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Editorial

Smokescreen of Compassmh

JR JJ ith much fanfare, President George
‘BN Bush has committed the United
W States to fight AIDS.

“The suffering in Africa is great. The suffer-
ing in the Caribbean is great. The United States
of America has the power, and we have the
moral duty to help,” Bush said on May 27 as he
signed the Initiative To Fight AIDS Abroad.
His largess beamed around the world, Bush was
infused with the glow of compassionate conser-
vatism. Increasing funds to treat and prevent
AIDS is a good thing. Yet giving kudos to Bush
for his AIDS initiative is like praising Dracula
for visiting a Red Cross blood bank.

An estimated 40 million people in the
world now have AIDS. By 2010 that number
is expected to reach 100 million. The spin on
the initiative was that Bush has set a standard
for caring that the rest of the world is now
challenged to match. But like so much about
this administration, what you see, via the
media, is not what you get.

Bush’s proposal, which provides $15 billion
over five years to help 14 AIDS-
plagued countries (12 in Africa
and 2 in the Caribbean), has
three crmcal flaws.

Birst, it is a sop to Christians
who are fundamentally opposed
to the use of condoms, the most éffective tool
in preventing HIV infection. Under the
package passed by Congress and signed into
law by Bush, Christian missionaries will be
allocated “$1 ‘billion to teach Africans the
virtues of abstinence.

Second, under the Bush plan only 2 million
people with AIDS—a small fraction of those
with the disease—will be provided with life-
saving anti-retroviral therapy.

Third, Bush’s AIDS initiative is designed to
give political cover as the administration works
to protect pharmaceutical corporations from
attempts by developing countries to obtain
affordable, generic AIDS medicine. Were
generic anti-retroviral drugs readily available,

- -+ - the price of treatment, in some cases, would fall

from $15,000 per year per patient to $150 to
$300 per year per patient, according to Health
GAP (Global Access Project). In effect, the
administration has been working on all fronts to
protect property rights (drug company patents
on AIDS drugs) at the expense of human life
(the millions of people with AIDS who will die
because they do not have access to AIDS drugs).

At the 2001 WTO meeting in Doha, Qatar,
all participating countries signed the Doha

Declaration, which permitted AIDS-plagued
countries to put public health needs over the
intellectual property rights of pharmaceutical
companies. However, the developing world
has been battling the United States, the Euro-
pean Union, Japan and the pharmaceutical
industry over a WTO restriction that limits
the right of countries without pharmaceutical
industries to import generic drugs from coun-
tries that have such industries.

The United States is now attempting an
end run around Doha and WTO, via the cur-
rent negotiation of the Free Trade Agreement
of the Americas (FTAA). The Bush adminis-
tration is demanding that FTAA contain pro-
visions that supercede any WTO agreement
and protect the intellectual property rights of
drug manufacturers. In addition to making it
much mote difficult for Latin American
nations to provide affordable generic AIDS
drugs to their own populations, the current
version of FTAA would make it impossible for
South America’s pharmaceutical industry to

] Bush’s AIDS policies make life a
|} commodity, something you can
| purchase if you can pay the price.

export affordable generic anti-retroviral drugs
to Sub-Saharan Africa, as is now planned.

In a letter to the office of the U.S. Trade
Representative, Health GAP’s Asia Russell
put it this way:

Current U.S. obstruction of a workable
solution at the WTO on the issue of access
to generic medicines for countries with
pharmaceutical markets too small to permit
efficient domestic manufacturing ... indi-
cates that the United States is not commit-
ted to upholding its commitment at Doha,
and the second draft FTAA text confirms
that the United States intends to support an
agenda which would prioritize the interest
of U.S. pharmaceutical manufacturers over
the public health needs of the 32 develop-

ing countries negotiating the FTAA.

In essence, Bush’s AIDS policies make life a
commodity, something you can purchase if you
can afford the drugs that could keep you alive
or something you are granted by a beneficent
ruler through programs like Initiative To Fight
AIDS Abroad. And that is neither compas-
sionate nor conservative; it is evil.

—Joel Bleifuss
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Letters

Broken Families

It was encouraging to see the issue of
America’s dysfunctional justice system high-
lighted in Salim Muwakkil's essay, “Throwing
Away the Key” (May 26). More overlooked
than the racial, financial and social harm
being caused by America’s addiction to
imprisonment, however, is the devastation of
families of the imprisoned. Often a parent is
taken from the family, leaving behind chil-
dren and spouses to fend for themselves with
little to no support from the state.

It goes without saying that we need some
form of punishment for those who break soci-
ety's rules, but we should be sure that the pun-
ishment is serving the purpose for which it is
intended. With 70 percent of inmates incar-
cerated for nonviolent offenses, it seems that
there are better, far less destructive methods
available. In his book Justice that Restores,
Charles Colson outlines this issue in compre-
hensive terms. America’s continued, long-
term warehousing of more than 2 million
souls in prison, with no effort at rehabilita-
tion, will only serve to complicate our already
serious social problems.

Daniel S. Wiant
McKean Federal Correctional Institution
Bradford, Pennsylvania

A Just War

In response to the general tone of In These
Times’ Iraq coverage: The United States was
attacked during a time of peace on September
11, 2001. Since the attacks, the world is living
under a changed strategic paradigm. America’s
critics have failed to realize the threats
America is now facing: emergence of terrorist
organizations on a scale never seen before and
rogue regimes ready to collude with them.

Terrorist organizations have essentially
allowed rogue states to privarize their foreign
and defense policies. With rogue regimes pro-
viding financial and logistic support, terrorist
groups are more than willing to carry out
attacks on their common enemy—the United
States. And the 9/11 terrorists did not need
weapons of mass destruction; they just used
boxcutters to turn jetliners into such weapons.
In that case, the crucial factors had been the
longterm planning and organizational support
and sanctuaries provided by the Taliban regime
in Afghanistan. So America could not have
afforded to wait for another 9/11 to find out
Saddam’s links with terrorist organizations. His
past record should have been enough.

There was another compelling reason to
oust Saddam’s genocidal regime. Haithem al-
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Hassani, a spokesman for the Iraqi-Canadian
Coordinating Committee, a Toronto-based
alliance of various Iraqi groups in exile, told
the Canada Post before the war that those who
oppose an American-led invasion on the
grounds that civilians would be killed fail to
realize that people were already dying because
of Saddam’s misrule: “In any war situation,
there must be some innocents that will die,
but the thing is in Iraq, as we speak, innocents
are dying, I'm talking in thousands.”
Another Iragi-Canadian, who said his fam-
ily in Iraq would be harmed if his name were
published, told the same newspaper that he
too was against the war with Irag—until he
visited his native country a few months ago.
After seeing how Saddam had diverted money
to lavish palaces and security forces while the
Iraqi people went without food, water, schools
and hospitals, he said he now wanted Canada
to support a war to oust Saddam. “I was against
doing anything against my country, but I am
with [the war] now. Let [Iraqis] suffer for a few
months, but they will be living like human
beings for the rest of their lives.”
Mahmood Elahi
Ottawa

But Lay Off Cuba

I have serious problems with Patrick
Michael Rucker’s “Dissent from Within”
(May 5). First, what would be the reaction of
the authorities in this country if the Cuban
diplomatic mission in Washington offered free
equipment and training to critics of the U.S.

government for the purpose of overthrowing
it? Second, we can’t understand the latest
events in Cuba without understanding that
there have been four hijackings by “dissidents”
in recent months—of one boat and three
planes—all risking the lives of civilian pas-
sengers. In each case the perpetrators had guns
and hand grenades, not exactly mail-order
items in Cuba. The Helms-Burton Act, which
is the law of the land, contains specific lan-
guage justifying 2 U.S. attack on Cuba if
Washington considers the situation on the
island too chaotic. Sure enough, the U.S.
ambassador to the Dominican Republic has
recently threatened Cuba and Fidel Castro
with the example of Iraq and Saddam Hussein.
So, do Cubans—and not only Castro—have
reasons to be rattled? No country could be
expected to ignore such menacing signals.
Oswaldo Paya may want to bring more
openness to Cuban society and politics, but
fear that, as usual, the main motivation for the
present anti-Cuba campaign is not to bring
about democracy but to impose unbridled cap-
italism. It will be tragic if his efforts are mis-
used by Washington'’s ambitions.
Ada Bello
Philadelphia
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News

Bumpy Road
Plan for peace gets U.S. push
toward uncertain destination

By Charmaine Seitz

JerRusaLEM—In the Bush administra-
tion’s first foray deep into Middle East
peacemaking, nothing was left to chance.
When Secretary of State Colin Powell
arrived in May to meet Israeli Prime Min-
ister Ariel Sharon and newly appointed
Palestinian Prime Minister Mahmoud
Abbas, even the timing of the party’s
statements and counterstatements was
orchestrated to give the
impression of a smooth trans-
formation toward reconcilia-
tion. Hence, a meeting
between Sharon and Abbas
privately characterized as “dis-
astrous” was called “very posi-
tive” by both sides.

Behind the scenes, the new
engagement was marked by ran-
cot. The diplomatic push to
showcase the road map, a docu-
ment painstakingly crafted by
Russia, the European Union,
United Nations, and the United
States, was met obstinately by an
Israeli government ideologically
opposed to most of its tenets.
“The road map is not worth the
paper used in printing it,”
declared transportation minister
Avigdor Leiberman. The Israeli
cabinet, made up of settlement
proponents, could not swallow
the road map’s incremental call
for a settlement freeze. The cab-
inet eventually accepted the
document, adding 14 reservations that had
the effect of tuming the plan on its head.

But the three-stage plan for a two-state
solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict
was the product of months of difficult diplo-
macy, and certainly not a Palestinian
favorite. The Palestinian complaint was
consistently that the plan remained predi-
cated upon Israel’s security requirements and
gave short shrift to Palestinian humanitarian
concemns. At the same time, Palestinians
pointed out, there was absolutely no way of
making the enclosed timetable stick.

Still, as one opposition leader said,
“The Palestinian Authority has no other
options.” With newly named Abbas per-
sonally convinced that the armed aspects
of the Palestinian uprising must end and
with the rest of Palestinian society
exhausted, the Palestinian leadership was
in no position to reject the U.S.-backed
proposal. Even Hamas, the largest Pales-
tinian opposition group, indicated that if
Israel stopped its assassinations and incur-
sions and undertook a significant prisoner
release, the way would be open for a com-
prehensive ceasefire.

Israel, however, rejected that proposal
out of hand. “We have no intention of
negotiating or talking to Hamas or any
other kind of terrorist organization,” says

Israeli Prime Minister Ariel Sharon, at left, and
Palestinian Prime Minister Mahmud Abbas.

a foreign ministry spokesperson. Instead,
it wants the Palestinian Authority to out-
law its opposition and forcefully disarm
the various armed wings that continue
anti-Israel attacks.

While Abbas is opposed to such a crack-
down, calling it an invitation to civil war,
he and Palestinian security officials are
mum on their exact security plans. Abbas’
security chief, Muhammad Dahlan, has
met twice with opposition leaders, but says
no deal can be finalized until the Pales-
tinians rebuild their security forces, which

L4155 ¢ dJv - ¥ NI3SSNH

they say were three-quarters decimated in
Israel's Gaza and West Bank incursions.
Even that may not be easy: As long as
Israeli troops move freely in areas ostensi-
bly under Palestinian Authority control,
Palestinian officials say they won’t bother
to reinstate security. “Life must get easier
to convince people” such an effort would
be worth it, says a Dahlan aide.

Given these hurdles and after months in
which the United States had refused to
apply any pressure, President Bush finally
committed to calling a Jordan summit that
included all the major players. American
officials tried to remain optimistic. “Let’s
not look for the 56-yard pass right away or
the 54-yard field goal,” Powell said, refer-
ring to dramatic football plays. “We have
to get this started. The tensions are great
and the mistrust is high.”

But as In These Times went to press, one
day prior to the theatrical June 4 event in
which Bush, Abbas and Sharon would
renounce violence in accordance with the
road map’s first step, Israeli officials
remained opposed to any wording outside
the usual Israeli lexicon describing its army
as fighting “a war on terrorism,” not offen-
sively wielding force. Meanwhile, travel
restrictions on Palestinians were tightened
even further. “This creates very bad feelings
on the part of the Palestinian people,” says
labor minister Ghassan Khatib, sitting in
his home cloistered by patrolling military.

While U.S. officials lent credibility to
the road map process by appointing a
team to follow up on the three-stage plan,
observers are worried that the administra-
tion has neither the stamina nor the time
required to work out details for imple-
menting the plan. “Sharon’s current posi-
tion is entirely consistent with his advo-
cacy of a Palestinian ‘state’ divided into
enclaves that take up around 50 percent
of the territories,” writes Israeli analyst
Yossi Alpher, “and that does not involve
the dismantling of settlements, which in
his view serve a permanent strategic
defensive purpose.”

In other words, the only hope for a
viable two-state solution is if Bush himself
is there cajoling and pressuring the parties
along the way. Given the looming presi-
dential elections and increasing pressure
from Israel lobby groups to oppose the
road map, Palestinian and Israeli analysts
believe that this brief window of peace-
making opportunity may soon close. ll

JULY 7.2003 3 IN THESE TIMES




News

Bad to Worse

FCC approves even more
media consolidation

By Dan Levine

The Hartford Courant treated its read-
ers to a particularly crafty editorial on
April 28, arguing that the Federal Com-
munications Commission should aban-
don its restrictive rules on media cross
ownership because—get this—they vio-
late the right to free speech.

Six paragraphs into its missive, the
nation’s longest continuously published
daily decided to acknowledge its own
stake in the upcoming FCC vote.

“This newspaper is part of Tribune Co.,
which owns 26 television stations across
the country. In addition to the Courant,
Tribune’s Connecticut portfolio is made up
of WTIC, Channel 61; WTXX Channel
20; the Advocate weekly newspapers; the
dailies in Stamford and Greenwich;

THIS MODARN WOR

ctnow.com; and ValuMail, a direct-mail
business,” they wrote.

Indeed, the Tribune Company’s busi-
ness model is most apparent in Connecti-
cut: Prior to June 2, Tribune violated FCC
rules twice over by owning two TV sta-
tions and a daily newspaper in the Hart-
ford market, escaping divestiture only
through a federal waiver. Nationally, the
Tribune Company is regarded as one of
the main corporate lobbyists trying to
crash the media regulatory system, along
with Gannett Newspapers and the New
York Times Company.

