

















NO MORE BARRIERS

DEMOLISHING THE
NEW BERLIN WALLS

John Pilger tells how the Palestinian breakout of Gaza
offers inspiration to the struggling people of the world

he recent breakout of the peo-

ple of Gaza provided a heroic

spectacle unlike any other since

the Warsaw ghetto uprising
and the smashing down of the Berlin
Wall. Whereas on the occupied West
Bank, Ariel Sharon’s master plan of
walling in the population and stealing
their land and resources has all but suc-
ceeded, requiring only a Palestinian
Vichy to sign it off, the people of Gaza
have defied their tormentors, however
briefly, and it is a guarantee they will do
so again. There is profound symbolism in
their achievement, touching lives and
hopes all over the world.

“[Sharon’s] fate for us,” wrote Karma
Nabulsi, a Palestinian, “was a Hobbesian
vision of an anarchic society: truncated,
violent, powerless, destroyed, cowed,
ruled by disparate militias, gangs, reli-
gious ideologues and extremists, broken
up into ethnic and religious tribalism,
and co-opted [by] collaborationists. Look
to the Iraq of today — that is what he
had in store for us and he nearly
achieved it.”

Israel’s and America’s experiments in

mass suffering nearly achieved it. There
was First Rains, the code name for a ter-
ror of sonic booms that came every night
and sent Gazan children mad. There was
Summer Rains, which showered bombs
and missiles on civilians, then extrajudi-
cial executions, and finally a land inva-
sion. Ehud Barak, the current Israeli de-
fence minister, has tried every kind of
blockade: the denial of electricity for wa-
ter and sewage pumps, incubators and
dialysis machines and the denial of fuel
and food to a population of mostly mal-
nourished children. This has been ac-
companied by the droning, insincere, in-
cessant voices of western broadcasters
and politicians, one merging with the
other, platitude upon platitude, tribunes
of the “international community” whose
response is not to help, but to excuse an
indisputably illegal occupation as “dis-
puted” and damn a democratically
elected Palestinian Authority as “Hamas
militants” who “refuse to recognise Is-
rael’s right to exist” when it is Israel that
demonstrably refuses to recognise the
Palestinians’ right to exist.

“What is being hidden from the [Is-
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NO MORE BARRIERS

In the
murdochracies,
where most of
the world is
viewed as useful
or expendable,
we have little
sense of this.
The news
selection is
unremittingly
distracting and
disabling.

The cynicism

of an identical
group of
opportunists
laying claim to
the White House
is given
respectability
as each of them
competes to
support the
Bush regime's
despotic
war-making

raeli] public,” wrote Uri Avnery, a
founder of Gush Shalom, the Israeli
peace movement, on 26 January, “is that
the launching of the Qassams [rockets
from Gaza] could be stopped tomorrow.
Several months ago, Hamas proposed a
ceasefire. It repeated the offer this week
... Why doesn’t our government jump at
this proposal? Simple: to make such a
deal, we must speak to Hamas ... It is
more important to boycott Hamas than
to put an end to the suffering of Sderot.
All the media co-operate with this pre-
tence.” Hamas long ago offered Israel a
ten-year ceasefire and has since recog-
nised the “reality” of the Jewish state.
This is almost never reported in the
west.

Soccer star's gesture

The inspiration of the Palestinian break-
out from Gaza was dramatically demon-
strated by the star Egyptian midfielder
Mohamed Aboutreika. Helping his na-
tional side to a 3-0 victory over Sudan in
the African Nations Cup, he raised his
shirt to reveal a T-shirt with the words
“Sympathise with Gaza” in English and
Arabic. The crowd stood and cheered,
and hundreds of thousands of people
around the world expressed their sup-
port for him and for Gaza. An Egyptian
journalist who joined a delegation of
sports writers to Fifa to protest against
Aboutreika’s yellow card said: “It is ac-
tions like his that bring many walls
down, walls of silence, walls in our
minds.”

In the murdochracies, where most of
the world is viewed as useful or expend-
able, we have little sense of this. The
news selection is unremittingly distract-
ing and disabling. The cynicism of an
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identical group of opportunists laying
claim to the White House is given re-
spectability as each of them competes to
support the Bush regime’s despotic war-
making. John McCain, almost certainly
the Republican nominee for president,
wants a “hundred-year war”. That the
leading Democratic candidates are a
woman and a black man is of supreme
irrelevance; the fanatical Condoleezza
Rice is both female and black. Look into
the murky world behind Hillary Clinton
and you find the likes of Monsanto, a
company that produced Agent Orange,
the war chemical that continues to de-
stroy Vietnam. One of Barack Obama’s
chief whisperers is Zbigniew Brzezinski,
architect of Operation Cyclone in
Afghanistan, which spawned jihadism,
al-Qaeda and 9/11.

This malign circus has been silent on
Palestine and Gaza and almost anything
that matters, including the following an-
nouncement, perhaps the most impor-
tant of the century: “The first use of nu-
clear weapons must remain in the quiver
of escalation as the ultimate instrument
to prevent the use of weapons of mass
destruction.” Inviting incredulity, these
words may require more than one read-
ing. They come from a statement written
by five of the west’s top military leaders,
an American, a Briton, a German, a
Frenchman and a Dutchman, who help
run the club known as Nato. They are
saying the west should nuke countries
that have weapons of mass destruction
— with the exclusion, that is, of the west’s
nuclear arsenal. Nuking will be necessary
because “the west’s values and way of
life are under threat”.

Where is this threat coming from?
“Over there,” say the generals.



Where? In “the brutal world”.

On 21 January, on the eve of the Nato
announcement, Gordon Brown also out-
Orwelled Orwell. He said that “the race
for more and bigger stockpiles of nuclear
destruction [sic]” is over. The reason he
gave was that “the international com-
munity” (basically, the west) was facing
“serious challenges”. One of these chal-
lenges is Iran, which has no nuclear
weapons and no programme to build
them, according to America’s National
Intelligence Estimates. This is in striking
contrast to Brown’s Britain, which, in
defiance of the Nuclear Non-Prolifera-
tion Treaty, has commissioned an en-
tirely new Trident nuclear arsenal at a
cost believed to be as much as £25bn.
What Brown was doing was threatening
Iran on behalf of the Bush regime, which
wants to attack Iran before the end of
the presidential year.

Jonathan Schell, author of the seminal
Fate of the Earth, provides compelling
evidence in his recently published The
Seventh Decade: the New Shape of Nu-
clear Danger that nuclear war has now
moved to the centre of western foreign
policy even though the enemy is in-
vented. In response, Russia has begun to
restore its vast nuclear arsenal. Robert
McNamara, the US defence secretary
during the Cuban crisis, describes this as
“Apocalypse Soon”. Thus, the wall dis-
mantled by young Germans in 1989 and
sold to tourists is being built in the minds
of a new generation.

For the Bush and Blair regimes, the
invasion of Iraq and the campaigns
against Hamas, Iran and Syria are vital in
fabricating this new “nuclear threat”.
The effect of the Iraq invasion, says a
study cited by Noam Chomsky, is a “sev-
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enfold increase in the yearly rate of fatal
jihadist attacks”.

Behold Nato's instant "brutal world".
Of course, the highest and oldest wall is
that which separates “us” from “them”.
This is described today as a great divide
of religions or “a clash of civilisations”,
which are false concepts, propagated in
western scholarship and journalism to
provide what Edward Said called “the
other” — an identifiable target for fear
and hatred that justifies invasion and
economic plunder. In fact, the founda-
tions for this wall were laid more than
500 years ago when the privileges of
“discovery and conquest” were granted
to Christopher Columbus in a world that
the then all-powerful pope considered
his property, to be disposed of according
to his will.

Nothing has changed. The World
Bank, the International Monetary Fund,
the World Trade Organisation and now
Nato are invested with the same privi-
leges of conquest on behalf of the new
papacy in Washington. The goal is what
Bill Clinton called the “integration of
countries into the global free-market
community”, the terms of which, noted
the New York Times, “require the United
States to get involved in the plumbing
and wiring of other nations’ internal af-
fairs more deeply than ever before”.

This modern system of dominance re-
quires sophisticated propaganda that
presents its aims as benign, even “pro-
moting democracy in Iraq”, according to
BBC executives responsible for respond-
ing to sceptical members of the public.
That “we” in the west have the unfet-
tered right to exploit the economies and
resources of the poor world while main-
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Having
insinuated their
way into public
debate, the
smears deflect
authentic
critiques

of Chavez's
Venezuela and
prepare the
ground for an
assaultonit

taining tariff walls and state subsidies is
taught as serious scholarship in the eco-
nomics departments of leading universi-
ties. This is neoliberalism — socialism for
the rich, capitalism for the poor.

“Rather than acknowledging,” wrote
Chalmers Johnson, “that free trade, pri-
vatisation and the rest of their policies
are ahistorical, self-serving economic
nonsense, apologists for neoliberalism
have also revived an old 19th-century
and neo-Nazi explanation for develop-
mental failure — namely, culture.”

What is rarely discussed is that liber-
alism as an open-ended, violent ideology
is destroying liberalism as a reality. Ha-
tred of Muslims is widely advertised by
those claiming the respectability of what
they call “the left”. At the same time, op-
ponents of the new papacy are routinely
smeared, as seen in the recent fake

charges of narcoterrorism against Hugo
Chavez. Having insinuated their way
into public debate, the smears deflect
authentic critiques of Chavez’s Vene-
zuela and prepare the ground for an as-
sault on it.

This is the role that journalism has
played in the invasion of Iraq and the
great injustice in Palestine. It also repre-
sents a wall, on which Aldous Huxley,
describing his totalitarian utopia in Brave
New World, might have written: “Oppo-
sition is apostasy. Fatalism is ideal. Si-
lence is preferred.” If the people of Gaza
can disobey all three, why can’t we? CT

John Pilger’s latest book, Freedom Next
Time, is now out in paperback.This
article was first published in New
Statesman. His new movie is The War
on Democracy
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AVOIDING BLAME

FROM STALINGRAD
TO WINOGRAD

Uri Avnery assesses the inquiry into Israel’s war on Lebanon

or some days, the country looked
like the Place de la Concorde in
1793. The entire public sat expec-
tantly facing the guillotine, wait-
ing for the tumbril to bring the marquis,
for the marquis to lie down, for the blade
to fall on his neck and for a soldier to hold
up the bloody, severed head for the
amusement of the spectators.

All eyes were fixed on the raised blade
of the Winograd commission. The judge
sat down before the cameras and read
out the report. But the blade did not
come down. No reserve soldier raised the
bloody, severed head. The head remained
in its place. Ehud Olmert is no marquis,
and his head remains firmly on his shoul-
ders.

From one end of the country to the
other, a deep sigh of disappointment. The
reporters and commentators sprang from
their seats, like the knitting hags of the
Paris square whose marquis has escaped.

The Winograd commission has failed,
the commentators exclaimed in outrage.
To the many failures of the war, the fail-
ure of the commission must now be
added. Every experienced politician

knows the axiom: He who chooses the
members of a commission determines its
conclusions in advance.

That is almost self-evident. After all,
the members of the commission are only
human. Human beings have attitudes
and opinions. These are known in ad-
vance to the person who appoints them.
He can appoint the members at will. If he
appoints tycoons, he can reasonably ex-
pect that they will not decide to raise the
taxes on the rich. If he appoints leftists in-
stead, the recommendations will be quite
different.

