
BY HEATHER HADDON

When he just couldn’t bear the shoot-
ing pain in his side anymore, Robert, a 47-
year-old Bronx resident, went to the near-
est public hospital. What he needed was an
e m e rgency liver biopsy. What he got,
being uninsured in a cash-strapped facility,
was a two-hour stint in the waiting room
with only a paper robe on his back and an
IVin his arm.

At the other end of the Western hemi -
sphere, Robert wouldn’t even have gotten
that far. “You will have to, at best, enroll in
a long waiting list to have your surgery
done,” says Dr. Carlos Trotta, chief of
Cardiovascular Surgery at A rg e n t i n a ’s
Hospital Allende. “[You] are lucky enough
not to find the workers on strike because
they have not been paid.” 

The sufferings of Robert and Dr. Trotta
are not isolated experiences but pervasive
realities. “The chaos is so extended and
established that you…take it for granted,”
Trotta told the Indypendent. “Something
has to be done to change it all.”

“It” is managed care, particularly the cor-
porate-driven care networks pioneered in the
United States and exported to Latin
American during the 1990s. Health mainte-
nance organizations (HMOs) promised to
o ffer better services, but primary healthcare,
public hospitals, practitioners and patients
have become casualties instead. With a
global economic slowdown causing more
cutbacks, entire populations on both sides of
the U.S. border are at risk.

Some 9 million Americans were mem-
bers of HMOs in 1980, almost a decade
after the networks of contracted facilities
and physicians first received federal sup-
port for expansion. Today, almost 1,000
plans boast more than 100 million mem-
bers nationwide. Scores of employers
looking to curb the rising medical costs of
the unregulated fee-for-services system—
where doctors and hospitals charged for
what they provided—bought into the 

SO LONG, RUDY
The streets may be safer,
but he leaves behind a
city that’s blander and
more ruthless.
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From inner cities to tropical
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making a killing.

Pages 6, 7

INDYPENDENT
THE NEWSPAPER OF THE NEWYORKCITYINDEPENDENTMEDIACENTER FEBRUARY 2002       ONLINE AT WWW.NYC.INDYMEDIA.ORG

EL INDEPENDIENTE
Noticias desde las calles de
Buenos Aires en la nueva
sección español.

Paginas 22, 23

INDYPENDENTTHE

DYING FOR
H E A LT H C A R E
PATIENTS AT RISK
FROM BRONX TO
BUENOS AIRES

WHOSE WORLD IS IT?
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“I define globalization as the freedom of our corporations to invest where and when
we want, to produce what we want, to buy and sell where we want, and to keep all
the restrictions through labor law or other political regulations as slight as possible."

Percy Barnevik,VP World Economic Forum

RULING ELITE GATHER TO CARVE UP THE GLOBE

w E F

T h e y ’ re rich, they’re powerful and they’re coming to New York. Starting Jan. 31, 3,200 members of the global elite —
politicians, CEOs, academics, journalists — will set up camp at the luxurious Wa l d o rf-Astoria Hotel for the annual Wo r l d
Economic Forum (WEF). Shut out by the $25,000 registration fee, thousands of workers, environmentalists, students and
activists of every stripe are planning rallies and forums to protest corporate globalization preached by groups like the WEF.

Inside we offer a full guide to the Forum, profiles of the student activist groups, an Indy Index outlining dozens of
corporate crimes, a cultural analysis of direct action, calendar of events, media analysis and more. To keep track of
the WEF and the protests visit www.nyc.indymedia.org.

SEE PAGES 8-15
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WHAT IS THE IMC?
With autonomous chapters in

100 cities throughout the world,
the 2-year-old Independent
Media Center has become an
international network of volunteer
media activists.

The IMC’s mission is to create a
new media ethic by providing
progressive, in-depth and accu -
rate coverage of issues. We are
a community-based organization
using media to facilitate political
and cultural self-representation.
We seek to illuminate and ana -
lyze issues impacting individuals,
communities and eco-systems by
providing media tools and space
to those seeking to communicate.

Unlike corporate media, we
espouse open dialogue, and the
i m p o rtance of placing the means
of communication and cre a t i v i t y
back in the hands of the people,
and away from the drive of pro f i t .

The I n d y p e n d e n t is funded b y
benefits, subscriptions and contri-
b u t i o n s .

WHAT CAN I DO 
TO GET INVOLVED?
The IMC has an open door. You
can write for the Indypendent,
film events and rallies, self-pub -
lish articles to the web, take pho-
tos, or just help us run the office.
As an organization relying entire l y
on volunteer support, we encour-
age all forms of part i c i p a t i o n.

The print team reserves the
right to edit articles for length,
content and clarity. We welcome
your participation in the entir e
editorial process.

CONTRIBUTORS:
Chris Anderson, Silvia Arana,
Jed Brandt, Joshua Breitbart,
Mike Burke, Lourdes Delgado,
Edmund Frost, Sarah Groff-
Palermo, A.K. Gupta, Heather
Haddon, Darby Hickey, Beth
Holder, Chris Knudtsen, Vicki
Larson, Gregory Maller, Billy
Miller, Ana Nogueira, Donald
Paneth, Emily Reinhardt, Armond
Samos, Dylan Shubitz, Annalise
Silivanch, Jessica Stein, Laura
Strauss, John Tarleton, Anne
Venesky, Bill Weinberg, 
Gabriel Woodhouse

FROM THE NEWSWIRE

White America Misuses MLK Legacy 
BY GEOV PARRISH

In many ways, Ronald Reagan did the worst possible
thing for the memory of Dr. King by agreeing to the nation-
al holiday that bears King’s name. The holiday has become
a feel-good lie. Martin Luther King Day has caused genera -
tions to mislearn King’s story....We don’t hear about the
1960s mainstream American contempt for King, nor about
his reputation among conservatives as a Commie dupe. We
don’t hear about how he linked civil rights to Third World
liberation, nor about the fact that he was shot while in
Memphis lending support for a union (the garbage workers’
strike) and organizing a multi-racial Poor Peoples’
Campaign. We forget that many of King’s fellow leaders
weren’t so polite as to be nonviolent. Cities were burning;
but instead, we remember Selma. Of the many dreams King
had, only one — equal access for non-whites — is signifi-
cantly realized today. He deserves better. We all do.

World Watch Statistics Offer Context 
BY JACK A. SMITH

The current issue of World Watch magazine tried to put
the anthrax scare in perspective: “Number of people in
Washington, D.C. who were murdered by anthrax poisoning
between Sept. 11 and Nov. 9 — 2. Number of people mur-
dered by other means in the same city during the same peri -
od — 53. Number of U.S. residents who died of anthrax
between Oct. 1 and Nov. 1 — 4. Approximate number of
U.S. residents who died, during the same month, as a result
of having smoked cigarettes — 33,000.”

Nuclear Weapons: Abolish or Perish
BY ANDREAS TOUPADAKIS

Einstein said that defense is not possible in a world that
contains weapons of mass destruction unless people under-
stand the enormous danger of those weapons, and unless
they insist on not just the abolition of those weapons but
also the abolition of war. How? By talking to the leaders in
well-ventilated and comfortable rooms? No! What then? By
drafting petitions, writing manifestos, books and traveling
around the world giving lectures? No! By refusing to serve
in the army? Now you’ve started talking! By massive glob-
al demonstrations that last for weeks if not months or years?
Now you’re really talking! Now there is some hope for
world survival. We must stop denying that word survival
will not come to us neatly wrapped but only by voluntary
suffering and protest.

The Global Justice Movement: Alive and Kicking 
BY R. MOKHIBER & R. WEISSMAN

While media commentators have rushed to bury the glob-
al justice movement, the many strands of the movement
have been busy organizing, lobbying, demonstrating — and,
frequently, winning.... As trade ministers huddled in Doha,
Qatar to fashion an agreement for a new round of World
Trade Organization negotiations, activists around the world
demonstrated against the WTO. In Doha, the campaign to
promote access to essential medicines in poor countries
scored a significant victory.

Fortified by protests in recent years from HIV/AIDS
activists and reinforced by technical information from advo-
cacy groups, developing countries extracted a pledge from
the rich countries. It said the WTO’s intellectual property
agreement “does not and should not prevent Members from
taking measures to protect public health.” All WTO coun-
tries joined in “affirm[ing] that the Agreement can and
should be interpreted and implemented in a manner sup-
portive of WTO Members’right to protect public health and,
in particular, to promote access to medicines for all.” This
declaration will allow developing countries the legal space

they need to begin introducing generic versions of on-patent
medicines, including drugs to treat HIV/AIDS.

Justice for Officer Faulkner
BY YELLOWTIMES.ORG

The group of individuals convinced that Mumia Abu-
Jamal was the killer of Officer Daniel Faulkner says that the
recent decision by Judge William Yohn to throw out
Mumia’s death sentence is appalling. Justice is the belief
that that everything should have a consequence. The idea of
justice for Daniel Faulkner is noble. Like everyone, I want
to see justice served, but the question is does death for
Mumia Abu-Jamal serve the interest of justice for both
Mumia and William Faulkner?

REAL New Yorkers March on the WEF! 
BY BROTHER FROM ANOTHER BOROUGH

Whoever it is that is saying “Don’t mess with my home,”
is either a Cointelpro troll, or somebody unworthy of calling
himself a New Yorker. The people that give two hoots about
what happens at the Waldorf-Astoria this month are not a
bunch of out-of-towners or Yuppie-come-latelies whose
business is gentrifying real New Yorkers out of town. Those
who make the loudest noises about protesters should spend
more energy thinking about their double standards.
Apparently, Citibank and other multinational corporations
(who wouldn’t dare call New York their home, lest they pay
taxes) can fleece New Yorkers out of their money, their
homes, and their jobs; but should a Black Bloc dare break
one of Citibank’s windows, they’re committing a cardinal
sin against the city. As much as I don’t believe in their tac-
tics, the Black Bloc couldn’t even imagine doing the same
sort of damage that a Citibank or Starbucks has done.

Counter Macy’s Lame Claims About Burma Business! 
BY FREE BURMA COALITION

Macy’s thinks it can fool the public who demand that it
cut ties to Burma, but we won’t be fooled! Recently, a num-
ber of people concerned about human rights in Burma e-
m a i l e d Macy’s to stop stocking products from Burma. The
company claimed that the small number of manufacturers
whose merchandise is carried in its stores may still choose
Burma, and that therefore, it is to these vendors and interna-
tional policymakers that we should address our concerns.
Thanks, but we’re already doing that! And it doesn’t let
Macy’s or Federated Department Stores off the hook.

Wait to File Until the Trial 
BY WE THE PEOPLE

The very legality of the U.S. income tax system goes on
trial February 27th at a public hearing on Capitol Hill. This
historic event is the result of a three-year effort by the We
The People Foundation For Constitutional Education and
thousands of supporters nationwide. At the two-day hearing,
we will prove that the IRS does not have the legal authority
to force employers to withhold taxes from the paychecks of
their employees, or to force most Americans to file a return
or pay federal income tax. If this effort is successful, most
Americans may be entitled to a refund of 100% of the
income tax paid or withheld in 2001.

Global "Cacerolazo" 
BY ARCOIRIS/PABLO

Neighbors and citizens of the world: Let’s make noise
with our pots and pans all together! All the pots and pans of
the world sounding at the same time in a gigantic global
“Cacerolazo.” And let’s cry with the insurgent Argentine
People: “All of them must go; not one should remain!”

-Compiled by Megan Shea

Here’s a sampling of recent posts and comments to the NYC and global newswires. Each
Independent Media Center website features open publishing software that allows readers to
post articles, stories, photographs, audio clips and video footage to our newswire. Viewers 
can also log comments that appear below articles to create open debate. To read more
or to post your own article, visit www.nyc.indymedia.org or www.indymedia.org



NEW YORK
BY JO H N TA R L E TO NA N D ME G A N SH E A

Scores of New York City activists marked Martin
Luther King Day by journeying to the Passaic County
Jail in New Jersey to protest the detention of hundreds
of Muslim immigrants since Sept. 11, and to call for
the release of detainees not facing charg e s .

“ We want an end to the disappearances,” said
Monami Maulik, director of Desis Rising Up and
Moving (DRUM), a community organization that cam-
paigns for the rights of low-income South Asian immi-
grants in New York City. “These are our fathers, our
husbands, our brothers. We want due process.”

Uzma Neheed, 39, of Bayonne, N.J., has not seen
her brother or husband in over three months. Her
brother was taken away on Sept. 27 for a visa violation.
Six days later the FBI came to her house.

“They told me we want to arrest you because your
brother is sharing your address,” said Neheed, who left
Pakistan in 1993.

N e h e e d ’s husband, Anser Mehmood, also of
Pakistan, offered to take her place and was hauled
a w a y. Neheed has been unable to find out anything
about her brother and has only been able to speak to
her husband a couple of times. She said that he relayed
stories to her of being kicked and beaten repeatedly
when he first arrived in jail. There have also been
reports of Muslims inmates being harassed for moving
bedsheets to their cell floors and using them as prayer
m a t s .