They're succeeding. The FCC followed
its orthodox pro-deregulation chairman
Michael Powell and voted 3 to 2 on June 2
to rescind prohibitions on companies
owning a newspaper and TV station in
the same market, along with expanding
the number of TV stations a company is
allowed to own nationally.

Now those Tribune waivers in Con-
necticut are no longer necessary, and the
company can export its “synergy” revolu-
tion to other markets. Far from a victory
for free speech, grassroots activists and
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their political allies expect a wave of
media mergers and acquisitions, cutting
down the quantity of voices in the mar-
ketplace and the number of reporters
scrutinizing power.

But if Tribune’s “Connecticut portfo-
lio” is the logical outcome of Powell’s cor-
porate-friendly brew, perhaps an antidote
can be glimpsed in the same state. During
the FCC proceedings, Connecticut
Attorney General Richard Blumenthal, a
Democrat, filed a brief in which he indi-
cates the fight against media consolida-
tion may move away from the FCC and
Congress and into the courtroom.
“Repeal of these rules would be a disserv-
ice to the nation and could require the
attorneys general of individual states and
other antitrust enforcement officials, to
attempt to fill the void ... through costly
and time-consuming processes, including
litigation,” Blumenthal wrote.

Imagine, an antitrust suit against the
likes of Tribune, brought by a phalanx of
attorneys general, reminiscent of the legal
wars against Microsoft (in which Blu-
menthal participated). At this point, Blu-
menthal says he has not decided to move
against any company, including Tribune.
But his rumblings have media activists
across the country listening. “I think it’s a
very important avenue to pursue,” says
Robert McChesney, a University of Illi-
nois professor and co-author of It's the
Media, Stupid. “Antitrust provisions have
really deteriorated in their vitality in the
last two decades. But the law hasn’t
changed—it’s the way it has been
enforced and interpreted that is much
more business friendly.”

Though a mega-lawsuit in the name of
media diversity is enticing, victory would be
far from certain, according to antitrust
attorneys, as the path from violating the for-
mer FCC cross-ownership rules to illegal
monopoly is not a smooth one. Just because
a company owns a daily newspaper, an alter-
native weekly chain and two TV stations in
a single geographic market—and just
because that cross-ownership stifles the
diversity of news available to consumers—
doesn’t mean the company will meet the
criteria of a monopoly that restricts trade.

Antitrust violations hinge on how
attorneys define a particular competitive
market, says Phil Weiser, an associate pro-
fessor of telecommunications and law at

the University of Colorado Law School.




So if the defined market is newspapers,
other properties like TV stations would be
irrelevant in proving illegal market fixing.

Blumenthal acknowledges the difficul-
ties. “Antitrust cases are far more complex
and challenging than enforcement of cross-
ownership rules, even though they seek to
protect many of the same values,” he says.

Another problem is political. Just how
likely is it that Blumenthal can chal-
lenge a dominant media power and sur-
vive to tell the tale? “The chances a state
attorney general would take this kind of
case,” McChesney says, “are about the
same chances I would win the NBA slam
dunk contest.”

But Blumenthal isn’t the only politician
with antitrust on the brain. On May 21,
Sen. Herb Kohl, a Democrat from Wis-
consin, raised the issue in a Judiciary Com-
mittee confirmation hearing for Hew Pate,
the Department of Justice’s new antitrust
chief. Kohl asked Pate for his views on the
DQJ intervening in media mergers to pro-
tect diversity of voices, with Sen. Patrick
Leahy (D-Vt.) concurting. Competitive
factors, not diversity factors, would drive
any DOJ decisions, Pate responded.

Still, as the FCC moves along on its
crusade, an antitrust suit becomes a “very
credible threat,” Weiser says. Bl

Justice Denled

On May 7, Guatemala's Fourth Appeals Court overturned the con-
viction of Col. Juan Valencia for his role in masterminding the murder
of anthropologist Myrna Mack in 1990. Valencia was convicted in a
landmark trial in October 2002 (see “Justice in Guatemala,” Novem-
ber 25, 2002), while two other officers were acquitted. Their acquit-
tals were upheld by the court, and all three are now out of prison.
Valencia's conviction was the first time a military officer was heid
responsible for ordering atrocities during Guatemala’s 36-year civil

war, which ended in 1996.

. Since the end of the war, the military has continued to exert undue
influence on Guatemalan courts. After the decision, Helen Mack, Myma’s
sister and the driving force behind efforts to convict those guilty of the
murder, told the Associated Press: “Here there was no justice.” Mack
intends to appeal the ruling.

A case against the Guatemalan government for its failure to provide
justice in the Mack case is also pending before the Inter-American Court
of Human Rights, a judicial branch of the Organization of American
States. A decision in that case is expected sometime this summer. —SB

Peace Planning

More than 600 anti-war activists gathered at a downtown Chicago
high school on May 31 to discuss next steps for a peace movement

unawed by the Bush adminis-
tration’s triumphalism over the
war on lraq.

The event, called “Peace and Justice Teach-In 2003,” was charac-
terized by cooperation between numerous organizing groups spouting
very different political lines, and by conflict over a proposal for elec-
toral strategy co-presented by Carl Davidson, a former president of
Students for a Democratic Society, and veteran activist Marilyn Katz,
an organizer of anti-war protests in Chicago.

Davidson, a steering committee member of Chicagoans Against
War on Iraq, applauded the success of activist opposition to the U.S.
attack on Iraq. Despite the outcome of the war, he told a workshop
audience, “This is a magnificent movement we have built over the
last three months.”

Davidson challenged the peace movement to defeat George Bush
electorally and build independent political strength. In the workshop
and at a plenary ending the day-long teach-in, Davidson insisted
anti-war groups that organized locally, building and maintaining their
own databases of voters and financing their own efforts, could help
defeat Bush's re-election campaign and stili maintain a critical and
effective distance from the eventual Democratic victor.

Many event participants will continue the debate at a national Anti-
War Planning and Strategy Conference, organized by United for Peace
and Justice, to be held in Chicago from June 6 to 8. —JE

BY SARA BERNDY
AND JEFF EPTON
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Name Game
Defense Department

renames Total Information
Awareness, does little else -
By Francis Raven and Carolyn Kousky

A program out of the Defense
Advanced Research Projects Agency
(DARPA), the central research and
development organization of the Depart-
ment of Defense, has once again made
headlines. In a report published May 20,
the Defense Department attempted to
play down fears about a program so con-
troversial, Congress halted funding to it
in January.

Formerly known as Total Information
Awareness, the newly renamed Terrorism
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.impression that TIA was a W,s%p t:o §
S.

but the shopkeepe
and pimps of the town-of-Popagan

Information Awareness (TIA) program is
the brainchild of Adm. John Poindexter,
known for his 1991 conviction (later
overturned) for lying to Congress about
his involvement in the Iran-Contra affair.

The old name, DARPA notes on its
Web site, “created in some minds the

used for developing dossiers on citi-
zens.” Luckily for DARPA, with the new
name, they get to keep their acrotiym.
Unluckily for privacy advocates, they
kept much more than the acronym.

The TIA program is based on the idea
that terrorists plotting an attack create
an identifiable pattern of transactions,
patterns that could be identified for early

_warning about possible threats. What

this requires, and what TIA proposes, is a
computer network enabling the govern-
ment to “mine,” or analyze, vast amounts
of data on individuals, possibly including
U.S. citizens.

turned if 4 ﬂyér
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rave orgy at the
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The program has outraged privacy and
civil liberties advocates on both the right
and left. In January, Congress passed an
amendment that blocked funding to the
program until DARPA addressed privacy
concerns and explained where funds for
the program were going.

The TIA program is still in the devel-
opment phase. It seeks to create fully
functional software prototypes for the
intelligence community to experiment
with and then rapidly move into opera-
tional use. The report notes that the data
used in testing will be either real “foreign
intelligence and counterintelligence
information that the federal government
has already legally obtained ... or syn-
thetic, wholly artificial information.”

That is, for the moment they are not
using databases solely made up of Ameri-
can citizens’ information. But they might.
The Department of Defense plans to use
TIA tools on any database the govern- .
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ment has lawful access to—including
passports and visas, drivers’ licenses, air-
line ticket purchases, and arrests.

Many of the programs under the Infor-
smation Awareness Office, the arm of the
Defense Department that houses TIA,
seem, to the technologically illiterate,
near impossible, like something from a
science fiction novel. The Genisys Pro-
gram, for example, seeks to develop
database architecture that eliminates
the “need to know where information
resides or how it is structured in multi-
ple databases.”

Human Identification at a Distance,
another program in development, seeks to
develop the technological capacity “to
identify humans as unique individuals ...
at a distance, at any time of the day or
night, during all weather conditions, with
non-cooperative subjects, possibly dis-
guised and alone or in groups.” In short,
the program hopes to uniquely identify
individuals based on their gait and pos-
ture. Information from both these pro-
grams may be provided to TIA.

The Secretary of Defense has estab-
lished an advisory committee that will
focus on privacy issues raised by the TIA
program, and May's report emphasizes
strongly, several times, that the TIA pro-
gram will be conducted in accordance

“with existing laws, regulations, and poli- .

cies.” It also says the TIA program does
not recommend changing current laws
related to data collection and use.
Whether this is comforting to the pub-
lic may depend on how they view current
legislation, including the relatively new
Patriot Act, which allows federal law
enforcement to monitor the books Amer-
icans buy and check out of the library. But

there are.few existing “legal constraints_

on government access to commercial

databases,” according to the Center for

Democracy and ‘Technology. Businesses
might even be willing to hand ever infor-
mation: A survey conducted by CSO
Magazine in 2002 found that 41 percent
of businesses were willing to share infor-
mation with the government without a
court order if national security were at

- e ¥

]
stake. Less than half said they would
telease information only under a sub-
poena or court order.

The new report has attempted to
address privacy concerns, but the ACLU
and other privacy groups are still con-
cerned. TIA data mining efforts would
have unprecedented power, they say, and
the program would aggregate large
amounts of information, doing away with
a certain amount of “practical obscurity”
that has protected personally identifiable
and sensitive information for some time.
This raises red flags for many people, espe-
cially because there has been no detailed
plan for how the managers of the TIA
proggam could prevent unauthorized
access and unauthorized use of the system.
There is also no mechanism for correcting
inaccurate information, or for any form of
public accountability.

The TIA program may have changed
its name, and some of its more alarming
attributes may have been measured, but
privacy and civil liberties advocates are
far from placated. @
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Le Résistance
Under right-wing reform,

strikes spread across France

By Megan Rowling

PerricNAN, FrRance—“He who doesn't
listen to the streets is deaf to democracy,”
warns a huge banner draped across the city
council building in this village in southern
France. It's a message French Prime Minis-
ter Jean-Pierre Raffarin heard loud and
clear over several weeks in May, as hun-
dreds of thousands of teachers, bureaucrats,
and postal, transport, and medical workers
went on strike across the country to protest
govemment plans for reforming the state
education and pension systems.

On this sunny day in late May, several
thousand teachers, students, parents and
kids marched through Perpignan, voicing
their anger at moves to decentralize schools
and universities and make public sector
employees work longer before retirement.
It's a scene that has been repeated regularly.
The number of demonstrators vary, but the
slogans remain the same: “Education Is a
Right, Not a Market” and “Save Our
Retirement.” At the university, students
found the gates barricaded and end-of-year
exams postponed. This provincial college
has seen some of the most militant action
in France, its staff fearing that proposals to
give universities more autonomy will lead
to policies favoring larger establishments.

After several weeks of protest, they
achieved a small victory: Raffarin’s center-
right government decided to delay drawing
up legislation on education reform until the
autumn. But many teachers doubt that
ministers are prepared to negotiate on the
main principles of their decentralization
project. Further, the government’s refusal
to back down on pensions has infuriated
some of the country’s most powerful unions.
On May 28, the day the cabinet approved
pension reform proposals described by Pres-
ident Jacques Chirac as “urgent” and “just,”
four of those unions appealed to workers to
step up their mobilization against the gov-
ernment. “Only a broadening of the move-
ment,” they said in a statement, “in both
the public and private sectors, which stays
the course, can force the government to
turn back from its disastrous choices.”
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Hundreds of thousands went on strike in France in May to protest the government.

Bruno Palier, a researcher at the Center
for the Study of French Political Life,
describes the government’s tactics as “very
clumsy.” He points out that, earlier this
year, unions had agreed the pension system
needed more funds to make up for the big
shortfalls expected in coming decades. But
to achieve this, their preference was to

. boost employment and increase the burden

on employers—~measures the govemnment
has rejected in favor of bringing the num-
ber of years public employees must work in
line with the private sector. “The govern-
ment said it wanted reform,” says Palier,
“but when it received the unions, it didn’t
say exactly what it planned to do until
afterwards. Neither has the government
been clear about the impact of the changes.
People won’t accept sacrifice without
knowing what is going on. There is no
sense that the government is listening.”
Despite the widespread popularity of
Chirac’s opposition to the war in Iraq, the
government'’s perceived arrogance on
domestic policy has dented its approval
ratings in the polls. Many left-wing voters
are still bitter about last year’s presidential
elections, when out-of-touch Socialist
Party candidate Lionel Jospin lost heavily
in the first round. Given a choice between
the far-right nationalist policies of Jean-
Marie Le Pen and Chirac’s center-right
platform, they opted for the lesser of two
evils. But as Palier explains, the result was
that, “One and a half months later,
Chirac's party had a real majority in the

National Assembly and interpreted that
as a mandate for strong government.”

France’s socialists now feel betrayed,
regarding plans for “reform” and “decentral-
ization” as a route to the back-door privati-
zation of public services. This underlying
fear is the driving force behind the current
wave of protest. “The general perception
among unions and the working population
is that, in the name of the European Union
and business competitiveness, the govern-
ment wants to do away with social protec-
tion,” says Jean-Francois Mergier, an
economist at Citigroup. “And there is very
strong resistance to that. In France, you
can't get away with a sudden switch to a
social and economic system like that of the
United States or Britain.”