Therefore, when the proposed Law of
Commissions of Inquiry was debated, we
decided that the members of an “official”
commission of inquiry should not be ap-
pointed by the government, but by the
President of the Supreme Court. I was a
member of the Knesset at the time and
took an active part in the debate. I pro-
posed that not only would the Chief Jus-
tice appoint the commission members,
but that he — and not the government —
would decide on the setting up of an in-
quiry in the first place. (This was re-
jected.)
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AVOIDING BLAME

The Winograd
commission
behaved exactly
like an "official"
commission,
took decisions
like one and
spoke like one.
It raised the
guillotine blade,
and everybody
waited for it

to fall on
Olmert's neck

That happened seven years before the
young Ehud Olmert was first elected to
the Knesset. But he understands the law
perfectly. When, after Lebanon War II,
the appointment of an “official” commis-
sion of inquiry was proposed, he objected
strenuously. He insisted on a govern-
ment-appointed inquiry commission.
While the members of an official commis-
sion are appointed by the Chief Justice,
the members of a government commis-
sion are appointed by the government it-
self.

Vive la petite difference.

The appointment of the Winograd
commission was greeted by many
doubts. But these evaporated completely
when the interim report was released last
April. It was harsh and uncompromising.
It contained very negative remarks about
Olmert.

So the public relaxed. The difference
between the two kinds of commission
was forgotten. The Winograd commis-
sion behaved exactly like an “official”
commission, took decisions like one and
spoke like one. It raised the guillotine
blade, and everybody waited for it to fall
on Olmert’s neck.

And then it became clear that le petite
difference was very substantial indeed.
The commission appointed by Olmert
has now issued a final report that is favor-
able to Olmert all along the line, espe-
cially about the accusation that Olmert
had decided on the last-minute “ground
operation” and sent soldiers to their
deaths to save his personal prestige.

The commission did not lay any per-
sonal blame on any politician or general.
Here it could base itself on a decision of
the Supreme Court, which had expressly
forbidden the commission to condemn
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anyone personally.

How come? When the Knesset
adopted the Commission of Inquiry Law,
we paid much attention to Article 15. It
prohibits condemning anyone without
giving them a fair opportunity to defend
themself. Such a person must be warned
in advance and invited to appoint a
lawyer, to cross-examine witnesses and
to summon witnesses of their own.

That is a long process, and a commis-
sion of inquiry is generally in a hurry to
finish its report before the subject of its
investigation is forgotten. For example,
the commission of inquiry that was set up
after the Yom Kippur war, under Judge
Agranat, just disregarded the article alto-
gether and decided to dismiss the Chief of
Staff, the Commander of the Southern
Front and other generals, without giving
them any advance warning at all.

No blame

The Winograd commission took another
path: when the army authorities peti-
tioned the Supreme Court and de-
manded that the commission respect Ar-
ticle 15, the commission just promised
that they would not blame anybody per-
sonally.

The commission could, of course, have
described Olmert’s part in the war in such
scathing terms as to force him to resign.
It did not do so. On the contrary, it con-
cluded that his decisions were reason-
able. The blade did not fall, Olmert was
bruised, but still standing.

After the 1982 Sabra and Shatila mas-
sacre, the “official” commission of inquiry
chaired by Judge Kahan published an ex-
emplary report which exposed all the
facts. But these could have led it to much
harsher conclusions than it did actually



reach. Instead of finding that Ariel Sharon
and his minions were guilty of “indirect
responsibility” for the massacre, it could
have decided that they bore direct re-
sponsibility. The facts supported such a
conclusion. Why did they not do so, and
only dismissed Sharon and some officers?
I assume that they shrunk back for fear of
causing severe damage to the State of Is-
rael.

Now I could write much the same
about the Winograd commission. The
facts exposed by it justify more extreme
conclusions. What held them back? One
can guess: the five commission members,
all pillars of the establishment — two gen-
erals, two leading academics, one judge —
did not want to topple Olmert, the No. 1
establishment person. Perhaps they
feared that his place would be taken by
somebody much worse —a worry shared
by many others in the country.

As prominent establishment figures,
the commission members also shrunk
back from touching on two basic ques-
tions concerning Lebanon War II: (a) Why
it was started at all, and (b) What had
caused the shocking deterioration of the
army. In its two reports, the commission
asserted that the decision to start the war
was taken in a hasty and irresponsible
manner. The stated war aims were quite
unattainable. But the commission did not
say what had caused Olmert & Co.—the
government of Israel — to make such a de-
cision.

We now know for sure that plans for
the war had been prepared a long time
before. These were rehearsed only a
month before the war and changes were
made according to the results. In the end,
these plans were not implemented at all.
But it is clear that the government and
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the army had long been thinking about
attacking Hizbullah.

For six years, the Northern border had
been completely quiet. Hizbullah did de-
ploy rockets (as it is doing now) but
showed then (as now) no inclination to
attack Israel.

Negotiating chips

The cross-border incursion in which two
Israeli soldiers were captured was an ex-
ception. The action was intended to pro-
vide negotiating chips for the release of
Hizbullah prisoners held in Israel (and
perhaps to demonstrate solidarity with
Hamas, which had just captured another
Israeli soldier in a similar incursion.) Has-
san Nasrallah later admitted that this
was a grave mistake and would not have
been done if he had imagined that it
would cause a war. (Olmert, on his part,
has not admitted to any mistake.)

AsIsaid right at the beginning, this in-
cident was a pretext for the war, not the
reason for it. If so, what was the real rea-
son? The desire of the civilian Olmert for
military glory? The dream of the Chief of
Staff, Dan Halutz, to prove that the Air
Force could win a war alone, by a massive
bombardment of the civilian population?
The illusion that Hizbullah could be elim-
inated by one big strike?

When Judge Winograd tried to explain
why a part of the report must be kept se-
cret, the words he used attracted no at-
tention: “The security of the state and its
foreign relations”. Foreign relations?
What foreign relations? Relations with
whom? There is only one reasonable an-
swer: relations with the United States.

That could be the crux of the matter:
Olmert fulfilled an American wish. Pres-
ident Bush wanted to install his protégé,

This incident
was a pretext for
the war, not the
reason for it.

If so, what was
the real reason?
The desire of the
civilian Olmert
for military
glory?

The dream of
the Chief of
Staff, Dan
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Hizbullah could
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Soldiers who
run after
stone-throwing
children in the
alleys of the
Qasbah, who
hammer at
night on the
doors of
civilians, who
use bulldozers
to destroy
people’s homes,
and all this for
year after year
- such soldiers
are not
competent

to fighta
modern war

Fouad Siniora, as ruler in Beirut. For that
end, Hizbullah, the main Lebanese oppo-
sition force, had to be eliminated. Also,
Bush wanted to effect a regime change in
Syria, one of the main obstacles to Amer-
ican ambitions in the region.

I believe that this is the missing link in
Winograd’s chain. Olmert could have ar-
gued: “I was only obeying orders”. But
that, of course, is unspeakable.

The other black hole in the report con-
cerns the Israeli army. The report criticizes
it murderously. Never before has the army
leadership been described in such a way
—as a bunch of people without character,
talent or competence; generals who are
ready to send soldiers to their death in an
operation they believe to be condemned
to failure, just because they do not dare to
stand up to their superiors; generals who
do not demand a clear definition of the
objectives before going into battle; Gen-
erals who do not recognize the fateful
faults of their army, and who are them-
selves responsible — they and their pred-
ecessors — for these very faults.

All this is being said now. What has
not been said is: how did we get such a
leadership? What has caused these
faults? The answers can be summed up in
two words: the occupation.

I have written dozens of articles about
the disastrous effects of the occupation on
the army. One cannot employ a whole
army for decades as a colonial police force
for crushing the resistance of an occu-
pied population, without changing its
character. Soldiers who run after stone-
throwing children in the alleys of the
Qasbah, who hammer at night on the
doors of civilians, who use bulldozers to
destroy people’s homes, and all this for
year after year — such soldiers are not
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competent to fight a modern war.

Worse: such a colonial army does not
attract the best and the brightest. These
now go into high-tech and science. The
brutal work of the army against civilians
and guerrilla fighters disgusts people of
conscience and sensitivity, the very ones
who are the backbone of a good officers’
corps. It blunts the senses of those who
remain, or sends them home from the
occupied territories traumatized.

In the 40 years of occupation, the Is-
raeli army has lost the kind of officers
that led it in the 1948 and 1967 wars, peo-
ple like Yitzhak Sadeh, Yigal Allon,
Yitzhak Rabin, Ezer Weitzman, Matti
Peled, Haim Bar-Lev and David Elazar, to
mention just a few. Their place has been
taken by a mediocre, faceless group, gray
but arrogant technicians, people of shal-
low thinking, colonialist and extreme
right-wing attitudes, with an ever in-
creasing percentage of knitted kippa-
wearers.

That is the group the report speaks of
— but without saying so. It is an occupa-
tion army in which a negative natural se-
lection process operates — everyone who
does not feel comfortable in this milieu
just leaves. As in any army, the atmos-
phere prevailing at the top —good or bad
— trickles down the ranks to the meanest
soldier.

This is not an army of Stalingrad fight-
ers defending their country — this is an
army of Winograd fighters. An army
which no genius can to “repait”, as de-
manded by the commission. Because all
the faults stem from the original sin: the
occupation. CcT

Uri Avnery is an Irgun veteran turned
Israeli peace activist



GIVING ISRAEL

A PASS

An e-mail alert sends Barry Lando to the Internet

s I was reading through several

news items on the Internet

about the appalling situation

in Gaza, I received an e-mail
alert from my wife. It had been for-
warded to her by a Parisian friend who
is an expert in Orientalist art; she had re-
ceived it from a well-known French tel-
evision actress.

According to the alert, courses in Eng-
land about the Shoah had just been
withdrawn from British schools because
they “shocked the Muslim population
which denies the existence of the Holo-
caust.”

The e-mail continued, “This is a frigh-
tening portent of the fear that is gripping
the world and how easily each country
is giving into it.

“Now, more than ever, with Iran,
among others, claiming the Holocaust
to be ‘a myth,’ it is imperative to make
sure the world never forgets. This e-mail
is intended to reach 40 million people
worldwide!

“Join us and be a link in the memorial
chain and help us distribute it around
the world.”

My attention was now torn from the
plight of the Palestinians in Gaza and
shifted to the charge that British schools
had just stopped teaching the Holocaust.

My curiosity piqued —I hadn’t heard
that news about Britain — I went to
Snopes.com, a Web site that examines
such charges. The story, it turned out,
first appeared in April 2007, not this year;
according to the site, the report was also
wildly inaccurate.

The truth was that “One history de-
partment in a northern UK city stopped
teaching about the Holocaust because it
wished to avoid confronting anti-Semitic
sentiment and Holocaust denial among
some Muslim pupils.”

That fact was originally disseminated
in a government-sponsored study — a
study which was then grossly misre-
ported by a British newspaper to indi-
cate that, rather than in just one history
department in the northern UK, Holo-
caust studies had been terminated across
the country.

That error was further magnified by a
British group which launched a world-
wide alarm on the Internet with the
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TRUTH & LIES

Why is it that
so many of my
fellow Jews
have a
hair-trigger
response

to the slightest
suggestion that
anti-Semites
may once again
be on the prowl
in England or
France or Iran

- that another
Hitler lurks just
over the horizon?

headline: “Recently, this week, UK re-
moved The Holocaust from its school
curriculum. ...”

The group made an urgent plea for a
global “chain of memory” — the same
plea that my wife had just forwarded to
me. In other words, nine months later it
was still careening around the Internet.