“They are treated like animals,” Neheed said.
While protesters marched and chanted, Passaic

County Sheriff Jerry Speziale held an impromptu press
conference outside the jail in downtown Patterson. A
phalanx of police guarded the front entrance. A s e c o n d
line of police stood in the middle of the street, and a
third group photographed demonstrators from atop a
nearby building.

Speziale said that as of Jan. 21 247 INS detainees
were being held at the jail and that his department is
receiving $77 per day per detainee, (or $19,019 on the
day of protest) for housing them. Roughly half of the
detainees are Arab or South Asian. He denied that the
detainees were being mistreated. “You could eat off the
floor here,” Speziale said. “We’ve accommodated
t h e m . ”

H o w e v e r, he added, “We’re running a jail, not a
country club.”

Norman Siegel, former director of the New Yo r k
American Civil Liberties Union, said the names of the
detainees and the charges against them should be made
public. To date, Attorney General John Ashcroft has
said he would not release the names of detainees for
fear of causing them needless embarrassment.

Siegel also voiced concern that detainees were not
being allowed full access to their lawyers.

“ D r. King told us a wrong against one is a wrong
against all. I think citizens need to come forward and
speak up on behalf of non-citizens,” Siegel said. “We

are all human beings.... Unless we begin to speak up,
the government will continue to build a wedge between
citizens and non-citizens.” 

IMPRISONED IN THE
LAND OF THE FREE

MLK DAY MARCH: Monami Maulik of DRUM,
left, comforts Uzma Neheed whose husband and
brother have been detained for over three months.

BY JOHN TARLETON

The interim Pacifica National Board voted to turn
back the clock and restore “the banned and the fired” to
WBAI (99.5 FM) during tumultuous January meetings in
New York that saw reformers regain control of the trou-
bled radio network.

“It’s a real people’s victory that people have come
together and charted a plan for recapturing a radio station
from the [ones who] that violated its mission,” said
Bernard White. He is planning to return as WBAI’s pro-
gram director and co-host of the morning news show
Wake Up Call.

With more than the necessary two-thirds majority, the
board voted to remove WBAI’s current general manager
Bob Daughtry and return former general manager Valerie
Van Isler to the post. Program Director W h i t e ,
Democracy Now host Amy Goodman and more than 30
other banned-and-fired producers and programmers
reclaimed the positions they held before the station’s
management was sacked on Dec. 22, 2000, in what crit-
ics dubbed “the Christmas Coup.”

The board, which met in a union hall overflowing
with several hundred interested listeners, also agreed to
hire former Pacifica Network News Director Dan
Coughlin as interim Executive Director for the next 60

days. It also fired the high-priced Washington, D.C. law
firms of Williams and Connolly, and Fulbright and
Jaworski, which had been hired by the previous board to
defend Pacifica against lawsuits by its listeners and other
aggrieved parties.

Coughlin, who supports “a vision of radio from
below,” takes over a network that has $2.8 million in debt
and less than $600,000 in cash reserves.

“We have to get a grip on the financial crisis,” he said.
Pacifica was founded in the late 1940s by a small group

of radical pacifists. It operates listener-sponsored radio
stations in New York, Los Angeles, Houston, Berkeley and
Washington, D.C., that can potentially reach 22 percent of
the U.S. population. In recent years, the network has been
engulfed in a power struggle between grassroots activists
advocating radio programming responsive to community
needs and corporate modernizers in favor of moving
Pacifica toward a more NPR-style format. 

ADec. 12 settlement of the lawsuits gave reformers a
majority of the seats on the interim board, which is in
place for one year while listener elections are org a n i z e d .
The Jan. 11-13 board meetings confirmed the power shift.

“I see it as a total victory, one of the most important
media victories in the history of this country,” said Eileen
Sutton, a striking Pacifica stringer, who helped start Free

Speech Radio News as an alternative to the network’s
national news program.

Patty Heffley, a plaintiff in the listener lawsuit that
helped topple the old regime, said Pacifica’s transforma-
tion should not stop halfway.

“The artificial barriers between listeners and pro-
grammers have to be dissolved through training and
rotating programs,” she said. 

Lyn Gerry of Radio4All.net has participated in the
Pacifica battle for seven years and hopes that Pacifica
will take its place in the greatly expanded world of inde -
pendent media. However, she cautions that the hardest
part of the struggle still lies ahead.

“As a society, we don’t have any training or encultur-
ation in working collaboratively,” Gerry said. “Power
struggles lead to the kind of problems that Pacifica is
supposed to solve.”

VICTORY AT PACIFICA
‘BANNED AND FIRED’ RETURN TO WBAI

BERNARD WHITE re t u rns to WBAI with fanfare. 



BY ST E V E N WI S H N I A

“NO DANCING,” reads the sign behind the bar.
No, this is not some kitschy 19th-century relic, like the

“Beware of Pickpockets and Loose Women” signs sold on
Bourbon Street in New Orleans. It’s the law in New Yo r k
C i t y, as revived by our just-departed mayor, Rudy Giuliani.

S p e c i f i c a l l y, it’s a Prohibition-era cabaret law that bans
dancing in bars without a license for it. By the 60s, it was
only used against gay bars, and that era ended on June 27,
1969, when a drag queen called Tammy Novak kicked a cop
in the balls during a raid on the Stonewall Inn.

Giuliani — lionized as the mayor who “saved” New
York — resurrected the cabaret law. In the summer of 1998,
70 cops invaded Coney Island High, an East Vi l l a g e
glam/punk-rock club, to shut down a Saturday night dance
p a r t y. Neighborhood bars have been fined $1,500 because
people were dancing to the jukebox.

So some of us who actually live here have a problem
with the mayor’s canonization since Sept. 11. All he did was
act compassionate for a few weeks — admittedly, quite a
feat for a man who announced his plans for divorce on T V
before he told his wife — and people were calling him a
hero, “Sir Rudy,” “America’s Mayor.” Some urged that
term limits be annulled so he could rule for four more years;
Giuliani himself demanded a three-month term extension.

“Racist” and “fascist” are not too strong words to
describe him. Giuliani refused to meet with black or Latino
elected officials until after the 41-shot police killing of
Amadou Diallo in 1999. He consistently played to the worst
stereotypes: City University students are semi-literates only
in college by the grace of affirmative action; taxi drivers are
unwashed wogs out to bilk tourists, etc.

The no-dancing law was just one of many petty-fascist
initiatives enforced by Giuliani. A1995 ordinance makes it
a misdemeanor for a group of 20 or more people to be in a
city park without a permit. So far, it’s only been enforced
against witches, rappers, and supporters of Lower East Side
squatters. Pot busts exploded from 7,000 in 1993 to 70,000
in 2000. And police often outnumber protesters at political
demonstrations, bringing helicopters and plastic handcuff s
to even the most peaceful rallies. When black supremacist
Khalid Muhammad held a march in Harlem in 1998,
Giuliani cut off subway service to the area for the afternoon.

“Freedom is about authority,” Giuliani said in 1994.
“Freedom is about the willingness of every single human
being to cede to lawful authority a great deal of discretion
about what you do and how you do it.”

Still, the city’s establishment hailed him as the savior

who tamed the “ungovernable” city, and Giuliani drew
around 70 percent of the white vote in all three of his may-
oral races. The biggest reason is that crime was high and
dropped dramatically during his term, with murders down
by more than two-thirds. How much credit he deserves for
that is debatable. The crime decrease is a national trend, and
probably more due to the lower unemployment of the 90s,
the decline in the crack trade, and simple police tactics like
using computers to chart high-crime blocks, rather than to
G i u l i a n i ’s much-vaunted “quality of life” initiatives.

But what the quality-of-life-focused tactics — attacks on
pot-smoking, public drinking, the homeless, squeegee men,
etc. — did accomplish was to ease white people’s p e rc e p -
t i o n s of crime. Many better- o ff whites seem to lose control
of their bowels when they see three black youths together on
the street. Others want the homeless off the streets because
they’re “ugly.” Some of Giuliani’s most ardent defenders
are the kind of white people who take cabs everywhere
rather than ride the subway, although it’s one of the safest
places in the city. (Giuliani’s campaign to replace Ya n k e e
Stadium was largely based on suburbanites’fear of going to
the South Bronx — but you’re probably way safer flashing
a Rolex on 161st Street than you’d be wearing a Red Sox
cap in the stadium’s bleachers.)

Meanwhile, black New Yo r k e r s ’ opinion was perhaps
summed up most succinctly by a teenager at the West Indian
Day parade in Brooklyn on Labor Day: “F u c k Giuliani,” he
exulted. “Term limits, motherfucker!” The map of mayoral
voting patterns almost perfectly matches the city’s racial
map. Giuliani got over 80 percent of the vote in hardcore
white areas like Bensonhurst in Brooklyn and Glendale in
Queens, less than 15 percent in most black districts, and
generally around one-third in Latino neighborhoods.

White Giuliani supporters were perfectly content to
accept a little police brutality as long as crime was down.
Giuliani was easily re-elected in 1997, a year after a rogue
Bronx cop strangled Anthony Baez for accidentally hitting
his car with a football pass, and less than three months after
an irate Brooklyn officer shoved a broomstick up A b n e r
L o u i m a ’s ass. That support cracked slightly after the Diallo
killing, and significantly after Patrick Dorismond was shot
by another cop in March 2000. Dorismond told an under-
cover cop who asked him if he was selling any pot some-
thing along the lines of “get the fuck out of here,” and was
killed in the ensuing fight. Giuliani revealed the victim’s
sealed juvenile record, and declared that he was “no altar
b o y.” He was severely embarrassed when it turned out that
although his arrest record indicated a temper, Dorismond

really h a d been an altar boy.
By then, even white New Yorkers seemed weary of

G i u l i a n i ’s pure-bully personal style. He proclaimed himself
the patron of “civility,” but couldn’t disagree with someone
without denouncing them as “jerky” or “intellectually dis-
honest.” In 1995, he sent a tank in to evict squatters from
abandoned buildings they’d been renovating for a decade.
In 1999, he made it illegal for homeless people to sleep on
the streets, and moved to put their children into foster care.

But like most bullies, he didn’t stand up to those bigger
than he. He refused to argue for more aid for the city’s
underfunded public schools; at one point, he actually asked
for less school aid. The main thing he did was sling insults
at the school system’s staff. When Republicans in A l b a n y
blocked renewal of the state’s rent-control laws in 1997,
threatening millions with eviction, Giuliani tiptoed into the
capital late on a Friday afternoon to whisper that he sup-
ported rent regulations. Supporting a repeal would have
been political suicide in an election year. Instead, Giuliani
endorsed the eventual compromise, which basically gutted
rent controls on vacant apartments, and settled for using the
rent board as a rubber stamp to impose the biggest rent
increases possible without causing him political damage. 

The result: The city’s housing crisis, brewing since the
70s, is now boiling over. It’s become next to impossible to
find an apartment for less than $1,000 a month. People
under 35 may be accustomed to seeing the homeless as part
of the landscape, but there was little homelessness in New
York until the housing-cost inflation of the 80s.

Giuliani leaves a city that is safer from street crime, but
blander and more ruthless. The Jewish lawyer in New
Yo r k ’s soul is now closer to some real-estate power broker
contemptuous of unsuccessful “losers” than to justice cru-
sader William Kunstler. Muggings are down, but the music
scene that once bred rap and the Ramones is deader than it’s
been in decades. Core Manhattan has become a yuppie
playland of $14 blue martinis, while in the rest of the city
o ffice cleaners and deli clerks live three to a room, and
once-middle-class jobs like teaching and firefighting don’t
pay enough to cover a two-bedroom apartment. 

What next? Giuliani’s political stock, once moribund due
to his flaunted extramarital affairs and aborted Senate race,
now is high. He may well get a law-enforcement or national-
security job in the Bush Administration. The prospect of
Freedom-Is-About-Authority Rudy teaming up with Mullah
Ashcroft of the Missouri Taliban to replace the Bill of
Rights with a revived Cointelpro is truly scary.

John Ashcroft doesn’t believe in dancing either.

WE DON’T NEED
ANOTHER 
HERO LIKE 
RUDY



N AT I O N A L
MONSANTO BUSTED

A c c o rding to its own documents, the agro -
business giant Monsanto has been knowingly
polluting the town of Anniston, Ala. with PCBs
for decades.

A company memo from 1935 admits that
PCBs “cannot be considered non-toxic.”
Monsanto managers later discovered, in 1966,
that fish submerged in Anniston’s water turn e d
belly up within 10 seconds, spurting blood
and shedding skin. After finding another creek
in Anniston with 7,500 times the legal PCB lev-
els, Monsanto decided, “there is little object in
going to expensive extremes in limiting dis-
charges.”

While Monsanto has spent nearly $80 mil-
lion in out-of-court settlements, it has invested
less than $40 million in Anniston’s clean-up.
Environmentalists hope that the EPA’s recent
decision to force GE to dredge the Hudson
river may be used as a precedent to force fur-
ther company action. Additional lawsuits are
on the way.

