and often most terror-
prone of pre-1948 Zionists. Likud and its kin are successors of the 
Revisionist movement. As part of this history, Betar (the Revisionist 
Zionist youth movement) was founded in 1923 in order to “educate 
its members with a military and nationalistic spirit.” The teens at 
al-Arakib are a good match. The second precedent, and one noted 
in the Ta’ayush report, is the youth involved in the violent Israeli 
settler movement. The Ta’ayush investigators observed that the 
behavior of the teenage volunteers at al-Arakib was “strikingly 
reminiscent of the behavior of settler youth in Hebron who pelt 
Palestinian shopkeepers in the old city with eggs, rocks, and human 
waste. If there is a distinction between the two cases, it is that the 

Hebron settlers act as vigilantes while the 
teenagers of the Israeli civilian guard 
vandalize Arab property as agents of the 
state.”

I will end this analysis on a personal note. 
I grew up in a liberal and secular Jewish 
American household that adhered to the 
values of equity and justice in their 
idealized American forms. At the time we 
all thought that these were perfectly 
compatible with Jewish teachings. 
Following from those values, as a teenager 
I involved myself in the civil rights 
movement and the resistance against war 
in Vietnam. It seemed not only the right 
thing, but also the natural thing to do. On 
rare occasion some of my adult relatives 
used negative Yiddish terms to refer to 
African-Americans, but that was the 
closest I ever came to experiencing illiberal 
sentiments among Jews. Then, in 1972, as 
part of a wider visit to the Middle East, I 
spent 10 days in Israel. It was a real culture 
shock mainly because for the first time I 
met openly racist Jews, many of them 
Americans of my own age.

The shock of those 10 days has worn off 
long ago. But it was replaced by a lasting conviction that Zionism is 
bad for the Jews in exact proportion to its negative impact on the 
Palestinians. As the Zionists ethnically cleanse and otherwise destroy 
Palestinians and their society, they endanger Judaism and mutate 
themselves, and all others who support them, into barbarians. That 
includes those teenagers at al-Arakib. It is a matter of ends equaling 
means and so cannot be otherwise. That is why all Jews would do 
well to heed the words of Booker T. Washington (1856-1915), an 
emancipated American slave and fighter for African-American dignity 
who stated, “You can’t hold a man down without staying down with 
him.”

Lawrence Davidson is a professor of Middle East history 
at West Chester University in Pennsylvania. He can be 
contacted at ldavidson@wcupa.edu.

DISTURBING INCIDENT AT AL-ARAKIB

Teenage ‘civilian police volunteers’ lounge on the furniture they have taken out of Palestinian homes that were 
demolished by Israeli bulldozers July 26. 
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here asked for when they came into this world. This is not the 
world you and Dad wanted me to come into when you decided 
to have me. This is not what I meant when I looked at Capital 
Lake and said: “This is the wide world and I’m coming to it.” I 
did not mean that I was coming into a world where I could live 
a comfortable life and possibly, with no effort at all, exist in 
complete unawareness of my participation in genocide. More 
big explosions somewhere in the distance outside. When I come 
back from Palestine, I probably will have nightmares and 
constantly feel guilty for not being here, but I can channel that 
into more work. Coming here is one of the better things I’ve 
ever done. So when I sound crazy, or if the Israeli military should 
break with their racist tendency not to injure white people, 
please pin the reason squarely on the fact that I am in the midst 
of a genocide which I am also indirectly supporting, and for 
which my government is largely responsible.

And if this is what it means to be a Christian, and I believe it does, 
to speak in the voice of Jeremiah Wright, Edward Said, or Rachel 
Corrie, to remember and take upon us the pain and injustice of others, 
then name me a Christian, a follower of Jesus Christ.

And what of the long line of Jewish prophets that run from Jeremiah, 
Isaiah and Amos to Hannah Arendt, who reminded the world when 
the state of Israel was founded that the injustice meted out to the 

Jews could not be rectified by an injustice meted out to the 
Palestinians, what of our own prophets, Noam Chomsky or Norman 
Finkelstein, outcasts like all prophets, what of Uri Avnery the Israeli 
poet Aharon Shabtai, who writes in his poem “Rypin,” the Polish 
town his father escaped from during the Holocaust, these words:

These creatures in helmets and khakis,
I say to myself, aren’t Jews,
In the truest sense of the word. A Jew
Doesn’t dress himself up with weapons like jewelry,
Doesn’t believe in the barrel of a gun aimed at a target,
But in the thumb of the child who was shot at—
In the house through which he comes and goes,
Not in the charge that blows it apart.
The coarse soul and iron first
He scorns by nature.
He lifts his eyes not to the officer, or the soldier
With his finger on the trigger—but to justice,
And he cries out for compassion.
Therefore, he won’t steal land from its people
And will not starve them in camps.
The voice calling for expulsion
Is heard from the hoarse throat of the oppressor—
A sure sign that the Jew has entered a foreign country
And, like Umberto Saba, gone into hiding within his own city.
Because of voices like these, father
At age sixteen, with your family, you fled Rypin;
Now here, Rypin, is your son.

And if to be Jew means this, and I believe it does, name me a Jew. 
Name us all Muslims and Christians and Jews. Name us as human 
beings who believe that when one of us suffers all of us suffer, that 
we never have to ask for whom the bell tolls, it tolls for us all, that the 
tears of the mother in Gaza are our tears, that the wails of the bloodied 
children in Al Shifa Hospital are the wails of our own children.

Let me close tonight with one last name. Let me name those who 
send these tanks and fighter jets to bomb the concrete hovels in Gaza 
with families crouching, helpless, inside, let me name those who 
deny children the right to a childhood and the sick a right to care, 
those who torture, those who carry out assassinations in hotel rooms 
in Dubai and on the streets of Gaza City, those who deny the hungry 
food, the oppressed justice and foul the truth with official propaganda 
and state lies. Let me call them, not by their honorific titles and 
positions of power, but by the name they have earned for themselves 
by draining the blood of the innocent into the sands of Gaza. Let me 
name them for who they are: terrorists.

This was 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 and is the author of many books, 
including War Is a Force that Gives Us Meaning, What 
Every Person Should Know About War, and American 
Fascists: The Christian Right and the War on America. His 
most recent book is Empire of Illusion: The End of Literacy 
and the Triumph of Spectacle. 

A Jerusalem judge rules the death of 10-year-old Abir Aramin from 
a rubber bullet in 2007 was due to State’s negligence. ‘Shooting did 
not target rioters or stone-throwers,’ she determines. The court will 
rule in October on the question of damages to the family.

By Aviad Glickman

T he State is responsible for the death of 10-year-old Abir 
Aramin in 2007 and will compensate her family, the 
Jerusalem District Court ruled August 16.

 The court determined that the Palestinian girl was killed by a stray 
rubber bullet fired by a Border Guard officer. According to the ruling, 
the shooting was the result of the State’s negligence.

In addition to the civil suit, the girl’s family filed an appeal with the High 
Court of Justice, demanding that the Israeli fighters be put on trial, this 
after the State Prosecutor’s Office closed the case against them.

Judge Orit Efal-Gabai said in her ruling that there was no dispute 
that the shooting, which occurred in the West Bank village of Anata, 
was conducted in violation of the rules of engagement.

“The shooting did not target rioters or stone-throwers. Abir and her 
friends were walking down a street from which no stones were 
thrown at Border Guard forces. There was no apparent reason to fire 
in that direction,” according to the ruling.

The lawsuit, which was filed by Attorney Lea Tsemel on behalf of Abir’s 
parents in July 2007, demanded financial compensation for the family.

Judge Efal-Gabai further ruled that another hearing will be held in 
October to determine the amount of damages.

The ruling was based on the testimonies of Abir’s friends. “They went 
through a very difficult experience and witnessed her (Abir’s) injury,” 

said the judge, adding that the State’s version of the events, according 
to which Abir was hit by a stone and not a rubber bullet, was “unlikely.”

Following Abir’s death, her family presented a pathologist’s report which 
determined that she was struck by a rubber bullet. However, Israel police 
said an autopsy showed she was not killed by a rubber bullet.