In the process the message had be-
come further distorted. In September
2007, someone surmised that the “UK”
as in “UK removed The Holocaust from
its school curriculum” referred not to a
country but to the University of Ken-
tucky. A slight “fix” was made in the
message, and a new storm of outrage
zapped across the Internet, now target-
ing a hapless American university.

On Now. 8,2007, UK Assistant Provost
Richard B. Geissman issued a press re-
lease categorically denying that the uni-
versity had cut Holocaust studies from
its curriculum. “The academic adminis-
tration of the University of Kentucky,” he
declared, “would never permit such a
grotesque lapse in its commitment to
the principle of academic freedom.”

I found that Snopes.com had also in-
vestigated another similar flurry: “Hu-
man rights groups are raising alarms
over a new law passed by the Iranian
parliament that would require the coun-
try’s Jews and Christians to wear col-
ored badges to identify them and other
religious minorities as non-Muslims,”
began that e-mail.

The e-mail quoted Rabbi Marvin

Hier, dean of the Simon Wiesenthal Cen-
ter in Los Angeles, as saying, “This is
reminiscent of the Holocaust. Iran is
moving closer and closer to the ideology
of the Nazis.

“Iran’s roughly 25,000 Jews would
have to sew a yellow strip of cloth on the
front of their clothes, while Christians
would wear red badges and Zoroastri-
ans would be forced to wear blue cloth.

“The world should not ignore this,”
said Rabbi Hier. “The world ignored
Hitler for many years — he was dismissed
as a demagogue, they said he’d never
come to power — and we were all
wrong.”

That story also turned out to be false.

Which is not to say anti-Semitism is
no longer a problem in the world. Of
course it is. But surely it is not the major
threat to humanity that this planet con-
fronts.

Hair-trigger response
The question I raise is this:

Why is it that so many of my fellow
Jews have a hair-trigger response to the
slightest suggestion that anti-Semites
may once again be on the prowl in Eng-
land or France or Iran — that another
Hitler lurks just over the horizon?

Why are they so quick to demand
that academics who suggest that Jews
wield considerable political influence be
banned from speaking, or, better yet,
fired? Why so ready to dismiss criticism
of Israel from Desmond Tutu or Jimmy
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http://coldtype.net/joe.html
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Carter as anti-Semitic garbage? Why so
swift to call meetings, launch petitions,
take to the streets, bombard their con-
gressmen, demand embargoes, sanc-
tions, pre-emptive strikes, targeted
bombings, invasions — whatever it takes
to destroy any perceived menace to Jews
or the state of Israel, even if it later turns
out the threat was a fabrication of some-
one’s inflamed imagination?

“Well, why not?” comes the reply.
“Better to act than to remain silent. Are
you saying we have no enemies? That
there was no Holocaust? We know how
the world stood by as our people were
slaughtered by Hitler. If history has
taught us anything, it’'s that we Jews
have to defend ourselves. Never again!”

But never again what? Never again
massacres of Jews as the world looks
on? Or never again should we Jews, who
suffered so horrifically in the Holocaust,
never again should we stand silent as in-
nocents are slaughtered or driven from
their homes by ethnic cleansing, or entire
populations are punished for the actions
of a few.

To get to the point, what causes so
many Jews to turn ethically deaf and
morally blind when the state of Israel it-
self is concerned?

As Sara Roy, a senior research scholar
at the Center for Middle Eastern Studies
at Harvard University, asked in an essay,
“Why is it virtually mandatory among
Jewish intellectuals to oppose racism, re-
pression and injustice almost anywhere
in the world and unacceptable — indeed,
for some, an act of heresy — to oppose it
when Israel is the oppressor, choosing
concealment over exposure?”

I continue: Why the refusal to recog-
nize that in 1947 and 1948 Jewish fighters

embarked upon a policy of ethnic cleans-
ing that succeeded in driving tens of
thousands of Palestinians from their
fields and villages?

This is not a charge made by hate-
filled Iranian or Syrian propagandists but
one that has been meticulously re-
searched and documented by Israeli his-
torians themselves.

Why the reluctance to speak out
when Israeli forces wreaked appalling
death and destruction among civilians
after they invaded Lebanon in 1982 and
again last summer?

Hundreds of Jewish soldiers in Israel
refused to take part in the campaigns.
Tens of thousands of Israelis took to the
streets in protest. Why were major Jew-
ish organizations in the rest of the world
so silent?

Why no horrified response to Israeli
leaders who measure success these days
in body counts and order so-called tar-
geted assassinations with rockets in
densely populated civilian areas, know-
ing that many innocents may be blown
apart for every terrorist who is hit? Are
the 27 decorated Israeli pilots who re-
fused to take part in such attacks to be
considered anti-Semitic by their Ameri-
can cousins?

Why no outcry when Israel launches
a brutal blockade — a collective punish-
ment of 1.5 million Palestinian men,
women and children — threatening their
supplies of fuel, food and medicines?

Talking to Hamas

Israel's own domestic Jewish critics, far
more vociferous than most Jews abroad,
point out that there is another way to
end the rocket attacks from Gaza against
Israeli settlers: Start talking with Hamas.
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Why the refusal
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in 1947 and 1948
Jewish fighters
embarked upon
a policy of ethnic
cleansing that
succeeded in
driving tens of
thousands of
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from their fields
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It's as if,
because of the
horrendous
suffering of
Jews in the
Holocaust,
Israel has

won the right

to ignore
international
law, to visit
mayhem on
civilians and
terrorist fighters
alike in the
name of
national survival

You wouldn’t know it from most of the
American media, but Hamas has, in fact,
repeatedly offered a cease-fire if Israel
will also cease targeted assassinations
and attacks on Gaza.

Israel, however, refuses to talk to
Hamas. To do so would be to recognize
the movement, just as the United States
refuses to open unconditional talks with
Iran. Instead, the Israeli government con-
tinues its bloody dead-end policies.

I was in the course of such reflections
when I received the e-mail alert from
my wife about the purported end of
Holocaust studies in the UK.

Of course, one way of not forgetting
the Holocaust would be for the same
people who call for a global “chain of
memory” to also condemn both Hamas’
rocket attacks and Israel’s brutal poli-
cies, and demand that Israel explore the
Hamas offer of a cease-fire. What better
option does Israel have?

It’s as if, because of the horrendous
suffering of Jews in the Holocaust, Israel
has won the right to ignore international
law, to visit mayhem on civilians and
terrorist fighters alike in the name of na-
tional survival. It’s been given a free pass.
Those attacking the country’s policies
are either hopelessly naive, anti-Semites
or self-hating Jews.

That’s the position of AIPAC (the
American Israel Public Affairs Commit-
tee), the very conservative Washington
lobby which claims to represent most
American Jews interested in Israel.
AIPAC has donned this mantle by de-
fault. Surveys indicate that the majority
of American Jews hold views more lib-
eral than most Americans. The problem
is they no longer feel strongly tied to or
concerned about Israel. Many other
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Jews, though morally uncomfortable
with Israel’s policies, have kept silent,
not wanting to publicly criticize the
Zionist state.

The upshot is that the role of lobby-
ing U.S. policy in the Middle East has
been left to organizations whose mem-
bers do strongly care about Israel, like
AIPAC.

AIPAC doesn’t dictate single-hand-
edly Washington’s Middle Eastern policy,
but it is one of the most powerful lobbies
in the capital. That's a fact Jews relish
discussing among themselves, but are
quick to brand an anti-Semitic fabrica-
tion if the charge is made publicly.

A few years back I did a report on
AIPAC for “60 Minutes” with Mike Wal-
lace. One after another, all the congres-
sional offices I contacted confirmed the
tremendous influence that AIPAC
wielded, and the fear that could be in-
spired by an AIPAC threat to target a
particular candidate.

Terrified of talking

We were, however, unable to convince a
single sitting House member, senator or
staff person to talk on the record. Not
that they disagreed with the premise.
They were just terrified of taking about
AIPAC.

That included the late John Chafee,
the powerful U.S. senator from Rhode Is-
land, who at the time was being tar-
geted by AIPAC in his re-election cam-
paign. Normally a stalwart supporter of
Israel, Chafee had once contravened
AIPAC policy by voting to supply an
AWACS plane to Saudi Arabia.

When the report was finally aired, it
was the target of more irate mail and
phone calls from Jewish organizations
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“ ... The Jewish community demands
unity and conformity: ‘Stand with Israel’
read the banners on synagogues
throughout Boston last summer. Unity
around what? There is enormous pres-
sure — indeed coercion — within organ-
ized American Jewry to present an image
of ‘wall to wall unity’ as a local Jewish
leader put it. But this unity is an illusion
—at its edges a smoldering flame rapidly
engulfing its core — for mainstream Jewry
does not speak for me or for many other
Jews. And where such unity exists, it is
hollow built around fear not humanity;,
on the need to understand reality as it
has long been constructed for us — with
the Jew as the righteous victim, the inno-
cent incapable of harm.”

A solemn visit to the Holocaust Me-

dent and the rest of the world. We ask
that you join with us in our determina-
tion to ensure that such atrocities as we
Jews suffered shall never again be visited
on any people by any state — including
our own. CcT

Barry M. Lando spent 25 years as an
award-winning investigative producer
with “60 Minutes.” Author of numerous
articles about Iraq, he produced a
documentary about Saddam Hussein
that has been shown around the world.
He lives in Paris. His latest book is Web
of Deceit: The History of Western
Complicity in Iraq, From Churchill to
Kennedy to George W. Bush.

This essay originally appeared at
wwuw.truthdig.com
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PACIFYING MOSUL

Goebbel’s ghost walks tall as Iraq is crushed by the new crusaders’
relentless and mighty war machine, says Felicity Arbuthnot

In words and
deeds,
happenings

in Iraq are
chillingly
redolent of

Nazi Germany.
Neighbourhoods
walled in and
“cleansed" of
Sunnis, others
of Shias,
Christians and
Iraq's richness
of minorities ...
people who have
lived together
and intermarried
since time
immemorial

n the Orwellian world of the United

States military, when a Killing spree

in Mesapotamia is embarked upon,

itis called an “Iraq Pacification Op-
eration”. There have been hundreds of
these (and I'm sure there’ll be more to
follow).

Each ‘pacification’ has a name which
brings a glimpse into a very strange mind-
set: “Operation Devil Thrust”, “Operation
Terminator”, “Operation Scorpion Sting”,
“Operation Sidewinder”, “Operation
Roaring Tiger”, “Operation All American
Tiger”, “Operation Panther Squeeze”,
“Operation Warhorse Whirlwind”, “Op-
eration Resolute Sword”, “Operation
Wolverine Feast”, “Operation Arrowhead
Ripper”, “Operations ‘Geronimo Strike’,
‘Rat Trap’ and ‘Grizzly Forced Entry”.
And from a porn show near you: Opera-
tions “Squeeze Play”, “Triple Play”,
“Therapist” and “Tombstone Thrust”.

Seemingly there are even “insurgent”
cows, if “Operation Cowpens” lived up
to its name. Al Cow-aeda, maybe?

Perhaps the oddest is: "Operation
Suicide Kings”. Suicide bombers of
course, were unheard of in Iraq until the
invasion. The title is no doubt a coinci-
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dence in macho “bring ’em on”, brag-
ging. None, however, are titles which
conjure up the joyously liberated, revel-
ling gratefully, savouring their freedom
and democracy.