Most analysts agree that, unless France’s
present social conflict snowballs into a
crippling general strike, it is unlikely to
lead to the immediate downfall of the gov-
ernment. The key question is whether the
Socialist Party can regroup and form cred-
ible policy alternatives in time to prevent
a further splintering of the left. Palier fears
not. “Thope that all sides in today’s impasse
can find a solution which allows them to
think they have won something. Because
what is happening now is good for Le Pen
and the National Front. It seems that each
successive government is simply moving
against the people, and only one party [the
National Front] is speaking for the people.
And when governments don't listen, peo-
ple end up voting for extremists.” l
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HY THOMAS P, HEALY

Nuclear Cowboys in the White House

1. Helen Caldicott, one of the fore-
D most peace activists of our time, is

co-founder of Physicians for Social
Responsibility and Women's Action for
Nuclear Disarmament (WAND, now Women's
Action for New Directions). She is also the
author of five books, most recently The New
Nuclear Danger: George W. Bush'’s Military-
Industrial Complex. Caldicott spoke with In
These Times from Salf Lake City.

You have characterized the first Gulf War
as the United States’ second nuclear war
because of the use of depteted uranium
(DU) weapons. What’s your take on military
action in Iraq?

It's the third [nuclear war]. Well, actually
it's not, because they used uranium
weapons in Kosovo and in Afghanistan, so
actually it's the fifth.

Some consider DU weapons to be in viola-
tion of the Geneva Convention because they
are “indiscriminate weapons”—that is,
they do not distinguish between civilians
and combatants.

They also leave a radioactive battlefield for
-the rest of time. This is a gross violation of the
Geneva Convention, but more than that, from
a medical perspective—I'm a pediatrician—it
is just almost unbelievable that they would use

these weapons in an indiscriminate way.

My friend, the late Adm. Gene Carroll, of
the Center for Defense Information, said,
“Helen, our mission in the Pentagon is to
destroy property and to kill people.” Clearly it
fs, and that takes my breath away. | mean,
haven't we evolved beyond the primitive
notion of killing? If we haven't moved away

- from the primitive notion of killing—and we
i clearly haven't—we’'ll destroy life on Earth.
We're heading rapidly in that direction.

You saw some major victories in the '80s
and at the end of the Cold War. What hap-
pened to the “peace dividend”?

If you read my new book, the whole story’s
in there. Nothing's changed since the '80s.
Well, two things have changed. One, nobody
knows the weapons are there, whereas in the
'80s at least we were all worried and scared
about it. And two, we've got nuclear cowboys

in the White House who say that they will use
nuclear weapons on any country they so desire
[regardless of whether the country has nuclear
capability or not]. Now that's a totally new con-
cept in the history of the United States.

What's the status of the Nuclear Policy
Research Institute, which is a group you've
set up to provide education about nuclear
weapons and power programs?

We're just setting ourselves up now. The
pain in the neck is you have to raise money.
The federal government should be funding me
because I'm trying to save life on the planet—
I'm a conservative. Anyone who has notions to
use nuclear weapons is a radical!

We've opened an office in D.C. located
among all the right-wing think tanks that |
want to take on. We're in the process of hiring
a communications director so that we can get
ourselves and all the wonderful scientists
around the country on television to negate
what Rumsfeld, et al. say.

Fundraising for progressive organizations is
always difficult, but it is especially tough in
the current economic climate.

Yeah. But I'm getting the money. There are
a lot of wealthy people in this country
who care deeply about the sta-
tus quo at the moment. |
will get the money for
sure. Rosie O'Donnell just
gave me $100,000.

What about some of the
more insidious ways
that nuclear terror has
entered our lives, such
as leaky power plants?

The power plants rou-
tinely vent gasses every sec-
ond of every day and
routinely pollute the cool-
ing water, and then
you get hioconcen-
tration of the
radioisotopes in
the food chain.

And nuclear
power plants are
targets for ter-

Dr. Helen Caldicott

rorists. They don’t need nuclear weapons;
they're deployed all over the country in the
form of 103 reactors. So the American people
are in grave danger.

My goal with the Institute is to end the
auclear age in five years—to close down all
reactors in five years and to abolish nuclear
weapons between Russia and America, and
then all the other nuclear nations will step into
line and do the same thing. Russia’'s ready. It’s
America that’s holding up that process. We
nearly got there at the end of the '80s, so |
plan to finish the work. It's a work in process.

Do scientists have to check their humanity at
the door when they enter a laboratory to
work on nuclear weapons or cluster bombs?

All the people who build these cluster
bombs or uranium bombs check their humanity
at the door. They've sold their souls like Faust.

How do we change their minds?

| once spoke at Sandia Labs, a major
defense contractor, and there were thousands
of scientists there. | told them they should
leave their jobs, that they shouldn’t be doing
this work that could destroy life on our planet.
They lined up in queues afterward to ask me

questions, and they said, looking behind

. them, “That was terrific—those peo-
. ple here needed to hear that.'”

You’ve sacrificed a lot for
.. your work.

| have, really. I've sacrificed
my life. Because my vocation is
medicine, it's like being a nun.
And i've had to give that up. |
really resent it because | think |
only get one go at this life, and if
we had eliminated nuclear weapons
at least | would feel like my life's
been worthwhile. At the moment |
don’t [feel that way], and that's
why I'm really determined
to finish the work
before | die.

Thomas P.
Healy /s a free-
lance writer in
Indianapolis.
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Neocon Convergences

By Salim Muwakkil

funny thing happened while fol-
A lowing the money trail of the neo-

conservatives who have hijacked
U.S. foreign policy. The path led to a net-
work of financial and intellectual resources
that also is dedicated to neoracism.

The Lynde and Harry Bradley Founda-
tion has been the economic fount for the
neoconservative notions of global affairs
now ascendant in the Bush administration.
According to a report by Media Trans-
parency, from 1995 to 2001 the Milwaukee-
based foundation provided about $14.5
million to the American Enterprise Institute
(AEIl), the think tank most responsible for
incubating and nourishing the ideas of the
neocon movement.

The Bradley Foundation also made
grants totaling nearly $1.8 million to
help fund the Project for the New
American Century (PNAC), the influ-
ential group that had urged an invasion
of Iraq since its 1997 founding. PNAC,
headed by Weekly Standard editor
William Kristol, boasts a membership
that includes many players in the Bush
administration, including Vice Presi-
dent Dick Cheney and Deputy Secretary
of Defense Paul Wolfowitz.

The Bradley foundation also helped
fund Samuel P. Huntington’s neocon clas-
sic The Clash of Civilizations and the Remak-
ing of the World Order, a book that brought
the domestic culture wars to the global
stage. Hitting a familiar, Eurocentric note,
Huntington’s book argued that the Judeo-
Christian “West” is the protagonist in an
epic struggle of civilizations against the
“other” (this time the Islamic East). For a
group that supposedly has left Marxist
thinking behind, these neoconservatives
are rigidly dialectic.

All of this wouldn’t much alarm me;
after all, the battlefield of ideas is as good
a place to fight as any. But then I began to
notice other beneficiaries of Bradley's
largess since 1995, and I found some trou-
bling patterns. The foundation has pro-
vided nearly $2 million to the National
Association of Scholars, which played a
key role in the anti-affirmative action
campaign known as the Californian Civil
Rights Initiative and regularly questions

IN THESE TIMES 1) JULY 7. 2003

black-oriented scholarship. It has also
given $1.8 million to help fund the Madi-
son Center for Educational Affairs, a
group that provides guidance and support
for 70 right-wing campus papers across
the country.

The Bradley Foundation seems to have a
soft spot in its heart for the kind of neoracist
ideas that have gained currency in recent

years. It has heavily subsidized authors like
Charles Murray and Dinesh D’Souza,
whose work on welfare and race has rein-
forced ancient stereotypes. Murray’s book
Losing Ground argued that poverty is the
result of personal failings and thus most
government anti-poverty programs should
be eliminated. And his book The Bell Curve
(written with Harvard psychologist
Richard Herrnstein) argued that poverty is
the result of genetic traits of a subclass of
human beings. These
arguments were deployed
to help convince conser-
vative legislators of the
futility of affirmative
action and other com-
pensatory social pro-
grams. After all, if African-Americans are
genetically incapable of achieving racial
equality, we must rethink the goals of the
civil rights movement.

David Horowitz, one of neoconser-
vatism's most incendiary racial provoca-
teurs, has raked in nearly $4.5 million in
grants from the Bradley Foundation for
his think tank, the Center for the Study
of Popular Culture. Horowitz’s combative
tactics seem designed to ratchet up ten-
sions between blacks and Jews, a theme
that seems to be a Bradley favorite.

[t's clear to me that the Bradley Foun-
dation has forged a link between a neo-

imperialist foreign policy and a neoracist
domestic policy, and that it provides gen-
erous funding to push these views in both
realms. And Bradley is just one of other
like-minded foundations such as the
Koch Family Foundation, the John M.
Olin Foundation, the Scaife Family
Foundation, and the Adolph Coors
Foundation, groups examined in the
report “Buying a Movement: Right Wing
Foundations and American Politics,” by
People for the American Way.

The link that connects these views is
the notion that Western civilization is
both the global ideal and the world’s offi-
cial arbiter. It’s an old notion: white
supremacy unhinged—the same notion
that justified the original imperialism and
slavery. What'’s particularly troubling to
me is the lack of domestic concern about
this connection. Did the world not reach
a consensus on the dangers of racist rea-
soning and military aggression following
World War II?

That neocons ate galvanized by race is
no surprise. One of the founding docu-
ments of neoconservatism is Norman Pod-
horetz’s 1963 essay “My Negro Problem—
and Ours.” In that famous Commentary
essay, Podhoretz’s comments helped create
a gap between blacks and Jews that has yet
to be bridged. Among other things, he

The Bradley Foundation is the
right’s economic fount for ideas
promoting neoracist empire.

suggested that the solution to America’s
racial problem would be for blacks to
accept miscegenation as an unobtrusive
form of genocide.

Victims of these evils see the link
between neo-imperialism and neoracism
much more easily than the victimizers.
And they fear this axis of evil much more
than the one concocted by Bush’s speech
writers. That’s likely one reason black
Americans resisted overwhelming media
propaganda and opposed the Iraq inva-
sion. The funding priorities of the
Bradley Foundation show those fears are
not misplaced. I
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Needed: A Vast Liberal Conspiracy

By Ana Marie Cox
F or all the indoctrination going on—

you know, gay recruitment, media bias,

and liberal professor brainwashing—
it's awfully hard to find the central head-
quarters for the side that supposedly won
the culture war. Believe me, I've tried.

I know the right has recruitment centers
and even training programs for young peo-
ple interested in joining—and possibly
leading—the conservative movement.
There’s the Intercollegiate Studies Insti-
tute (ISI), which funds dozens of con-
servative college papers and several full-
tuition scholarships in addition to running
a speakers’ bureau and various conferences
for future conservative leaders. Recipients
of the ISI's largess include Larry Arnn, the
current president of Hillsdale College, as
well as younger conservative leaders like
Marc Theissen, who edited the ISI-sponsored
Vassar Spectator and until recently was an
aide to Jesse Helms.

The Arlington, Virginia-based Leader-
ship Institute, meanwhile, has an alumni
list that reads like a Fox News guest roster:
anti-campaign finance reform crusader
Senator Mitch McConnell, tax-slashing
strategist Grover “starve the state”
Norquist, and Ralph Reed have all
attended one of the organization’s various
programs (which include “Effective Tele-
vision Techniques”—parts I and II, mind
you—and “Candidate Development”).

All this from the side of the aisle that
claims to be under siege from “liberal
media elites.” If the left controls the cul-
ture, shouldn’t there be some place where
we go to learn how to do this!?

In order to find out, I first did what any
college student looking for information
would do: I searched the Web. Using
Google, first 1 tried “liberal leadership
training,” which produced mostly a selec-
tion of liberal arts colleges course cata-
logs. Then I tried “progressive leadership
training,” which scored a direct hit! Alas,
www.progressiveleadership.com is not the
left’s answer to 1SI, but rather “an inter-
national executive coaching and leader-
ship development firm.”

The more motivated student might actu-
ally, say, pick up the phone or thumb
through lefty magazines. Where would this

take our hypothetical young would-be pro-
gressive leader? “That’s a very good ques-
tion,” says Nick Penniman, a youngish pro-
gressive leader himself and the executive
editor of TomPaine.com. “It’s sad, actually.
There’s no clear overarching organization.”

Let's be clear: Part of the reason it’s more
difficult to find liberal leadership training is
that there is less money floating in liberal
coffers. But some sources of funding do

exist: The Florence Fund gave Tom-
Paine.com, for instance, $2 million. The
Tides Foundation regularly hands out
grants of tens of thousands of dollars to
groups such as Adbusters mag-
azine and NORML. There’s
some money out there: Won’t
someone use it to train pro-
gressive leaders?

Hans Riemer, the Wash-
ington director of Rock the
Vote, suggests that a search for “progres-
sive leadership training” was not, perhaps,
focused enough. He advises looking for
“environmental leadership training” or
“feminist leadership training,” and, sure
enough, this produces results. If you want
to save the earth or protect reproductive
rights, you can sign up with the Green
Corps’ Field School or the Feminist Lead-
ership Institute.

This is heartening, and yet it also feels
like a symptom of a larger problem: the
chronic homelessness of many would-be
progressive leaders. Activists with a liberal
bent seem to instinctively distrust institu-
tions that are directly connected to the
dominant system. “It's almost bred into
you,” Riemer says. “You're taught that
party politics are evil and you don’t have
any leaders that you're really excited
about. You just sort of focus on your cause.”

The conservative movement doesn’t
suffer from this split between an “activist”
wing and a political wing: They are one
and the same. The success that such right-
wing activists as Reed and Norquist have
had in actually formulating government
policy begs the question of their counter-
parts in the Democratic Party: Who
thinks Medea Benjamin, co-founder of
Global Exchange, will be advising sena-
tors on the draft of the next trade bill?
Could Eli Pariser, the director of the pro-
gressive coalition MoveOn.org, be a suc-
cessful campaign consultant?

The Democrats have shunned liberal
activists on the theory that all major elec-
tions hinge on a sliver of undecided cen-
trist voters. This leads to centrist candi-
dates who, to inquisitive voters, appear
indecisive. Recently, the Democratic
Leadership Council, self-appointed party
strategists of the 2004 election, underlined
this point by launching an attack on for-
mer Vermont Gov. Howard Dean. Until
he distinguished himself by opposing the
invasion of Iraq, Dean was himself a DLC

For the conservatives, the
activist wing and the political
wing are one and the same.

poster boy—he’s the only Democratic can-
didate, for instance, to earn an A rating
from the National Rifle Association.
Lately, however, he’s built upon the
groundswell of support that greeted his Iraq
statements with further attacks on the
more mainstream candidates, declaring
himself to be “from the Democratic wing
of the Democratic party.”