Human rights group Yesh Din and Bassam Aramin, Abir’s father, filed 
a High Court petition against the attorney general and two Border 
Guard officers, demanding that the officers be prosecuted.

Following the appeal, the State prosecution announced that the girl’s 
death would be investigated further. 

Jerusalem District Court Rules  
State of Israel Responsible for  

Palestinian Girl’s Death

Abir Aramin

Abir Aramin’s father Bassam tells how he became a 
member of Combatants for Peace.

Tears of Gaza
… continued from page 11
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By Medea Benjamin

W ith the withdrawal of U.S. combat 
troops from Iraq, the administration, 
the military, and the media are 

trying to put a positive spin on this grim chapter of 
U.S. history. It would certainly give some comfort 
to the grieving families of the over 4,400 soldiers 
killed in Iraq if their sacrifices had left Iraq a better 
place or made America safer. But the bitter truth 
is that the U.S. intervention has been an utter 
disaster for both Iraq and the United States.

First let’s acknowledge that we should have never 
attacked Iraq to begin with. Iraq had no connection 
with our 9/11 attackers, had no weapons of mass 

destruction, and represented no threat to the 
United States. We were pushed into this war on 
the basis of lies, and no one—not George Bush, 
Dick Cheney, Condoleezza Rice, Colin Powell, Karl 
Rove, Donald Rumsfeld—has been held 
accountable. The “think tanks,” journalists and 
pundits who perpetuated the lies have not been 
fired. Most of them can be found today cheerleading 
for the war in Afghanistan.

It’s true that Iraqis suffered under the brutal rule 
of Saddam Hussein, but his overthrow did not lead 
to a better life for Iraqis. “I am not a political person, 
but I know that under Saddam Hussein, we had 
electricity, clean drinking water, a healthcare 
system that was the envy of the Arab world, and 
free education through college,” Iraqi pharmacist 
Dr. Entisar Al-Arabi told me. “I have five children 

and every time I had a baby, I was entitled to a year 
of paid maternity leave. I owned a pharmacy and 
I could close up shop as late as I chose because 
the streets were safe. Today there is no security 
and Iraqis have terrible shortages of everything—
electricity, food, water, medicines, even gasoline. 
Most of the educated people have fled the country, 
and those who remain look back longingly to the 
days of Saddam Hussein.”

Dr. Al-Arabi has joined the ranks of the nearly four 
million Iraqi refugees, many of whom are now living 
in increasingly desperate circumstances in Syria, 
Jordan, Lebanon, and around the world. 
Undocumented, most are not allowed to work and 

are forced to take extremely low-paying illegal jobs 
or rely on the United Nations and charities to 
survive. The U.N. refugee agency (UNHCR) has 
reported a disturbing spike in the sex trafficking of 
Iraqi women.

The Iraq war has left a terrible toll on our troops. 
Over 4,400 have been killed and tens of thousands 
severely injured. More than one in four U.S. 
troops have come home from the Iraq war with 
health problems that require medical or mental 
health treatment. “PTSD rates have skyrocketed 
and in 2009, a record number of 245 soldiers 
committed suicide,” said Geoff Millard, chair of the 
board of Iraq Veterans Against the War. “If vets 
coming home from Iraq don’t get treated, we will 
see a rise in homelessness, drug abuse, alcoholism, 
and domestic violence.”

It has also drained our treasury and contributed to 
the present financial crisis. As of August 2010, U.S. 
taxpayers have spent more than $750 billion on 
the Iraq war. Counting the cost of lifetime care for 
wounded vets and the interest payments on the 
money we borrowed to pay for this war, the real 
cost will be in the trillions. This money could have 
been used to invest in clean, green jobs, or to 
rebuild our nation’s schools, healthcare, and 
infrastructure—ensuring real security for 
Americans.

In addition to harming our troops and economy, the 
war has deeply tarnished our reputation. The U.S. 
policy of torture, extraordinary rendition, indefinite 
detention, violent and deadly raids on civilian 
homes, gunning down innocent civilians in the 
streets, and denial of habeas corpus has fueled the 
fires of hatred and extremism toward Americans. 
The very presence of our troops in Iraq and other 
Muslim nations has become a recruiting tool.

And let’s not forget that our presence in Iraq is far 
from over. There will still be 50,000 troops left 

behind, some 75,000 private contractors, five huge 
“enduring bases” and an embassy the size of 
Vatican City. As Major General Stephen Lanza, the 
U.S. military spokesman in Iraq, told the New York 
Times: “In practical terms, nothing will change.”

So let us mark this moment with a deep sense of 
shame for the suffering we have brought to Iraqis 
and U.S. military families, and a deep sense of 
shame that our democracy has been unable to hold 
accountable those responsible for this debacle.

The lessons of this disastrous intervention should 
serve as an impetus for Congress and the 
administration to end the quagmire in Afghanistan. 
It’s time to end these unwinnable, unjustifiable 
wars and bring our war dollars home to tackle the 
most strategic task for our national security, i.e. 
rebuilding America.

Medea Benjamin (medea@globalexchange.
org) is cofounder of Global Exchange (www.
globalexchange.org) and CODEPINK: 
Women for Peace (www.codepinkalert.org).

did not simply happen overnight. Corruption and 
exploitation have been going on for years—my 
sense is that we were too busy to notice, or to care. 
We weren’t observant, and now that our “shit hit 
the fan” we’re “horrified?” Somehow I fail to 
comprehend that we are now “suddenly surprised”?

It is only when humans step into the natural world 
with the motivation to exploit, control, define (and 
ultimately destroy) its abundance and resources, 
that we forever silence the sounds of nature. A 
duck covered in oil, unrecognizable even to itself, 
will soon be dead. Of this there is no question. The 
duck will no longer “remember” what happened or 
“why it died,” but the image we have of its final 

hours will never leave us. Quite frankly, these 
images of our wild-life suffering should never leave 
us; we should always remember what we have 
done to the innocent ones, the ones who now have 
no voice. I believe it is extremely important that 
we move passed our “horrified attitude” of what 
is occurring in our Gulf coast and rapidly change 
our actions as well as our inactions. We have 
caused this, and if we want an abundant Natural 
world that sustains all life, we must change. Of this 
I have no doubt.

I’ve had many, many incredible experiences 
volunteering in New Orleans, far too many to 
describe here; however, one stands out most 
poignantly now because of “the spill.” Last year, 
during a festival celebrating the Isleno people, (who 
settled in St. Bernard Parrish and are, by tradition, 

hunters, fishermen and trappers) is when I came 
to understand why “the locals love their seafood 
and way of life,” and why their culture and 
traditions are passed down to generation upon 
generation.   During the festival and throughout 
the days, fishermen brought in sacks and sacks of 
fresh caught oysters; I’ve never seen so many 
oysters, nor eaten one so fresh—I will never forget 
the taste, or the memory of cracking open fresh 
oysters with friends. Fresh oysters are warm and 
taste like the sea. I was slurping oysters all day 
with some elders, and as we know, in moments of 
great pleasure and contentment, words fail and 
become irrelevant. All we could muster between 
slurps was “wide smiles and sparkling eyes” and 
an occasional “nod of the head” acknowledging 
that “it doesn’t get much better than this.”  It’s 

doubtful that my friends or I will ever experience 
a moment like this again—and for this—the loss 
of our Gulf coast, and my friend’s way of life, is 
most certainly “a crime against humanity.” And 
yes, I believe calling this devastation “a crime 
against humanity” vs. “environmental disaster” 
keeps it real. I believe it’s time for us all to be real, 
to be accountable, and to help.

A garden can only reflect what it has been given; 
time will reveal what we have given, or what we 
have taken from our natural world, our 
garden. Personally, I believe that nature can no 
longer sustain us—it is our turn to sustain nature.  

Elise Muller is the proprietor of People 
Mountain Spirit Botanicals

Spring
… continued from page 5

As Major General Stephen Lanza,  
the U.S. military spokesman in Iraq,  

told the New York Times: “In practical 
terms, nothing will change.”