Having “pacified” Iraqis into the
grave, from Abu Ghraib to Falluja, from
Ramadi to Tel Afar, with numerous other
murderous stop-offs across the land of
Abraham, the crusading Christian sol-
diers are moving onwards to “cleanse”
Mosul. That it was the puppet “Prime
Minister”, Nuri Al Maliki who used the
expression is as inconsequential as he is
— his orders come from the pacifiers and
their masters in Washington.

In words and deeds, happenings in
Iraq are chillingly redolent of Nazi Ger-
many. Neighbourhoods walled in and
“cleansed” of Sunnis, others of Shias,
Christians and Iraqg’s richness of minori-
ties ... people who have lived together
and intermarried since time immemo-
rial.

The distinctions were imposed with
the incoming tanks and troops — divide
and rule writ large. In Falluja, Goebbel’s
ghost walks tall. The residents even have
their own identifying arm patch to prove



it. And it has certainly been cleansed, in
uncountable thousands — exactly how
many unknown, since in the words of
General Tommy Franks it is not “pro-
ductive” to count Iraqi deaths.

So how is Mosul to be purified? The
most ethnically diverse city in Iraq, con-
sisting of Arabs, Syriacs, Kurds, Armeni-
ans, Turcomans, Jews, Christians, Yaz-
edi’s, Muslims and a trading centre since
the sixth century BC. Who will draw the
short straw? Their slaughter justified in
a search, of course, for “Al Qaeda” with
the innocents “a mistake”, “regrettable”
or “collateral damage”.

America’s military planners have be-
come the modern day equivalent of the
child who repeatedly cried “wolf;” they
continually justify massacre by crying
“Al Qaeda”. In 1935, Major General
Smedley Butler, referred to the “racke-
teering” of the “military gang”. He de-
scribed his military career as a “muscle
man for big business, Wall Street and
the bankers”. In Mosul's case, sur-
rounded by and floating on oil, the
“muscle” is for Chevron, Shell, Exxon
Mobile...

The pastoral Yazedis have already
been subject to a cleansing last August,
blamed of course on suicide bombers
from “Al Qaeda”, who presumably,
thoughtfully, left identification amongst
their own and others’ body parts — sim-
ilar to the two “Down’s syndrome”
women, who detonated bombs in two
pet markets two weeks ago.

The first great epic fable, Gilgamesh
was fashioned and honed in Iraq. It is
being bloodily rivalled since 2003.

Perhaps, even more sinister, the world
will not hear about the “pacification” of
Mosul. Just as internet cables were sev-
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ered between the Middle East and
Europe, seemingly in four places, during
the time of the great escape from be-
sieged Gaza — a modern day flight into
Egypt — 25 communication towers have
been destroyed in Mosul and the envi-
rons, in an “ongoing” sabotage of some
sophistication.

Shot in the back

The British sought to pacify Mosul in
1920. The people were less than grateful,
killing six officers in 10 days, and later
Colonel Gerald Leachman, an officer cel-
ebrated for his “travels and feats in east-
ern deserts”. Leachman, at a loss to un-
derstand why Iraqis did not want to be
occupied, stated that the only way to
deal with them was “wholesale slaugh-
ter”. He was, unsurprisingly, shot in the
back by his Arab host, which led the
British to talk of “Arab treachery”.

Some sanity came from newspaper
letter columns, encapsulated by one to
the London Times: “How much longer
are valuable lives going to be sacrificed,
in the vain endeavour, to impose upon
the Arab population, an elaborate and
expensive administration, which they
never asked for and do not want?”
Within months, however, 500 British
were dead and 1,500 injured.

This was the region where Winston
Churchill did not “understand this
squeamishness about the use of gas. I
am strongly in favour if using poison gas
against uncivilised tribes”, he said of
people who brought the world astron-
omy, in a region where saints walked
and Nineveh’s ancient wonders still
stand.

Churchill railed against the “preju-
dices of those who do not think clearly”,

America's
military planners
have become
the modern day
equivalent

of the child

who repeatedly
cried “"wolf;"
they continually
justify
massacre

by crying

"Al Qaeda"
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"If the people
whose right
was to be there
did not behave”,
remarked a
Wing
Commander
Gale: "...

we will spank
their bottoms"”

regarding the use of poisons as a “scien-
tific expedient”. It was an excellent strat-
egy, in spite of it causing blindness or
permanent eye damage: “... kill children
and sickly persons especially as the peo-
ple against whom we intend to use it
have no medical knowledge with which
to supply antidotes”.

This is all an uncanny mirror of cur-
rent plans and foolishness. The British
also drew up a list of weapons: “Phos-
phorous bombs, war rockets, metal
crow’s-feet for maiming livestock (an
early “Operation Cowpens’?), man-
killing shrapnel, liquid fire and delayed-
action bombs ... “If the people whose
right was to be there did not behave”,
remarked a Wing Commander Gale:
“... we will spank their bottoms.”

This was done with bombs and guns.
How little has changed — and there are
still those alive in the region who re-
member this previous barbarity. Western
invaders are unwelcome and unforgiven.
Like America’s Nuri Al Maliki : “The king
is widely regarded as a British puppet”,
commented General Haldane.*

Phosphorous and “unusual” and ille-
gal weapons are still being used, with de-
pleted uranium in bombs and bullets
leaving its radioactive legacy for four and
a half billion years. Troops are also
breathing its gene-altering and cancer-
causing properties and take it home in
dust, on clothes and in kitbags, to affect
their families, children — and babies not
yet conceived.

*From Sumer to Saddam, Geoff Simons,
Macmillan 1994, still unbeatable, detailed
reference, ancient and modern.
http://www.amazon.com/Iraq-Sumer-
Saddam-Geoff-Simons/dp/1403917701
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Before the onslaught on Mosul be-
gins, will soldiers walk as the apricot
sun sinks beyond the Tigris and the great
black curtain of keening birds, their cries
rising heavenwards, yet hanging in the
air, dance and swirl past to their secret
places of the night? Will they watch the
fishermen, in their tiny corraks, emerge
silently from between the reeds, their
reflections plumbing the translucent,
golden- and tangerine-streaked Tigris?

Cradle of civilisation

Will they reflect that it is the cradle of
civilisation they are destroying? Will
they stop for a moment, to reflect on
what actor David Garrick (1717-1779) re-
ferred to as: “That blessed word: Mesa-
potamia, which ... has the power to
make men both laugh and cry”? Will
they walk in wonder by Nineveh’s
winged bulls, these soldiers of God, in
the land of so much of His Bible? If they
did, they surely would walk away, heads
hung low and turn to another career
path.

Will they ever encounter the true
spirit of Iraq, in those they denigrate as
“sand niggers”, “hajjis”, “ragheads”, or as
one British soldier wrote: “I hate fucking
Arabs.”

Their spirit enveloped me in Mosul,
after I became dangerously ill. I recov-
ered and noticed there was a distance,
almost an embarrassment, from those I
knew. Suddenly a dear friend apologised
to me: “Madam Felicity, you who love
our country, you who care for what is
happening to us; we are so sorry. Iraq has
made you ill.” They were ashamed not
to have prevented a recalcitrant Iraq
“making me ill”. Garrick was right on
Mesapotamia’s power’s over men (and



women.)

Mosul is threatened also with the col-
lapse of the great dam to its north. The
US Army Corps of Engineers has said it
is in danger of a “catastrophic” breach,
which is likely to wipe out much of the
city and sweep an estimated half million
people before it in a flood which could
reach Baghdad. It does not take an engi-
neer to figure that the US chosen
method of pacification, bombing with
up to 2,000 pound munitions, would al-
most certainly create vibrations which
would breach the dam.

George Bush’s “crusade” would thus
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end in a flood of biblical proportions,
also sweeping away countless of his own
troops on the ground — and with it, the
last shred of any reputation he has left —
and the loyalty of his armed forces. In
this region of Saints, of the Prophet
Jonah, perhaps divine intervention will
yet prevail. It is sorely needed. CcT

Felicity Arbuthnot’s coverage of Iraq
was nominated for several awards. She
was senior researcher for John Pilger’s
award-winning documentary, Paying
the Price: Killing the Children of
Iraq”
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CHRISTIAN PROPAGANDA

THE WAR AGAINST
TOLERANCE

Chris Hedges on the antics of Walid, Kamal and Anani,
the three stooges of the Christian Right

Bush described
the "war on
terror” as a war
against
totalitarian
Islamofascism
while the
Israeli air force
was dropping
tens of
thousands of
pounds of iron
fragmentation
bombs up and
down Lebanon,
an air campaign
that killed
1,300 Lebanese
civilians

alid Shoebat, Kamal

Saleem and Zachariah

Anani are the three stoo-

ges of the Christian right.
These self-described former Muslim ter-
rorists are regularly trotted out at
Christian colleges — last month they
were at the Air Force Academy — to
spew racist filth about Islam on behalf of
groups such as Focus on the Family. It is
a clever tactic. Curly, Larry and Mo, who
all say they are born-again Christians,
engage in hate speech and assure us it
comes from personal experience. They
tell their audiences that the only way to
deal with one-fifth of the world’s popu-
lation is by converting or eradicating all
Muslims.

Their cant is broadcast regularly on
Fox News, including the Bill O'Reilly and
Neil Cavuto shows, as well as on nu-
merous Christian radio and television
programs. Shoebat, who has written a
book called Why We Want to Kill You,
promises in his lectures to explain the
numerous similarities between radical
Muslims and the Nazis, how “Muslim
terrorists” invaded America 30 years ago

44 TheREADER | March 2008

and how “perseverance, recruitment and
hate” have fueled attacks by Muslims.

These men are frauds, but this is not
the point. They are part of a dark and
frightening war by the Christian right
against tolerance that, in the moment of
another catastrophic terrorist attack on
American soil, would make it acceptable
to target and persecute all Muslims, in-
cluding the some six million Muslims
who live in the United States.

These men stoke these irrational
fears. They defend the perpetual war un-
leashed by the Bush administration and
championed by Sen. John McCain. Mc-
Cain frequently reminds listeners that
“the greatest danger facing the world is
Islamic terrorism,” as does Mike Huck-
abee, who says that “Islamofascism” is
“the greatest threat this country [has]
ever faced.”

George W. Bush has, in the same vein,
assured Americans that terrorists hate us
for our freedoms, not, of course, for any-
thing we have done. Bush described the
“war on terror” as a war against totali-
tarian Islamofascism while the Israeli air
force was dropping tens of thousands of



pounds of iron fragmentation bombs up
and down Lebanon, an air campaign
that killed 1,300 Lebanese civilians.

The three men tell lurid tales of being
recruited as children into Palestinian ter-
rorist organizations, murdering hundreds
of civilians and blowing up a bank in
Israel.

Saleem says that as a child he infil-
trated Israel to plant bombs via a net-
work of tunnels underneath the Golan
Heights, although no incident of this
type was ever reported in Israel. He
claims he is descended from the “grand
wazir” of Islam, a title and a position
that do not exist in the Arab world. They
assure audiences that the Palestinians
are interested not in a peaceful two-state
solution but rather the destruction of
Israel, the murder of all Jews and the
death of America. Shoebat claims he first
came to the United States as part of an
extremist “sleeper cell.”

“These three jokers are as much for-
mer Islamic terrorists as ‘Star Trek’s’
Capt. James T. Kirk was a real Starship
captain,” said Mikey Weinstein, the head
of the watchdog group The Military Re-
ligious Freedom Foundation. The group
has challenged Christian proselytizing in
the military and denounced the visit by
the men to the Air Force Academy.