In full responsible-adult scold mode, the
DLC denounced Dean as being from the
“McGovern-Mondale wing” of the party,
“the wing that ... transformed Democrats
from a strong national party into a much
weaker regional one.” In other words, while
the available supply of trained liberal lead-
ers continues to dwindle, the party long asso-
ciated with liberal reform now seems bent on
wiping out the demand for them as well.

There’s the vast liberal conspiracy: All
dressed down, with no place to go. Bl
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By Joel Bleifuss

Weaponsgate

Finally, the scandal of the Bush admin-
istration using caoked intelhgence to con
the Amernican public into a war with Irag
is getting the atenuon it deserves. The
CIA has said 1ic will investigate the use of
bad intelligence. And, intelligence com-
munity dissenters are speaking out more
forcefully than ever.

In an interview with All Things Consid-
ered, former CIA analyst Larry Johnson, a
self-described Republican, said his former
colleagues told him the CIA had con-
cluded Iraq did not pose a threat to the
United States, with regards to weapons of
mass destruction, but that the CIA’s
attempt to get their analysis considered by
the administration was “thwarted” by the
Pentagon’s Office of Special Plans (OSP).
The OSP is the command center of a
group of followers of political philosopher
Leo Strauss, who—half-jokingly, but
wholly in earnest—refer to themselves as
the Cabal.

Johnson, saying it appears “Bush is
being misled deliberately” by the OSP, is
calling for a congressional investigation.
“These individuals that have been oper-
ating out of the Office of Special Plans at
the Department of Defense, I think, rep-
resent a clear and present danger to the
United States,” he says.

Embedded Journalism

One of the problems mainstream news
organizations now face is how to cover
this story, without acknowledging that
they themselves have been the prime pur-
veyors of misleading information in the
debate over the war in Iraq.

For example, internal New York Times
e-mails provide convincing evidence that
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the Times has been misled by an OSP-
orchestrated disinformation campaign.

The e-mails, leaked to Washington Post
media critic Howard Kurtz, reveal that
Ahmad Chalabi, leader of the lraqi
National Congress and ally of the Penta-
gon hard liners in the OSP, was the man
the Times turned to for confirmation on
Iraq’s alleged possession of weapons of
mass destruction. The communications in
question focus on a turf squabble between
John Burns, the Baghdad bureau chief,
and Judith Miller, the paper’s reporter for
biotetrorism. In response to a chastise-
ment by Burns over her use of Chalabi as
a source, Miller wrote, “I’ve been cover-
ing Chalabi for about 10 years, and have
done most of the stories about him for our
paper, - including the long takeout we
recently did on him. He has provided
most of the front page exclusives on
WMD to our paper.”

Embedded McCarthyism

Writing under the nom de plume of Jack-
son Thoreau, a Texas journalist has created
a roster of journalists who, transgressing
conventional media wisdom, opposed the
Bush Administration’s war in Iraq and
were fired. Everyone has heard of how
MSNBC sacked Phil Donahue, but con-

sider the following cases.

; of southeastern Afghanistan, U.S. soldiers watch over a
prisoner who was bagged and tagged on June 2 during “Operation Dragon Fury.”

The San Francisco Chronicle fired Henry
Nortr, its technology columnist, for march-
ing in a demonstragion against the war,

In Oregon, the Grants Pass Daily
Courier sacked Dan Guthrie for a column
in which he described Bush as “hiding in
a Nebraska hole” rather than returning to
Washington after 9/11.

The Texas City Sun fired city editor
Tom Gutting for writing that Bush “was
fiying around the country like a scared
child seeking refuge in his mother’s bed
after having a nightmare.”

Ed Gernon, a veteran TV producer, was
fired by the company that produced
Hitler, a CBS mini-series, after he told TV
Guide: “It basically boils down to an
entire nation gripped by fear, [that] ulti-
mately chose to give up their civil rights
and plunge the whole nation into war. |
can’t think of a better time to examine
this history than now.”

NBC dismissed Pulitzer Prize-winning
correspondent Peter Amett for granting
an interview with Iraqi television in
which he said that the Pentagon had
“misjudged the determination of the
Iraqi forces” and that there was “a grow-
ing challenge to President Bush about
the conduct of the war.”

The Fort Worth Star-Telegram fired Steve
McLinden after he sent a private
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First Stone

e-mail to Young Conservatives of Texas, in
response to a mass e-mail that promoted a
demonstration against Bill Clinton, who
was to speak in Austin in February. (The
Young Conservatives of Texas had previ-
ously labeled affirmative action “anti-
white” and filed complaints against Texas
hospitals that provide care to undocu-
mented immigrants.) McLinden wrote,
“Ah, the heartless, greedy, anti-intellec-
tual little fascists are mobilizing again. Let
me guess. All you frat boys saved up your
allowances and monies from your McDon-
ald’s jobs for those Beemers you'll be driv-
ing to the protest, and those new
jackboots you'll be sportin’ en route. Hey,
don't forget all the nasty little deals that
Reagan’s henchmen cut with Middle East
figures that got us directly into this mess
today. I'm sure you’ll be protesting the
Reagan household any day now.”

.The Young Conservatives of Texas pub-
licized McLinden's e-mail. The Fort Worth
Star-Telegram promptly fired McLinden
and apologized to the Young Conserva-
tives of Texas.

Crockatoa

Why are Muslims in Indonesia so dam
fanatic? Geological determinism, accord-
ing to George Will.

In a recent column, Will traces the ori-
gins of Islamic fundamentalism to the erup-
tion of Krakatoa in 1883, which killed more
than 36,000 people. “Krakatoa, by terrifying
and dispossessing people, may have cat-
alyzed the much fiercer form of Islam that
fused with anti-colonialism. It is alive and
dealing death today,” spews Will.

Yes, catastrophic events can catalyze
national mood swings. Just look how 9/11
led to a nationwide hysteria. Millions of
Americans have lost their better judgment
and joined ranks with Will. But Krakatoa
erupted 120 years ago. Perhaps the anti-
Western fanaticism in Indonesia is better
explained by more recent events. For
example, the CIA-backed coup against
Sukarno in 1965, which led to a bléod-
bath that the CIA itself termed “one of
the worst mass murders of the 20th cen-
tury.” The coup was followed by Suharto’s
30 years of misrule, during which Indone-
sians suffered under a corrupt dictatorship
and the people of East Timor (except for
the 100,000 who were slaughtered in
1975) were brutally repressed as the
United States looked the other way.

Stop Floridation

Martin Lyghei King I and:
Greg Palast have teamed up 1o
prevent the “Floridation” of
the nation’s voting rolls in the
2004 presidential election.

King, the president of the
Southern Christian Leadership
Council, and Palast, the author
of The Best Democracy Money
Can Buy, are circulating an
open letter to Attomey Gen-
eral John Ashcroft that protests
the so-called Help America
Vote Act, passed by Congress
in 2002. The act requires all
states to follow Florida’s lead
and by 2004 set up centralized,
computerized voter files of the
kind that allowed Florida Sec-
retary of State Kathleen Harris
to selectively purge Florida’s
voting rolls of those voting
while black, or Democrat.

The letter to Ashcroft reads,
in part:

This is the very system which
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the state of Florida used to
remove tens of thousands of
eligible African-American and
Hispanic voters from voter reg-
istries before the Presidential
election of 2000. ... We, the
undersigned, hereby demand that NO
voter be purged from centralized voter
rolls without proof positive that the
voter is ineligible. We also demand a halt
to further computerization of balloting
until such methods are made unsuscepti-
ble to political manipulation, fraud, and
racial bias.

To sign this petition, go to www.work-
ingforchange.org.

Making Votes Countable

In response to the potential for election
rigging that could be enabled by the Help
America Vote Act, Rep. Rush Holt (D-
N.J.) has introduced a bill in Congress
requiring a voter-verifiable paper trail, The
Voter Confidence and Increased Accessibil-
ity Act of 2003 (see htep://holt.house.gov).

“We cannot afford nor can we permit
another major assault on the integrity of
the American electoral process,” says
Holt. “Imagine it’s Election Day 2004.

Robbie Conal’s poster of Donald Rumsfeld and
Dick Cheney is available, signed by the artist, for
$25 at the Center for the Study of Political Graphics

Web site, www.politicalgraphics.org.

You enter your local polling place and go
to cast your vote on a brand new ‘touch
screen’ voting machine. The screen says
your vote has been counted. As you exit
the voting booth, however, you begin to
wonder. How do I know if the machine
actually recorded my vote? The fact is,
you don’t.”

Green Party Plans, 2004

The Green Party is currently having an
internal debate on how to approach the
2004 elections. “Most Greens are debating
who to run and how to run, not whether to
run,” says National Green Party co-chair
Ben Manski of Madison, Wisconsin. Many
Greens are advocating a presidential cam-
paign strategy that avoids battleground
states, and concentrates on running in
states where the election won’t be close.
And some are suggesting that the party not
completely rule out endorsing a non-
Green candidate, i.e., a Democrat, as Elec-
tion Day approaches. B
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n these times, when we have 1O TaCE G
speed at which our freedoims are b
and when few can afford the luxury of
streets for a while in order to retusn with
formed political thesis replete with FOQtﬁQt‘QS and refer-
ences, what gift can I offer you?

As we lurch from crisis to crisis, beamed dﬂec@;tly into our
brains by satellite TV, we have to think on our feet. On the
move. We enter histories through the rubble of war. Ruined
cities, parched fields, shrinking forests, aqql mg Fivers are our
archives, craters left by daisy cutters, our

So, what can I offer you? Some uncomsfd
money, war, empire, racism and demoex
flit around my brain like a family of possifty
me awake at mght ‘

You may think it is bad mangets for 3 mﬁ ﬁkﬁ e,
cially entered in the Big Book @Fnggm Nattons a5
citizen,” to come here and gfm%;{e @e
Speaking for myself, I'm no G“ag :
aware that venality, brutality
the leaden soul of every state. Byt Wi
merely a country and becom 'gm e, §
operations changes dramatically. So mazx 15
as a subject of the American Emp{fe” t el ’{; Saiave
sumes to criticize her king. B

LI

Way back in 1988, on the 3rd of July, the U.S.S. Vincennes,
a sissile cruiser stationed in the Persian Gulf, accidentally shot
down an Iranian aicliner and kilfed 290 civilian passengers.
C&g@sge&mh dhe-Risst, who was, st the time, on his presidential
camipaign, was asked to comment on the incident. He said quite
subtly, “1 will never apologize for the United States. I don’t care
what the facts are.”

I don’t care what the facts are. What a perfect maxim for the
New American Empire. Perhaps a slight variation on the theme
would be more appropriate: The facts can be whatever we want
them to be. When the United Seates invaded Iraq, a New York
Timgs/CBS News survey estimated that 42 percent of the Ameri-
pubhc believed that Saddam Blussein was directly respon-

ls for the 9/11 aveacks on the World Trade Center and the
aggn. Ard an ABC Neys polt said thyt 55 percent of Amer-
A4 that Saddes blatein direeily supported al-Qaeda.
¢ ;Qp.g%@ﬂ w%asg@@n evidesice (because there isn't

5 bdsad , . auto-gpggestion, and outright
(e media, & ise known as the
m ggmgzgpgmn American
! 'mg' congent has given way
mddia mewsrooms will drop

qu‘ﬁ;ors instead of journal-
: ge,es vnglqp-c and war-like,
_1,ua!n e designer who built
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A STRATEGY
AGAINST EMPIRE

l:he $250,000 set in Qafai &@m which Gen. Toreny Franks stage-
_ sanngged news coverage-of Operation Shock and Awe also buite
" sets for Disney, MGM and Goed Marning America.

Public support in the United States for thg war against lrag was
founded on a multi-tieted edifice of falsehoed and deceit, coar-

dimgred by the U.S. government and faishiully omplified by |

thecomorate media. Apast from the invented links becween
rand al-Qaeda, we bad the manufaerused &emy abeut
i weapons of mas; desuotien Qg ¢ Bush the Lessor
50 the extent of sgying it wauldbe Swicidal? for the
Unifited States not to astack: brag. We oRee agake Withessed
the paranoia that 2 scasyed b@mb‘i\i hesteged conmtey was |
abeux to annihilate akwghgy Fericg.

Irag was only the latest in a succassion of countrias—
eatlier there was Cuba, Nlcaragua, Libya, Grenada and '
Panama. But this time it wasn't just your ordinasy brand
of friendly nelghhorhood fremzy. It was Frenzy with a Pur-
pose. It ushered in an old doctrine in a new bottle: The
Doetrine of Pre-emptive Strike, i.e., the United States
Can Do Whatever the Hell It Wams ang That's Official.
Mganwhile, in passing, an angigat civilization has been
casually decimated by 2 very recent, cawaﬂy brutal nation.

boﬁhe,r th:h the Umteé Na«n,ons whea God htmself is on hand?
So here we are, the people of the werld, confronted with an
empire armed with a mandate from heaven (and, as added insur-
ance, the mast formidable arsenal of weapons of mass destruction
in history). Here we are, confronted with an empire that has con-
ferred upon itself the right to go to war at will, and the right to
deliver people frem corrupting ideelogies, from religious funda-
mendakists, dictators, sexism, and poverty by the age-old, tried-
and-tested pracgie of extermination. Empire is on the move, and
cy” & its sly new war cry. Democracy, home-delivered
nedfep by daisy cutters. Death is a small price for peo-
fof the privilege of sampling this new product. Instant-
Mix Impeggal Democracy: bring to a boil, add oil, then bomb.
Before g e war on Iraq began, the Office of Reconstrucuon and

crucial gtes to prot;ect Th@ Namonal Museusn was second on
Yet ghe MUSSHM WAS BOL just l@ated,, it was desecrated.

Biring toa boeiwl, add

oil, then bomb.

Ic was a repository of an ancient cultural heritage. lsag as we
know it soday was part of the siver valley of Mesopotamia. The
; long the banks of ¢he Tigris and the
: E@pkﬁfmﬁes produced the world’s first writing, first calendar, first
* libragy, Best city, and, yes, the world's first demociacy ]
mrabi of Babylon was the first to codify laws governing the
social life of citizens. It was a code in which abandoned women,
prostitutes, slaves, and even animals had rights. The Hammurabi
code is acknowledged not just as the birth of legality, but the
beginning of an understanding of the concept of social justice.
The U.S. government could not have chosen a more inappro-
priate land in which to stage its illegal war and display its
grotesque disregard for justice.