JERSEY COPS WALK
Civil rights groups were incensed with the

plea bargain deal of two New Jersey state
troopers, James Kenna and John Hogan. In
1998, they shot three African-American and
one Hispanic man, drawing national attention
to the issue of racial profiling.

Both officers were fined just $280 for offi-
cial misconduct and providing false informa-
tion. The state also agreed to pay $12.95 mil -
lion to settle a lawsuit filed by the four men.

A year after the shooting, former Attorney
General Peter G. Verniero was forced to admit
that the state had practiced racial profiling dur-
ing his tenure. He had repeatedly denied
knowledge of the policy, to the point of lying
under oath so as not to imperil his nomination
to the state supreme court.

ONEIDA INDIANS
FIGHT EVICTION

Ray Halbritter, “CEO” of the Oneida Nation
of New York, Inc., is continuing to evict tradi-
tional Oneida residents from their homes under
the pretense of a “beautification pro j e c t . ”

Residents say Halbritter’s 54-man Oneida
Nation Police (ONP) has repeatedly intimidat-
ed and assaulted them to force them off the
land. A dozen activists traveled to upstate
New York recently to oppose the ONP, which
is only legal authority in the Oneida Nation.

Unbeknown to the Oneida people,
Halbritter and former Gov. Cuomo reached a
deal in 1993 to create “The Turning Stone
Casino” in Oneida with money borrowed from
the Key Bank of Central NY. The casino was
built on wetlands, violating both U.S. and
Haudenosaunee tribal laws.

Although Halbritter was removed as an
Oneida spokesperson in May 1993, the deci-
sion was reversed at the urging of
C o n g ressman Sherwood Boehlert, who feare d
the collapse of the casino if leadership changed
hands. 

BY A.K. GUPTA

In the annals of corporate crime,
Enron is hardly unique. It’s not the costli-
est case of corporate malfeasance; that
record is held by the Reagan-era trillion-
dollar Savings and Loans bailout that’s
still being paid off. Nor is it the most dev-
astating. Union Carbide gets the prize for
the Bhopal disaster that’s claimed over
10,000 lives (and counting). 

What Enron represents, beyond the
l a rgest corporate bankruptcy in A m e r i c a n
h i s t o r y, is perhaps the most audacious
episode of boardroom banditry in recent
m e m o r y. While executives were cashing
in $1.1 billion in stock, they were telling
everyone — Wall Street, shareholders,
employees — that everything was
hunky-dory and not to fret over tumbling
stock prices. 

In reality, the Houston-based energy
trader was running a giant shell game
with the help of fiscal auditor Arthur
Andersen. Enron set up over 2,800 off-
shore subsidiaries in countries with lax
financial regulations, one for every
seven employees, and shifted billions of
dollars in debts to these corporate fronts. 

An Enron vice-president warned
Chairman Kenneth L. Lay in August
that the company “might implode in a
wave of accounting scandals.” That didn’t
dissuade Lay from hyping Enron stock
to employees a month later, claiming the
c o m p a n y ’s financial reporting was
“legal and totally appropriate.” It’s esti -
mated that 12,000 employees lost $1.2
billion in retirement savings because
executives barred them from selling
Enron stock as the price fell to mere
pennies from a one-time high of almost
$90 a share. 

Other victims include pension funds
that held from $25-50 billion in Enron
stock. Taxpayers may also be hit with a
$1.059 billion bill from overseas energ y
projects backed by the U.S. government,
the Daily News reported Jan. 19. 

The scandal has focused attention on
the entangled relationship between Enron
and the Bush White House. At least 14
high-level officials held Enron stock last
year and two others had been on its pay-
roll. President Bush, who nicknamed Lay

“Kenny Boy,” has received about $2 mil-
lion from Enron and its executives, more
than any other politician. 

The relationship ran so deep that sen-
ior Bush adviser Karl Rove secured a
lucrative consulting contract with Enron
in 1997 for Republican strategist Ralph
Reed. The purpose was to assure Reed’s
allegiance to Bush’s presidential cam-
paign because of Reed’s Christian Right
following, while not turning off centrist
voters with an overt affiliation. 

When Enron was going belly up, its
executives were quickly on the horn with
the secretaries of commerce and treas-
u r y. The president was quick to assert
that Enron’s massive contributions
brought it no help. But the White House
is refusing to divulge details of Enron’s
six meetings with Vice President
C h e n e y ’s energy task force last year. 

Nonetheless, evidence is accumulating
of how Enron’s palm greasing altered
policies and regulations worth billions to
it. Rules were loosened during the 90s
that allowed it to profit from energ y
deregulation while not having to report on
its accounting practices. (It’s also been
reported that Enron was behind Bush’s
decision limiting research on stem cells
and his campaign promise to cut green-
house gasses.) Similar rules allowed
Andersen to essentially audit itself while
receiving millions in consulting fees. 

When former Securities and
Exchange Commission Chairman
Arthur Levitt proposed controls to pre-
vent such conflicts of interest, the
accounting industry mobilized dozens
of senators and representatives to tell
Levitt to back off or face budget cuts.
Levitt, speaking before one of 11

Congressional committees investigating
the Enron mess, said suspect accounting
practices “[represent] a systemic prob-
lem” among many other companies. 

Levitt himself was reportedly ousted
last year at the behest of Lay when he
refused to further loosen regulations.
Harvey Pitt led the accounting lobby’s
charge against the SEC and he was
L a y ’s pick to replace Levitt. Pitt
responded right away by promising
“greater cooperation and respect,” i.e.,
less regulatory oversight. 

This was all part of “Enron’s strategy
of turning electricity into a speculative
commodity [by] removing government
oversight of its trading practices and
exploiting market deficiencies to allow it
to manipulate prices and supply,” accord-
ing to Public Citizen. In 1999 and 2000,
Enron spent over $5 million on lobbying.

Texas Senator Phil Gramm, whose
wife received $915,000 in fees and
salaries from Enron, muscled a bill
through Congress in December 2000
that deregulated energy commodity trad-
ing, allowing Enron to gain control of a
significant share of California’s power
generating market. After the bill passed,
California experienced 38 separate
rolling blackouts in the first half of 2001,
whereas it had experienced just one in
previous months. The state paid out $9
billion in overcharges as electricity
prices in the spot market skyrocketed. 

Public Citizen said Enron used that
control “to manipulate supply...for the
sole purpose of increasing the company’s
profits.” When the government “finally
re-regulated the California market in
2001, Enron’s business model was soon
invalid and the company bankrupt.” 

ENRONGATE



BY CHRIS ANDERSON

In the fall of 1997 Cherri Weldon, a 37-year-old sin-
gle mother from Orange, N.J., was looking for a small
loan to buy a car. Because of some past credit issues,
Cherri assumed that getting a traditional bank loan was
out of the question. Instead, she turned to Commercial
Credit, then the consumer finance division of the
Travelers Group.

Commercial Credit offered her a loan for $2,400, with
an interest rate of 20.99 percent. Between November
1997 and June 2001, Weldon’s loan was refinanced seven
times, first by Commercial Credit and later by
Citifinancial, following the merger between Travelers
and Citicorp. Every time, hundreds of dollars in addi-
tional fees and penalties were tacked onto the loan. Four
years later,Weldon now owes over $9,000, and her inter-
est rate has ranged as high as 30 percent.

“The first time I refinanced, I was a little bit behind on
my loan,” Weldon says. “They [the lender] suggested I
refinance in order to ‘catch up,’that was the phrase they
used.” Citifinancial wasted no time contacting Weldon if
she ever fell behind, and always told her she could “refi-
nance” her way out of trouble.

“They would call at home, at work, everywhere,”
Weldon says ruefully. “One time, I went away for a vaca-
tion for less than a week, and when I got back, I had 14
or 15 messages from them at work... once I finally called
them, they offered me another chance to refinance.”

Weldon’s story is not unique, according to groups like
the Association of Community Organizations for Reform
Now (ACORN), the Inner City Press and the Rainforest
Action Network.

ACORN, for which this reporter works, contends that
“the United States in recent years has seen a dramatic
increase in a form of legalized robbery known as preda-
tory lending, [lending that is] largely... concentrated in
low-income communities of color.”

Subprime lenders now account for 51 percent of all
refinance loans made in predominantly black neighbor-
hoods, compared to just 9 percent of the refinance loans
made in predominantly white neighborhoods, according
to ACORN research. “Subprime lending, with its higher
prices and attendant abuses, is becoming the dominant
form of lending in minority communities,” the organiza-
tion states.

The Multinational Monitor describes predatory lend-
ing as “subprime mortgage loans — high-interest loans
for people with bad credit who cannot get standard loans
— accompanied by a host of deceptive or unethical prac-
tices. These practices include slapping customers with
hidden, exorbitant fees and taxes; selling properties at
prices far higher than they are worth; repeated unneces-
sary refinancing of loans (known as “flipping”); and per-
suading customers to take out loans they have no realis-
tic ability to repay.”

The North Carolina-based Coalition for Responsible
Lending says that predatory loans are often designed to
“strip” the equity from a borrower’s home. Such tactics
can end up impoverishing the very people who most need
their home equity to maintain a secure financial founda-
tion. Many eventually lose their homes.

In addition, predatory loans tend to be aimed at new
homeowners, who may be unaware of how much equity
they have in their homes or how a home equity loan works.

Once Weldon purchased her first house, the calls and
o ffers of “money when you need it” became even more
frequent. “They were very persistent about it,” she says.
“ ‘Now that you have a home, why not consider a home
equity line of credit and consolidate your bills,’that sort
of thing.”

Until a credit counselor informed her, Cherri didn’t real-
ize that this home equity loan (with an interest rate of 24.99
percent, three to four times the current rates of six to eight
percent, according to Bankrate.com) would be secured
through her property. Just one missed payment could cost
her her home. By last fall, she was facing foreclosure. It took
the work of three credit counselors and a lot of pleading with
her mortgage company to get a second chance.

“I’m still in a bad financial situation, but I’m doing
OK,” she says. “Now I work two jobs. I don’t like it, but
I had to get the second if I wanted to keep the house.”

While industry experts use the term predatory lender
to describe companies that engage in this kind of finan-
cial activity, their victims often refer to them by an older
name: loansharks.

When they hear the term loanshark, many people
visualize a small-time swindler preying on the poor. In an
era of global capitalism and corporate mega-mergers,
however, loanshark is just as likely to describe the bank
issuing your credit cards as the hustler down the road.

“Predatory lending isn’t new,” says Matthew Lee,
head of the Bronx-based Inner City Press. “Once upon a
time, there were little bodegas in the Bronx that gave
loans at 20 to 40 percent interest...but now that type of
lending is being done by Citigroup.”

Lee contends that a union of Wall Street “innovation”
and corporate consolidation spawned the global predato-
ry lending system. In the past, most large loans (usually
extended over a 15- to 30-year period) were profitable
only over the long term. The mid-nineties saw a massive
“securitization” of subprime loans (i.e., bundling multi-
ple mortgage loans together and selling them as bonds in
order to hedge interest rate risk). This increased the mar-
ket demand for loans that had once been shunned by mar-
keters of mortgage-backed securities.

Lee says, “Industry spokesmen and lobbyists make the
a rgument, ‘wouldn’t you rather have a big, responsible
lender like Citigroup making these loans as opposed to
some con on the street?’Well, not really.” The very size
and power of Citigroup renders it virtually immune from
governmental oversight. “The regulators are asleep at the
switch... [Citigroup’s] solution to the problem of predato-
ry lending isn’t actually to stop making bad loans. It’s to
hire all the ex-government officials and ex-regulators.”

In just one example of the close ties between govern-
ment regulators and Citigroup, the Canadian alternative
daily F l i p s i d e writes that “Robert Rubin [Bill Clinton’s ]
Treasury Secretary until 1999... openly boasted of lobbying
his former employer to abolish the Glass-Steagall Act while
also negotiating an incredibly lucrative position for himself
with Citigroup, a company that stands to benefit greatly by
the legislative compromise brokered by Mr. Rubin.”
C u r r e n t l y, Robert Rubin sits on the Citigroup board.

Citigroup’s transnational power is leading to the glob-
alization of predatory lending. Lee says that after
Citigroup recently bought Mexico’s largest bank,
Banamex, it started exporting its predatory lending south.

“Citifinancial is very interested in high-rate finance in
the developing world.... If it had its way, Citi would prob-
ably rather just do away with the World Bank and the
IMF — the middlemen — entirely. Then it could fleece
everyone in the developing world, from the man on the
street to the men who operate the country’s treasury.”

Lee stresses that while Citigroup is by no means the
only global financial player engaged in predatory lend-
ing, it’s certainly the largest and perhaps the most aggres-
sive. “It’s an amazing juggernaut...,Not only is it in hun-
dreds of countries, but it’s sinking its hooks into all lev-
els of society. And it’s in your community, not only with
credit cards, but with high-rate loans.” 