The speakers include in their talks the
superior virtues of Christianity. Saleem,
for example, says his world “turned up-
side down when he was seriously in-
jured in an automobile accident.”

“A Christian man tended to Kamal at
the accident scene, making sure he got
the medical treatment he needed,” his
web site says. “Kamal’s orthopedic sur-
geon and physical therapist were also
Christian men whom over a period of
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several months ministered the uncondi-
tional love of Jesus Christ to him as he
recovered. The love and sacrificial giving
of these men caused Kamal to cry out to
the God of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob ac-
knowledging his need for the Savior.
Kamal has since become a man on a
new mission, as an ambassador for the
one true and living God, the great I Am,
Jehovah God of the Bible.”

Christian chauvenism

This creeping Christian chauvinism has
infected our political and social dis-
course. It was behind the rumor that
Barack Obama was a Muslim. Obama
reassured followers that he was a Chris-
tian.

It apparently did not occur to him, or
his questioners, that the proper answer
is that there is nothing wrong with being
a Muslim, that persons of great moral
probity and courage arise in all cultures
and all religions, including Islam. Chris-
tians have no exclusive lock on virtue.
But this kind of understanding often
provokes indignant rage.

The public denigration of Islam, and
by implication all religious belief systems
outside Christianity, is part of the tri-
umphalism that has distorted the coun-
try since the 9/11 attacks. It makes dia-
logue with those outside our “Christian”
culture impossible. It implicitly con-
demns all who do not think as we think
and believe as we believe as, at best, in-
ferior and usually morally depraved. It
blinds us to our own failings. It makes
self-reflection and self-criticism a form of
treason. It reduces the world to a car-
toonish vision of us and them, good and
evil. It turns us into children with bombs.

These three con artists are not the
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problem. There is enough scum out there
to take their place. Rather, they offer a
window into a worldview that is de-
stroying the United States. It has cor-
rupted the Republican Party. It has col-
ored the news media. It has entered into
the everyday clichés we use to explain
ourselves to ourselves. It is ignorant and
racist, but it is also deadly. It grossly per-
verts the Christian religion. It asks us to
kill to purify the Earth. It leaves us
threatened not only by the terrorists
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who may come from abroad but the
ones who are rising from within our
midst. CcT

Chris Hedges, who graduated from
Harvard Divinity School and was for
nearly two decades a foreign
correspondent for The New York Times,
is the author of American Fascists: The
Christian Right and the War on
America. This essay was originally
pubished at www.truthdig.com
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GETTING THE STORY?

MASS PRODUCERS
OF DISTORTION

Nick Davies says the media, whose task should be to filter out
falsehood, is now a conduit for propaganda and secondhand news

ere’s a little example of what

I call Flat Earth News. In

June 2005, Fleet Street told

its readers about a gang of
feral child bullies who had attempted to
murder a five-year-old boy by hanging
him from a tree; the boy had managed to
free himself. This story was not true. In-
deed, it was obviously not true from the
moment it started running. There was
the commonsense problem that even a
fully grown man with 10 years of SAS
training who found himself hanging by
the neck would have the greatest diffi-
culty in reaching up and lifting his entire
body weight with one hand while using
the other to remove the noose. How
would a five-year-old boy do it?

More than that, there was the evi-
dence in the story itself. From the first
day, the police refused to say the boy
had been hanged. The parents and
neighbours, who told the press how
shocked they were, never claimed to
know what had happened. The one and
only line on which the whole story was
built was a quote from the boy’s adult
cousin, who said he had told her: “Some

boys and girls have tied a rope around
my neck and tried to tie me to a tree.”
That’s “tie me to a tree”, not “hang me
from a tree”.

It was a nasty case of bullying but not
an attempted murder. A 12-year-old girl
had put a rope around the boy’s neck
and led him round like a dog, pulling on
it hard enough to leave marks on his
neck. That was clearly dangerous. But
the boy never claimed she had hanged
him from a tree. Indeed, he never even
claimed that she had tied him to a tree,
only that she had tried to. To double
check, we spoke to Professor Christo-
pher Milroy, the Home Office pathologist
who handled the case. He said: “He had
not been hanged. That was not correct
and I couldn’t understand why the press
were insisting that he was.”

Nevertheless, the tabloids ran all over
it; and TV and the rest of Fleet Street
joined in. The London Evening Standard
called it a lynching; the Mail, Guardian
and Times ran headlines which stated
boldly that the boy had been hanged;
the Independent ran a moody feature
about fear descending on the boy’s es-
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GETTING THE STORY?

Where once
journalists were
active gatherers
of news, now
they have
generally
become mere
passive
processors of
unchecked,
second-hand
material,

much of it
contrived by PR
to serve some
political or
commercial
interest.

Not journalists,
but churnalists

Nick Davies is
the author of the
recently-published
Flat Earth News:
An Award-
winning Reporter
Exposes
Falsehood,
Distortion and
Propaganda in
the Global Media

tate. Sundry columnists joined in with
solemn comment about the youth of to-
day and the impact of violence on tele-
vision.

The ingredients in this little story run
routinely through a stream of other
small stories, through stories as big as
those about the Iraqi weapons of mass
destruction, and then into a flood of me-
dia commentary that feeds into govern-
ment policy and popular understanding
—falsehood as profound as the idea that
the Earth is flat, widely accepted as true
to the point where it can feel like heresy
to challenge it.

There never was a time when news
media were perfect. Journalists have al-
ways worked with too little time and
too little certainty; with interference
from owners and governments; with
laws that intimidate and inhibit the
search for truth. But the evidence I found
in researching my new book, Flat Earth
News, suggests our tendency to recycle
ignorance is far worse than it was.

2,000 stories surveyed

I commissioned research from specialists
at Cardiff University, who surveyed more
than 2,000 UK news stories from the
four quality dailies (Times, Telegraph,
Guardian, Independent) and the Daily
Mail. They found two striking things.
First, when they tried to trace the origins
of their “facts”, they discovered that only
12% of the stories were wholly composed
of material researched by reporters. With
8% of the stories, they just couldn’t be
sure. The remaining 80%, they found,
were wholly, mainly or partially con-
structed from second-hand material,
provided by news agencies and by the
public relations industry. Second, when
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they looked for evidence that these
“facts” had been thoroughly checked,
they found this was happening in only
12% of the stories.

The implication of those two findings
is truly alarming. Where once journalists
were active gatherers of news, now they
have generally become mere passive
processors of unchecked, second-hand
material, much of it contrived by PR to
serve some political or commercial inter-
est. Not journalists, but churnalists. An
industry whose primary task is to filter
out falsehood has become so vulnerable
to manipulation that it is now involved
in the mass production of falsehood, dis-
tortion and propaganda.

And the Cardiff researchers found one
other key statistic that helps to explain
why this has happened. For each of the
20 years from 1985, they dug out figures
for the editorial staffing levels of all the
Fleet Street publications and compared
them with the amount of space they
were filling. They discovered that the av-
erage Fleet Street journalist now is filling
three times as much space as he or she
was in 1985. In other words, as a crude
average, they have only one-third of the
time that they used to have to do their
jobs. Generally, they don’t find their own
stories, or check their content, because
they simply don’t have the time.

Add that to all of the traditional lim-
its on journalists’ trying to find the truth,
and you can see why the mass media
generally are no longer a reliable source
of information. CcT

This essay was first published in the
London Guardian newspaper’s
Comment Is Free blog at
http://guardian.co.uk/commentisfree
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NATO: THE TREATY
ON WHEELS

William Blum thinks it’s time to clip the organisation’s wings

ave you by chance noticed
that NATO, the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization,
has become virtually a coun-
try? With more international rights and
military power than almost any other
country in the world? Yes, the same
NATO that we were told was created in
1949 to defend against a Soviet attack in
Western Europe, and thus should have
gone out of existence in 1991 when the
Soviet Union and its Warsaw Pact ex-
pired and explicitly invited NATO to do
the same. Other reasons have been sug-
gested for NATO’s creation: to help sup-
press the left in Italy and France if either
country’s Communist Party came to
power through an election, and/or to
advance American hegemony by pre-
venting the major European nations
from pursuing independent foreign poli-
cies. This latter notion has been around
a long time. In 2004, the US ambassador
to NATO, Nicholas Burns, stated: “Euro-
peans need to resist creating a united
Europe in competition or as a counter-
weight to the United States.”[!
The alliance has been kept amongst

the living to serve as a very useful hand-
maiden of US foreign policy as well as
providing American arms and airplane
manufacturers with many billions of dol-
lars of guaranteed sales due to the re-
quirement that all NATO members meet
a certain minimum warfare capability.

Here’s some of what NATO has been
up to in recent years as it strives to find
a new raison d’étre in the post-Cold War
era.

It is presently waging war in Afgha-
nistan on behalf of the United States
and its illegal 2001 bombing and invasion
of that pathetic land. NATO’s forces free
up US troops and assume much of the
responsibility and blame, instead of
Washington, for the many bombings
which have caused serious civilian casu-
alties and ruination. NATO also conducts
raids into Pakistan, the legality of which
is as non-existent as what they do in
Afghanistan.

The alliance, which began with 15
members, now has 26, in addition to 23
“partner countries” (under the reassur-
ing name of (“Partnership for Peace”).
Combined, that’s more than one-fourth
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After the
September 11,
2001 attacks,
NATO gave the
United States
carte blanche
to travel
throughout
Europe
transporting
men to be
tortured

of the entire United Nations member-
ship, and there are numerous other
countries bribed and pressured to work
with NATO, such as Jordan which re-
cently sent troops to Afghanistan. Jordan
and Qatar have offered to host a NATO-
supported regional Security Cooperation
Centre. NATO has a training mission in
Iraq, and Iraqi military personnel receive
training in NATO members’ countries.
In recent years, almost all members of
the alliance and the Partnership for
Peace have sent troops to Iraq or
Afghanistan or the former Yugoslavia, in
each case serving as proxy US-occupa-
tion forces. Israel has had talks with the
alliance about the deployment of a
NATO force in their country. India is
scheduled to participate in upcoming
NATO war games. The list goes on, as
the alliance’s outreach keeps reaching
out further, holding international confer-
ences to bring together new and poten-
tial allies, under names such as the Istan-
bul Cooperation Initiative, and the
Mediterranean Dialogue (Algeria, Egypt,
Israel, Jordan, Mauritania, Morocco and
Tunisia), or expanding military ties with
existing international organizations such
as the Gulf Cooperation Council (Bah-
rain, Kuwait, Oman, Qatar, Saudi Ara-
bia, the United Arab Emirates).

After the September 11, 2001 attacks,
NATO gave the United States carte
blanche to travel throughout Europe
transporting men to be tortured.? It’s
like a refined gentleman’s club with some
unusual member privileges. NATO also
goes around monitoring elections, the
latest being in Upper Abkhazia (claimed
by Georgia) in January.

The alliance has military bases in Ger-
many, Italy, Spain, Portugal, Nether-
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lands, and elsewhere in Europe, and reg-
ularly conducts “naval operations in the
Mediterranean to actively demonstrate
NATO'’s resolve and solidarity”, as NATO
puts it. This includes AWAC (Airborne
Warning and Control) aircraft patrolling
the Mediterranean from above and fre-
quently stopping and boarding ships and
boats at sea. “Since the start of the oper-
ation,” reports NATO, “nearly 79,000
merchant vessels have been monitored
(as of 12 April 2006) ... The surveillance
operation utilizes ship, aircraft and sub-
marine assets to build a picture of mar-
itime activity in the Area of Operations.”
The exercise includes “actions aimed at
preventing or countering terrorism com-
ing from or conducted at sea and all ille-
gality possibly connected with terror-
ism, such as human trafficking and
smuggling of arms and radioactive sub-
stances.” NATO is truly Lord of the
Mediterranean, unelected, unauthorized,
and unsupervised.