Democracy, the modemn world’s holy cow, is in crisis. And the
crisis is profound. Every kind of outrage is being comsnitted in
the name of democracy. Democracy has become little more than
a hollow word, a pretty shell, emptied of all content or mean-
ing. It can be whatever you want it to be. Democracy is the Free
Word's whore, willing to dress up, dress down, willing to satisfy
a whole 1ange of taste, available to be used and abused at will.

Democracy did once seem as though it might actually suc-
ceed in delivering a degree of real social justice. But modern
democracies have been around for long enough for neoliberal
capitalists to learn how to subvert them. They have mastered
the technique of infiltrating the nstramentsof democracy—
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the “independent” judiciary, the “free” press, the parlia-
ment—and molding them to their purpose. The project of
corporate globalization has cracked the code. Free elections,
a free press, and an independent judiciary mean little when
the free market has reduced them to commodities on sale to
the highest bidder.

It is a cruel irony that the United States, which has the most
ardent, vociferous defenders of the idea of free speech, and (until
recently) the most elaborate legislation to protect it, has so cir-
cumscribed the space in which that freedom can be expressed.
In a strange, convoluted way, the sound and fury that
accompanies the legal and conceptual defense of free speech in
America serves to mask the process of the rapid erosion of the
possibilities of actually exercising that freedom. The news and
entertainment industry in America is almost entirely controlled
by a few major corporations—AQOL-Time Warner, Disney,
Viacom, News Corporation. Each-of these corporations-owns
and controls TV stations, film studios, record companies, and
publishing ventures. Effectively, the exits are sealed. And vyet
Chairman of the Federal Communications Commission
Michael Powell, the son of Secretary of State Colin Powell, has
instituted even further deregulation of the communication
industry, which will lead to even greater consolidation.

So here it is—the World’s Greatest Democracy, led by a man
who was not legally elected. What price have the American
people paid for this spurious presidency?

In the three years of George Bush the Lesser’s term, the
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“You have a rich tradition of resistance,” says Roy. At left, an
anti-war rally in Washington, April 12, 2003.

American economy has lost more than 2 millien jobs. Out-
landish military expenses, corporate welfare, and tax giveaways
to the rich have created a financial crisis for the U.S. educa-
tional system. According to a survey by the National Council
of State Legislatures, U.S. states cut $49 billion in public serv-
ices, health, welfare benefits, and education in 2002. They plan
to cut another $25.7 billion this year. That makes a total of $75
billion. Bush’s initial budget request to Congress to finance the
war in Iraq was $80 billion.

o who's paying for the war? America’s poor. Its students,
its unemployed, its single mothers, its hospital and
home-care patients, its teachers, and health workers.
And who will benefit from it? Who is homing in on the recon-
struction contracts wotth up to $100 billon? Could it be Amer-
ica’s poor and unemployed and sick? Could it be America’s sin-
gle mothers? Or America’s black and Latino minorities?
Operation Iraqi Freedom, George Bush assures us, is about
returning Iraqi oil to the Iraqi people. That is, returning Iragi oil
to the Iraqi people via Bechtel, Chevron and Halliburton. Once
again, it is a small, tight circle that connects corporate, military,
and government leadership to one another. The promiscuous-
ness, the cross-pollination, is outrageous. Consider this: The
Defense Policy Board is a govermnment-appointed group that
advises the Pentagon. Its members are appointed by the under-
secretary of defense and approved by Donald Rumsfeld. Its meet-
ings are classified. No information is available for public scrutiny.
The Washington-based Center for Public Integrity found that
9 out of the 30 members of the Defense Policy Board are con-
nected to companies that were awarded defense contracts worth
$76 billion between the years 2001 and 2002. One of them, Jack
Sheehan, a retired Marine Corps general; is a senior vice presi-
dent at Bechtel, the giant international efgineéring outfit. Riley
Bechtel, the company chairman, is on President Bush’s Export
Council. Former Secretary of State George Shultz, who is also on
the board of directors of the Bechtel Group, is the chairman of
the advisory board of the Committee for the Liberation of Irag.
When asked by the New York Times whether he was concerned
about the appearance of a conflict of interest, he said, “I don’t
know that Bechtel would particularly benefit from it. But if there’s
work to be done, Bechtel is the type of company that could do it.”
So Iraq is being groomed for “liberation.” (Or did they mean “lib-
eralization” all along?) The Wall Street Journal reports that “the Bush
administration has drafted sweeping plans to remake Iraq’s econ-
omy in the U.S. image.” Iraq’s constitution is being redrafted, its
trade laws, tax laws, and intellectual property laws rewritten in
order to tumn it into an American-style capitalist economy. The
United States-Agency-for-International »Develeprrfé‘gtvha&invited

U.S. companies to bid for contracts that range betwegn road build-
ing, water systems, text book distribution, and cell phdpe networks.

Soon after Bush the Lesser announced that he wagited Amer-
ican farmers to feed the world, Dan Amstutz, a forger senior
executive of Cargill, the biggest grain exporter in the %orld, was
put in charge of agricultural reconstruction in Iray. Kevin
Watkins, Oxfam’s policy director, said, “Putting Dan Am{tutz in
charge of agricultural reconstruction in Iraq is like puttinig Sad-
dam Hussein in the chair of a human rights commission.{ The
two men who have been shortlisted to run operations for 1




aging Iraqi oil have worked with Shell, BP, and Fluor. Fluor is
.embroiled in a lawsuit by black South African workers who have
‘accused the company of exploiting and brutalizing them during
the apartheid era. Shell, of course, is well known for its devas-
tation of the Ogoni tribal lands in Nigeria.

Tom Brokaw, one of America’s best-known TV anchors, was
inadvertently succinct about the process. “One of the things we
don’t want to do,” he said, “is to destroy the infrastructure of Iraq
because in a few days we’re going to own that country.” Now
.thg,t: the ownership deeds are being settled, Irag is
j fé&xNew Democracy So, as Lenin used to ask: What is to
be done? Well ..

e might as well accept the fact that there is no con-
ventional military force that can successfully chal-
lenge the American war machine. Terrorist strikes
only give the U.S. government an opportunity it is eagerly
awaiting to further tighten its stranglehold. To argue against
U.S. military aggression by saying that it will increase the pos-
sibilities of terrorist strikes is futile. It’s like threatening Brer
Rabbit that you'll throw him into the bramble bush. Any one
who has read the documents written by The Project for the New
American Century can attest to that.

The government's suppression of the congressional commit-
tee report on September 11, which found that there was intel-
ligence warning of the strikes that was ignored, also attests to
the fact that, for all their posturing, the terrorists and the Bush

Free elections, a free press, and an

independent judiciary mean little when

the free market has reduced them to

commodities on sale to the h|ghest bidder.

regime might as well be working as a team. They both hold peo-
ple responsible for the actions of their governments. They both
believe in the doctrine of collective guilt and collective pun-
ishment. Their actions benefit each other greatly.

The U.S. government has already displayed in no uncertain
terms the range and extent of its capability for paranoid aggres-
sion. In human psychology, paranoid aggression is usually an
indicator of nervous insecurity. It could be argued that it’s no dif-
ferent in the case of the psychology of nations. Empire is para-
noid becayse it has a soft underbelly. Its “homeland” may be
defended y border patrols and nuclear weapons, but its econ-
rung out actross the globe. Its economic outposts are
nd vulnerable. Already the Internet is buzzing with

targegs—Coke, Pepsi, McDonald’s—government agencies like
USAID, the British DFID, British and American banks, Arthur

Andersen, Merrill Lynch, and American Express could find
themselves under siege. These lists.are heing honed and refined
by activists across the world. They ¢ould become a practical
guide that directs the amorphous but growing fury in the world.
Suddenly, the “inevitability” of the project of Corporate Glob-
alization is beginning to seem more than a little evitable.

It would be naive to imagine that we can directly confront
empire. Our strategy must be to isolate empire’s working parts
and disable them one by one. No target is too small. No vic-
rory’ o nsignificant We could geserse rhg déa of the eco-

RO $3RCHONs aposed on poor coundites by empire and its

allies We could impose a regime of "peoples’ sancuions” on
every corporate house that has been awarded with a contract
in postwar lraq, just as activists in this country and around the
world targeted institutions of apartheid. Each one of them
should be named, exposed, and boycotted. Forced out of busi-
ness. That could be our response to Shock and Awe. It would
be a great beginning.

Another urgent challenge is to expose the corporate media for
the boardroom bulletin that it really is. We need to create a uni-
verse of alternative information. The battle to reclaim democracy
is going to be a difficult one. Qur freedoms wére not granted to us
by any governments. They were wrested from them by us. And
once we surtender them, the battle to retrieve them is called a
revolution. It is a battle that must range across continents and
countries. [t must not acknowledge national boundaries but, if it
is to succeed, it has to begin here. In America. The only institu-
tion more powerful than the U.S. govemn-
ment is American civil society. The rest of
us are subjects of slave nations. We are by
no means powerless, but you have the
power of proximity. You have access to the
Imperial Palace and the emperor’s cham-
bers. Empire’s conquests are being carried
out in your name, and you have the right
to refuse. You could refuse to fight. Refuse
to move those missiles from the warehouse
to the dock. Refuse to wave that flag.
Refuse the victory parade.

You have a rich tradition of resistance.
Hundreds of thousands of you have sur-
vived the relentless propaganda you have been subjected to, and
are actively fighting your own government. In the ultra-patriotic
climate that prevails in the United States, that’s as brave as any
Iraqi or Afghan or Palestinian fighting for his or her homeland.
If you join the battle, not in your hundreds of thousands, but in
your millions, you will be greeted joyously by the rest of the
world. And you will see how beautiful it is to be gentle instead
of brutal, safe instead of scared. Befriended instead of isolated.
Loved instead of hated.

I hate to disagree with your president. Yours is by no means a
great nation. But you could be a great people. History is giving
you the chance. Seize the time. Wl

This essay was adapted from a May 17 speech sponsored by the Cen-
ter for Economic and Social Rights (www.cesr.org) at Riverside
Church in New York. Arundhati Roy’s books, War Talk and Power
Politics, are available at www.southendpress.org.
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Republican tax cuts aim to bloat the
rich and eviscerate social programs

By David Moberg

udged simply on whether it makes good sense as pub-
lic policy, the Republican tax cut narrowly pushed
through Congress could hardly have been worse. Well,
perhaps it could have been: Bush’s initial proposal was
even more dreadful. But his basic vision remained
intact. Here's a short list of what's wrong with the oh-so-slightly
improved Congressional version.

e It's bad tax policy, introducing tremendous uncertainty.

® [t’s not very effective as a short-term stimulus to the economy.

e It’s grossly unfair.

e It’s likely over the long term to actually reduce growth.

e It’s extremely irresponsible fiscally.

e [t’s dishonest and deceptive—in its design but especially in
bringing Enron-style principles to government accounting.

e It ignores real needs and threatens government spending
that would be good for the economy and society.

From the Republican point of view, those are meaningless
objections, maybe even badges of honor. The real objectives of
the tax cut are not economic, despite the rhetoric, but political.

In the short run, the Republicans hope to win in 2004 by run-
ning as tax cutters against tax-and-spend Democrats. In the long
tun, Republicans plan to starve and thus drastically shrink fed-
eral government, especially spending on social programs. As
budgetary crises resulting from the tax cut unfold, the only solu-
tions will be devastating cuts in programs—including Social
Security, Medicare and Medicaid. And if the economy suffers,
as is likely, the prescription will be more tax cuts.

Since the vast majority of people will be net losers and a few
people at the top will be enormous net winners, lying has
become an essential part of this strategy—lying that is made pos-
sible by swollen Republican campaign coffers and an increas-
ingly concentrated and conservative corporate media.

Nor will this assault let up. Over the summer, Republicans are
planning to push further tax cuts, including a permanent repeal
of the estate tax. With the ink barely dry on the first tax cut,
proposals are being floated to expand some of the tax cuts just
passed and to extend earlier cuts that were deceptively designed
to “sunset” at an arbitrary date (like with the estate tax, which
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was scheduled to be reduced to zero over the decade and then
revert to its 2000 rate).

Republicans think they have Democrats in a trap, but if they
do, it's a trap the Democrats have helped to set. The
Republicans figure that they have an advantage if voters are
given a choice between Democrats campaigning for balanced
budgets and fiscal responsibility and Republicans arguing for
even more tax cuts. Even though polls show that by nearly two
to one the public favors stimulating the economy by reducing
the deficit or adopting other policies rather than cutting taxes,
the Republicans may be right, given the limited success the
GOP had arguing for balanced budgets prior to Reagan.

Earlier this year the Democrats did. offer a much better
designed tax cut package, which would have stimulated the
economy and also would have been more fiscally responsible and
fairer than the Republican alternatives. However, in a simple
battle between a big tax cut and a small tax cut, as the
Republicans and their media allies will portray the choice, the
Democrats may still be at a disadvantage.

If offered the option of big tax cuts for the rich or health care for
everyone, the public favors health insurance by 81 percent to 14 per-
cent, according to a May Gallup poll (in a Wall Street Joumal/NBC
poll the public chose health care over tax cuts by a margin of 55 to
36 percent). Strong majorities also would choose preserving social
security and Medicare over tax cuts. The Democrats do have a fight-
ing chance if they offer voters the choice between lower taxes for
millionaires or a long list of other goals, including better primary and
secondary education, college scholarships, job training, health care
for everyone, improved transportation, better home care for needy
senior citizens, good child care and early childhood education,
affordable housing, a clean environment, aid to state and city gov-
emnments, and AIDS research. But first they will have to make a case
both for what the tax dollars will do and for a progiessive tax
code. The Democrats can also gain by showing how thé%regressive
tax cuts are part of an overall Republican strategy to attack the liv-
ing standards of working people, such as making it much dasier for
employers to avoid paying overtime premiums to most workers.

Democrats must also drive the message home thdg the
Republican tax bill is bad public policy. The legislation accelc{ates



planned reductions in personal income tax rates and lowers the tax
rate on both dividends and capital gains. It gives businesses depre-
ciation breaks. It also provides increased child credits, reductions
for some married couples and an expansion of the lowest tax
bracket. The cost, in theory, is $350 billion over 10 years.