The Iraq Legacy: Tell It Like It Is
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By Chloe Marsh

O n January 16, 2009, 
s e v e n  U K  p e a c e 
activists broke into the 

premises of EDO MBM, suppliers of 
weapons components, and in the 
words of one of them, Elijah Smith, 
“set out to smash it up to the best of 
our abilities.”
It was an entirely accountable action which was 
always intended to end in a trial and each 
decommissioner had pre-recorded a video stating the 
reasons for their participation—to help dismantle the 
war machine from the factory floor.

Once inside the building, they barricaded 
themselves in and set to work. Equipment used to 
make weapon components was trashed, and 
computers, filing cabinets, and office furnishings 
were thrown out of the windows. Once they were 

done the activists calmly waited for the police to 
arrest them. Two supporters who were outside the 
factory gates were also charged. All of the 
defendants have argued that what they did was 
not only morally necessary but crucially that it was 
legal. UK law allows the commission of property 
damage to prevent greater crimes.

Two of the accused, Simon Levin and Chris Osmond, 
have extensive experience of working in Palestine 
with the International Solidarity Movement. Chris 
Osmond told the court that “the humanitarian 
disaster unfolding in Gaza at that time meant it was 
imperative to act.” He cited the words of Rachel 
Corrie, the U.S activist who was killed by an Israeli 
Defense Forces bulldozer in Rafah, as an inspiration. 
The court heard a passage of Corrie’s diary: “I’m 
witnessing this chronic insidious genocide and I’m 
really scared, this has to stop, I think it is a good idea 
idea for all of us to drop everything and devote our 
lives to making this stop.”

On January 17, 2009, the Israeli bombs had already 
fallen relentlessly on Gaza for three weeks. 
Massive, passionate demonstrations and pickets 
had been held in many cities around the country 
and the world in protest against Israel’s war crimes, 
but to no avail. A growing sense of helplessness 
was grabbing hold of the movement as the 
Palestinian body count stood at over 1,400 and 
counting. Three hundred of the dead were children. 
It was against this background that the “citizen’s 
decommissioning” of EDO MBM/ITT took place.

During the trial, the court heard not only from the 
defendants themselves but from Sharyn Lock, who 
was an international human rights volunteer in 
Gaza during Operation Cast Lead. She was inside 
Al-Quds hospital in Gaza City when it was attacked 
with white phosphorus. She concluded her 
evidence by saying that she had no doubt that 
those who armed the Israeli Air Force “had the 
blood of children on their hands.” The jury saw 
footage of the air attacks on the UNWRA 
compounds where civilians were sheltering and 
have been given an edited version of the Goldstone 
report.

Recently elected member of Parliament for 
Brighton Pavilion Caroline Lucas also gave evidence 
supporting the decommssioners, saying that the 
democratic process ”had been exhausted” as far 
as the factory was concerned.

EDO/ITT is an arms manufacturer, based in 
Brighton since 1946. It was acquired along with 
the rest of EDO Corporation by the multinational 
arms conglomerate ITT in December 2007. Its 
primary business is the manufacture of weapons 
systems such as bomb release mechanisms and 
bomb racks. This includes crucially the manufacture 

of the VER-2 Zero Retention Force Arming Unit for 
the Israeli Air Force’s (IAF) F-16 warplanes.

Over the years, EDO has consistently denied 
supplying Israel, and despite more than 50 court 
cases, campaigners were not able to properly 
expose the links between the factory and the IAF. 
However the serious nature of the charges against 
the seven (the factory sustained nearly £200,000 
of damage and may not have recommenced 
production for weeks) means that for the first time 
courts took the argument that EDO’s business is 
fundamentally illegal very seriously.

Paul Hills, the Managing Director of EDO MBM, 

spent his five days on the witness stand being 
confronted with all the evidence gathered by 
campaigners over the years—evidence that 
exposes a complex network of collaboration 
between British, U.S., and Israeli arms companies 
and the way in which their deals are clouded in 
secrecy. For the first time the decommissioners 
were able to present Hills with a dossier of 
evidence showing how EDO MBM uses a front 
company in the United States to indirectly supply 
components for the F-16 to Israel. Under UK law 
the supply of weapons components that might be 
used in the Occupied Territories is actually a crime.

After hearing Hills’ explanations of his company’s 
business practices, Judge George Bathurst-
Norman said that, despite Hill’s denials of dealing 
with Israel, it was clear that there was enough 
evidence to justify a genuinely held belief that it 

did. He also offered the opinion that End User 
Certificates required for arms export licences were 
“not worth the paper they are written on” as they 
can be easily manipulated.

There is a history of juries in British courts finding 
antiwar activists not guilty when they attack 
machinery used in war crimes. In 1996 four women 
from Trident Ploughshares decommissioned a 
Hawk jet that was about to be shipped to 
Indonesia—they were found not guilty. In 2008 
the Raytheon 9, who damaged a factory in Derry 
supplying weapons to Israel during the 2006 
Lebanon war, were acquitted by a jury and in June  
a group of nine women carrying out a similar action 
at Raytheon during the Gaza attacks were also 
found not guilty by an unanimous jury.

On July 7, the jury found Simon Levin, Tom 
Woodhead, Ornella Saibene, Bob Nicholls, Harvey 
Tadman, Elijah Smith, and Chris Osmond not guilty 
of “conspiracy to cause criminal damage” by 
unanimous verdict in Hove Crown Court.

Chris Osmond said ,“This action was taken because 
of EDO MBM’s illegal supply of weapons to the 
Israeli military. We brought the suffering of 
ordinary Palestinians into a British courtroom and 
confronted with the evidence they took the brave 
decision to find that our actions were justified.”

The decommissioners’ stance made it clear to 
companies like EDO that they can no longer count 
on not being held to account for their actions. There 
are now a growing number of people in the 
international community who are willing to risk 
their own liberty to stand up for the people of Gaza 
and to challenge Israel’s war crimes through 
whatever means possible.

Chloe Marsh has worked against the arms 
trade and the illegal wars in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. She’s also worked with the 
International Solidarity Movement in 
P a l e s t i n e .  S m a s h  E D O  h a s  b e e n 
campaigning for the closure of EDO MBM/
ITT for six years; for more information see 
www.smashedo.org.uk.

‘We Are the Accusers, 
Not the Accused’

There is a history 
of juries in British 

courts finding 
antiwar activists 
not guilty when 

they attack 
machinery used in 

war crimes.
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Not Countdown to Zero’s nuclear 
‘accident’ or ‘miscalculation’ or 
‘madness,’ the greatest nuclear 
danger today, still, like 65 years 
ago, is nuclear war.
By Tad Daley

Two weeks before the 65th 
anniversaries of the atomic 
bombings of Hiroshima and 

Nagasaki, followed just six days later 
by the end of the Second World War, 
Magnolia Pictures released a new film 
called Countdown to Zero. It was made 
by some of the same people who made 
An Inconvenient Truth, and the 
filmmakers unapologetically expressed 
the hope that it would change the game 
on nuclear disarmament much as their 
previous film did on climate change.  

The film quite shrewdly bases its 
argument on a single sentence, uttered 
by President John F. Kennedy nearly half 
a century ago. In his first speech before 
the United Nations, on September 25, 
1961, the president said, “Every man, 
woman and child lives under a nuclear 
sword of Damocles, hanging by the 
slenderest of threads, capable of being 
cut at any moment by accident, or 
miscalculation, or by madness.” 

(Damocles was a court sycophant to the 
fourth century BC tyrant Dionysius II of Syracuse. When Dionysius invited 
him one day to come and sit on his powerful throne, Damocles noticed, 
to his horror, a deadly sword suspended directly above, point down, held 
only by a single strand of the hair of a horse. In this way, Damocles learned 
the truth about the life of a ruler in the ancient world—or, as JFK wisely 
discerned, the life of everyone in the nuclear age.)  

Countdown then, quite persuasively, details how, nearly half a century 
later, those three nuclear dangers remain quite imminent. It reveals 
just how close both the United States and the Soviet Union came, 
more than once, to launching not just one, but perhaps 101 nuclear-
tipped missiles—utterly by accident. (The filmgoer is left to guess 
the likelihood that we can dodge that particular nuclear bullet 
indefinitely in a world of nine nuclear-armed nations, with perhaps 
soon more.) It examines episodes like the Cuban missile crisis in 1962 
(and others almost wholly unknown to the public), when miscalculation, 
misinformation, or misunderstanding brought us to the brink of a 
civilization-ending nuclear war. (The filmgoer can perform the same 
exercise here.) And it illuminates just how many efforts have already 
been made, by non-state terrorists, to obtain or build a nuclear 
weapon, transport it to a major world city, and set it off—and just 
how likely it is that, eventually, somebody is going to pull that off.  