GLOBAL LOANSHARK
CITIBANK USES “CONSUMER LOAN” SCHEME TO BILK MILLIONS

CITIBANK SERVICES:
SAVINGS, CHECKING
AND LAUNDERING

C i t i b a n k ’s current advertising campaign advises its
clients to “live richly.” One client in particular is living
richly with Citibank’s help. Raul Salinas, brother of
f o rmer Mexican President Carlos Salinas, amassed a
f o rtune by acting as a middleman between his bro t h-
e r ’s administration and narc o t r a ffickers. To safeguard
his booty, Raul had to transfer it out of the country.

That’s where Citibank came in. Over a two-year
period Citibank laundered at least $90 million for
the well-connected brother.

A 1998 Congressional re p o rt details how Citibank
i g n o red the money’s origins and its own rules of trans-
p a re n c y, provided Raul with a pseudonym, trans-
f e rred the funds off s h o re and hid the paper trail.
Excerpts follow.

“Salinas was able to transfer $90 million to $100
million between 1992 and 1994 by using a private
banking relationship formed by Citibank New York in
1992. The funds were transferred through Citibank
Mexico and Citibank New York to private banking
investment accounts in Citibank London and Citibank
Switzerland. Beginning in mid-1992, Citibank actions
assisted Salinas with these transfers and eff e c t i v e l y
disguised the funds’ source and destination, thus
b reaking the funds’ paper trail. 

CITIBANK HAS:
• set up an offshore private investment company

named Trocca, to hold Salinas’s assets, through
Cititrust (Cayman) and investment accounts in
Citibank London and Citibank Switzerland;

• waived bank references for Salinas and did
not prepare a financial profile on him or request a
waiver for the profile, as required by Citibank’s
know-your-customer policy; and

• facilitated Mrs. Salinas’s use of another name
to initiate fund transfers in Mexico.”

Go to www.aci.net/kalliste/os99001.pdf to
access the full report.

— IMC STAFF
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BREAKING THE BANK: Community groups
expose predatory lending



BY JULIE BOLCER

“What we have is a globalization situation,” rainforest
activist Joan Roaney said about exotic zebrawood cover-
ing the controversial “wave” installation inside the new
Prada store on Prince Street and Broadway.

The $40 million showcase, designed by renowned
Dutch architect Rem Koolhaas, is the first of three U.S.
stores for the Italian fashion giant. The Soho space is
dominated by a plunging structure that resembles a
skateboarder’s half-pipe and converts into a performance
space. Since the half-acre sized space debuted this
December, the zebrawood-finished wave has been rais-
ing concerns. 

Zebrawood (M i c roberlinia brazzavillensis) is distin-
guished by brown-black striations and is used to make gui-
tars, ski equipment, tool handles and veneers. The tree,
which grows up to 150 feet tall, is found in West A f r i c a ,
mainly in Gabon, Cameroon and Congo. 

Roaney says the use of zebrawood is alarming. She
explains that not only must many trees be destroyed in
order to obtain the prized hardwood, but the logging
itself is probably illegal. Koolhaas denies this and says
the wood is of a cultivated, not a wild, variety.

In fact, the only rainforest wood that has been certi-
fied for export to our shores comes from Latin America.
On a recent Friday evening, patrons of Prada appeared
fashionably unaware of this debate as they strolled across
the zebrawood to peruse footwear offerings or just hang
out on the wave. 

Tim Keating of Rainforest Relief suspects that the
zebrawood at Prada originated in Cameroon, a country
where 90 percent of logging is illegal and the govern-
ment is riddled with corruption, indifference to the envi-
ronment and human rights abuses. 

Illegal logging is the leading cause of vanishing rain-
forests in Africa, Asia and Latin America. The U.N. Food
and Agriculture Organization and the International Ti m b e r
Trade Organization estimate that logging, mining, drilling
and clearing forests for farmland obliterates 15 million
hectares of rainforest a year. Because this information is
based on suspect government figures and imperfect satel-
lite imaging techniques, Keating puts the real numbers at
20 to 25 million hectares per year. 

Prada’s use of zebrawood is part of a wider global
trend of scarce resources migrating northward, especial-
ly into American cities. South American tropical hard-
woods such as mahogany, ipe, and jatoba (known as

“Brazilian cherry”) can be commonly found in New
York. Rainforest Relief reports that the metropolitan area
imports half of the illegal mahogany brought to the
United States, where it is primarily used for furniture,
coffins, window frames and cigar humidors. 

The city itself uses tropical hardwoods, mainly Ipe,
for 8.5 miles of boardwalks from Staten Island to
Queens, as well as for public park benches and children’s
playsets. Keating adds that the city is no longer using
woods in playgrounds, largely due to the advocacy
efforts of environmental groups.

Only 20 percent of primeval rainforests remain intact,
and each passing day these complex ecosystems lose
more of the millions of unique species of life that they
hold, as well as their critical ability to control the climate.
While the plight of rainforests and the indigenous people
who inhabit them may seem far removed from New
York, Keating said that it helps to remember how “defor-
estation goes hand in hand with global warming,” and
also extinguishes irreplaceable cultures in favor of empty
aesthetic alternatives like the global fashion empire of
former Communist Miuccia Prada. 

One of the world’s largest financial institutions,
Citigroup invests in companies drilling, mining and log-
ging the tropical forests. Formed from the merger of
Citicorp and Travelers in 1998, Citigroup holds approxi-
mately $720 billion in assets and operates in more than
100 countries. Citibank, a key subsidiary, abets rainforest
loss through its financial mechanisms, dispensing funding
advice on an extensive pipeline project in Chad and
Cameroon; holding shares that support mining in the
Brazilian Amazon; and sponsoring debt-for- e q u i t y
exchanges that give Citibank valuable natural resources at
firesale prices. Citibank has already acquired interest in
publicly owned companies that cut down rainforests in
A rgentina, Brazil, Bolivia, and Chile. 

Ilyse Hogue, Global Finance Campaigner for
Rainforest Action Network (RAN), condemns these
activities as “a constant practice of putting short-term
profit ahead of ecological sustainability and individuals’
well-being.” 

Hogue compares debt-for-equity swaps to Citibank’s
predatory lending practices in low-income communities
in New York (see article, page 6). In exchange for writ-
ing off mainly non-performing loans from debtor
nations, Citibank receives equity in the form of land, fac-
tories, mineral rights, etc.

Since 1988, debt-for-equity swaps have enabled
Citibank to serve as the primary financier of the Santa Fe
Pulp Mill in southern Chile. Rather than pay Citibank with
c u r r e n c y, Chile reduces its loan debt by relinquishing
ownership of natural assets to the financial giant. The bar-
gain places short-term imperatives of cash value ahead of
long-term sustainability. RAN reports that the Santa Fe
Pulp Mill, worth $350 million, produces hundreds of thou-
sands of pounds of chemical waste each year. 

Tim Keating says this is just a globalized version of
predatory lending and recommends a new way of look-
ing at the world. The practice of resource extraction
reflects a Western mentality of “Earth abides us,” where-
as Keating suggested that we adhere instead to the hum-
bler philosophy of “We abide Earth.” Perhaps this ethos
is beginning to take root at Prada of all places. Faced
with Rainforest Relief’s intensifying campaign, Prada
pledged on Jan. 17 that it would work to find an “accept-
able alternative” to the use of wood from endangered
rainforests and all other old-growth forests in any future
store they build.

“It is a promise,” Roaney said. “They know that if
they don’t follow through on their commitment then the
campaign will immediately charge through demo-land
and media-land.”

BY CHRIS KNUDTSEN

The White House appears to be taking a hard right turn
in the drug war as key appointees settle into office. 

The Senate approved John Walters, a former assistant
to Reagan-era drug czar William Bennett, by voice vote on
Dec. 6. Walters strongly supports lengthy mandatory min-
imums for petty drug offenders and is critical of policies
that emphasize drug treatment over interdiction. 

In a related development, food products containing
hemp seeds or oils will become illegal on Feb. 6, 2002.
Asa Hutchinson, the new director of the Drug
Enforcement Agency (DEA), has stated that hemp prod-
ucts and marijuana come from the same plant, and there-
fore should be criminalized. 

Hutchinson, who helped lead the impeachment cru-
sade against former President Bill Clinton, was the U.S.
Attorney for Western Arkansas in the 1980s when pur-
ported CIAoperative Barry Seal flew as much as 1,000
pounds of cocaine a month from Central America to an
airstrip in Mena, Arkansas. IRS agent William Duncan

helped lead the Mena investigation. He later claimed that
his investigation was hindered by Hutchinson, who only
called three of the 20 witnesses suggested by Duncan.
Two of three witnesses later complained that they were
prohibited from giving accurate testimony about the
case. 

A number of civil rights and drug policy reform
groups lobbied against Walter’s nomination. Senator
Joseph Biden, D-Del., expressed concern that Walters
would cut the $3.5 billion (out of an overall drug war
budget of $17.8 billion) that is currently allotted for reha-
bilitation programs. Senate Judiciary Committee
Chairman Patrick Leahy, D-Vt., questioned the fairness
of the mandatory minimums that Walters supports, not-
ing that “those persons at the highest end of the drug dis-
tribution chain are rarely affected by the increased crack
penalties. In other words, the harshest sentences are
reserved for less culpable offenders.” 

The average sentence for federal drug offenses (78
months) is more than double that for manslaughter (30

months). According to the 1999 Sourcebook of Criminal
Statistics, African-Americans make up 15 percent of
drug users in the U.S. while accounting for 45 percent of
all federal prisoners incarcerated on drug-related
charges. Walters has called claims of unfair sentencing
an “urban myth” stating that “neither is it true that the
prison population is disproportionately made up of
young black men...crime, after all, is not evenly distrib-
uted throughout society.” 

In the U.S., the prison population has quadrupled to 2
million in the past 20 years with nearly a third of prison-
ers being nonviolent drug offenders. From 1980-1995,
the incarceration rate of women grew twice as fast as for
men. In New York 22,000 of the state’s 70,000 prisoners
are serving time for nonviolent drug offenses. 

Steve Wishnia, senior editor at High Times and a con-
tributor to the Indypendent, said that there will be “more
of the same” with Hutchinson and Walters in charge. 

“There are few members in Congress willing to take a
strong opposition to prohibitionist policies,” Wishnia said. 

DRUG WARRIORS PUSH HARD LINE
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PRADA’S NEW CUT

FROM WEST AFRICA TO SOHO: Prada wraps
new digs in endangered zebrawood.

RAINFORESTS STRIPPED FOR SOHO SHOWCASE



Beginning Jan. 31, the Swiss-based World Economic Forum will hold its first annu-
al meeting ever in the United States in New York City at the Waldorf-Astoria Hotel.
Some 3,200 business leaders, politicians, journalists and academics will meet behind
closed doors to set an agenda for the global economy. Thousands of protesters are
expected to converge in New York. To help make sense of it all, the New York City
Independent Media Center offers this factsheet on the World Economic Forum. 

What is the World Economic Forum?
The WEF is a private member organization comprised of representatives from 1,000

of the world’s largest corporations including Microsoft, Monsanto, Nike, General
Motors and, until recently, Enron. Originally formed in 1971 as the European
Management Forum, the Swiss-based group has grown into a major global agenda set-
ter and a leading proponent of corporate globalization. Until this year, the organization
held its annual meeting in the Swiss mountain resort town of Davos. 

The exclusive meeting is open to members — who pay upwards of $30,000 in annu-
al dues — as well as selected politicians, journalists and academics. President George
W. Bush and British Prime Minister Tony Blair are both expected to be among the 3,200
in attendance. While the WEF helps set global economic and trade agendas that affect
the entire world, the group predominantly includes European and American businesses.
The member breakdown by continent is Europe, 43 percent; North America, 26 percent;
Asia, 13 percent; Central/South America, 7.5 percent; Middle East, 4.5 percent; Africa,
4.3 percent; Australasia, 2.2 percent.

Why is the Forum meeting in New York?
“As the world’s financial capital and the site of the recent terrorist attacks, there

could be no better place than New York City to confront [post 9/11] issues,” said WEF
founder Klaus Schwab on Nov. 7. City and state officials welcomed the decision with
hopes that the meeting will help stimulate New York’s lagging economy.

Protesters claim the meeting was moved to New York in an effort to muffle protest
and dissent. “We are offended that at such time of crisis, the world’s richest and power-
ful are descending upon the ruins of New York to plot and schmooze,” read a statement
by the Anti-Capitalist Convergence. Even before 9/11, many suspected that years of
protest in Davos would cause the WEF to seek a new home for its annual meeting in a
less protest-prone venue.

“City and World Economic Forum officials also note that one factor working in their
favor is the diminished furor, particularly after Sept. 11, of the American anti-global-
ization movement,” reported the Washington Post. In contrast, activists predict the New
York action will be the largest anti-corporate American protest since April 2000, when
tens of thousands took to the streets of Washington D.C. to protest the World Bank.

What impact will the meeting have on the city?
The economic impact of the meeting on the city remains to be seen. While the busi-

ness leaders and foreign dignitaries are among the world’s wealthiest individuals, the city
must spend millions in security costs. In Davos, a town of only 13,000 permanent resi-
dents, police spent $5.4 million last year in security. In New York, which has a police
force of 40,000, the latest estimate for security is “more than $11 million,” according to
the N ew Yo rk Ti m e s .