NATO, which has ready access to nu-
clear weapons from several of its mem-
bers (only with Washington’s approval),
has joined the United States in its oper-
ation to surround Russia. “Look,” said
Russian president Vladimir Putin about
NATO as far back as 2001, “this is a mil-
itary organization. It's moving towards
our border. Why?”Bl As of December
2007, Moscow’s concern had not less-
ened. The Russian Deputy Foreign Min-
ister lashed out at NATO’s steady ex-
pansion into former Soviet-dominated
eastern Europe, saying the policy “was a
leftover from the time of the Cold
War” .M Finland — which shares a border
with Russia of more than 1300 km — is
now being considered for membership in
NATO.



Ever since it undertook a Washing-
ton-instigated 78-day bombing of the
former Yugoslavia in 1999, NATO has
been operating in the Balkans like a colo-
nial Governor-General. Along with the
UN, it’s been leading a peacekeeping op-
eration in Kosovo and takes part in the
policing of Bosnia, including searching
people’s homes looking for suspected
war criminals wanted by the Interna-
tional Criminal Tribunal for the Former
Yugoslavia. The triumvirate of NATO,
the United States, and the European
Union have been supporting Kosovo’s
plan to unilaterally declare independ-
ence from Serbia, thus bypassing the UN
Security Council where Serbia’s ally, Rus-
sia, has a veto. We therefore have the
Western powers unilaterally declaring
the independence of a part of another
country’s territory; this because the
Kosovo ethnic Albanians are regarded
as much more reliably “pro-West” than
is Serbia, which has refused to look upon
the free market and the privatization of
the world known as “globalization” as
the summum bonum, nor shown proper
enthusiasm for an American or NATO
military installation upon its soil.
Kosovo, however, does have a large US
military base on its territory. Any at-
tempt by Serbia to militarily prevent
Kosovo from seceding would in all like-
lihood be met by NATO/US military
force. You may wonder what a United
States military base is doing in Kosovo.
People all over the world wonder the
same about their local American bases.

You may also wonder: What force ex-
ists to slow down the growth of the
Mediterranean Monster? Who can stand
up to it? The military elite of the tri-
umvirate take such a question seriously.
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What they apparently fear the most is
nuclear weapons in the hands of the
wrong people; i.e., those who don’t rec-
ognize the triumvirate’s right to dictate
to the world. On January 22 the
Guardian of London reported that the
former armed forces chiefs from the US,
Britain, Germany, France and the Neth-
erlands had released a manifesto which
insists that a “first strike” nuclear op-
tion remains an “indispensable instru-
ment” since there is “simply no realistic
prospect of a nuclear-free world”. The
paper had earlier been presented to
NATO’s secretary general and to the
Pentagon. It is likely to be discussed at a
NATO summit in Bucharest in April,
along with the possible extension of the
alliance to include five more former So-
viet countries: Croatia, Georgia, Macedo-
nia, Albania and Ukraine.

The five generals who authored the
report could have advocated a serious in-
ternational campaign to begin the
process of actually creating a nuclear-
free world. Instead, they call for an end
to the European Union’s “obstruction” of
and rivalry with NATO and a shift from
consensus decision-taking in NATO bod-
ies to majority voting, meaning an end to
national vetoes.

So there you have it. The international
military elite are demanding yet more
power and autonomy for NATO. Ques-
tioning voices in the alliance, in the Eu-
ropean Union, or anywhere else should
forget their concerns about a nuclear-
free world, international law, pre-emp-
tive war, wars of aggression, national
sovereignty, and all that other United
Nations Charter and human-rights non-
sense. We're gonna nuke all those Arab
terrorists before they have a chance to
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Their opposition
to war perhaps
stems mainly
from the large
number of
American
soldiers who've
lost their lives,
or because the
United States is
not “winning",
or because
America's
reputation in the
world is being
soiled, or
because a
majority of other
Americans
express their
opposition to the
war, or because
of George W.'s
multiple
character
defects, or
because of a
number of other
reasons you
couldn't even
guess at

say Allah Akbar.

The arrogance continues, with the
manifesto specifying “no role in deci-
sion-taking on Nato operations for al-
liance members who are not taking part
in the operations,” calling also for the use
of force without UN Security Council
authorization when “immediate action is
needed to protect large numbers of hu-
man beings”. Now who can argue
against protecting large numbers of hu-
man beings?

The paper also declares that “Nato’s
credibility is at stake in Afghanistan”
and “NATO is at a juncture and runs the
risk of failure.” The German general
went so far as to declare that his own
country, by insisting upon a non-combat
role for its forces in Afghanistan, was
contributing to “the dissolution of
NATO”. Such immoderate language may
be a reflection of the dark cloud which
has hovered over the alliance since the
end of the Cold War — that NATO has no
legitimate reason for existence and that
failure in Afghanistan would make this
thought more present in the world’s
mind. If NATO hadn’t begun to intervene
outside of Europe it would have high-
lighted its uselessness and lack of mis-
sion. “Out of area or out of business” it
was said.?!

Democracy is a beautiful thing,
except that part about letting just
any old jerk vote.

“The people can have anything they
want. The trouble is, they do not want
anything. At least they vote that way on
election day.” — Eugene Debs, American
socialist leader, early 20th century

Why was the primary vote for former
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presidential candidate Dennis Kucinich
so small when anti-Iraq war sentiment
in the United States is supposedly so
high, and Kucinich was easily the lead-
ing anti-war candidate in the Demo-
cratic race, indeed the only genuine one
after former Senator Mike Gravel with-
drew? Even allowing for his being cut
out of several debates, Kucinich’s show-
ing was remarkably poor. In Michigan,
on January 15, it was only Kucinich and
Clinton running. Clinton got 56% of the
vote, the “uncommitted” vote (for candi-
dates who had withdrawn but whose
names were still on the ballot) was 39%,
and Kucinich received but 4%. And Clin-
ton, remember, has been the leading
pro-war hawk of all the Democratic can-
didates.

I think much of the answer lies in the
fact that the majority of the American
people — like the majority of people all
over the world — aren’t very sophisti-
cated politically,and many of them aren’t
against the war for very cerebral rea-
sons. Their opposition perhaps stems
mainly from the large number of Amer-
ican soldiers who've lost their lives, or
because the United States is not “win-
ning”, or because America’s reputation in
the world is being soiled, or because a
majority of other Americans express
their opposition to the war, or because of
George W.’s multiple character defects,
or because of a number of other reasons
you couldn’t even guess at. Not much es-
pecially perceptive or learned in this col-
lection.

I think there are all kinds of intelli-
gence in this world: musical, scientific,
mathematical, artistic, academic, liter-
ary, mechanical, and so on. Then there’s
political intelligence, which I would de-



fine as the ability to see through the
bullshit which the leaders and politi-
cians of every society, past, present and
future, feed their citizens from birth on to
win elections and assure continuance of
the prevailing ideology.

This is why it’s so important for all of
us to continue “preaching to the choir”
and “preaching to the converted”. That’s
what speakers and writers and other ac-
tivists are often scoffed at for doing —
saying the same old thing to the same
old people, just spinning their wheels.
But long experience as speaker, writer
and activist in the area of foreign policy
tells me it just ain’t so. From the ques-
tions and comments I regularly get from
my audiences, via email and in person,
and from other people’s audiences as
well, I can plainly see that there are nu-
merous significant information gaps and
misconceptions in the choir’s thinking,
often leaving them unable to see through
the newest government lie or propa-
ganda trick; they’re unknowing or forget-
ful of what happened in the past that il-
luminates the present; knowing the facts
but unable to apply them at the appro-
priate moment; vulnerable to being led
astray by the next person who offers a
specious argument that opposes what
they currently believe, or think they be-
lieve. The choir needs to be frequently
reminded and enlightened.

As cynical as others may think they
are, the choir is frequently not cynical
enough about the power elite’s motiva-
tions. They underestimate the govern-
ment’s capacity for deceit, clinging to the
belief that their government somehow
means well; they’re moreover insuffi-
ciently skilled at reading between the
media’s lines. And this all applies to how
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they view political candidates as well.
Try asking “anti-war” supporters of
Hillary Clinton if they know what a
hawk she is, that — as but one example
— she’s promised that American forces
will not leave Iraq while she’s president.
(And Obama loves the empire as much
as Clinton.) When Ronald Reagan was
president, on several occasions polls re-
vealed that many, if not most, people
who supported him were actually op-
posed to many of his specific policies.

In sum, even when the hearts of the
chorus may be in the right place, their
heads still need working on, on a recur-
ring basis. And in any event, very few
people are actually born into the choir;
they achieve choir membership only af-
ter being preached to, multiple times.

When I speak in public, and when I
can mention it in an interview, I raise
the question of the motivations of the
administration. As long as people be-
lieve that our so-called leaders are well-
intentioned, the leaders can, and do, get
away with murder. Literally.

“How to get people to vote against their
interests and to really think against their
interests is very clever. It’s the cleverest
ruling class that I have ever come across
in history. It’s been 200 years at it. It’s
superb.” — Gore Vidal

Another interesting view of the Ameri-
can electoral system comes from Cuban
leader Raul Castro. He recently noted
that the United States pits two identical
parties against one another, and joked
that a choice between a Republican and
Democrat is like choosing between him-
self and his brother Fidel.

“We could say in Cuba we have two
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If this is what
leading
American public
intellectuals
believe and
impart to their
audiences, is it
any wonder that
the media can
short circuit
people’s critical
faculties
altogether?
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parties: one led by Fidel and one led by
Raul, what would be the difference?” he
asked. “That’s the same thing that hap-
pens in the United States ... both are the
same. Fidel is a little taller than me, he
has a beard and I don’t.”®

Speaking of political intelligence ...
take a little stroll with Alice through the
American wonderland ... just for laughs

“This war [in Iraq] is the most impor-
tant liberal, revolutionary U.S. democ-
racy-building project since the Marshall
Plan. ...it is one of the noblest things this
country has ever attempted abroad.” —
Thomas Friedman, much-acclaimed
New York Times foreign-affairs analyst,
November 2003

“President Bush has placed human
rights at the center of his foreign policy
agenda in unprecedented ways.” —
Michael Gerson, columnist for the Wash-
ington Post, 2007

The war in Iraq “is one of the noblest
endeavors the United States, or any great
power, has ever undertaken.” — David
Brooks, New York Times columnist and
National Public Radio (NPR) commenta-
tor (2007)1

If this is what leading American pub-
lic intellectuals believe and impart to
their audiences, is it any wonder that
the media can short circuit people’s crit-
ical faculties altogether? It should as well
be noted that these three journalists are
all with “liberal” media.

And when Hillary Clinton says in the
January 31 debate with Barack Obama:
“We bombed them [Iraq] for days in 1998
because Saddam Hussein threw out in-
spectors,” and the fact is that the UN
withdrew its weapons inspectors be-
cause the Clinton administration had
made it clear that it was about to start
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bombing Iraq ...

Obama didn’t correct her. Neither did
any of the eminent journalists on the
panel, though this particular piece of dis-
information has been repeated again and
again in the media, and has been cor-
rected again and again by those on the
left. Comrades, we have our work cut
out for us. The chorus needs us. America
needs us. Keep preaching.