But if all of the provisions designed to “sunset” over the next
few years are extended, as Republicans have said they will do,
then the real cost will be at least $800 billion over a decade,
according to the Center on Budget and Policy Priorities
-(CBPP). If Republicans succeed in extending all of the tax code
changes set to sunset in both the 2001 and 2004 tax bills, the
cost—not counting interest on growing debt—will be almost $2
trillion over the next decade, roughly equal to the official costs
of all tax cuts passed under Bush, according to William Gale and
Peter R. Orszag of the Brookings Institution.

Each year the revenue costs will grow. In 2013, the cost
of just extending the sunset tax provisions will
be $430 billion. That's about 2.4 percent
of the gross domestic product, or about
triple the size of the official shortfall

projected for Social Security over i
the next 75 years, according to 11
"

Gale and Orszag.

rom a technical point of
Fview, the legislation is bad .,

tax policy because it intro- i
duces so much uncertainty, mak-
ing it difficult for businesses or
individuals to plan. It also is likely
to create a new surge in tax shelters,
according to Len Burman of the Urban
Institute, as rich individuals try to shift
ordinary income to lower-taxed capital gains.

Not surprisingly, the tax cuts offer little
short-term stimulus. That was only a public <
relations gambit by the Bush administration,
which wants tax cuts in good times and
bad. About one-fifth of the tax cuts are targeted for the next two
fiscal years, so clearly this bill is not aimed at the immediate
problem of economic sluggishness and unemployment.

And while the tax cut package also includes $20 billion in aid
to the states over two years, which Bush had long opposed, that
barely addresses the $80 billion in deficits faced by the states this
year. These deficits will lead to some combination of increased
state taxes, reduced state programs and cuts in state jobs, all of
which will swamp the legislation’s modest stimulative effect.
Also, unless states “decouple” from new changes in the Federal
Tax Code, they could lose $3 billion over the next two fiscal
years (and $16 billion in revenue over the next decade), accord-
ing to CBPP. As a short-term stimulus “this proposal is the worst
of all worlds,” says CBPP executive director Robert Greenstein.

The bill will do little to boost the economy, largely because it is
so unfair. More than two-thirds of the new tax cuts will go to the
richest 10 percent of taxpayers, and more than half to the richest
5 pergent, according to Citizens for Tax Justice (CT]). Only 7.8
percgnt will go to the bottom 60 percent. The richest 1 percent
willfaverage almost $100,000 a year in tax cuts over the next four

years, CTJ calculates. Bush contends that the average family would
get $1,000 in tax cuts and every taxpayer will see a tax cut. But the
cuts for the bottom 60 percent will actually average less than $100
a year, and more than one-third of all households—including mil-
lions of taxpayers—will receive no tax cut at all in 2003.

Republicans deliberately excluded providing help to low-
income households. While figuring out a way to shoehorn more
benefits for the rich into the final law, Republican conferees
dropped a Senate-passed provision that would have provided a
small increase in an existing refundable child tax credit for
working families that make between $10,500 and $26,625. This
means that families of nearly 12 million children—one sixth of
all children in the United States—will not receive any help,

according to CBPP, since they already make too lit-

tle to pay income taxes. In addition, according to

the Tax Policy Center of the Urban Institute and

Brookings Institution, 8.1 million taxpayers—

mainly low-income single people or heads of

households with no young children—will
receive no tax reduction.

Excluding low-income households from the
benefits of the tax cuts undermines the pro-
gressive principle that people should be
=%, taxed according to their ability to pay and
LT e%  fails to provide any meaningful help to

; those who need it. It also gives little

or nothing to those who would be
‘l&_ most likely to spend their tax cut
%y, immediately, providing needed
54  economic stimulus. Instead, as

(\%\ 22 CTJ'’s analysis shows, the richest 1
Y T percent not only receive the
}}?ﬁ%* \’%\? biggest immediate tax cuts, but

' their share of federal taxes also

. declines most dramatically

through 2010, as a result of all

three Bush tax cuts—while the

share paid by upper-middle-income taxpayers rises

over the same period. The share paid by the bottom 60 percent

will remain basically constant. And if the “sunset” tax changes are
extended, the rich will benefit even more.

While Republicans have claimed that their cuts will spark
long-term growth, several studies—including analyses by the
Congressional Budget Office and the Joint Committee on
Taxation as well as by non-governmental economists—suggest
that the legislation will have at best little effect on long term
growth or, more likely, a slightly negative effect. Increased gov-
ernment borrowing, for example, could raise interest rates
enough to negate any possible mild incentive for increased
investment spurred by lower dividend or capital gains taxes.

Yet the lies and distortions continue, including the suggestion
that Americans are overtaxed. In reality the United States taxes
less than all other major industrial countries and has higher lev-
els of inequality. With this legislation, the federal government
will collect less income tax as a share of the economy than at
any time since 1943.

The big question is: How long can this Enron style of government
continue before it crashes, or before citizens replace the CEO?

Bbinor
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By Matt Olson

n downtown Los Angeles, Ruben is enduring his free-

dom. At 23, Ruben wants job training, education,

and a chance to elevate himself. But like 300,000

youth in California and hundreds of thousands of

others across the nation, Ruben (whese name has

been changed to protect his identity) 4 identified in
state and local law enforcement databases as a gang member.
The databases are part of a wide-ranging effort to identify and
target gang members for enhanced criminal sentencing.

Under California’s Street Terrorism Enforcement and Protec-
tion (STEP) Act, enacted in 1988, gangs are considered to
“threaten, terrorize, and commit a multitude of crimes against ...
peaceful citizens.” Indeed, gangs are a problem. In 2001, the Los
Angeles Sheriff’s Department recorded 587 gan-telated homi-
cides in Los Angeles County. The act provides stiff penalties for
gang activity on the principle that “whenever you commit a
crime, you are doing so for the gang,” says Alejandro Alonso, a
Los Angeles gangs expert and creator of the Web site www.street-
gangs.com. As such, individuals entered in the gang database can
be subject to enhanced sentencing. The minimum enhancement
is six months, but some crimes carry as much as 15 years.

Ruben says he found this out “the hard way.” In 1993, Ruben was
with his older cousin, a known gang member, when the cousin was
stopped by police. “Since I was with him, they asked me a bunch
of questions ... and took a picture of me,” he says. He was 13.

Five years later he was charged with assault for being involved
in a street fight. “I'm in court, and the prosecutor is trying to put
gang enhancements on me because he says 'm in this gang file,”
Ruben says. “I'm like, what? Gang file? That was the first | had
heard of it.” He shakes his head. “And now I can’t get off the
list. I asked my public defender to help, but he just waved his
hand, like, ‘“Whatever.” The judge wouldn’t let me talk.”

As the war on terrorism continues, Ruben looks at federal
anti-terrorism laws like the USA Patriot Act and worries that
his presence in the gang database makes him vulnerable. “In
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California, they already call gangs ‘terrorists,’” he says. “What's
going to come next?”

Mhe criteria as to what constitutes a gang member varies
= from jurisdiction to jurisdiction, but the pattem is gener-
M. ally the same. Police can stop and question individuals on
the street e1ther as part of an arrest or under the “common law
right to inquire”—an amorphous legal principle which, as detet-
mined by case law, is interpreted to mean that a police officer may
stop and speak to a person as long as that person is free to ignore
the inquiry (the idea being that such an inquiry does not fall under
the category of a search and seizure). However, many people don’t
realize they are free to refuse to answer questions.

Police officers use the “right to inquire” to stop an individual
they believe to be a gang member, ask them questions, take note
of their dress—checking for identifying markings such as tattoos
—and search them. “The cops can basically make a person strip
in the street if they want,” says Kim McGill of the Youth Jus-
tice Coalition, a nonprofit group working to reform the data-
bases. “They can stop you regardless of your age, regardless of
whether you are with your parents or not. They can ask you
where you live, who you hang with, what nicknames you may
have. Based on how you answer those questions, the cops can
assume you are in a gang and put you in that gang database.”

Don Lyddane, an investigator with the FBI’s Safe Streets and
Gang Unit, defends these databases. The practices are intelli-
gence databases assembled in accordance with the STEP Act,
Lyddane says, and just part and parcel of good detective work.
“Gang members are, by definition, involved in criminal activ-
ity,” he argues. “So it’s not like these databases are keeping tabs
on your good citizens down the street. Having these databases
allows you to manage information, anticipate who may commit
crimes, and track down suspects quicker and easier.”

The database was originally developed by the Los Angeles
Sheriff’s Department in the mid-'70s, when Latino gangs vigre



widespread in Los Angeles and the Crips and Bloods were on
the rise. The system, designed and implemented by Detective
Wes McBride, now retired, and his staff, served as a model for
California and the rest of the nation. Now, numerous states,
including Florida, Illinois, Texas, Virginia, and the District of
Columbia, maintain and use gang databases.

Under McBride’s system, as he describes it, officers must
undergo training at a school for gang officers. They must then
make their decision about whether someone is in a gang by

* judging them against two to nine potential criteria. The offi- -

cer submits this information to a supervisor, who confirms the
decision to label someone as a gang member. “There’s no doubt

the databases are useful if you are a pohce offlcer, Alonso says

“The database can put a lot of
different investigative tools at
your disposal.”

The problem is that the tools
are not always sharp or precise.
“What you see is people who
don’t consider themselves gang
members being put on the data-
base because of their associa-
tions,” Alonso says. “Then,
from a legal standpoint, ... if
you ever get picked up for a
crime, the presumption is going
to be that whatever you did, you
did for the gang, and there will
be extra penalties.”

Lyddane thinks these con-
cerns are overblown. In order to
add a name to a gang database,
Lyddane says, “There has to be
some sort of criminal nexus. I
don’t know of any cop or juris-
diction that identifies someone
as a gang member based solely
on baggy clothes.”

But he concedes that the cri-
teria for identifying someone as
a gang member are flexible.
“You aren't looking to establish
[gang affiliation] beyond a rea-
sonable doubt,” he says, “but
rather to identify someone as a
gang member, according to a
specific set of criteria, for intel-
ligence gathering purposes.”

5
s

cGill and other opponents of gang databases are not

so sanguine, given the questions surrounding the

B9 databases’ precision and accuracy. “If you use their

criteria,” Alonso says, “you could enter just about anybody into
the database.”

“P’ve seen estimates that as high as 50 to 80 percent of the infor-
mation in these databases is inaccurate [or] erroneous,” says Carol
Sobel, senior staff attorney for the ACLU. One Los Angeles Sher-
iff’s Department officer contacted for this story confirmed the low

end of those estimates. Lyddane ackn0wledges problems in cer-
tain localities. “But on the whole,” he says, “in most jurisdictions,
law enforcement officers are very careful about who they choose
to include in those databases.”

One would hope so, given that the only way to get off the list
is to be free from police contact for five years, even if you shouldn’t
have been put on in the first place. “That’s not just free from
arrest,” Alonso says. “That’s five years without coming into con-
tact with the police at all. Not even a traffic stop.”

How likely is it that a person of-color in the inner city can go
five years without being stopped by a police officer?

Even in Los Angeles—a county whose system for iden-
tifying gang members Lyddane says is “one of the best”—

Whether you're a gang member or not,
police databases may insist you are—
and there’s nothing you can do about it.

mistakes are made. Ed is a skinny 16-year-old (his name has
been changed) just out of East Lake Juvenile Hall, where he
was serving a sentence for vandalism. He’s an admitted graf-
fiti artist, but denies any gang affiliation. And like Ruben, he
was added to the database because he got stopped walking
with his older brother. “When I got out of East Lake, ] was
supposed to just be on regular probation,” Ed says. “But when
[ sat down and talked to my probation officer, he said that
since | was in a gang, there were going to be 11 new condi-
tions to my probation.”
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Among them: Ed cannot wear baggy clothes or a jersey with
the number 13 on it. He cannot shave his head, and must avoid
certain areas of the city. He also cannot associate with any
known or suspected gang members—including his brother. Ed
says: “I was like, ‘But I'm not in a gang,” and [the officer] was
like, ‘Yes you are,’ and he tossed these Polaroids that the cops
had taken of me and my brother. I told him that it was my
brother, but it didn’t make a difference.”

Police are not required to inform anyone, minor or adult,
whether they've been placed on the list, so people like Ruben
and Ed have no way to find out if they are on the database, short
of being arrested. “The
only way we can find out
is through undercover
soutces in the police
department,” McGill says.

“Even if you get off in
a five-year purge,” Sobel
adds, “you can’t be sure,
because no one is moni-
toring it.”

Ed says he tried to
have his name taken off the database—his parents even vis-
ited the station to make an appeal—but police didn’t
respond. “I think I'm still on there,” he says, “but 1 can’t find
out, 'cause when I call the police they wor't give me that infor-
mation. They say they are protecting my privacy.”

Sobel says the ACLU has made challenges to the language
and spirit of the STEP Act, but that the M@ﬂg&s have been
largely unsuccessful. “The courts have, in effect, said that no,
the language in the law is not too vague,” she says. “We have
had some success on a case by case basis by chaltenging specific
incidences where people have been wrongly put on the database,
but because there is no published database, ... it’s difficult to
mount a comprehensive challenge to the law.”

he civil rights issues surrounding gang databases
would be alarfiihg at anytime. But with fRe Justice
Department’s push to gather more and more informa-

tion under the rubric of the war on terrorism, the issue’s
salience moves front and center.

‘In California, they already
call gangs “terrorists.”
What’s going to come next?’

individuals who are associated with alleged terrorist groupls].
Under the Patriot Act, those people are terrorists, as are the
people they associate with.”

In fact, gang members are conveniently listed in a database
already. “They call it the Department of Homeland Security, but
down here they should just call it the Department of Homeboy
Security,” Sobel says.

If there is a silver lining for gang database opponents, it’s that
existing efforts to consolidate gang information into a compre-
hensive national database have been hobbled by infighting.
“There’s been attempts to bring all these databases together,” says
McBride. “But they haven’t
been really successful because
[local law enforcement] doesn’t
want the Feds to control their
data, and vice versa.” Lyddane
echoes this sentiment. “Realis-
tically, I don't think a national
database is going to be imple-
mented anytime soon. 1 think
we'll probably stay with the sta-
tus quo.”

As for reforms, Lyddane and McBride don’t think they are
necessary. “These databases are designed to ensure that we have
as low a level of error as we can,” Lyddane says.