The city says the event will generate $19.4 million in revenue for local businesses.
The Waldorf will get the lion’s share of the summit spending, at least $13 million, with
the rest going to $200-a-plate restaurants and tony nightclubs.

The Ti m e s has reported a military-like force would be ready. “Law enforcement off i-
cials said the Police Department’s response would have to include almost military-style
tactics,” the Ti m e s reported Jan. 11. “All of the department’s tools and the lessons learned
about security since September 11 will have to be put to use,” officials said. The police
department has also been prepping officers by staging mock demonstrations where “pro-
testers” attack police and attempt to overturn cars.

While the area near the meeting’s headquarters at the Waldorf-Astoria may be turned
into a “frozen zone,” the city reportedly will not build any fences or gates around the
hotel as seen at recent protests in Genoa and Quebec City.

Members will also attend functions elsewhere in the city. On Saturday Feb. 2, for
example, the New York Stock Exchange has agreed to open its doors to host a party for
3,000 that night.

Who is protesting the WEF and why?
Scores of organizations have planned protests, marches and counter-summits to take

place the week of Jan. 30 - Feb. 4. These include Students For Global Justice, AFL-CIO,
Public Eye on Davos, Another World Is Possible, Anti-Capitalist Convergence, Public
Citizen and International ANSWER.

The World Economic Forum is seen by many as the architect of the recent wave of
corporate globalization. Representatives from WEF set the foundation for the formation
of the World Trade Organization, the highly contentious global economic body that was
the focus of the Seattle protests in 1999.

In addition, the WEF’s growing clout is beginning to challenge even that of the
United Nations, which concerns many critics since the Forum is a private entity
accountable only to its members. “Should a Forum that is dominated by corporate inter-
ests be encouraged to take on the role of mapping out future frameworks for global gov-
ernance?” asked Australian scholar Peter Goodman in his article “The WEF: Capital’s
First International?” For protest groups, the answer is clearly no.

While many activists agree in their objections to the WEF, debate has arisen over
what tactics should and should not be used in a city still recovering from the devastat-
ing attacks in New York. 

What is the connection between the World Economic Forum and the
World Bank, International Monetary Fund and World Trade
Organization?

The IMF and World Bank were both formed following World War II ostensibly to
help stabilize the international economy and to provide loans to struggling nations. The
institutions, which are run by member nations, have advocated the neo-liberal econom-
ic model that has been criticized widely for the inequality it produces both within coun-
tries and between first and third world nations.

“Since the 1980s the debt situation has steadily worsened, so that now the total debt
of the developing world equals about one-half their combined GNP and nearly twice
their total annual export earnings,” says the group 50 Years is Enough. “Because of this
crushing debt-service burden, foreign governments have virtually no bargaining power
when negotiating a structural adjustment program and must accept any conditions
imposed by the World Bank and the IMF.” 

The World Economic Forum dates to the early 1970s and was directly responsible for
paving the way for the World Trade Organization. The IMF, World Bank and WTO all
have power to implement policy and affect economic regulations while the WEF is a
private group that can set the corporate agenda on trade. 

How effective has the World Economic Forum been?
Since Swiss professor Klaus Schwab organized a small meeting of European corpo-

rate chiefs in 1971, the annual meeting has grown rapidly in size and scope. It was orig-
inally known as the European Management Forum. In 1982, the first Informal Gathering
of World Economic Leaders took place in Davos. A year later the inaugural Davos
Governors’Meetings were held. In 1986, the organization became known as the World
Economic Forum and has since become the foremost annual corporate gathering in the
world. Its impact on global economic policy has likewise been profound. 

What has happened at previous WEF meetings?
Until the late 1990s, the WEF attracted little attention outside the financial elite. But

that changed when annual protests began in Davos as activists demanded more account-
ability from this leading agenda-setting organization. Demonstrations grew to include
over 1,000 people two years ago spurring Swiss officials to ban protests in 2001. But that
did not prevent “hacktivists” from decoding the WEF computer server to gain credit card
numbers, travel information and private cell phone numbers for over 1,000 attendees
including Yasser Arafat, Madeline Albright and Bill Gates. In September 2000, W E F
held a regional meeting in Melbourne, Australia. There 10,000 protesters converg e d
forcing delays in the meeting as one-third of the delegates were prevented entry into the
meeting center. Protests also took place in Cancún, Mexico, in February 2001 during a
meeting between WEF representatives and Mexican government off i c i a l s .

What is the connection between the World Economic Forum and the
World Social Forum?

The World Social Forum (WSF) formed last year in Porto Alegre, Brazil, as a count-
er-summit to the WEF annual meeting. Some 10,000 activists, educators, unions and
workers from around the world met to discuss alternatives to the neo-liberal economic
model. “‘Another World Is Possible’was the event’s official slogan,” reported Naomi
Klein last year. “After a year and a half of protests against the World Trade
Organization, the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund, the World Social
Forum was billed as an opportunity for this emerging movement to stop screaming
about what it is against and start articulating what it is for.” As many as 50,000 people
are expected to attend this year ’s WSF from Jan. 31 to Feb. 5.

W E F R E P O RT

To learn more about the World Economic
F o rum and to follow the upcoming pro t e s t s
and demonstrations visit our website at:

w w w. n y c . i n d y m e d i a . o rg



HIGH SCHOOL
STUDENTS READY
FOR WEF 

High school students from around
the city will gather at 57th Street and
9th Avenue at 11:30 a.m. on Feb. 2
before marching toward the Waldorf-
Astoria Hotel with thousands of other
global justice activists.

The youthful protestors have many
concerns — sweatshops, environmen-
tal destruction, the Afghanistan war,
eroding civil liberties and deteriorat -
ing schools — and they insist on
being heard by the members of the
World Economic Forum (WEF).

“This small group of people with
lots of money is making decisions
that affect the lives of many people
that they don’t have any connection
with,” said Libby Gills, a senior at
the New York School for Collaborative
Studies. “I don’t think that’s right.”

“ I t ’s not just a matter of fighting
for the rights of other people, but
our own,” adds Mike Gould-
Wa rt o ff k y, a junior at Hunter High.

Gould-Wartoffky, the grandson of
immigrant laborers, has been an
activist since 7th grade. He and Gills
and many other youth activists ar e
involved in the Student Committee
Against Labor Exploitation (SCALE),
which works with the National Labor
Committee on anti-sweatshop cam-
paigns. Bombarded by advertising
and coveted as a key demographic,
the students are skeptical of the
WEF’s hardline free-market doctrine.

“The world market is buying our
sweat and our blood. And then,
we’re buying it back,” said Matthew
Hall, a senior at LaGuardia High.

Many of the youth activists have
followed the larger anti-corporate
globalization movement over the past
couple of years. To a person, they
hope not to be ar rested this week.
But while they prepare their banners
and posters, they also are taking
legal and nonviolence workshops
from veteran activists. For most, the
WEF will be their first mass mobiliza-
tion.

“I think I’m more excited than
nervous,” Gould-Wartoffky said. “I
see the potential for the movement to
come together in a way that it hasn’t
for awhile.”

As many as 70 students have
attended recent SCALE meetings.
Members are quietly hopeful that an
energized citywide network of youth
activists will remain in place after the
WEF protests end.

“This is the first time I’ve felt like
something is building up because so
many people are interested,” Gills
said. 

— John Tarleton 

BY JOHN TARLETON

Yvonne Liu is a junior at Columbia
who has been “questioning everything”
since Sept. 11.

Marco Rodrigues is studying to be a
labor organizer at Queens College.

Hoang Gia Phan is a Berkeley student
writing a dissertation about the origins
of citizenship.

While an exchange student in
Europe, Lindsey Schromen-Wa w r i n
participated in last year’s protests
against the World Economic Forum
(WEF). The protests sent the org a n i z a-
tion fleeing from its home base in
Switzerland. This year, the Oberlin
College senior is helping organize a
“Carnival Block” in the streets outside
New Yo r k ’s Waldorf-Astoria Hotel
where the WEF is seeking refuge. 

Liu, Rodrigues, Hoang and
S c h r o m e n - Wawrin are just four of hun-
dreds of college students who will con-
v e rge on New York City from Jan. 31-
Feb. 3 to protest the WEF and its role in
promoting corporate-led globalization.
They are members of Students for Global
Justice (SGJ), a new, loosely knit
alliance of campus activists. SGJ will be
holding a two-day counter-summit start-
ing Jan. 31 on the Columbia-Barnard
campus before joining mass protests on
Feb. 2. The students see the WEF as an
impersonal agglomeration of wealthy
businessmen (See Indy Index, Page 13)
pursuing their private interests.

“I don’t see them as addressing the
kinds of concerns I have,” said Liu, who
grew up in Bayside, Queens. “And I don’t
see them as the kind of people who would
build the kind of world I want to live in
and have children in.”

For Rodrigues, the WEF means “the
richest people in the world get together
with government officials to screw peo-
ple over.” Rodrigues also contends this

year’s WEF meeting will waste scarce
resources. “The money they’re going to
spend to chauffeur these guys around —
at a time like this, we don’t need that.”

In early December, Hoang put out a
query on various student anti-war email
lists about holding a WEF counter-
s u mmit. Liu responded and the organiz-
ing effort sped forward. The first confer-
ence call was held in mid-December and
SGJ organizers adopted a consensus deci-
sion making process. Another larger con-
ference call followed later in the month.

Besides Columbia and the University
of California at Berkeley, large contin-
gents of students from Rutgers,
Princeton, Wesleyan (Conn.), William &
Mary, and the University of Wisconsin
are coming to the gathering. Canadian
students from Quebec and Ontario will
also participate in the discussions and
mass rally. SGJ organizers expect as
many as 600 students to attend. 

The WEF counter-summit will hold
plenary sessions on Jan. 31
(“Globalization, Militarism, the
Neoliberal Agenda and Its Discontents”)
and Feb. 1 (“Another World Is Possible:
Globalizing Justice and Solidarity”) and
will offer a menu of more than 50 work-
shops over two days. The topics will
include puppet making, the environmen-
tal impact of globalization, sustainability,
human rights and the corporate influ-
ences on U.S. foreign policy.

“We hope people will see that the
momentum can be regained around anti-
capitalist and anti-corporate-globalization
movements,” Hoang said.

The counter summit was almost scut-
tled earlier this month when the Barnard
administration suddenly revoked SGJ’s
room reservations following a visit from
the New York Police Department. In the
ensuing outcry, Barnard backpedaled and
granted the students four rooms for work-

shops on the second day of the confer-
ence. On Jan. 22, Columbia agreed to let
the students use 10 rooms on both days.

Schromen-Wawrin says he is interest-
ed in using the upbeat Afro-Brazilian
rhythms of samba music to bolster
demonstrators’confidence and energy in
the streets. For him, the WEF protests are
about reclaiming the language of dissent.

“The U.S. has gained a hegemonic
authority over language,” Schromen-
Wawrin said. “It is equating people who
oppose capitalism with terrorists. This is
totally bogus. We have to show that our
aims are not terrorist but democratic.”

Amore unexpected inquiry has come
from the WEF itself. On Jan. 7, Liu
received an email from Parag Khanna of
W E F ’s Center for the Global A g e n d a
asking if WEF could collaborate with
S G J ’s “Youth Forum.” Khanna was
turned down.

“We didn’t think they needed our help
in getting their message out,” Hoang said.
“We have almost no resources.”

SGJ organizers believe the group will
continue to grow, but they are uncertain
as to what direction SGJ’s efforts will
take. Hoang suggested that the group
might participate in the anti-G8 conver-
gence in Alberta, Canada this summer.
Liu would like student activists to form
study groups on their campuses to further
discuss issues of war, peace and global-
ization. Liu, who works as a computer
administrator at Teachers College, is con-
sidering changing her major from neuro-
science to economics and international
affairs in hopes of changing the policies
she is protesting.

“I’m sure many of us will get absorbed
by the system as we get older,” she said.
“But, I hope we can do a better job than
the Baby Boom did of maintaining [their
values by maintaining] our values when
we get over 30.”

STUDENTS CHART VISION
FOR BETTER WORLD

AFTER THE ACTIONS:
Activists are struggling to
define their movement by
what they want, not just
what they oppose. 

LEFT:
Puppet maker puts his
hands on it.



BY STEFANIA GALANTE

Thousands of people are expected in New York this
month to protest the undemocratic nature of the Wo r l d
Economic Forum. The function and nature of internation-
al organizations such as the W TO, the G8, the IMF, and
the W E F, as well as the potential for a strong anti-corpo-
rate-globalization movement, are effectively addressed in
the important work E m p i re. This widely discussed book
is the result of the collaboration between Michael Hardt,
a left-wing American scholar, and Antonio Negri, an
Italian radical thinker, who is still serving a sentence for
his political activism in the 1970s. Written between the
Gulf and Kosovo Wars, Empire has become, two years
after its publication, the new theoretical manifesto of the
anti-corporate-globalization movement and contin-
ues to have a great relevance to recent events. 