Teaching political intelligence

If you're a high school or college teacher,
you might want to look at www.teach
peace.com/highschoolkit.htm for teach-
ing aids to impart a progressive outlook
on US foreign policy and related issues
to your students. CT
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MONEY TALKS

DEATH OF THE
NOBLE IDEA

George Monbiot finds that big money trumps everything in politics

tis not difficult for Britain’s major po-

litical parties to move on from their

funding scandals: there’s a new one

every week. Every revelation blots
out the memory of its predecessors. Peter
Hain’s misdemeanours dropped out of
the news before we had heard the half of
it. I want to drag you back there for a
moment, because there’s an aspect to this
story which was either missed altogether
or mentioned only briefly in most reports.
It says far more about the rotten state of
British politics than Hain’s failure to de-
clare his donations.

The new scandal concerns the identity
of one of his donors. There is no sugges-
tion of illegality here: it is a moral issue.
But it illustrates the abandonment of
everything the Labour party once claimed
to stand for. It shows us that in any con-
test between money and principle, the
money wins. Hain was not the first ben-
eficiary of Isaac Kaye’s munificence. Mr
Kaye, who has made tens of millions of
pounds from his drugs companies, gave
the Labour party a few thousand in both
1997 and 1998, and £100,000 in 1999%. But
Hain had two powerful reasons not to
put his hand in this man’s pocket.

The first is that the company Kaye used
to run, Norton Healthcare, is now subject
to the biggest prosecution for alleged
fraud ever launched in the United King-
dom. Norton is one of five firms accused
of dishonestly fixing the price of drugs
sold to the National Health Service. The
charges relate to the period 1996-2001,
when Kaye was chairman of the com-
pany. In 2006, Norton paid the Depart-
ment of Health £13.5m to settle a civil case
concerning the same allegations *?.

Norton Healthcare has been involved
in other controversies. In 1998 the Depart-
ment of Health named it as one of the
companies offering “inducements” to doc-
tors and chemists: Norton gave them
mountain bikes and Marks and Spencer
vouchers if they stocked its products. Lab-
our’s health minister said, “it is completely
unacceptable for pharmaceutical compa-
nies to encourage health professionals to
use their products through free gifts and
other sweeteners.”®

In the same year, the government an-
nounced that it was giving a Norton plant
in London’s Docklands £990,000 in the
form of “regional selective assistance”,
whose purpose is to boost employment.

Thereis no
suggestion of
illegality here: it
is a moral issue.
But it illustrates
the abandonment
of everything the
Labour party
once claimed to
stand for.

It shows us that
in any contest
between money
and principle,
the money wins
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More
importantly
as far as Hain
is concerned,
Isaac Kaye
has been
accused of
providing
campaign
finance for
National Party
candidates
during the
apartheid years

This grant, the government claimed,
would promote “inward investment in the
manufacturing sector”. As Private Eye
points out, the fund — as its name suggests
—is normally used to bring jobs to the re-
gions (which means places other than
London)®. But there was something even
odder: the week before the government
announced this funding, Norton’s parent
company revealed that it would stop
manufacturing in the UK, and would shift
the jobs in that sector to Ireland®.

But the particular discomfort for Mr
Hain concerns Kaye’s activities in his pre-
vious place of residence. Until 1985 he lived
in South Africa, where he was involved in
another “gifts for influence” scandal. His
drugs company, Alumina, gave cars, televi-
sions, chandeliers, swimming pool equip-
ment, tennis courts, shares and trips
abroad to people working in the health
sector, including academics who sat on
the government’s advisory panels, the
head of the Medical Research Council and
the minister of health®®%. When these gifts
were exposed, Kaye explained that they
were “not an inducement, but in appreci-
ation of their having prescribed drugs mar-
keted by the Alumina group.”" The offi-
cial inquiry into the scandal found that he
had “no scruples about applying dishonest
or unethical methods.”®

More importantly as far as Hain is con-
cerned, Isaac Kaye has been accused of
providing campaign finance for National
Party candidates during the apartheid
years. Kaye admits to funding the Na-
tional MP John Erasmus. An article in the
Daily Express, drawing on an award-win-
ning investigation by the South African
journalist Martin Welz, alleges that Kaye
seconded one of his company’s executives
to campaign for another candidate, Gerrit
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Bornman(12). It also claims he provided
cars to help Lapa Munnik, the minister of
health and a fierce defender of apartheid,
win a by-election. Gerrit Bornman told
the Express that Kaye had been a “sub-
stantial” backer of the National Party. I
tried to contact Mr Kaye, but [ was told he
was unavailable®. In the past he has de-
nied funding the National Party and has
maintained that his company’s gifts were
not intended to win favours®.

Taking money from Isaac Kaye defaces
Peter Hain’s only remaining conviction.
When Hain became a Labour cabinet
member and was obliged to ditch every-
thing he once believed, he was allowed to
keep just one political memento: his ad-
mirable record of opposition to the apar-
theid government. When he moved from
South Africa to Britain he became this
country’s leading opponent of apartheid.
The regime first tried to kill him then tried
to fit him up for a bank robbery. He was a
brave and remarkable campaigner. But in
2007 he trampled his medals into the mud
to get the money he needed.

This is the story of our political system,
of most of the world’s political systems.
You enter politics with the highest ideals
and end up grovelling to multi-million-
aires. Campaign finance is not the only
reason for the corruption of leftwing po-
litical parties. But any system without a
cap on individual donations encourages
the mass abandonment of political pro-
grammes. You need to spend much less
time and effort and money to secure thou-
sands of pounds from a rich man than to
shake it out of the piggybanks of hun-
dreds of new members. Who can blame
you if you adjust your programme to
please the millionaires?

The newspapers say that our system is



one of the least corrupt in the world. It’s
probably true — but so much the worse for
the world. The British Labour Party
knows that no enormity would persuade
the trade unions to disaffiliate. So it can ig-
nore their demands and concentrate on
the needs of the multi-millionaires. In 2006
and 2007, 27% of its money came from in-
dividual donations of more than £100,000
®), Aside from the largesse of Lord Sains-
bury and Lakshmi Mittal, almost all of
this is City money, much of it from men
who run private equity companies®. To
what extent this influences Labour’s fail-
ure to tax the super-rich, we will never
know — which is, of course, the problem.

Because the Labour Party (thanks to
the endless funding scandals) is always on
the brink of bankruptcy, Gordon Brown
has promised to do something®. But, in
line with recommendations by the Phillips
Review of party funding, he proposes to
cap donations at £50,000. Witness the de-
mocratisation of British politics: even the
ordinary millionaire can now participate.

Why should one person be allowed to
give the equivalent of 1388 Labour Party
membership fees? Brown’s formula would
preserve Labour’s funding link with the
trades unions — and the super-rich. I don’t
mind how it is done; whether, as both
the Phillips review and the Power Inquiry
recommend®®), the state gives more, or
whether the cap is set at £100 and parties
must rely on a host of tiny individual gifts.
(Who cares if they have less cash with
which to bamboozle us?) Just get the big
money out of politics. CcT
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NOTE FROM BELIZE

EVEN CRIMINALS
NEED A VACATION

Joe Bageant ponders crime, punishment and the efficacy of pigs

It's useless

to go to our lone
village cop

at such an hour
because,

as heis quick to
remind us while
standing

in his doorway
in his
undershorts,

he is off-duty

n the Caribbean, the gears of the ma-
chinery of justice somehow never
quite seem to engage, probably be-
cause they were toothless to begin
with, but mostly because nobody knows
they are supposed to. Crime and punish-
ment are for the most part, completely
unrelated elements here on the Garifuna
coast of Belize. Whether something is a
crime or not depends more or less upon
whom it was committed, whether it is a
“white fella,” a tourist, a neighbor or a
stranger. And punishment, well, that’s
something that happens by the unfettered
caprice of sheer fate, an impenetrable
mystery in which the police and judicial
system somehow play a part, though no
one seems quite sure just what part.
Take my buddy Griggs, who was
awakened at midnight by the dark form of
someone rifling through his bedroom.
“Hold it motherfucker!” he yells, switch-
ing on the light to find a young man, a
local well known in this small seaside vil-
lage where everyone is well known to
everyone else. The young man goes by
the nickname of Skankin’, after the stoned
groove Caribbean dance style, or Skank
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for short. Skank jumps back out the win-
dow he came in through and Griggs, a
pepper bearded man in his late forties,
owner of a small group of rental cabanas
and in good enough shape not to be
fucked with, is mad as hell. “Get the po-
lice!” he yells to his wife, Rhoda.

But it’s useless to go to our lone village
cop at such an hour because, as he is quick
to remind us while standing in his door-
way in his undershorts, he is off-duty. So
what you do if you want at least a vocal
response from law enforcement is wait
until morning and go to the district capi-
tal at Dangriga, about 15 miles away. I say
vocal response because, for the most part,
there is no such thing as active official re-
sponse to anything here in our completely
passive world. For instance, as I write this,
a house is burning at the other end of
town. No fire department, no heroic
neighborhood fire fighting effort. Just a
growing crowd of onlookers as word
passes through the coconut telegraph and
clusters of spectators, some riding two to
a bicycle, slowly drift toward the fire, pick-
ing up more spectators as they go. The
house burns. Then everyone goes home.



Anyway, next day, after a long frustrat-
ing effort with the cops in Dangriga, a ha-
rangue of the type only Third World res-
idents can grasp, Griggs manages to bully
and wheedle the Dangriga police into
coming down and taking fingerprints, a
new police enterprise here. What the hell,
a little ride over to the beach in the police
truck would be nice. Maybe get a little
fishing in.

Later, after a few implied threats by
Griggs’ bordering on horsewhipping, the
Dangriga police match them up to
Skankin, a miracle in itself since it takes
perhaps a half hour of attentive effort to
accomplish. And finally, after all but death
threats on Griggs’ part, the police pick up
our young man and take him to the police
hangout in ‘Griga for questioning. The
police chief calls Griggs. “OK, we got
Skankin. What you wan we do wid him?”

Griggs, a longtime American expatri-
ate, is still under the misimpression that
the police should know what to do with
a perp, once he is in the hands of law en-
forcement.

“What the fuck? Ask him what he was
doing tiefing (or thieving — everybody suc-
cumbs to the local dialect after a while) in
my bedroom, goddammit!”

Police chief hangs up, then calls back a
few minutes later: “He say he tink it was
de cabana rental office.”

Griggs: “Office? My ass! Godammit,
the lights were out, it was midnight! The
fucking room had a bed in it for christ-
sake.”

Police chief hangs up. A few minutes
pass, then he rings back. “He say he not
know de office wuz closed.”

Griggs, enraged red scalp showing
through his thinning buzz cut: “OK then,
ask him why the hell he was coming in
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through the fucking window instead of
the door!”

Police chief: “Hmmmmmmm.. .. Meb-
be we shood arres’” him.”

Griggs: “Maybe? Godammit! Maybe?”

But given that Skankin had not actu-
ally stolen anything, he was released, a
failed burglary evidently not being a crime
here. Shortly afterward though, Skankin
was caught red handed and his ass was
sent up to Hattieville Prison, one of the
worst pissholes in this hemisphere, a relic
of the British colonial period so over-
crowded that butt fucking is unavoidable,
whether standing up or lying down,
awake or asleep. Nasty place, Hattieville.
Last year in one of its occasional lunges to-
ward efficiency, the government moved
to eliminate overcrowding and staff work-
load. Simple. Execute the prisoners on
Hattieville’s Death Row. Free up some
cots and cut down on the chow bill. Al-
though it sent Amnesty International and
a dozen other NGO’s from the posher na-
tions into apoplexy, Belizeans generally
applauded this direct approach.