However, Countdown neglects to mention a fourth scenario by which 

the actual detonation of nuclear weapons might come about 
sometime in the next century, or the next decade, or the next year. 
Don’t get me wrong. The film is excellent, especially as a vehicle for 
growing the nuclear disarmament movement, and preaching beyond 
the choir. This is a sin of omission, not commission. But during this 
week when we commemorate the 65th anniversaries of Hiroshima, 
Nagasaki, and the end of the Second World War, one is compelled 
to point out that the scenario the film omits is, ironically, another 

Hiroshima. Another Nagasaki. Another conscious, intentional 
launching of a nuclear weapon.  Another calm, sober initiation of 
nuclear war.  

Hiroshima and Nagasaki, which were instantaneously obliterated by 
the American atomic bombs “Little Boy” and “Fat Man” (devices 
perhaps a hundred times less powerful than many of the nuclear 
weapons deployed in arsenals today) on August 6 and 9, 1945, were 
not, of course, atomic attacks carried out by the “madness” of non-
state terrorists. Nor were they “accidents.” Nor were they 
“miscalculations.” The White House was not in a panic in August 
1945. The orders to dispatch the B-29s carrying the atomic bombs 
were not issued in error. President Harry S. Truman and his advisors 
were not rushed into hurriedly deciding that if we didn’t immediately 
launch a nuclear attack upon the Japanese, Tokyo would launch a 
nuclear attack (or, indeed, any kind of an attack) on us.   

No, the U.S. government made a cool, composed, calculated decision 
that it could bring about a precisely defined political aim by employing 
nuclear weapons as an act of war.   

And that kind of nuclear eventuality, today, may be at least as likely 
as the three others described in Countdown to Zero.  

After the end of the Cold War, and before its corpse had even grown 

cold in the grave, the Clinton Administration astonishingly chose not 
to diminish, but instead to expand the role of nuclear weapons in 
U.S. national security doctrines. Now these weapons were 
designated for the first time as “counterproliferants.” They were to 
be used not only in retaliation, but as a tool of pre-emption against 
“rogue states” and non-state actors. And they were to used to 
prevent them from acquiring not only nuclear weapons, but chemical 
weapons and biological weapons as well.    

The Bush Administration, in its Nuclear 
Posture Review of December 2001, 
specifically articulated several scenarios 
where the United States might employ 
America’s vast nuclear arsenal. Like the 
Clinton doctrines, many of these would be 
carried out not only not in response to a 
nuclear attack, but indeed not in response 
to any attack upon us at all. The Bush 
document even named seven particular 
states as the possible targets of a 
preemptive U.S. nuclear attack.  

The Obama Administration, in its Nuclear 
Posture Review of April 2010, stated 
plainly that it anticipated far fewer 
contingencies where the United States 
might actually use its nuclear weapons 
in combat. However, many nuclear policy 
experts had urged the new administration 
to adopt an explicit policy of “no first 
use”—a statement that our country 
would never employ nuclear weapons 
except to retaliate for the use of nuclear 
weapons against our allies or ourselves. 
China, despite laughably less powerful 
military forces than the United States, 

both conventional and nuclear, has long maintained such a “no first 
use” policy.  

But President Obama refused. His administration insists that still, in 
certain circumstances, the president of the United States might need 
to authorize an U.S. nuclear first strike. His administration explicitly 
maintains the policy option for America to start a nuclear war.

In addition, for at least the past half decade, speculation has run 
rampant that either the United States or Israel, or both, might launch 
a preemptive attack on all elements of the Iranian nuclear complex, 
to forestall the (hypothetical future) possibility that Iran might 
someday obtain a nuclear arsenal of its own. On August 1, the lead 
article in the Washington Post Sunday Outlook section, by Steven 
Simon and Ray Takeyh, was called, “A Nuclear Iran. Would America 
Strike to Prevent It?”   

Such a preemptive strike, of course, might be undertaken exclusively 
with conventional military forces. Or, it might not.  

In the April 17, 2006, issue of the New Yorker magazine, investigative 
journalist Seymour Hersh alleged that to prevent Iran from acquiring 
nuclear weapons perhaps 5–10 years down the road, Pentagon 
planners were preparing not just military strikes on that country, but 

The Greatest Nuclear Danger

Peter Sellers in Dr. Strangelove or How I Learned to Stop Worrying and Love the Bomb (1964) 

continued on page 20 …
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about someone in that type of environment, they 
would kick your ass, and there’s no way to be 
protected over there,” Duffy explains. “You would be 
screwed. And nothing would even come of it.”

Things certainly don’t stop once soldiers leave the 
military. Lieutenant Commander Matthew Diaz, a 
Navy JAG officer, was imprisoned for leaking the 
names of the Guantanamo detainees. Despite the 
Supreme Court ruling that granted detainees habeas 
corpus rights, the military was still denying lawyers’ 
requests for the names that were needed to actually 
file cases. So, in 2005, on the last night of his tour, 
Diaz anonymously mailed a list of the names in a 
Valentine’s Day card to a lawyer at the Center for 
Constitutional Rights. The lawyer gave the list to 
the judge’s clerk who was working on her case, who 
in turn handed them over to the Justice Department, 
thus initiating an FBI investigation. Diaz was court-
martialed, convicted on four felony counts, and 
sentenced to six months in a Navy brig. He lost his 
law license, and with a felony conviction on his 
record, faced a litany of problems, including being 
blocked from housing, loans, employment, and, in 
some states, even voting. When he was accepted 

to teach at a New York City public school, the board 
of education denied him the job at the last minute 
when he failed the background check.

The Abu Ghraib whistleblower, Joe Darby, had to go 
into a quasi-witness protection program once he 
returned home. A security assessment of his 
hometown, Cumberland, Md., where most of his 
Army Reserve unit was from, deemed it too 
dangerous for him to return. “The overall threat of 
harassment or criminal activity to Darby is imminent,” 
read the report. His house was too close to the road; 
he could easily be shot. It wasn’t the military, but 
people back home who were out to get him.

Linda Comer, one of the locals the CID interviewed 
for its security assessment, told me. “We do justice 
in our own way. No one would rent to him or sell 
him a house. If they did, someone would go destroy 
it. I’m not sure if it will ever be safe for him to come 
back.” To some of his old neighbors, what Joe 
Darby did worse than the abuse. Just as with 
Manning, his personal character was dragged 
through the mud. He has been publicly called a rat, 
a traitor, un-American and unpatriotic.

Like Manning, Darby was criticized for not following 
proper protocol in reporting the abuse. While Darby 
is blamed for publicly releasing the information, 
most people don’t realize that it was Bill Lawson, 

the uncle of one of the accused soldiers, who 
actually leaked the photos to the press.

With so many examples about retaliation against 
military whistleblowers, Private Bradley Manning 
no doubt knew what he was up against. Even if he 
didn’t think it would go as far as court martial—or 
even the death penalty—he knew what would 
happen to him. All the same he was willing to take 
that risk. For that, he is a hero.

This article originally appeared on alternet.com.

Justine Sharrock is an investigative 
journalist and National  Magazine Award 
nominee. Her work has been published 
in Mother Jones, Utne Reader, Salon, 
Alternet, San Francisco magazine, and 
the San Francisco Chronicle. She is a 
member of the San Francisco Writers’ 
Grotto. Her latest book is Tortured—When 
Good Soldiers Do Bad Things. Her website 
is justinesharrock.com.

States is no exception.”

“America has been a police state for a long time,” 
Zinn went on. “I believe that policemen should not 
have guns. I believe they should be disarmed. 
Policemen with guns are a danger to the community 
and themselves.”

Agents muse in the file about how to help their 
unnamed university source mount a campaign to 
have Zinn fired from his job as a professor of history 
at Boston University.