Hardt and Negri fuse historical analysis and
philosophical theory to trace the formation and
explain the nature of the new global system they call
“Empire.” That is, a global, juridical, and economic
entity that has succeeded the nation-state. 

Developed as a response to the uprisings of the past
century, and consolidated only after the 1960s social
upheavals and subsequent recession, Empire can no
longer be understood in terms of British, French,
Russian, or even American imperialism. Instead, it has a
decentered structure, with its foundations in transnation-
al corporations. It is a series of national and supranation-
al organs — the WEF, WTO and other major players, as
well as NGOs and media conclomerates — united under
a single logic of rule: To facilitate the protection of the
global corporate economy and increase its profit. In
Empire, economic production and political constitution
tend increasingly to coincide. 

Similar to ancient and medieval sovereignties, the new
Empire is based on the concept of “just war,” with some
fundamental innovations. In this postmodern era, war is

no longer a tool that guarantees survival, but an activity
justified by its portrayal as ethically grounded and the
bearer of peace and order. The enemy is demonized as a
threat to the ethical order, and military intervention and
law enforcement are legitimized by essential values of
peace and order. Empire’s methods of intervention range
from lethal weapons to moral instruments, such as those
deployed by the major NGOs. Moral intervention often
prepares the fields for military intervention, which today
is dictated almost unilaterally by the United States.

Military and moral interventions take the form of
police actions because they are aimed are maintaining an
internal order and stability. The central task is repressing
internal enemies, who, since the collapse of the Soviet

Union, have often been identified with religious funda-
mentalists. As the authors specify with incredible con-
temporary relevance, these new enemies are “most often
called terrorist, a crude conceptual and terminological
reduction that is rooted in police mentality.” 

Empire is ubiquitous but it is also vulnerable and ulti-
mately provides greater possibilities for the creation of an
alternative world. The new revolutionary force is what
Hardt and Negri call “multitude,” an irreducible multi-
plicity of political-cultural subjectivity, acting from with-
in Empire and against its repressive constituency. But
how can the multitude become political and overcome
“the central repressive operations of Empire?” T h e
authors are firmly convinced that in globalization, alter-
natives to capitalism are not defeated so much as given
new opportunities to work on a global scale. “The cre-

ative forces of the multitude that sustain Empire are also
capable of autonomously constructing a counter- E m p i r e ,
an alternative political organization of global flows and
exchange.” Empire, then, contains the seeds for its own
tools of expansion as well as its own tools of destruction.
For example, unification of the anti-corporate-globaliza-
tion movement and the increase of communication and
cooperation can be used as tools of liberation. 

Hardt and Negri offer three potential demands for the
new movement to take up: the global right to immigra-
tion (global citizenship); the global right to a social
wage; and finally, global collective ownership of the
means of production, including not only the factories of
old, but the means of producing and circulating informa-

tion. All of this can be obtained by gathering togeth-
er the experiences of resistance, and wielding them
in concert against the nerve centers of imperial com-
mand. 

By directly addressing the central political issue of
the moment — the lack of access  to the economic and
political decision-making process  — E m p i re has trig-

gered stimulating discussions that have helped refine the
new global movement’s identity and aims.

But the book has been criticized for being too abstract
and literary, and for not offering clear alternatives to the
global-corporate Empire. Empire is not by any means an
activist’s manual. It can however help people understand
the genesis and internal dynamic of  corporate globaliza-
tion, while aiding in the search for a new way of life. Its
fundamental aim is to help us think differently by creat-
ing new categories for constructing a conceptual frame-
work better suited to the times. Meanwhile, the authors’
evocation of a diversified multitude unified against cor-
porate Empire has been crystallizing in the streets, from
Seattle to Genoa, with thousands of people with different
backgrounds and different goals united under the anti-
corporate-globalization banner.

BOOKS

EMPIRE
BY MICHAEL HARDT
& ANTONIO NEGRI
HARVARD UNIVERSITY PRESS
2000 

“We are beginning to see emerge a multitude
that is not defined by any single identity, but
that can discover commonality in its multiplicity.”

AGAINST THE EMPIRE
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BY CHRIS ANDERSON

Since September, America has witnessed a sustained
idealization of the police and other uniformed security
personnel, as well as a growing media obsession with the
twin specters of security and militaristic revenge. With
the Taliban defeated, al Qaeda on the run, and Osama bin
Laden nowhere to be found, the anti-corporate globaliza-
tion movement appears next in line to absorb the linger-
ing effects of this post-Sept. 11 media fallout.

Anti-corporate globalization protesters org a n i z i n g
against the World Economic Forum find themselves bat-
tling degenerative characterizations and blatant calls for
violence against their person along with an almost perva-
sive idealization of the New York City Police Department.
It is futile to predict the effect this type of coverage may
have either on the Forum itself or on the overall mood of
the City in the upcoming days. However, the groundwork
for violent confrontation has already been laid: not by the
protest movement or even by World Economic Forum
o rganizers, but by New York City’s own mainstream press.

WEF-related headlines have read like declarations of
war: “City Girds For Protests at Economic Summit

Meeting” (Times), “Policing the Protesters” (Times),
“Blue Security Blanket” (Daily News), and “Law of the
Fist” (Voice). 

Much of the local print media has hurled an unprece-
dented amount of vitriolic abuse in the direction of the
protest movement. “Confab Welcome, Crazies Not”
thundered a Jan. 13 New York Daily News editorial.

Variously referring to protesters as “legions of agita-
tors,” “parasites,” “assorted kooks,” and “wackos,” the
D a i ly New s went on to make the argument that protesters
deserved whatever physical abuse they happened to
receive, either from the police or from “ordinary” New
Yorkers. “We’re mad as hell and we’re not going to take it
any more,” the N ew s opined. “Try to disrupt this town and
you’ll get your anti-globalization buts kicked. Capish?”

Perhaps feeling outdone, Steve Dunleavy ofT h e
NewYo rk Po s t chimed in on Jan. 18. In addition to repeat-
ing the same threats of “justified” police violence and a
similar litany of abuse (“punks,” “numbskulls,” “nasty lit-

tle twits”) the Po s t columnist further identified the protest-
ers as potential killers. “Private big shots have hired [for-
mer Philadelphia Police Commissioner John]
Timoney...to make sure that [the police]...don’t wear toe
tags in the morgue,” he wrote.

For his part, (comparatively) staid New York Times
columnist Clyde Haberman called the protesters “anti-
Starbucks wackos” and claimed that they were “known
less for their deep thinking than for their demonstrated
willingness to trash cities that play host to these gather-
ings.”

And in perhaps the most unexpected climax to the
anti-protester paranoia, Richard Esposito of the “liberal”
Village Voice referred to protesters as “al-Qaeda-like,
down to their transnational wanderings, their leaders’
wealthy backgrounds, and their fundamentalist mes-
sage.” (see sidebar)

Not surprisingly, Esposito’s article relied entirely on
police and security sources. 

It has become a truism of progressive media analysis
that the mainstream media tends to rely heavily on
“elite” government sources for news and quotes. As far
back as 1979, media critic and NYU Professor Todd
Gitlin argued that “once hired and assigned, reporters
customarily form strong bonds with the sources...on
whom they depend for stories. They absorb the world
views of the powerful.”

What may be an unusual and disturbing twist to this
usual reliance upon elite officials, however, emerges
when we examine the specific type of elite viewpoint
broadcast by the mainstream media in the weeks leading
up to the Forum. With local political officials largely
ignored, and official WEF spokespeople seemingly
silenced, The Times, The Post, The Daily News, and even
The Voice chose to devote the bulk of their coverage to
the quasi-military New York Police Department security
preparations. An extensive examination of the 15 Forum-
related articles produced by the New York City print
media between Nov. 8 and Jan. 25 reveals an astonishing
lack of source diversity and an obsession with paramili-
tary police tactics.

Law enforcement sources were approximately three
times more likely to be referenced by the print media
than were spokespeople for protest groups. 

Interviews with New York Police Chief Raymond
Kelly have appeared in at least nine articles; interviews
with private security director (and ex-Philadelphia Police
Commissioner) John Timoney, five. (In contrast, the
President of the WEF has been interviewed once; New
York City Mayor Mike Bloomberg, not at all.)

Of the 15 articles explicitly covering the upcoming
WEF, three (including an excellent NewYork Times story
published on Jan. 25) examined the protest movement,
while 12 focused almost entirely upon the city’s
response to the protest movement. 

None actually talked about the WEF.A mock Forum
security drill held at Shea Stadium on Jan. 17 generat-
ed at least four articles, dozens of pictures, and an
inflammatory cover story in the Jan. 23-29 issue of The
Village Voice.

At the minimum, one would have expected the
mainstream press to provide readers with an objective
look at the WEF and those protesting it, and to have
maintained a diversity of sources when reporting on
the controversies that global financial meetings have
historically carried in their wake.

In the end, though, a discussion of what the WEF
actually is, along with an analysis of what Forum pro-
testers might actually want, seems far from the agen-
da of most mainstream media publications.

MEDIA

THE NEW YORK HOAX
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BENJAMIN BARBER
SPEAKS ABOUT WEF
PROTESTS AT
COLUMBIA 

“The world didn’t change on 9/11,”
Benjamin Barber, author of the 1996 book
Jihad vs. McWorld, said during a recent lec-
ture at Columbia University. “9/11 was just
a lens that brought globalization into focus.” 

Barber, one of the pioneer critics of glob-
al capitalism, has long warned that the
spread of western-style consumerism, what
he calls McWorld, undermines democracy,
destroys indigenous cultures, and creates the
anti-Western terrorism which brought down
the World Trade Center.

Through the new lens of 9/11, it is clear
to Barber just how dangerous unchecked
global capitalism has become. Barber will
share his ideas before the World Economic
Forum at its annual meeting.

“In its own way, globalization is just as
deadly a jihad,” warned Barber, noting that
the slow starvation and exploitation of labor
in poor countries kills at least as many peo-
ple as terrorism. 

This may be hard to accept for Americans
deeply shaken by terror attacks, but reform-
ing foreign policy is the only way that the
U.S. can protect itself, according to Barber,
who said President Bush’s war on ter rorism
could not be won. 

“No amount of military intelligence opera-
tions can cure the world of terrorism,”
Barber said. “Terrorism is only a tumor
caused by the deep malignancy of global-
ization.” If you cut it out, and do not treat
the cause, he reasoned, you cannot cure the
patient. 

For the anti-corporate-globalization pro-
testers who plan to demonstrate outside the
World Economic Forum’s meeting Barber
also has a word of advice. It is no longer
feasible to oppose globalization. Rather, pro-
testers should demand a broader agenda —
the globalization of healthcare, environmen-
tal protection and human rights rather than
just the globalization of Coke and Nike. 

This is a critical juncture for protesters, he
concluded. And he warned that in the cur-
rent political climate the public would not tol-
erate the ruckus that some groups have
promised. 

“Don’t raise a hand against the New York
Police Department,” he warned. “If people
see protesters hurt a hero of 9/11, the
movement will be done.”

— David Phillips

BY ANA NOGUEIRA

In early February, two powerful
opposing forces will contest the nature
of globalization.

In the North, the World Economic
Forum will descend from its mountain
hideaway in Davos, Switzerland, to a lux-
ury hotel in Manhattan in an attempt to
shore up a shaken free-market world. In
contrast, the World Social Forum (WSF)
in Porto Alegre, Brazil, will host 50,000
activists who will be networking in order
to strengthen and illuminate the work of
communities from all over the world that
directly challenge free-market ideology. 

Created out of a need to articulate
alternatives to the form of globalization
put forth by major corporations and
their political allies, the WSF is com-
prised of a week of workshops, strategy
sessions and collaborations between
those who want to see a systemic shift
in the way the world works. 

“Our international movement
against neoliberal globalization has
used street protests as a legitimate way
to press for what we want,” WSF organ-
izer Maiza Mendoza told Democracy
Now. “At the same time, we have par-
ticular alternatives and concrete experi-
ences that show it is possible to create a
different world and a different econom-
ic model that respects human rights,
social justice. We need to believe that it

is possible to change the way things are
moving.”

A staggering 10,000 guests attended
the first World Social Forum last year.
With five times as many people expected
at this still-nascent annual tradition, the
WSF promises to be an awe-inspiring
event.

The Forum can also be a little chaot-
ic, says Kenny Bruno, veteran cam-
paigner for Corpwatch and Earth Rights
International. “It was hard to grasp
everything that was going on. But what
was very clear was the enthusiasm and
the excitement for combining resistance
with a reinvention of the world as it
should be.”

Ambitious in its goals, the Social
Forum will have 700 workshops held in
four languages over a span of five days.
There will also be 27 sub-conferences
focusing on specific initiatives, such as
the International Tribunal on Illegitimate
Debt.

To lighten the load, festive cultural
events are also scheduled, including
international film festivals, full-scale
outdoor concerts and youth camps host-
ing 10,000 participants from around the
world. The camp will hold its own par-
ticipatory panels, workshops and train-
ings in everything from direct action to
media-making.

“Obviously you can’t go to every-

thing,” says Bruno. “But despite the
chaos and despite the difficulty, I would
say the more the merrier. Let a thousand
workshops bloom.”