But opponents like McGill and Sobel want to see a greater level
of transpasency and accowatability in the databases. “Instead of
five years withoyt any police contact,” says McGill, “that should
be moze bike 18 months.” And then there are questions of due
process and the constitutional right to be preswmed innocent.
“The busden of proof should lie with law enforcement,” says
Sobel. “lt should be their responsibility to prove that someone is
in 3 gang. You shouldn’t ever have to prove that you ate not.”

But until those reforms are realized, people like Ed and Ruben
have to watch their backs. “You gotta make sure you got every-
thing right,” Ruben says. “’Cause these cops will stop you and
look for some reason to bust your ass. You can’t be bald, or wear
certain clothes, or even see your family or your baby’s mama it
they are gang members. 'Cause if you do, they’ll get you. They’re
watching, and they'll get you one way or another.” B

The domestic terrorism provisions
of the USA Patriot Act “could
likely be applied to street gang
members, the way that it could be
applied to environmental groups,”
Sobel says.

“One_of the things we've seen in |-
this administration’s so-called war on
terror is that, in order to secure the
cooperation of countries with our
program, we are agreeing to classify
groups that are troublesome in their
countries as ‘terrorist groups,’
whether they are or not,” she contin-

s. “Many gang members in this
country are also nationals of another
country, and many have contact with
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Ideology Reloaded

By Slavoj Zizek

‘ 7‘ ™ here is something inherently naive
B about taking the “philosophical”

underpinning of The Matrix series
seriously and discussing its implications.
The Wachowski brothers, who wrote and
directed the films, are not philosophers,

The Matrix Reloaded
Written and directed by Andy and
Larry Wachowski

"but just two guys who flirt with and

exploit, in an often confused way, some
“postmodern” and New Age notions in
the service of science fiction. But The
Matrix is one of those films that function
as a kind of Rorschach test, setting in
motion the universalized process of
recognition, like the proverbial painting
of God that seems always to stare
directly at you from wherever you look
at it—practically every orientation seems
to recognize itself in it. \
My Lacanian friends are telling me
that the authors must have read Lacan.
The Frankfurt School partisans seel in
The Matrix the extrapolated embadi-
ment of Kulturindustrie, directly taking
over, colonizing our inner life itself,
using us as the source of energy. New

|

'

Agers see how our world is just a mirage
generated by a global Mind embodied in
the World Wide Web. Or the series is a
baroque illustration of Plato’s cave, in
which ordinary humans are prisoners,
tied firmly to their seats and compelled
to watch the shadowy performance of
(what they falsely consider to be)
reality—in short, the position of the cin-
ema spectators themselves.

This search for the philosophical con-
tent of The Matrix is therefore a lure, a
trap to be avoided. Such readings that
project into the film refined philosophical
or psychoanalytic conceptual distinctions
are effectively much inferior to a naive
immersion that | witnessed when [ saw
The Matrix at a local theater in Slovenia.
I had the unique opportunity to sit close
to a man in his late twenties who was so
engrossed in the film that he repeatedly
disturbed other spectators with loud
exclamations like: “My God, wow, so
there is no reality! So we are all puppets!”

owever, what is interesting is to read
The Matrix movies not as containing
a consistent philosophical discourse, but

as rendering, in’ their very inconsisten-

cies, the antagonisms of our ideological
and social predicament. What, then, is
the Matrix? Simply what Lacan called the

_ ( Culture

The Matrix movies may not be
consistent philosophically, but
that inconsistency mirrors the
left’s own confusion with the
politics of liberation.

“big Other,” the virtual symbolic order,
the network that structures reality for
us. The big Other pulls the strings; the
subject doesn’t speak, the subject “is
spoken” by the symbolic structure.
This big Other is the name for the
social Substance, for all that on
account of which the subject never
fully dominates the effects of his acts;
his activity is always something else
than what he aimed at or anticipated.
And the inconsistencies of the film’s
narrative perfectly mirror the difficul-
ties of our breaking out of the con-
straints of the social Substance.

When Morpheus tries to explain to the
still perplexed Neo what the Matrix is, he
links it to a failure in the structure of the
universe: “What you know you can't
explain. But you feel it. You've felt it your
entire life. That there is something wrong
with the world. You don't know what it is.
But it’s there, like a splinter in your mind
driving you mad.” Yet toward the end of
the first film, Smith, the agent of the
Matrix, gives a different, much more
Freudian explanation: “Did you know that

Forget about the red
pill and the blue pill:
The real choice in The
Matrix is between two
modes of illusion.

the first Matrix was designed to be a perfect
human world? Where none suffered, where
everyone would be happy? It was a disaster.
No one would accept the program. ... Asa
species, human beings define their reality
through suffering and misery.”

The imperfection of our world is thus
at the same time the sign of its virtuality
and the sign of its reality. Linked to this
inconsistency is the ambiguous status of
the liberation of humanity announced by
Neo in the last scene of the first film. As
the result of Neo’s intervention, there is

JOLY 7.2003 23 IN THESE TIMES




Culture

a “system failure” in the Matrix. At the
same time, Neo addresses people still
caught in it as the Savior who will teach
them how to liberate themselves from
the constraints of the Matrix; they will be
able to break its physical laws, bend met-
als, fly in the air. But the problem is that
all these “miracles” are possible only if we
remain within the virtual reality sustained
by the Matrix and merely bend or change
its rules; our “real” status is still that of
the slaves. We are, as it were, merely
gaining additional power to change our
mental prison rules. So what about exit-
ing from the Matrix altogether and enter-
ing the “real reality” in which we are
miserable creatures living on the
destroyed earth’s surface? Is the solution
a postmodern strategy of “resistance,” of
endlessly “subverting” or “displacing” the
power system, or a more radical attempt
at annihilating it?

Recall another memorable scene in The
Matrix, in which Neo has to choose
between the red and the blue pill. His
choice is that between Truth and

Pleasure: either the traumatic awakening
into reality, or persisting in the illusion
regulated by the Matrix. Neo chooses
Truth—in contrast to the most despicable
character in the movie, the informer-
agent among the rebels, who picks up
with his fork a juicy red bit of a steak and
says: “You know, I know this steak doesn’t
exist. | know the Matrix is telling my
brain that it is juicy and delicious. After
nine years, you know what I realize?
Ignorance is bliss.” He follows the pleas-
ure principle, which tells him that it is
preferable to stay within the illusion,
even if one knows it's only an illusion.
Yet this choice is not quite so simple.
What, exactly, does Neo offer to human-
ity at the film's end? Not a direct awaken-
ing into the “desert of the real,” but a
free-floating between the multitude of
virtual universes: Instead of being simply
enslaved by the Matrix, one can liberate
oneself by way of learning to change the
rules of our universe and learn to fly freely
or violate other physical laws. The choice
is not between bitter truth and pleasura-

ble illusion, but rather between the two
modes of illusion. The traitor is bound to
the illusion of our “reality,” dominated
and manipulated by the Matrix, while
Neo offers to humanity the experience of
the universe as a playground in which we
can play a multitude of games, freely pass-
ing from one to another, reshaping the
rules that fix our experience of reality.

I n an Adornian way, these inconsisten-
cies are the film's moment of truth:
They signal the antagonisms of our late-
capitalist social experience, antagonisms
concerning basic couplings like reality
and pain (reality as that which disturbs
the reign of the pleasure principle), and
freedom and system (freedom is only pos-
sible within a system that hinders its full
deployment). But the ultimate strength of
the film is on a different level. The unique
impact of the film resides not so much in
its central thesis (what we experience as
reality is an artificial virtual reality gener-
ated by the Matrix, the mega-computer
directly attached to all our minds), but in
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its central image of the millions of human
beings leading a claustrophobic life in
watet-filled cradles, kept alive in order to
generate electricity. So when (some of)
the people “awaken” from their imprison-
ment, this awakening is not the opening
into the wide space of the external reality,
but first the horrible realization of this
enclosure, where each of us is effectively
just a fetus-like organism, immersed in
prenatal fluid.

This utter passivity is the fantasy that
sustains our conscious experience as
active, self-positing subjects—it is the
ultimate perverse fantasy, the notion that
we are ultimately instruments of the
Matrix’s—the big Other's—jouissance,
sucked of our life-substance like batteries.
This brings us to the true libidinal
enigma: Why does the Matrix need
human energy? The purely energetic solu-
tion is, of course, meaningless: The
Matrix could have easily found another
more reliable source of energy, which
would have not demanded the extremely
complex arrangement of virtual reality
coordinated for millions of human units.
The only consistent answer is that the
Matrix feeds on human jouissance. And so
we are back at the fundamental Lacanian
thesis that the big Other itself, far from
being an anonymous machine, needs the
constant influx of jouissance of those who
come to define it, even constitute it.

he Matrix Reloaded proposes—or,

rather, plays with—a series of ways
to overcome the inconsistencies of its
prequel. But in doing so, it gets entan-
gled in new inconsistencies of its own.
The film’s end is open and undecided not
only narratively, but also with regard to
its underlying vision of the universe. The
basic tone is that of additional compli-
cations and suspicions that render prob-
lematic the simple and clear ideology of
liberation from the Matrix that under-
pins the first film.

The communally ecstatic ritual of the
people in the underground city of Zion can-
not but recall a fundamentalist religious
gathering. Doubts are also cast upon the
two key prophetic figures. Are Morpheus’
visions true, or is he a paranoiac madman
ruthlessly imposing his hallucinations? Neo
doesn’t know if he can trust the Oracle, a
woman who foresees the future: Is she also
manipulating Neo with her prophecies? Is
she a representative of the “good” aspect of

the Matrix, in contrast to Agent Smith,
who turns into an excess of the Matrix, a
virus run amok, trying to avoid being
deleted by multiplying itself? And what
about the cryptic pronouncements of the
Architect of the Matrix, its software writer,
The films imply that
although economy is
the real site and politics
a theater of shadows,
the main battle is still to

be fought in politics.

its God? He informs Neo that he is actually
living in the sixth upgraded version of the
Matrix: In each, a savior figure has arisen,
but his attempt to liberate humanity ended
in a large-scale catastrophe. Is Neo’s rebel-
lion, far from being a unique event, just part
of a larger cycle of the disturbance and resti-
tution of the Order?

By the end of The Matrix Reloaded,
everything is cast in doubt: The question
is not only whether any revolutions
against the Matrix can accomplish what
they claim or whether they have to end in
an orgy of destruction, but whether they
are not taken into account, planned even,
by the Matrix itself. Are even those who
are liberated from the Matrix free to make
a choice at all? Is the solution to nonethe-
less risk the outright rebellion, or to resign
oneself to play the local games of “resist-
ance” while remaining within the Matrix,
or even engage in collaboration with the
“good” forces in the Matrix? This is where
The Matrix Reloaded ends: in a failure of
“cognitive mapping” that perfectly mir-
rors the sad predicament of today's left
and its struggle against the System.

A supplementary twist is provided by the
very end of the movie, when Neo magi-
cally stops the bad squidlike machines
attacking the humans by merely raising his
hand. How was he able to accomplish this
in the “desert of the real,” not within the
Matrix where, of course, he can do won-
ders? Does this unexplained inconsistency
indicate that “all there is is generated by
the Matrix,” that there is no ultimate real-
ity? Although such a postmodern tempta-
tion—the easy way out of ontological
confusion—is to be rejected, there is a

correct insight in this complication of the
simple and straight division between the
“real reality” and the Matrix-generated
universe. Even if the struggle takes place in
the “real reality,” the key fight is to be won
in the Matrix, which is why the human
rebels re-enter its virtual universe.

To put it in terms of the good old Marxist
couple infrastructure/superstructure: One
should take into account the irreducible
duality of, on the one hand, the “objec-
tive” material socio-economic processes
taking place in reality as well as, on the
other hand, the politico-ideological
process proper. What if the domain of pol-
itics is inherently “sterile,” a theater of
shadows, but nonetheless crucial in trans-
forming reality? So, although economy is
the real site and politics a theater of shad-
ows, the main fight is to be fought in
politics and ideology.

Consider, for example, the disintegra-
tion of Communist power in Eastern
Europe in the last years of the ’80s.
Although the main event was the actual
loss of state power by the Communists,
the crucial break occurred at a different
level—in those magic moments when,
although formally Communists were still
in power, people all of a sudden lost their
fear and no longer took the state’s threats
seriously. So even if “real” battles with the
police continued, everyone somehow
knew that the “game” was over. The title
The Matrix Reloaded is thus quite appro-
priate: If part one was dominated by the
impetus to exit the Matrix, to liberate
oneself from its hold, part two makes it
clear that the battle has to be won within
the Matrix, that one has to return to it.

The filmmakers have thus dramatically
raised the stakes of the Matrix series, con-
fronting us with all the complications and
confusions of the politics of liberation.
And they have put themselves in a pro-
foundly difficult spot: They now confront
an almost impossible task. If the forth-
coming part three, The Matrix Revolutions,
is to succeed with anything like a happy
ending, it will have to produce nothing
less than the appropriate answer to the
dilemmas of revolutionary politics today,
a blueprint for the political act the left is
desperately looking for. l

Slavoj Zi¥ek, a philosopher and psychoana-
lyst, is a senior researcher at the Institute for
Advanced Study in the Humanities, in
Essen, Germany.
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Who's Got the Power?

By David Moberg

ver the past century, the
destructive nature of war has
changed dramatically. As a
result, argues Jonathan Schell, the world
now faces two stark options: continuing
along a path of military coercion to settle
disputes, a path that leads toward even-

The Unconquerable World:

Power, Nonviolence and the Will of
the People

By Jonathan Schell

Metropolitan Books

433 pages, $27.50

tual armageddon, or pursuing a nonvio-
lent, political path toward new and more
democratic institutions—including a
revised notion of national sovereignty—
to resolve conflict.

It’s a choice facing people every-
where in the world, but because of
the overwhelming power of the
United States, the most fateful deci-
sion will be whether that country
chooses to be an empire or a repub-
lic. Given the increasingly open
defense of a new American empire,
there’s an urgency to Schell’s argu-
ment. But he offers an incomplete
roadmap for avoiding the dire alter-
native of global annihilation.