“[Redacted] indicated [Redacted] intends to call a 
meeting of the BU Board of Directors in an effort 
to have ZINN removed from BU. Boston proposes 
under captioned program with Bureau permission 
to furnish [Redacted] with public source data 
regarding ZINN’s numerous anti-war activities, 
including his trip to Hanoi, 1/31/68, in an effort to 
back [Redacted’s]  efforts for his removal.”

Zinn and the radical Catholic priest Daniel Berrigan 
had traveled together to North Vietnam in January 
1968 to bring home three prisoners of war. The trip 
was closely monitored by the FBI. Hoover sent a 
coded teletype to the president, the secretary of 
state, the director of the CIA, the director of the 
Defense Intelligence Agency, the Department of the 
Army, the Department of the Air Force, and the 
White House situation room about the trip. And later, 
after Berrigan was imprisoned for destroying draft 

records, Zinn repeatedly championed the priest’s 
defense in public rallies, some of which the FBI noted 
were sparsely attended. The FBI monitored Zinn as 
he traveled to the Danbury Federal Prison in 
Connecticut to visit Berrigan and his brother Philip. 

“Mass murders occur, which is what war is,” Zinn, 
who was a bombardier in World War II, said in 
1972, according to the file, “because people are 
split and don’t think … when the government does 
not serve the people, then it doesn’t deserve to be 
obeyed. … To be patriotic, you may have to be 
against your government.”

Zinn testified at the trial of Daniel Ellsberg, who 
gave a copy of the Pentagon Papers to Zinn and 
Noam Chomsky. The two academics edited the 
secret documents on the Vietnam War, sections of 
which had appeared in the New York Times, into 
the four volumes that were published in 1971.

“During the Pentagon Papers jury trial, Zinn stated 
that the ‘war in Vietnam was a war which involved 
special interests, and not the defense of the United 
States,’ ” his FBI file reads.

By the end of the file one walks away with a 

profound respect for Zinn and a deep distaste for 
the buffoonish goons in the FBI who followed and 
monitored him. There is no reason, with the 
massive expansion of our internal security 
apparatus, to think that things have improved. 
There are today 1,271 government organizations 
and 1,931 private companies working on programs 
related to counterterrorism, homeland security, 
and intelligence in about 10,000 locations across 
the United States, The Washington Post reported 
in an investigation by Dana Priest and William M. 
Arkin. These agencies employ an estimated 
854,000 people, all of whom hold top-secret 
security clearances, the Post found. And in 
Washington, D.C., and the surrounding area, 33 
building complexes for top-secret intelligence work 
are under construction or have been built since 
September 2001. Together, the paper reported, 
they occupy the equivalent of almost three 
Pentagons or 22 U.S. Capitol buildings—about 17 
million square feet.

We are amassing unprecedented volumes of secret 
files, and carrying out extensive surveillance and 
harassment, as stupid and useless as those that 
were directed against Zinn. And a few decades 
from now maybe we will be able to examine the 
work of the latest generation of dimwitted 
investigators who have been unleashed upon us 
in secret by the tens of thousands. Did any of the 
agents who followed Zinn ever realize how they 
wasted their time? Do those following us around 
comprehend how manipulated they are? Do they 
understand that their primary purpose, as it was 

with Zinn, is not to prevent terrorism but discredit 
and destroy social movements as well as protect 
the elite from those who would expose them? 

Zinn’s book is revered in my cramped classroom. It 
is revered because these men intimately know 
racism, manipulation, poverty, abuse, and the lies 
peddled by the powerful. Zinn recorded their voices 
and the voices of their ancestors. They respect him 
for this. Zinn knew that if we do not listen to the 
stories of those without power, those who suffer 
discrimination and abuse, those who struggle for 
justice, we are left parroting the manufactured 
myths that serve the interests of the privileged. 
Zinn set out to write history, not myth. And he knew 
that when these myths implode it is the beginning 
of hope.

“If you were a Native American,” one of my 
students asked recently, “what would have been 
the difference between Columbus and Hitler?”

This article was originally published on truthdig.
com.

Chris Hedges writes a regular column for 
truthdig.com. Hedges was for nearly two 
decades a foreign correspondent for the 
New York Times. He is the author of many 
books, including War Is a Force that Gives 
Us Meaning, What Every Person Should 
Know About War, and American Fascists: 
The Christian Right and the War on America. 
His most recent book is Empire of Illusion: 
The End of Literacy and the Triumph of 
Spectacle. 

Military Destroys Lives
… continued from page 3

Howard Zinn
… continued from page 9

Bradley Manning
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myths implode it is the 

beginning of hope.
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Eli Valley is finishing his first novel. His column, “Comics Rescued From a Burning Synagogue in Bialystok and Hidden in a Salt Mine Until After the War,” appears 
monthly in the Forward. His website iswww.evcomics.com.
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nuclear strikes. In the July 10, 2006, issue, Hersh reported that after 
lengthy and heated internal military debates, the Pentagon brass 
had concluded that, for the time being, a nuclear attack on Iran would 
be “politically unacceptable.” But then on January 7, 2007, the Times 
of London reported that Israel had begun laying the groundwork for 
a series of nuclear strikes on the Iranian nuclear infrastructure—
perhaps utilizing tactical nuclear weapons supplied by the United 
States, and perhaps too in conjunction with U.S. forces. If all that 
were not worrisome enough, in a CNN presidential debate on June 
5, 2007, no less than four of the Republican presidential candidates 
indicated that to forestall a nuclear Iran, they would consider 
launching a U.S. nuclear first strike against Iran.  

But that all took place during the last administration, right? Right. 
But in the press conference announcing the Obama Nuclear Posture 
Review on April 6, 2010, Secretary of Defense Robert Gates, asked 

directly about “no first use,” said that the administration was 
unwilling to “limit ourselves so explicitly.” And when asked directly 
about Iran and North Korea, he said that despite the limitations on 
U.S. nuclear employment doctrines in the new document, with regard 
to those two states in particular, “all options are on the table.” Live 
on C-Span. Three separate times.   

Accident. Miscalculation. Madness. The creators of Countdown to 
Zero are quite correct in asserting that these contemporary nuclear 
perils are quite real, and, indeed, that they could come to pass today 

“at any moment.” But all the nine nuclear-armed nations must also 
embrace the principle that nuclear weapons can serve no purpose 
other than to deter the use of nuclear weapons by others (a purpose 
that will disappear if, someday, we can achieve at last universal nuclear 
disarmament). The nuclear-armed nations cannot continue to conjure 
contingencies for employing nuclear weapons on any hypothetical field 
of battle, or to fantasize that starting a nuclear war could ever serve 
either their own national interests or the interests of the human 
community. If they do continue to do so, then we may just be on a 
countdown not to nuclear zero, but to something else nuclear entirely.  

After all, said President Kennedy, in the very next sentence he uttered 
after his “nuclear Damocles” at the United Nations on September 25, 
1961, “The weapons of war must be abolished, before they abolish us.”

Tad Daley is the writing fellow at International Physicians 
for the Prevention of Nuclear War and the author of 
Apocalypse Never: Forging the Path to a Nuclear Weapon-
Free World, www.apocalypsenever.org.

Greatest Nuclear Danger
… continued from page 17

Fallout of Hate
… continued from page 6

Pentagon planners were 
preparing not just military 
strikes on that country, but 

nuclear strikes.

right. Once again jingoistic politicians and 
commentators posit a religious conspiracy breeding 
within Western society, pledging allegiance to an 
alien power, conspiring with allies at the highest 
levels of government to overturn the existing order. 
Because the propagators of these conspiracy 
theories are not anti-Semitic but militantly pro-
Israel, and because their targets are not Jews but 
Muslims, the ADL and other Jewish groups have 
had little to say about them. But since the election 
of President Barack Obama, this Islamophobic 
discourse has rapidly intensified.

In Tennessee, an elected official, Lt. Gov. Ron 
Ramsey, suggested that Muslims shouldn’t be 
accorded the freedom of religion guaranteed by 
the First Amendment. “Now, you could even argue 
whether being a Muslim is actually a religion, or is 
it a nationality, way of life, cult whatever you want 
to call it,” he said. Eric Cantor (R-VA), the House’s 
second-ranking Republican, said of the Ground Zero 
controversy, “America’s built on the rights of free 
expression, the rights to practice your faith, 
but come on.” (Reporter Eric Kleefeld wrote that 
Cantor was invoking the “’come on’ exception to 
America’s freedom of religion.”)