With parliamentarians and anar-
chists sharing the same floor, the Social
Forum boasts a wide spectrum of
debate about possible alternatives. In
some cases, it would seem that the
interests of certain participants are nec -
essarily at odds with each other. What
could so-called protectionist labor
unions from the United States, whose
prime interest is protecting jobs at
home, possibly have in common with
third-world labor, a force that directly
threatens that interest?

Emily Labarbara-Twarog, from the
Chicago chapter of Jobs with Justice,
says the answer is simple. “Trends in
world economic policies and the driv-
ing down of labor standards [in the
global South] are also driving down
labor standards in the U.S. So we work
to bring up standards globally. In Porto
Alegre, we want to build sustainable,
solid relationships with labor rights
groups around the world.”

Taking stock of both the setback of
Sept. 11 and the tremendous possibili-
ties embodied in A rg e n t i n a ’s recent
popular uprising against the
International Monetary Fund, the WSF
intends to take an especially hard look
at the roots of peace and conflict in the
twenty-first century, and imagine strate-
gies for a movement that believes there
can be no peace without social, envi-
ronmental and economic justice. 

“ We can only build peace if we fight
against oppression,” says Mendoza. “So,
oppression will be a centerpiece in our
debate this year in Porto Alegre.” As an
example, she points to the military base
the United States is establishing in the
Amazon, as part of Plan Colombia and
the so-called War on Drugs. “This base
would displace several traditional A f r o -
Brazilian communities that have been
there since the time of slavery. T h e y
have been resisting in this land for over
200 years and now we are still fighting
for the rights of these communities.”

With countless issues to discuss and
widely varying proposals for alternative
solutions, there is one issue that most
groups gathering at the WSF say is most
pressing: the need to re-establish democ-
racy at the local level. “As opposed to a
one-size-fits all, deregulated, free trade
future, [ours] would be a future deter-
mined by local people,” says Bruno. “It
would differ from country to country,
from region to region, from town to
town. This is not going to be as neat and
clean as the vision of the World Bank
and World Trade Organization, whose
recommendation is that every country
follow the exact same formula for eco-
nomic success. For us, another world is
possible, but there is not just one alterna-
tive, there is not just one vision.” 

BATTLE OF THE FORUMS: WORLD SOCIAL FORUM VS. THE WEF

W E F VS. WSF:
BATTLE OF THE FORUMS

ALTERNATIVES



Amazon.com
Hours after workers began organizing at Seattle offices
that management began an anti-union campaign: 24
Months between union drive and company’s announce-
ment it would close the Seattle service center and out-
source some of its customer service operations to the New
Delhi, India-based Daksh.com corporation: 3

Boeing
Price for provision in Defense Appropriations Bill that
allows the Air Force to lease 100 Boeing 767 tankers over
a 10-year period: $20 billion
Billions by which this deal exceeds the cost of a direct pur-
chase of 100 Boeing 767s: 7

Citibank
Cost of gas project financially backed by Citibank in
Peru’s Amazon: $2.7 billion
Composite number of tree species, birds, fish, reptiles,
amphibians and mammals found in the region: 1225 

Dupont
Year DuPont reassigned 50 women at its plant in
Parkersburg, West Virginia when their blood was found to
contain a compound called perfluorooctanoic acid
[PHOa], used in the processing of DuPont’s product,
Teflon: 1981
Year DuPont sent a memo stating, “The worst case sce-
nario is that [PHOa] could be classified as a large ‘C’ car-
cinogen.”: 1996

Exxon
Fine ExxonMobil Corp. was ordered to pay in December
for illegally discharging hazardous waste in Staten Island
and denying the action: $11.2 million 

Ford
Ford’s Alternative Minimum Tax Rebate under proposed
House GOP “stimulus bill”: $1,000,000,000
Number of Ford workers laid off in Jan. 2002: 35,000 
Number of North American plants closed: 5 

Honeywell
Contract amount awarded to Honeywell by U.S Dept. of
Defense for landmine production from 1985-95:
$336,480,000
Miles of “unexploded ordinance” in Afghanistan, as of
October 2001: 724 million miles

Kraft Food
Number of people who suffered allergic reactions after
eating Kraft-manufactured Taco Bell taco shells made with
StarLink corn containing Cry9c, a genetically engineered
protein with pesticidal qualities approved only for livestock
consumption: 210    

Monsanto
The year Monsanto became aware that an industrial
coolant it produced (PCB) was harmful to the environment:
1937
Number of years Monsanto concealed the danger of PCB
contamination from the public: 56 
Pounds of PCB Monsanto was leaking into a local river
every year: 50,000

Nike
Average number of hours workers at Third World Nike
factories are forced to work weekly: 70
Amount of money Nike allocates annually to enhance its
image: $1,000,000,000 
Hourly wage of a worker at a Nike factory: 20 cents

Phillip Morris
Number of people who die each year as a result of smok-
ing Phillip Morris-produced tobacco products: 200,000
Amount of money Phillip Morris spent annually to change
its public image: $150,000 

Royal Dutch Shell
Number of Nigerian activists who opposed Royal Dutch
Shell’s oil operations in Ogoni who were executed after a
secret military tribunal found them guilty of murder: 9
Total number of Ogoni citizens who have died fighting
against Shell and the Shell-backed Nigerian military:
2,000

Sara Lee
Number of people who died recently after eating listerio-
sis-infected Ball Park Franks hot dogs and other Sara Lee-
produced meat products: 21
Total fine paid by the food company, pleading guilty to
two misdemeanors: $200,000
Average fine per dead customer: $9,524 
Daily salary of Sara Lee CEO C. Steven McMillan in 2001
based on his $2.5 million income: $9,615 

Texaco, Inc.
Number of Indigenous peoples who live in the Ecuadorian
rainforest: 300,000
Number of barrels of oil extracted by Texaco, between
1972-1992, from that forest: 1,000,000,000
Number of gallons of crude oil Texaco spilled in the
region during those 20 years: 17,000,000  

Waste Management Inc. 
Number of dollars in OSHA fines racked up by Waste
Management and its subsidiaries: over $100,000
Number of health and safety violations found: 152
Number of former government officials employed (as of
1994): 35
Number of former EPA officials employed: at least 7

Xerox
Amount Xerox was fined by the Environmental Pro t e c t i o n
Agency last year for its failure to inspect vats of waste and
monitor air emissions at its We b s t e r, N.Y., facility: $74,000  
Amount of solid waste produced annually at the Webster
plant: 19,500 tons

Zumtobel
Number of shopfloor workers who went on a short strike
at a lighting plant in Spennymoor, England, owned by the
Austrian conglomerate Zumtobel in November, 2001: 250 

Sources: A. New York Times, CNN/Money; C: Rainforest Action
Network; D: Mother Jones; E: New York Times; F: ABC News /
Citizens for Tax Justice; H: Human Rights Watch; K: Genetically
Engineered Food Alert (GEFA) coalition; M: Washington Post; N:
CorpWatch; P: Associated Press; R: Sierra Club; S: Multinational
Monitor; T: www.mcspotlight.org; W: infact.org, Greenpeace,
Political Ecology Group; X: Earth Times; Z: www.thisisthenorth-
east.co.uk
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BY DAVID GRAEBER

A great deal of nonsense has been written about the
so-called anti-globalization movement — particularly
the more radical, direct action end of it — and very little
has been written by anyone who has spent any time
inside it. As the French philosopher Pierre Bourdieu
recently noted, the neglect of the movement by North
American academics is nothing short of scandalous.
Academics who for years have published essays that
sound like position papers for large social movements
seem seized with confusion or worse, high-minded con-
tempt, now that real ones are everywhere emerging. 

The phrase “anti-globalization” movement was
coined by the corporate media, and people inside the
movement, especially in the non-NGO, direct action
camp, have never felt comfortable with it. Essentially,
this is a movement against neo-liberalism, and for creat-
ing new forms of global democracy. Unfortunately, that
statement is almost meaningless in the United States,
since the media insist on framing such issues only in pro-
pagandistic terms (“free trade,” “free market”) and the
term neo-liberalism is not in general use. As a result, in
meetings one often hears people using the expressions
“globalization movement” and “anti-globalization move-
ment” interchangeably.

Globalization from Below
In fact, if one takes globalization to mean the efface-

ment of borders and the free movement of people, pos-
sessions and ideas, then it’s pretty clear that not only is
the movement a product of globalization, but that most of
the groups involved in it — particularly the most radical
ones — are in fact far more supportive of globalization
in general than supporters of the International Monetary
Fund or World Trade Organization.

Internationalism is also reflected in the movement’s
demands. Here one need look only at the three great
planks of the platform of the Italian group Ya Basta!
(appropriated, without acknowledgment, by Michael
Hardt and Tony Negri in their book Empire): a universal-
ly guaranteed “basic income,” a principle of global citi-
zenship that would guarantee free movement of people
across borders, and a principle of free access to new tech-
nology — which in practice would mean extreme limits
on patent rights (themselves an insidious form of protec-
tionism). More and more, protesters have been trying to
draw attention to the fact that the neo-liberal vision of
“globalization” is pretty much limited to the free flow of
commodities, and actually increases barriers against the
flow of people, information and ideas. As activists often
point out, the size of the U.S. border guard has in fact
almost tripled since the signing of NAFTA. This is not
really surprising, since if it were not possible to effec-
tively imprison the majority of people in the world in
impoverished enclaves where even existing social guar-
antees could be gradually removed, there would be no
incentive for companies like Nike or The Gap to move
production there to begin with. The protests in Genoa, for
example, were kicked off by a 50,000-strong march call-
ing for free immigration in and out of Europe — a fact

that went completely unreported by the international
press, which the next day headlined claims by George
Bush and Tony Blair that protesters were calling for a
“fortress Europe.”

New Forms of Organization
In striking contrast with past forms of international-

ism, however, this movement has not simply advocated
exporting Western organizational models to the rest of
the world; if anything, the flow has been the other way
around. Most of the movement’s techniques (consensus
process, spokescouncils, even mass nonviolent civil dis-
obedience itself) were first developed in the Global
South. In the long run, this may well prove the most rad-
ical thing about it.

Here, there is often a very conscious effort to destroy
existing paradigms. Where once it seemed that the only
alternatives to marching along with signs were either
Gandhian nonviolent civil disobedience or outright
insurrection, groups like the Direct Action Network,
Reclaim the Streets, Black Blocs or Ya Basta! have all, in
their own ways, been trying to map out a completely new
territory in between. They’re attempting to invent what
many call a “new language” of protest, combining ele-
ments of what might otherwise be considered street the-
ater, festival and what can only be called nonviolent war-
fare. These new tactics are perfectly in accord with the
general anarchistic inspiration of the movement, which is
less about seizing state power than about exposing, dele-
gitimizing and dismantling mechanisms of rule while
winning ever-larger spaces of autonomy from it.

Means and Ends
I can’t remember how many articles I’ve read in the

left press asserting that the globalization movement,
while tactically brilliant, has no central theme or coher-
ent ideology. These complaints seem to be the left-wing
equivalent of the incessant claims in the corporate media
that this is a movement made up of dumb kids touting a
bundle of completely unrelated causes. Even worse are
the claims — which one sees surprisingly frequently in
the work of academic social theorists who should know
better, like Hardt and Negri, or Slavoj Zizek — that the
movement is plagued by a generic opposition, rooted in
bourgeois individualism, to all forms of structure or
organization. It’s distressing that, two years after Seattle,
I should even have to write this, but someone obviously
should: In North America especially, this is a movement
about reinventing democracy. It is not opposed to organ-
ization; it is about creating new forms of organization. It
is not lacking in ideology; those new forms of organiza-
tion are its ideology. It is a movement about creating and
enacting horizontal networks instead of top-down (espe-
cially, state-like, corporate or party) structures, networks
based on principles of decentralized, non-hierarchical
consensus democracy.

Over the past 10 years in particular, activists in North
America have been putting enormous creative energy into
reinventing their groups’own internal processes to create
a viable model of what functioning direct democracy

could look like like, drawing particularly, as I’ve noted, on
examples from outside the Western tradition. The result is
a rich and growing panoply of organizational forms and
instruments — affinity groups, spokescouncils, facilitation
tools, break-outs, fishbowls, blocking concerns, vibes-
watchers and so on — all aimed at creating forms of dem-
ocratic process that allow initiatives to rise from below
and attain maximum effective solidarity without stifling
dissenting voices, creating leadership positions or com-
pelling people to do anything to which they have not freely
consented. It is very much a work in progress, and creat-
ing a culture of democracy among people who have little
experience of such things is necessarily a painful and
uneven business, but — as almost any police chief who
has faced protestors on the streets can attest — direct
democracy of this sort can be remarkably eff e c t i v e .