Schell, a Nation Institute fellow
and author of the bestselling The
Fate of the Earth, contends that
violence has now “become dys-
functional as a political instru-
ment. Increasingly, it destroys the
ends for which it is employed,
killing the user as well as his vic-
tim. It has become the path to hell
on earth and the end of the earth.”
His evidence includes the deadly

battles of World War I, as wellas ———

the concentration camps and nuclear
bombs of World War II. But the prospect
of nuclear conflict clearly is the main rea-
son why he believes war is dangerously
obsolete. Beyond the spread of weapons
of mass destruction, he writes, the big
dangers facing the world today are the
proliferation of ethnic, religious, national
and class-based conflicts and the risk of
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disproportionate response to these con-
flicts by the United States.

n the ideal type of war, Carl von

Clausewitz wrote in his classic study of
warfare, two armed forces fight without
constraint to the death and defeat of one
side. But in real war, politics must be in
command, and defeat is as much moral—
a decision of the loser not to keep fighting
and to submit to the will of the victor—as
it is physical. As war was transformed by
the democratic revolution starting in the
late 18th century—and the scientific rev-
olution, the industrial revolution and
imperialism—warfare increasingly defined
the nation state and created a “war sys-
tem” that often generated conflicts on its
own. But with nuclear weapons, a new
balance of terror emerged that relied espe-
cially on the two superpowers, the United
States and the Soviet Union, maintaining

emerging out of the movements for
national liberation and social revolution.
In “people’s wars,” such as those fought in
China and Vietnam, politics and war were
fused and, more than in conventional war,
politics was not only a weapon of war but
the final arbiter of victory. There was also
a parallel development of another
approach to social change and conflict that
was intensely political, but also spiritual
and nonviolent, as exemplified by Gandhi
and his notion of satyagraha, “truth-action”
or active non-cooperation with oppressive
institutions and figures.

While there was a widespread belief
among many political philosophers and
leaders in the West that state power
depended on a monopoly of force and
that revolution required violent over-
throw of the government, Gandhi argued
that the crucial prop to rulers was the
consent and cooperation of the ruled. By
withholding cooperation, people could
bring down regimes nonviolently. Yet the
expression “nonviolent” does not ade-
quately convey the positive assertion of

the appearance of being ready to use
nuclear weapons. In this complex psycho-
logical war, superpower leaders could only
privately reveal their hesitation to engage
in mutually assured destruction, for fear of
upsetting the balance of terror.

Alongside this transformation of war
among states, a new kind of war was also

Only global-cooperation-can-prevent global-terror.

the power of individuals to work together
for a common goal that Schell posits as
the alternative to violence. He sees the
same popular power at work in the move-
ments—described by Czech leader
Vaclav Havel as “living in truth”—that
undermined Communist regimes in the
old Soviet bloc.
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There is a hidden history of the power
of nonviolent, political direct action that
Schell presents as an alternative to vio-
lence. He argues that in many classic rev-
olutions in the West—the “Glorious
Revolution” of 1688 in England, the

Power flows from
people acting out of a
common purpose;
violence is antithetical
to power, not its
essential force.

American war for independence, and the
French and Russian revolutions—vio-
lence played a secondary role. The turning
point came when popular forces organized
themselves and support drained away from
the ruling powers, not primarily as a result
of particular military actions. The vio-
lence associated with the French and
Russian revolutions mostly came in the
aftermath of the shift in power.

Whether the ultimate victory involved
military action or not, both people'’s war
and nonviolent “cooperative power”
depended heavily on a political struggle,
directed not only against the rulers but
also toward some positive vision of an
alternative way of governing society.
Schell embraces Hannah Arendt’s view
that power flows from people acting out of
a common purpose and that violence is
antithetical to power—not its essential
force. He finds hopeful models in the
American civil rights movement, the
popular movements that undermined
Communism in Eastern Europe, and the
nonviolent overthrow of military or
repressive regimes in countries such as
Greece, Portugal, Chile, Argentina, the
Philippines, Indonesia, and South Africa.

This wave of successful movements for
greater freedom and democracy has not,
however, eliminated the threat of violence
in international affairs. Indeed, Schell
argues that there is a nightmare scenario
in which freedom within a country, such
as the United States, generates a power for
the government that can in trn be
directed toward oppressing others, but at a
cost of turning that same repression back
upon its own people. So far, attempts to

replace empires with a liberal internation-
alism of world government that could
reduce the use of violence among states
have foundered on notions of national
sovereignty, which hold that power is indi-
visible. While that might apply to the use
of coercive power, federalism and separa-
tion of powers in U.S. government clearly
demonstrate how cooperative power is
divisible and could be shared between
nations and supranational bodies.

There are movements—global justice,
feminist, environmentalist and peace—
that could be united, Schell suggests, to
press for abolition of nuclear arms and
weapons of mass destruction, international
intervention to resolve the frequently
ethnic-based wars of self-determination
with new models of sovereignty (as in the
Good Friday agreement to resolve the
Northern Ireland conflict), action against
crimes against humanity, and the founding
of a “democratic league” to support demo-
cratic principles.

hile this program sounds admir-
able, Schell gives few hints about
how people might organize to achieve
these ends. As long as the United States
remains a dominant power with increas-
ingly clear imperial ambitions, his propos-
als would be either dead letters (nuclear
abolition) or perverted (a “democratic
league” dominated by the United States
would yield a narrow definition of democ-
racy). But how can American movements
organize in a way that turns this country
away from such imperial ambitions? Just
attacking Bush as an imperialist, or argu-
ing in defense of republican government,
won’t make much headway politically.
This leads to a second issue: Unless
these global movements representing
“cooperative power” are able to win con-
trol or at least substantial influence over
a significant number of powerful states
(ultimately including the United States),
then the movements themselves will be
limited in what they can accomplish.
The strategy for changing the interna-
tional order requires not only citizen
movements but sympathetic govern-
ments, and the model of overthrowing a
Caetano in Portugal or Suharto in
Indonesia doesn’t work for building a new
international order.
Also, despite taking note of the history
of imperialism, Schell gives surprisingly
little attention to the economic under-

pinnings of the global political ordet, the
“war system,” and even ongoing: civil
wars. War and violence are not-only pur-
sued for economic motives, but economic
ambitions are usually present in some
form. In any case, redressing “the
inequities of today's global economy: is
essential for creating a more peaceful,
democratic international order. The
European Union, which Schell admires
for its attempts to “delaminate” sover-
eignty to create a more peaceful conti-
nent, would probably not succeed without
its prosperity and efforts to raise living
standards of the poorer members.

The specter of nuclear war still haunts
the world, but it certainly hasn’t persuaded
leaders of nations or political movements
that violence is unthinkable. Despite
Schell's argument that war has become
dysfunctional, semi-functional wars are
likely to continue. We haven’t yet seen the
backlash from the U.S. blitzkrieg in Iraq,
but the Pentagon hawks are clearly not
deterred by any fear of igniting a global
firebomb as they contemplate the next war.
They see war as extremely functional.

Part of any backlash is likely to be in
the form of terrorism. Schell correctly
argues that global cooperation, not uni-
lateral U.S. action, is the best solution
to global stateless terrorism like that rep-
resented by al-Qaeda. He also argues
that abolition of existing stocks of
weapons of mass destruction will make it
more difficult for terrorists to get their
hands on such weapons, but he acknowl-
edges that the scientific genie is out of
the bottle. With the knowledge of how
to make such weapons easily available,
abolition will be a tougher sell. But the
balance of terror policies from the Cold
War will have no effect on terrorists
such as Osama bin Laden.

Schell has made a valuable contribu-
tion in emphasizing how politics has
become more important than military
action, even at a time when the United
States has amassed a techno-military
advantage over every other nation. The
solutions to the threat of war conse-
quently will have to be as much political,
including economic policy, as they are
steps toward dismantling the machinery
of war. Schell also raises hopes that the
political movement for change can be
both nonviolent and successful, thus
helping to break a cycle of violence that
could destroy us all. R
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from the streets. There followed two nights
of rioting, though fortunately no one was
sériously injured. Earlier, one British man,

Martin Shaw, 39, received fractured verte-

brae after police, incredibly, cut through the
rope he was using to scale a bridge from

~ which to hang a banner and let him fall 65

feét to the ground.

But as Sunday progressed, locals fought
Swiss and later German police, who used
gas and thunderflash grenades as their main
method of control. One British Indymedia
journalist was injured by a grenade.

- Meanwhile, an hour and a bit away, the
press corps were not so interested. “It is 50

i hard not to be seduced,” said a couple of
i British journalists unwisely within earshot
. of In These Times. “All the security arid the
; free food: You try not to, but ...
. the press center was a base de luxe. Thou-
- sands of journalists were enclosed in this hi-
¢ tech country camp with streams of vidéo
. and streams of water, replete, téspectively,
. with empty statements and overf §

- trout. Views of broken glass ang1
. gas were replaced by views of the beautiful
" mountains and the smell of baking Limb,
t served up by trusted waiters from the French
. Interior Ministry brought all the way from
 Paris. As diners entered the hall, they

” Indeed,

“dfainbow

&

he saell of

formed a cordon d’honneur, each greeting
journalists in a variety of languages.

Oh, and there was the summit. itself.
Nothing happened. It didn't really seem to

matter. Fattened-calf presenters and “news
processors” reflected back the sound bites of
the elite. They pretended the latest offer of
money to stop African poverty, and most
importantly, AIDS, was a real one and not
a numbers game. The fact that the G8
promised money to Africa at Genoa in
2001, virtually none of
which has been forth-
coming, was ignored, if
it was remembered at
afl. After all, French
President  Jacques
Chirac said the G8
was going to work
closely with the poor-
est nations. So that is
what was reported.
The United States managed to get the
G8 to pass a “resolution” telling North
Korea not to develop nuclear weapons,
hapdly groundbreaking news. Maybe telling
Dénald Rurisfeld not to sell them parts in
the first place as a member of the board of
directors of ABB, the Swiss engineering
and nuclear energy firm that supplied
North Korea, would also help—but hey,

" we're lapsing back into reality. And so did

Chirac, briefly. He kind of gave it away in
his Monday evening press conference. “We
don’t have any authority, we cannot pass
laws, we are just a club: a club, that’s all,”
he said. It was the only line of the event
worth talking about.

Back in Geneva, on Monday night, the
riots started up again. This time the visit-
ing German Politzei had fully taken over
from their softer Swiss cousins. Their giant
water cannons and firework-style gas can-
isters proved more effective in moving
around the crowds of mainly Genovese

Views of broken glass and
the smell of gas were
replaced by views of the
beautiful mountains and
the smell of baking lamb.

young men who attempted to confront
them. Despite this unusual international
policing, a significant amount of looting
did occur. More graffiti was sprayed up,
more windows were smashed by the
casseurs, and more press columns were
devoted to something else. Like President
Bush meeting the chefs at his hotel.

It may “just” be “a club.” It may be a
“seductive” free trip for thousands of lazy
reporters and presenters; it may serve up a
wicked carre d’agneau. But maybe those
are not good enough reasons for the G8 to
carry on. As we saw inside the networked,
broadband de vin world of the press cen-
ter: Can’t they just phone each other? ll
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Leam Spanish rapidly, help rural Maya
women. Individual Spanish immersion
methodology, lodging/meals with
Guatemalan family, unique culture/
service opportunities, $140-$160
weekly—at least 30 percent of tuition
supports education for 55 youth/
women of remote Guatemalan pueb-
los. See www.centromaya.org. Write
maestros@centromaya.org.
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]
The Village Poet and Collection of Writ-
ings by Leon Newton. www.amazon.com
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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OPPORTUNITY
Califonia Peace Action and its sister
organization the Peace Education
Fund are seeking a new Executive
Director. California Peace Action is

the nation's largest member-based
peace organization, with 35,000
members, a staff of 60, and a $1.9
million budget. Salary competitive.
Equal opportunity employer. Closing
date, September 1, 2003. Send letter
and resume to DirectorSearch@
CaliforniaPeaceAction.org.

DIRECTOR: WESTERN NEW YOQRK
Peace Center seeks director for non-
profit peace and justice membership
organization. For details, check
www.wnypeace.org or call (716) 894-
2013.
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links compatible singles who care
about p , soclal justi
oquity, rlclsm and the environment.
Nationwide. Al ages. Straight/Gay. Since 1984.
FREE SAMPLE: X3\ Box 444-T,
Lenox Dale, MA 01242; T (413) 448-8309;

OR &} tp://www.concemedsingles.com

Radical Teacher

An independent magazine for
educational workers at all levels
and in every kind of institution.
The magazine focuses on critical
teaching practice, the political

econony of education,

and institutional struggles.

P.O. Box 382616
Cambridge, MA 02238-2616

subscription rates
$15 one year $28 two year $35 sustaining
$30 library/institution $8 part-time/ retired
http://www.wpunj.edu/radteach/

JULY 7. 2003 29 iN THESE TIMES




Postcaf"d

from

Evian, FRaNCE—So the game was played. Missile
batteries, special divers, police boats, all the boys’
toys and more. Protests, riots, window smashing,
graffiti plus local confusion, blame and bemuse-
ment. Yep, the Group of 8 were back.

The actual summit took place in this picturesque
lakeside town, which delegates and journalists
could only access by boat from Lausanne, Switzer-
land. Most of them stayed there, shuttled between
their free food and sound bites—hence the police
divers and their James Bond speedboats. Protesters
were kept at arms length in Geneva, Switzerland,
the nearby town of Annemasse, and in a few scat-
tered camps toward Grenoble over the border in
France again. Despite this jigsaw, many tens of
thousands turned up: Police estimated around
50,000, organizers around 100,000. Confirmation
on either figure was impossible.

The main demonstration, on Sunday, June 1,
linked up French protesters from Grenoble and

am Porter

the |

the Swiss protesters from Geneva. While the bor-
der ceased to exist, vans pumped Rage Against
the Machine, salsa, and hip-hop over a crowd
eager to make its point.

Somewhat more eager were the so-called Black
Bloc, in fact a group predominantly from Germany
called the Autonomen. Their youth and vigor are
as astounding as their desire to confront the
authorities. Marching from their camp in the
south of Geneva, they attacked a BP petrol station
before turning back into Geneva to create barri-
cades and fires and physically attack Swiss police
with rocks, bottles, and anything else that came to
hand. The Mont Blanc bridge and the Boulevard
Fagon were seas of broken glass and gas canister
parts in a ridiculous game of cat and mouse.

As the main march eventually returned to
Geneva, the situation had already worsened, and
major standoffs occurred. Many local young men
joined in the fray, and eventually order disappeared
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