An Oklahoma lawmaker is pushing a ballot 
measure “that would prohibit courts from 
considering international or sharia law when 
deciding cases.” He said it was a “preemptive 
strike” against “liberal judges” who want to 
“undermine those founding principles” of America. 
Former Speaker of the House Newt Gingrich 
compared the organizers of the Park 51 project in 
downtown Manhattan (including the imam who 
was sent by none other than George W. Bush to 
represent the United States in its outreach to the 
Muslim world) with the Nazis. The American Family 
Association’s Bryan Fischer, a prominent figure 
within the religious right, argued that “permits 
should not be granted to build even one more 

mosque in the United States of America” because 
“each Islamic mosque is dedicated to the overthrow 
of the American government.” Just weeks after 
the mosque bombing in Florida, rightwing talk-radio 
host Michael Berry told his audience, “If you do 
build a mosque, I hope somebody blows it up. … 
I hope the mosque isn’t built, and if it is, I hope it’s 
blown up. And I mean that.” He added: “It’s 
rightwing radicals like me that are going to keep 
this country safe for you and everyone else.”

The results of these incessant smears are 

predictable. According to a poll commissioned 
by Time magazine, one in three Americans believes 
that Muslims should be barred from running for 
president; a similar number said they’d oppose the 
construction of a mosque in their own neighborhood, 
and almost three in 10 said Muslims shouldn’t be 
allowed to serve on the Supreme Court.

According to the New York Times, “Opposition to new 

mosques has become almost commonplace.” During 
a public hearing with Muslim leaders to discuss a 
proposed mosque on Staten Island, miles from 
Manhattan, “the tenor of the inquiry became so 
fraught that the meeting eventually collapsed in 
shouting around 11 p.m., prompting the police and 
security guards to ask everyone to leave.” 
The Times’ account of what happened before the cops 
broke up the fracas is telling. “The meeting’s single 
moment of hushed silence” came when a Marine who 
had served two tours in Afghanistan working as a 
mediator with local tribes took the microphone.  

After the sustained standing ovation that followed 
his introduction, he turned to the Muslims on the 
panel: “My question to you is, will you work to form 
a cohesive bond with the people of this community?” 
The men said yes.

Then he turned to the crowd. “And will you work 
to form a cohesive bond with these people—your 
new neighbors?”

The crowd erupted in boos. “No!” someone 
shouted. 

It’s ugly, and it can only get worse as Republicans 
seek to “nationalize” the issue in time for the 
midterm elections. (According to The Hill, John 
Cornyn, R-TX, chairman of the National Republican 
Senatorial Committee, “believes the mosque set 
to be built near Ground Zero in New York City will 
be a campaign issue this fall.”) Right-wingers have 
started referring to the Park 51 project as “the 
Obamosque.” They see fear and loathing of Islam 
as a potent social issue in an era when overtly 
racist messages invite a political backlash and 
gay-bashing is gaining less traction among voters. 
And with prominent Democrats like Senate 
Majority Leader Harry Reid of Nevada caving in to 
the hateful rhetoric, bigotry against U.S. Muslims 
is becoming an acceptable and bipartisan affair.

It’s an extraordinarily dangerous game, not only for 
the American Muslim community but for U.S. 
national security as well. Ali Soufan, a former FBI 
agent who has interrogated several dangerous 
terrorists, wrote this week that “when demagogues 
appear to be equating Islam with terrorism” it 
reinforces “the message that radicalizers are 
selling: That the war is against Islam, and Muslims 
are not welcome in America.” He added: “from a 
national security perspective, our leaders need to 
understand that no one is likely to be happier with 
the opposition to building a mosque than Osama 
Bin Laden. His next video script has just written 
itself.”

Fortunately, the hysteria over the Islamic center in 
downtown Manhattan has produced no fatal attacks 
to date. But as the rhetoric continues to get hotter, 
good people—those who embrace American values 
of pluralism and religious liberty—need to stand up 
to the hate and confront these views before we have 
a body count on our hands, not after.

Joshua Holland is an editor and senior 
writer at AlterNet.
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Palestine Sixty Years Later: Gaza, East 
Jerusalem, and the West Bank 2008–2009  
by Thomas Suarez  
AMEU, 2010, 112 pp., $18.00

By James Abourezk

Thomas Suarez dedicated this extraordinary book 
of photos and text in a most unusual way:

In memory of the young Bedouin girl, name 
unrecorded, who was gang raped and 
murdered by Israeli soldiers in the Negev, 
August, 1949, and all the others of whom not 
even this much is remembered.

This emotional dedication paves the way for Suarez’s 
introduction summarizing the history of Israel’s 
mean-spirited and aggressive tearing of the 
Palestinians from their land and just as aggressively 
planting Zionist settlers in their place. This is 
followed by an excellent group of photographs 
displaying what Palestinians have done to overcome 
the Israeli occupation in the years since 1947.

Suarez’s text covers most of the categories of a 
brutal occupation by Israel, with such section 
headings as “Buying complicity,” “The fallacy of 
‘negotiating’ as unequals,” “Exploitation of the 
Holocaust and anti-Semitism,” and “Erasing, not 
just removing, Palestinians.”

His photographs show how the Palestinians have 
coped with Israeli occupation—an occupation 
that, if it were by any other country in the world, 
the United States would send in troops to alleviate 
the suffering of the occupied population.

But there are reasons for this inaction by the U.S. 
government—435 reasons: one for every member 
of Congress who chooses to look the other way as 

international law is being daily shredded before 
their very eyes. Instead of moving to end this 
occupation and its accompanying and ongoing theft 
of Palestinian homes and lands, the U.S. Congress 
continues to send more money to Israel. And it 
continues to provide political protection when the 
United Nations dares to criticize Israel’s brutal 
actions, including the 2008 invasion of the largest 
open-air prison in the world—Gaza. The 
devastating assault of the most powerful military 
in the Middle East—that of Israel—on a small 
area holding in captivity one and one half million 
helpless inhabitants, was in fact endorsed by many 
members of Congress. To demonstrate the reach 
of Israel’s potent lobby in America, amazingly, even 
the South Dakota legislature passed a resolution 
endorsing Israel’s invasion of Gaza.

More than showing photos and describing the state 
of the occupation, Suarez is able to relate personal 
stories from the survivors of Operation Cast Lead, 
the now notorious name given to Israel’s invasion 
of Gaza. Suarez’s book will illuminate today’s 
Palestine for those who are only starting to learn 
about the conflict, as well as those who have 
recognized over the years the tragedy of the 
Palestinians and the crimes of the Israeli 
government in its efforts to hold on to the land that 
it has taken illegally, and, one might add, immorally. 
It is a book that should be read by every U.S. citizen, 
especially those citizens who want to know how 
their tax money and their political support is being 
spent by their government.

This article was originally published in The Link.

James George Abourezk is a former 
Democratic U.S. representative and was 
the first Arab-American U.S. senator. 

continued land theft and ethnic cleansing, 
discrimination and imprisonment, and violations of 
civil and political liberties. And it goes for such 
military aggressions as the attacks on Lebanon in 
2006 and on Gaza in 2008–09, for the murder of 
humanitarian aid activists on board the recent Free 
Gaza flotilla, and the threats of military attack, 
including the possibility of using nuclear weapons, 
against Iran.

Movers of the resolution noted that Washington’s 
$3 billion in annual aid to Israel doesn’t go just to 
buy guns for checkpoint police in the West Bank. 
It goes in far greater amounts for the missiles, 
bombs and jets like the $3 billion multiyear 
purchase of F-35 jets signed the week before the 

conference for actual or potential use against all 
peoples in the region.

The resolution further noted the direct involvement 
of U.S. military personnel, such as the training 
carried out by U.S. General Keith Dayton of security 
forces used to repress dissent by Palestinians and 
the technical and personnel aid given by U.S. 
personnel to Egypt for its new wall aimed at 
blocking tunnels to Gaza.