While theft here is on the increase, it’s
still a fairly new thing. Fifty years ago
there was no theft in Hopkins because
there was nothing to steal. Everybody
owned pretty much the same thing,
which is to say nothing. A few tools, some
bowls, cups, fish nets, dugouts, all those
fixtures of a world oft the grid. Fishermen
fished. Women cooked and swatted at
kids. Farmers farmed small plots across
the bay, rising at 2:00am to cultivate plan-
tain, rice, arrowroot, cassava, tomatoes,
potatoes, corn, citrus, and sailed to Belize
City to sell produce for what little cash
they needed. Back in the village pigs ran in
the street and ate up any trash, most of
which was natural such as fish bones and

Griggs, a
longtime
American
expatriate,

is still under the
misimpression
that the police
should know
what to do

with a perp,
once he is in the
hands of law
enforcement
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NOTE FROM BELIZE

Today, the well
water is
undrinkable
because the
1,000 residents
crap into modern
toilets which
drain into septic
tanks in the sand
called soakers,
concrete boxes
of filth that make
the sandy yards
of the villagers
hotbeds of

E. Coli, staph,
and one shudders
to contemplate
what else

coconut husks. And while the pigs were at
it, they ate up any human excrement they
might run upon, meaning that which was
not excreted into the sea, thereby consti-
tuting the village’s sanitation service. And
a fairly efficient one too, according to com-
parative sanitation studies of now and
then. In the old days when you went to
shit back in the palmetto scrub you took
along a big club because the pigs regarded
you as a human fudge dispenser. I've done
it. Back in the early seventies. But the wa-
ter was drinkable and health officials tell
me that the pigs were even edible, though
you'd never get a white man to test that
assertion. What little the pigs did not
clean up, the chickens scratched into
oblivion or devoured. When I look back I
wonder that I never saw any pig shit. I
suppose the chickens, bugs and other wild
things got that.

Today, the well water is undrinkable
because the 1,000 residents crap into mod-
ern toilets which drain into septic tanks in
the sand called soakers, concrete boxes of
filth that make the sandy yards of the vil-
lagers hotbeds of E. Coli, staph, and one
shudders to contemplate what else. Two
days ago I had a couple of tiny sand flea
bites on the ankles that I scratched — right
now they are infected, big as dimes and
oozing. But my original point here was
that there was little to steal, things were
a little rough around the edges but you
could leave your doors unlocked and your
bikes in the yard all night, neither of which
is advisable today.

Getting back to Griggs and Skankin.
Today Griggs was plugging down the
Pampers- and beer bottle-littered mud
strip that passes for a street in our village,
and who should he see but Skankin,
lounging around the schoolyard and suck-
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ing down beer with a bunch of rough
looking characters.

Griggs: “Skankin, what the hell you
doin here?”

Skankin: “Vacation, mon. We on vaca-
tion frum de prison.”

Thanks to world pressure from the
NGOs and human rights groups, every
worthless criminal asshole from Hopkins,
and we have them the same as the rest of
the world, was vacationing in his home-
town. “It’s supposed to be a demonstra-
tion of rehabilitation efforts on the gov-
ernment’s part,” sighed Griggs. All T can
think about is my unlocked cabana and
the two guitars and computer therein. I
headed home to lock up.

Walking toward the south end “bakka-
town” where I live, I thought it might be
a good idea to mention the Hattieville
prisoners to one of the break-in victims of
these felons, Big Lilly, who was sitting in a
cheap plastic chair in front of her cabana
drinking soursop juice and reading
“Sports Psychic,” which advises us re-
garding this week’s lucky Boledo lottery
numbers. Remember, 2008 is a leap year,
so read Psalms 115, 72,91 and 75.Keep your
eyes on 25 and 89 and watch out for
Ibanyi and Sugar Boys the playofts.

“Big Lilly,” I said, “the prisoners from
Hattieville are released and drifting
around Hopkins today, including the guy
who got caught carrying your TV down
the street when the power went out. The
prison gave them a vacation.”

“Das nice,” says Big Lilly. “Everbodee
need de vacation now an den.” H)

Joe Bageant is the author of Deer
Hunting With Jesus: Dispatches from
America’s Class War (Random House
Crown).



WHEN PAINT
ISNOT ENOUGH

Dave Zirin joins the NBA circus in New Orleans

n the middle of February the NBA

All-Star Game came to New Or-

leans. If you were one of the thou-

sands to make the trip to the Big
Easy and hang out on Bourbon Street,
you no doubt saw one kind of NOLA.
Like the Green Zone in Iraq, offering
salsa lessons and satellite television, this
is an area of unreality. But many see eco-
nomic investment in the tourist center as
the path toward economic revival for
this remarkable city.

As NBA commissioner David Stern
said in May 2006: “The award of NBA
All-Star 2008 is our vote of confidence in
the progress that is being made in the re-
opening and rebuilding of New Orleans’
tourism infrastructure. New Orleans will
become the basketball capital of the
world in February 2008, and demon-
strate to a global audience that New Or-
leans is very much open for business.”

There is no doubt that Stern and Co.
were tickled green to do business in the
new New Orleans. But as a strategy to
rebuild the city, it’s shoveling sand in the
ocean. This was seen when the league
held an “NBA Cares All-Star Day of

Service.” The event featured players (in-
cluding LeBron James and Jason Kidd)
and 2,500 league employees who spread
out all over the city to aid in rebuilding
efforts, an operation that also served as
a cunning plea for good PR after a year
of dirty referees, sexual harassment trials
and an All-Star Game in Las Vegas that
turned into a full-fledged national con-
troversy.

As self-serving as it may have been,
any time players leave the athletic bub-
ble — their own mental Green Zone — it
is a positive step, especially when they
speak out on the experience. “It’s a great
shame,” Steve Nash said after seeing the
other New Orleans. “I can’t relate to
what these people went through. It’s
devastating. To come here and see what
little has been done is disappointing. It
feels like the city has been forgotten in a
lot of ways. This is not what America’s
about and we should look at why we
failed.”

Nash’s friend Dirk Nowitzki, who was
groomed to be an NBA player in Ger-
many from the time he was old enough
to tie his own shoes, was simply

WHOSE CITY?

Like the Green
Zone in Iraq,
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satellite
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this is an area
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WHOSE CITY?

These four
"developments,”
which 4,500
families call
home, are now
set to be
demolished and
replaced by 800
condominiums.
This, for all
intents and
purposes, will
end low-income
housing in the
city. Many of
these families
haven't even
been able to
come back
since the levees
broke, unable to
even speak out
for their homes

shocked. “I didn’t think it was going to
be this bad,” he said. “I really had no
idea. A lot of work needs to be done.
This should have been done two years
ago. This city needs a lot more help than
us painting the walls. But hopefully this
will be educational and us being out here
will help get the message out. They need
all the help they can get.”

Nowitzki is right that it will take more
than a coat of paint. This is obvious if
you take a journey to the B.W. Cooper,
C.]. Peete, Lafitte and St. Bernard hous-
ing projects. People should see them be-
fore they are swallowed whole by the
most daring gentrification project this
side of Baghdad.

These four “developments,” which
4,500 families call home, are now set to
be demolished and replaced by 800 con-
dominiums. This, for all intents and pur-
poses, will end low-income housing in
the city. Many of these families haven’t
even been able to come back since the
levees broke, unable to even speak out
for their homes.

The demolition reflects a city under-
going a radical reconstruction. For the
first time in two decades, the City Coun-
cil has become somewhat paler. As the
New York Times recently reported, “In
one of the clearest signs yet of Hurri-
cane Katrina’s lasting demographic im-
pact, the City Council is about to have a
white majority for the first time in over
two decades, pointing up again the
storm’s displacement of thousands of
residents, mostly black.”

Last December, at a City Council
meeting where the politicians voted to
destroy the projects, all the simmering
rage boiled over. Hundreds gathered to
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give testimony and save their homes,
but were locked out by police on orders
from the Council. As they tried to force
their way in, police broke out the pepper
spray and Tasers. Then came the SWAT
team. The lucky were arrested; others
were sent to the hospital. No matter
how well-reasoned the argument, a
Taser tends to stop the dialogue.

Civil rights lawyer Bill Quigley, one of
the many arrested, wrote later: “Some
were Tasered, many pepper sprayed and
a dozen arrested. Outside the chambers,
iron gates were chained and padlocked
even before the scheduled start. Only
developers and those with special per-
mission from council members were al-
lowed in. Despite dozens of open seats in
the council chambers, pleas to be al-
lowed in were ignored. Chants of ‘Hous-
ing is a human right!” and ‘Let us in!’
thundered through the concrete breeze-
way.”

Thousands came to New Orleans to
celebrate the global popularity of a sport
in which the vast majority of players are
African-American. Basketball is a game
often compared to jazz, with its improv-
isation and ebb and flow. There is noth-
ing wrong with celebrating the sport in
the birthplace of jazz, especially when
one All-Star in particular, New Orleans
Hornets point guard Chris Paul, plays
like Coltrane. But a fresh coat of paint
isn’t the answer. The people who have
roots in this remarkable American city
just need to know that they can come
home. CcT

Dave Zirin’s latest book is Welcome to
the Terrordome: The Pain, Politics and
Promise of Sports



A BUTT-KICKING
FOR GITMO

Liliana Segura discovers a lighter side to Guantanamo

here’s not much room for hu-
mor when it comes to Guan-
tanamo, but human rights
lawyer Clive Stafford Smith’s
“Case of the Contraband Underpants,”
published in the New Statesman last fall,
had to make you chuckle: “I received a
letter from an officer at [Guantanamo]
suggesting that I might have smuggled
some underwear in to my client, the
British resident Shaker Aamer. Appar-
ently Shaker had been ‘recently discov-
ered to be wearing Under Armour briefs
and a Speedo bathing suit.” It seems he
was wearing both contraband items in
his cell at Camp Echo, where he has been
in total isolation almost continuously
since 24 September 2005, with only the
flush of his steel toilet for company.”
The odd discovery led the attorney
on a fact-finding mission, in which he
would learn that “Under Armour” un-
derwear is “popular with the US mili-
tary,” making it more than likely that
the illicit skivvies were planted by some-
one in uniform. (The Speedo suit was
more mysterious; perhaps, Stafford
Smith suggested, “the military could

erect prohibitory signs in each prison
cell: ‘We don’t pee in your swimming
pool, so please don’t swim in our toi-
let”?)

Now, months later and right in time
for London’s Fashion Week, Stafford
Smith and his UK-based legal charity,
Reprieve, have inspired a line of under-
wear, Gitmo-orange and with the words
“Fair Trial My Arse” emblazoned on the
butt. Created by famed lingerie designer
Agent Provocateur, the underwear has
had an auspicious debut: a pair was “dis-
creetly delivered” to Prime Minister Gor-
don Brown — a Valentine’s Day gift from
Reprieve and its clients —and another
was spotted on the runway as part of the
Vivienne Westwood collection at Lon-
don’s Fashion Week.

“Bad taste aside,” Stafford Smith ex-
plains, “Fair Trial My Arse bears a serious
message, particularly given this past
week’s announcement that the US mili-
tary plans death-penalty trials in Guan-
tanamo Bay ... We hope the slogan will
become a rallying cry for the closure of
Guantanamo Bay and the secret prisons
that proliferate around the world.” GT
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