It further denounced U.S. diplomatic support for 
Israel’s defiance of international law and U.N. 
rulings and its diplomatic cover for phony Israeli 
peace initiatives.

The resolution denounced Washington’s labeling 
of forces resisting occupation such as Hamas and 
Hezbollah as terrorists, and the call by 87 senators 
for the Turkish charity IHH (which was one of the 
main organizers of the Freedom Flotilla in May) to 

be added to the terrorist list. Such labeling was 
denounced as a denial of self-determination, as a 
clear violation of the rights of the peoples of the 
region to decide for themselves who to support in 
their fight against aggression and occupation. It 
further warned of the very dangerous step taken 
by the Supreme Court in its recent ruling in the 
Holder case outlawing virtually every form of 
contact, even promoting nonviolence or support 
for charitable work, with any group on the list.

On the basis of this political stance, the resolution 
repeated the demand for an end to all U.S. aid to 
Israel. 

In a clear message that the antiwar movement’s 
previous sidelining of Palestine was a disservice to 
its own stated aims, the conference voted to 
encourage the antiwar and other social movements 
to continue education on the linkage between 
Washington’s anti-Palestinian policy and its other 

wars and support for occupation abroad and 
exploitation and oppression at home. In this regard 
we second the points made in the document 
approved by the 15,000 in attendance at the recent 
U.S. Social Forum: for an end to U.S. interventions 
and occupations in Palestine, Haiti, Iraq, Afghanistan, 
Pakistan, Somalia, Colombia, etc. We call on all 
organizations and social movements to boycott, 
divest from, and sanction the Israeli apartheid state 
and the institutions that support it.

Finally, the caucus decided to append as a friendly 
amendment to its own resolution a motion to 
support the U.S. Boat to Gaza which had been made 
by the boat’s organizers (see ustogaza.org).

Andrew Pollack is a member of Al-Awda 
NY and of the Coordinating Committee of 
the National Assembly to End U.S. Wars and 
Occupations. A longer version of this article 
can be found at PalestineChronicle.com.

Book Review: Palestine Sixty Years Later

Antiwar Movement
… continued from page 12
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By John Pilger

T he TV anchorwoman was conducting a split-screen 
interview with a journalist who had volunteered to be a 
witness at the execution of a man on death row in Utah 

for 25 years. “He had a choice,” said the journalist, “lethal injection 
or firing squad.” “Wow!” said the anchorwoman. Cue a blizzard of 
commercials for fast food, teeth whitener, stomach stapling, the new 

Cadillac. This was followed by the war in Afghanistan presented by 
a correspondent sweating in a flak jacket. “Hey, it’s hot,” he said on 
the split screen. “Take care,” said the anchorwoman. “Coming up” 
was a reality show in which the camera watched a man serving 
solitary confinement in a prison’s “hell hole.”

The next morning I arrived at the Pentagon for an interview with one 
of President Obama’s senior war-making officials. There was a long 
walk along shiny corridors hung with pictures of generals and admirals 
festooned in ribbons. The interview room was purpose-built. It was 
blue and arctic cold, and windowless and featureless except for a 
flag and two chairs: props to create the illusion of a place of authority. 
The last time I was in a room like this in the Pentagon a colonel called 
Hum stopped my interview with another war-making official when 

I asked why so many innocent civilians were being killed in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. Then it was in the thousands; now it is more than a 
million. “Stop tape!” he ordered.

This time there was no Col. Hum, merely a polite dismissal of soldiers’ 
testimony that it was a “common occurrence” that troops were 
ordered to “kill every motherf*cker.” The Pentagon, says the 
Associated Press, spends $4.7 billion on public relations: that is, 

winning the hearts and minds not of recalcitrant Afghan tribesmen 
but of Americans. This is known as “information dominance,” and 
PR people are “information warriors.”

U.S. imperial power flows through a media culture to which the word 
imperial is anathema. To broach it is heresy. Colonial campaigns are 
really “wars of perception,” wrote the present commander, Gen. 
David Petraeus, in which the media popularizes the terms and 
conditions. “Narrative” is the accredited word because it is post-
modern and bereft of context and truth. The narrative of Iraq is that 
the war is won, and the narrative of Afghanistan is that it is a “good 
war.” That neither is true is beside the point. They promote a “grand 
narrative” of a constant threat and the need for permanent war. “We 
are living in a world of cascading and intertwined threats,” wrote 

the celebrated New York Times columnist Thomas Friedman, “that 
have the potential to turn our country upside down at any moment.”

Friedman supports an attack on Iran, whose independence is 
intolerable. This is the psychopathic vanity of great power which 
Martin Luther King described as “the greatest purveyor of violence 
in the world.” He was then shot dead.

The psychopathic is applauded across popular, corporate culture, 
from the TV death watch of a man choosing a firing squad over lethal 
injection to the Oscar-winning Hurt Locker and a new acclaimed war 
documentary Restrepo. Directors of both films deny and dignify the 
violence of invasion as “apolitical.” And yet behind the cartoon façade 
is serious purpose. The United States is engaged militarily in 75 
countries. There are some 900 U.S. military bases across the world, 
many at the gateways to the sources of fossil fuels.

But there is a problem. Most Americans are opposed to these wars 
and to the billions of dollars spent on them. That their brainwashing 
so often fails is America’s greatest virtue. This is frequently due to 
courageous mavericks, especially those who emerge from the 
centrifuge of power. In 1971, military analyst Daniel Ellsberg leaked 
documents known as the Pentagon Papers that put the lie to almost 
everything two presidents had claimed about Vietnam. Many of 
these insiders are not even renegades. I have a section in my address 
book filled with the names of former officers of the CIA who have 
spoken out. They have no equivalent in Britain.

In 1993, C. Philip Liechty, the CIA operations officer in Jakarta at the 
time of Indonesia’s murderous invasion of East Timor, described to 
me how President Gerald Ford and Secretary of State Henry Kissinger 
had given the dictator Suharto “a green light” and secretly supplied 
the arms and logistics he needed. As the first reports of massacres 
arrived at his desk, he began to turn. “It was wrong,” he said. “I felt 
badly.”

Melvin Goodman is now a scholar at Johns Hopkins University in 
Washington. He was in the CIA more than 40 years and rose to be a 
senior Soviet analyst. When we met the other day, he described the 
conduct of the Cold War as a series of gross exaggerations of Soviet 
“aggressiveness” that willfully ignored the intelligence that the Soviets 
were committed to avoiding nuclear war at all costs. Declassified 
official files on both sides of the Atlantic support this view. “What 
mattered to the hardliners in Washington,” he said, “was how a 
perceived threat could be exploited.” The present secretary of defense, 
Robert Gates, as deputy director of the CIA in the 1980s, had constantly 
hyped the “Soviet menace” and is, says Goodman, doing the same 
today “on Afghanistan, North Korea, and Iran.”

Little has changed. In America, in 1939, W.H. Auden wrote:

As the clever hopes expire 
Of a low dishonest decade: 
Waves of anger and fear 
Circulate over the bright 
And darkened lands of the earth, 
Obsessing our private lives […] 
Out of the mirror they stare, 
Imperialism’s face 
And the international wrong.

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.

It is not enough for journalists to see themselves as  
mere messengers without understanding the hidden agendas of  

the message and myths that surround it.—John Pilger

CHARGE OF THE MEDIA BRIGADE
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BDS Demo in Woodstock

A recent demonstration in Woodstock against Ahava products caused 
some consternation. You have a group committed to freeing the 
Palestinian people from occupation and apartheid oppression and 
you have a group that puts the interests of Israel above anything 
else. When you get both groups in the same place, there will be some 
shouting and name calling.

But this is the way change happens in a democracy. Think about the 
freedom rides and lunch counter sit-ins during the Civil Rights Era. 
Or the boycott of South African goods and investments during 
apartheid. People demonstrating in the streets for human rights made 
the issues clearer for the general public.

Ahava is made in the occupied West Bank. When a person buys 
Ahava products, the money makes its way back to an Israeli 
settlement that is illegal under international law. The settlement is 
illegal, as well as the exploitation for profit of the land’s natural 
resources.

If peace is ever to come to the Middle East, Israel must end its 
occupation of the West Bank, lands taken during the 1967 war. Buying 
products made by Israelis in this occupied territory does the opposite; 
it perpetuates the occupation.

If you would like to see what other products profit from the apartheid 
treatment of Palestinians, go to hudsonvalleybds.org. BDS stands for 
boycott, divestment and sanctions, a non-violent way to get Israel to 
do the right thing in the Middle East. Join us if you value peace and 
human rights for all people, regardless of race, religion or ethnic identity.

Fred Nagel 
Rhinebeck, NY

Just the Facts

On the last Saturday in July, my wife and I were among those in 
Woodstock, NY who received a half-page flier from someone on the 
Green demonstrating on behalf of Ahava products—which we were 
protesting.  Concerned with the accuracy of statements and 
allegations in the flier, I did some research.

The Flier:  “Mud and materials used in Ahava cosmetics are not 
excavated in an occupied area.  The minerals are mined in the Israeli 
part of the Dead Sea which is undisputed internationally.”

Research shows:  In her article, “The Case Against Ahava Dead Sea 
Laboratories,” Nancy Krikorian wrote, “The mud that is used in the 
Ahava products is taken from a site that is next to the settlement of 
Kalia.” The results of a “Geo Names” map search indicates clearly 
that Kalia is at the northwest end of the Dead Sea.  That’s Occupied 
Palestinian Territory.

Flier:  “Mitzpe Shalem, a west bank kibbutz, where Ahava products 
are produced is not an illegal settlement.”

Research shows:  Mitzpe Shalem may not be illegal under Israeli 

law, but it is illegal under international law.  Article 49 of the Fourth 
Geneva Convention states, “The occupying power shall not deport 
or transfer parts of its own population into the territories it occupies.”

 Flier:  “The Dead Sea is clearly Israeli.  Mitzpe Shalem is within the 
green line which makes it just as much a settlement as Tel Aviv.”

Research shows: The Dead Sea forms part of the border between 
Jordan, Israel and the Occupied Palestinian Territory.  The eastern half 
of the Dead Sea is part of Jordan, while the western half is divided 
between Israel (south) and the Occupied Palestinian Territory (north).

Mitzpe Shalem is inside the Green Line…which means it’s in the 
Occupied Palestinian Territories.  Tel Aviv is outside the Green Line.

Flier:  “The boycott is aimed at the delegitimization of the state of Israel.”

Research shows:  The boycott of Ahava is not aimed at de-legitimizing 
the state of Israel, but at ending its occupation of Palestinian territory. 

Flier:  “Middle East Crisis Response Group is devoted to the 
destruction of Israel.”

Research shows: MECR is not devoted to the destruction of Israel, but 
to working for peace with justice for all those who live in the region.

Submitted in the hope that clarity will lead to better understanding,

Paul Rehm 
Greenville, NY  

Letters to the editor should be sent to: tarak@
WoodstockInternational.us.
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hardships. When people are kept in the dark by corporate 
media and government smokescreens, propaganda, and 
outright lies it becomes easy for jingoistic patriotism, 
hatred, and racism to become normalized and take root in a 
growing percentage of the population.

This is what I witnessed in person a few days ago at a 
protest against the proposed Islamic cultural center a few 
blocks from the site of the World Trade Center. They were 
playing military marching songs, flags were waving and a 
large crowd, including a number of New York City firemen, 
were adamant that no “mosque” would be built on American 
“sacred ground.” The very concept was a “slap in the face” 
to Americans who had died on 9/11 at “ground zero” (see 
page 6 for more). In a word, it was ugly and reminded me 
of what I have read and seen in documentaries of Germany 
in the ‘30s as the once liberal German culture turned and 
eventually collapsed into fascism.

Although many similarities can be seen, there is a 
significant difference between the America of Limbaugh, 
Beck, Cheney, Bush, Palin, and now Obama; and the 
Germany of Hitler and the Third Reich. We still have the 

chance to resist the descent into fascism here. We can, 
after all, still speak out, still resist (to a degree), while in 
Hitler’s Germany even to speak out in opposition was a 
probable death sentence.

In America, we still have the opportunity to form and 
strengthen an alternative culture of resistance, a culture 
that can produce peaceful and dynamic alternatives to the 
militarized society we have now, a social fabric that, like 
others of similar bent historically, will most likely collapse. 
We, the writers, editors, readers, and activists of critical, 
independent news sources like this, have the responsibility, 
to ourselves and to future generations, to effect a response 
to this collapse so that it does not result in utter disaster. 
If that response is left to our corrupt, bought-and-sold-out 
politicians, the building is going down and we with it.

With this issue we embark on Woodstock International’s 
second year of existence. The paper, by all accounts, 
has served as a brilliant, well written, educational, and 
motivational source for awareness, organizing, and 
activism. We have sought to fill a need for an independent, 
unaligned voice that would give expression to progressive 
activists and writers regardless of political affiliation.

But most of all we want to be part of creating that living 
culture of resistance.—Tarak Kauff

Editorial
… continued from page 2
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Help launcH a  
u.S. Boat to Gaza

The U.S. boat to Gaza, The Audacity of Hope, 
will join the next Freedom Flotilla to break 

the blockade and carry human rights 
 activists to the shores of Gaza. 

Your donation will help purchase a boat  
and secure a captain and crew.

DONATE
Please make tax-deductible contributions of  

$150 or more payable to:
Institute for Media Analysis

Write Stand for Justice in the memo line and mail to:
Institute for Media Analysis

Attn: Stand for Justice
143 West 4th Street #2F

New York, NY 10012

Please make contributions under $150 payable to:
Stand for Justice

PO Box 373
Bearsville, NY 12409

ustogaza.org

uStoGaza

By Pamela Olson

L ess than two months ago, I was at a 
hastily organized report-back from 
survivors of Israel’s attack on the Mavi 

Marmara when someone, almost as an 
afterthought, suggested that an American boat 
should go to Gaza with the next Flotilla, proudly 
flying the red, white, and blue to show the world 
that not all Americans supported Israel’s policies. 
It would also be an implicit challenge to Israel, who 
thought nothing of assaulting a Turkish ship, to try 
the same trick with a ship full of citizens of its 
closest ally. The crowd cheered enthusiastically.

Later someone said half-jokingly, “We should call 
it The Audacity of Hope!” The crowd cheered even 
louder.

A matter of weeks later, almost half of the 
$370,000 necessary to send a U.S. boat, The 
Audacity of Hope, had already been raised. (Read 
more about the campaign at ustogaza.org)

August 5 was the most ambitious fundraiser so far, 
a sunset cruise around New York on a giant boat 
that (barely) held 400 passengers. As Phil 
Weiss noted, one of the most striking things was 
that most of the speakers at the program that night 
were young Palestinians articulately (often 
artistically) voicing feelings and opinions that their 
elders would never have dared speak in public. 
What Phil Weiss called the “monopoly” of “smart 

Jews” on speaking about this matter and being 
heard by the mainstream of the left appears to be 
ending.

Which brings up another important point. The 
“center” of the left is shifting. And this issue is 
finding a tremendous amount of traction there. 
Things are moving faster than we ever dreamed.

There was, naturally, a small protest against our 
sunset cruise with about half a dozen angry-looking 
people holding placards accusing us of supporting 
terrorism. It was the most pathetic counterprotest 
yet. I truly felt bad for them. They looked like 
clowns, like some kind of bizarre anachronism.

But that wasn’t the real threat. The day before the 
fundraiser party boat was scheduled to depart, the 

organizers got a call from the owners saying the 
engine was missing a part, so they would have to 
reschedule the event. The organizers were savvy 
enough to know this had nothing to do with engine 
parts. They suspected some individuals or 
organizations had gotten hold of the owners of the 
boat and pressured them to cancel the cruise.

Pressured them how, I wonder? Threatened bad 
publicity? Tried to convince them it was a mission 
tied somehow to terrorist groups, which meant 
they might be prosecutable under the vague and 
slippery Material Support Law? Called them anti-

The Center Is 
Shifting

continued on page 10 …

Counterprotesters looked like ‘some kind of bizarre anachronism.’
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