Beyond Sectarianism
Here I want to stress the relation of theory and prac-

tice this organizational model entails. Perhaps the best
way to start thinking about groups like the Direct Action
Network (which I’ve been working with for the past two
years) is to see it as the diametrical opposite of the kind
of sectarian Marxist group that so long characterized the
revolutionary left. Where the latter puts its emphasis on
achieving a complete and correct theoretical analysis,
demands ideological uniformity and juxtaposes a vision
of an egalitarian future with extremely authoritarian
forms of organization in the present, DAN openly seeks
diversity: Its motto might as well be, “if you are willing
to act like an anarchist in the present, your long-term
vision is pretty much your own business.” Its ideology,
then, is immanent in the anti-authoritarian principles that
underlie its practice, and one of its more explicit princi-
ples is that things should stay that way.

There is indeed something very new here, and some-
thing potentially extremely important. Consensus
process — in which one of the basic rules is that one
always treats others’ a rguments as fundamentally rea-
sonable and principled, whatever one thinks about the
person making it — in particular creates an extremely
d i fferent style of debate and argument than the sort
encouraged by majority voting, one in which the incen-
tives are all towards compromise and creative synthesis
rather than polarization, reduction and treating minor
points of difference like philosophical ruptures. I need
hardly point out how much our accustomed modes of
academic discourse resemble the latter — or even more,
perhaps, the kind of sectarian reasoning that leads to
endless splits and fragmentation, which the “new new
left” (as it is sometimes called) has so far managed
almost completely to avoid. It seems to me that in many
ways the activists are way ahead of the theorists here,
and that the most challenging problem for us will be to
create forms of intellectual practice more in tune with
newly emerging forms of democratic practice, rather
than with the tiresome sectarian logic those groups have
finally managed to set aside.

David Graeber is a pro fessor of anthro p o l ogy at Ya l e
U n i v e rs i t y.

RESISTANCE

RECLAIMING
THE WORLD
Anti-corporate globalization activists aren’t just causing
a ruckus, they are redefining what democracy means

H O T T I M E I N C A N C U N :
Mexican activists take dire c t
action for economic democracy. 



WEF CALENDAR
Wednesday, Jan. 30
7 p.m. WEF, War, Layoffs and
Budget Cuts: Fighting Corporate
Globalization After 9/11 
@ Unite! Joint Board Auditorium, 31
West 15th Street (btwn 5th & 6th
Aves)
Info: (212) 502-0707
L, F, S, 1, 2, 3, 9 to 6th Avenue/14th
Street

Thursday, Jan. 31
1–3 p.m. Public Eye On Davos
Conference: The Social and
Environmental Impacts of Corporate
Globalization Forum
@ United Nations Church Center,
777 UN Plaza, 2nd Floor,
Auditorium, 44th Street & 1st Avenue
Info: (212) 539-6747 or
www.davos2001.ch
4, 5, 6, 7 to Grand Central

2:30 p.m. Working Families
Economic Forum w/ address by
AFL/CIO President John Sweeney
Sponsored by the New York City
Central Labor Council
@ Florence Gould Hall, 55 East 59th
Street (btwn Park and Madison)
Info: 212.604.9552, ext. 220.
4, 5, 6, N, R to 59th St.

4–6 p.m. Public Eye on Davos
Conference: Export Credit Agencies:
Funding Disasters and Raising the
Debt Burden
@ United Nations Church Center
Info: (212) 539-6747 or
www.davos2001.ch
4, 5, 6, 7 to Grand Central

4:30 p.m. Working Families March
for Global Justice 
@ assembling at East 59th Street and
Fifth Avenue
Info: 212-604-9552
4, 5, 6, N, R to 59th St.

7–9 p.m. Public Eye On Davos: An
Interfaith Event: “The Whole World in
Whose Hands?”
@ United Nations Church Center
Info: (212) 539-6747 or
www.davos2001.ch
4, 5, 6, 7 to Grand Central

7–10 p.m. Students For Global
Justice Conference Plenary Address
on the topic of Globalization,
Militarism, the Neoliberal Agenda
and its Discontents.
@ Synod Hall, St. John’s the Divine
Cathedral (
Info:
www.studentsforglobaljustice.com
1,9 to Cathedral Parkway

Friday, Feb. 1
10 a.m.–Noon Public Eye On Davos:
Corporate Power and Global
Governance
@ United Nations Church Center
Info: (212) 539-6747 or
www.davos2001.ch
4, 5, 6, 7 to Grand Central

10–11:15 a.m. International
A.N.S.W.E.R. Plenary on the
Connection Between Corporate
Capitalism and George Bush’s War
at Home and Abroad
@ Community Church (35th Street
btwn Park & Madison)
Info: http://www.internationalan-
swer.org
6 to 33rd

1–3 p.m Public Eye On Davos:
Foreign Direct Investment: Blessing or
Curse for the South
@ United Nations Church Center
Info: (212) 539-6747 or
www.davos2001.ch
4, 5, 6, 7 to Grand Central

3–4 p.m. International A.N.S.W.E.R.
Plenary: What’s Behind the So-called
War on Terrorism
@ Community Church
Info: http://www.internationalan-
swer.org
6 to 33rd

4–6 p.m. Public Eye on Davos:
Corporate Takeover of Women’s
Lives: Employment and Privatization
@ United Nations Church Center
Info: (212) 539-6747 or
www.davos2001.ch
4, 5, 6, 7 to Grand Central

4–7 p.m. Students For Global Justic
Plenary Address on the topic of
Another World is Possible,
Globalizing Justice and Solidarity.
@ Synod Hall, St. John’s the Divine
Cathedral
Info:
www.studentsforglobaljustice.com
1,9 to Cathedral Parkway

6 p.m. Peace Vigil sponsored by the
Pagan Cluster Block and Another
World Is Possible
@ Washington Square Park
A, C, E, F, S to West. 4th Stret
N,R to 8th Street

7 p.m. American Socialist Foundation
F o rum on Globalization and Te rro r i s m
@ 322 West 48th Street
Info: www.americansocialist.org or
(212) 982-4586
N, R, W to 49th St.
1, 9 to 50th St
C, E to 50th St

7 p.m. International A.N.S.W.E.R.
Rally: “Merging the Struggles Against
War, Racism and Corporate
Globalization”
@ FIT Auditorium (27th Street btwn
7th & 8th Aves.)
Info: www.internationalanswer.org
1, 9 to 28th Street

9 p.m. Indymedia benefit party
@ Walker Stage (56 Walker Street
between Broadway and Church)
Info: www.nyc.indymedia.org or
(212) 684-8112
A, C, E, 6, J, M, Z, N, R, Q to Canal

Saturday Feb. 2
9–11 a.m. Public Eye on Davos: An
Economic Critique of Free Trade
Theory
@ United Nations Church Center
Info: www.davos2001.ch or (212)
539-6747 
4, 5, 6, 7 to Grand Central

9 a.m. International Answer “Meet
and Greet Them” at the World
Economic Forum
@ the Waldorf-Astoria (Park Ave.,
between 49th and 50th Sts.)
Info: www.internationalanswer.org
6 to 51st St.

11 a.m. International A.N.S.W.E.R.-
sponsored rally outside the meetings
of the World Economic Forum
@ the Waldorf-Astoria (Park Ave.,
between 49th and 50th Sts.)
Info: www.internationalanswer.org
6 to 51st

11:30 a.m. Reclaim the Streets
Carnival begins march to the
Waldorf-Astoria
@ Columbus Circle (59th Street and
8th Avenue)
Info: (212) 802-8222 or www.times-
up.org
A, B, C, D, 1, 9 to 59th

Noon - Another World Is Possible
Coalition-sponsored rally
@ south-east corner of Central Park
Info:
www.anotherworldispossible.com
N, R, W to 5th Ave/60th St

1 p.m. Another World Is Possible-
sponsored march from Central Park
to the front of the Waldorf-Astoria 
Info:
www.anotherworldispossible.com
N, R, W to 5th Ave/60th St

10 p.m.–4 a.m. Festival of
Organized Resistance w/ AWOL
Revolutionary Artists Workshop,
Blackkat Collective, Konkrete Jungle,
@ The Frying Pan, at Pier 63 West

23rd St. @ 12th Ave. 
C, E to 23rd St.

Sunday, Feb. 3
10 a.m.–noon. Public Eye on Davos:
World Social Forum 2002: Video
Presentation and Update from Brazil
@ United Nations Church Center
Info: (212) 539-6747 or
www.davos2001.ch
4, 5, 6, 7 to Grand Central

1 p.m.–3:30 p.m. Public Eye on
Davos: The New Business of War:
Security and the Global Economy
@ United Nations Church Center
Info: (212) 539-6747 or
www.davos2001.ch
4, 5, 6, 7 to Grand Central

TBA: Anti-Capitalist Convergence-
sponsored Scavenger Hunt
@ TBA
Info: www.accnyc.org

4 p.m. Coalition For Earth and
Animal Liberation protest march
against WEF and member corpora -
tions
@ 76th Street and 5th Ave
Info: (631) 340-4708 or

f3_action@hotmail.com 
6 to 77th

5-10 p.m.: National strategy meeting
for the movement sponsored by
Friends of the Earth, Public Citizen,
Women’s International League For
Peace and Freedom, and Jubilee
2000
@ TBA

Monday, Feb. 4
10 a.m.-6 p.m. National strategy
meeting for the movement sponsored
by Friends of the Earth, Public
Citizen, Women’s International
League For Peace and Freedom, and
Jubilee 2000
@ TBA

7 p.m.: Davos by the Hudson spon-
sored by the Public Citizen, the
Nation Magazine and the
International Forum on Globalization. 
@ The Community Church of New
York, 40 East 35th Street
6 to 33rd



burgeoning HMO health marketplace. 
The exponential growth has infused cost cutting into

America’s entire health-care system. While much of the
field was nonprofit for decades, by last year 75 percent
of HMOs were either for-profit corporations or man-
aged-care organizations (MCOs). The MCO market,
combined with falling federal Medicaid payments, put
pressure on hospitals to go private: 63 nonprofit or pub-
lic hospitals became for-profit in 1996, up from an aver-
age of 15 per year between 1980 and 1993.

Rising health-care costs did ebb as fee-for-service
systems were limited. But many consumers and physi-
cians wondered what quality-of-life consequences would
come when insurers, not doctors, made the rules.

“Managed Care Plans reduced volume of services, all
right,” said Kipp Sullivan, a health-policy writer and an
advocate for reform since 1980, “but in the process they
denied a lot of necessary care.”

The “drive-by baby” phenomenon — where plans would
only pay for one night of a woman’s post-partum hospital-
ization — is probably the best-known example of MCOs
giving short shrift to services. While Congress outlawed this
practice in 1996, for-profit insurers have continued to deny
or rush services (such as mastectomies for women with
breast cancer) and pressure providers to cut back on care.

Additionally, the uninsured are treated like second-
class citizens. Before eventually undergoing surgery and
receiving treatment for Hepatitis-B, Robert waited two
painful hours while hospital staff searched for public
insurance workers. “I guess that’s how [hospitals] do
things,” said a dejected Robert. “It’s a money thing.”

Yet even if Robert had private insurance, he might not
have fared any better. Coverage has suffered as MCOs
have watched profits squeezed by escalating administra-
tive costs and market competition — resulting in merg-
ers like the one of Aetna and U.S. Healthcare in 1996.
MCOs have become increasingly particular about what
they will cover and who can enroll.

Despite the size of HMOs profits (the CEOs of the 10
largest HMOs alone raked in $797 million in salaries and
stock options in 2000, according to Families USA), com-
panies have continued to seek revenue expansion.
Recently, they targeted South America’s $120 billion
annual combined budget on healthcare, which supports a
predominantly public system. 

Much like Coca-Cola and other U.S. exports, managed
care is more about the sugary fizz of profits than the healthy
substance of services. Cigna, Aetna and other multinational
MCOs set up public-private ventures to “tropicalize” their
business (as one CEO put it) during the 90s.

“In a short time, with a strong force [by MCOs],
Argentina has reversed its ideology about health,” said
Dr. Celia Iriart, a Professor of Community Health at the
University of Buenos Aires. Most of Latin America has
followed suit: some 3.8 million Chileans (a quarter of the
population) and 45 million Brazilians were managed-
care members by 1998. 

International Financial Institutions sped up the efforts
to privatize. The World Bank preached private healthcare
over public primary care in a 1993 report entitled “Invest
In Health” (or “the hijacking of health” as former
Director General of the World Health Org a n i z a t i o n
Halfdan Mahler called it). 

The “suggestions” also come with incentives: in 1998,
a $750 million World Bank loan to Mexico was slated pri-
marily to privatize the country’s health-care operations.

The International Monetary Fund followed suit. Many
cash-strapped South American countries accepted IMF
loans loaded with economic regulations, priming the
pump for an infusion of global capital.

As a result, governments “slashed spending on public
services, including healthcare,” according to Sarah
Anderson of the Institute for Policy Studies, “to allow in
private international insurance companies.” 

As the MCOs mushroomed — with some 30 to 40
percent of Argentineans enrolled in a plan, according to
Iriart — so have the worst aspects of the industry. “The
problems in Argentina with managed-care are very simi-
lar to the U.S.,” said Iriart, an Argentinean by birth.

According to her research, Latin American HMOs are
predominantly for-profits that dole out financial incen-
tives to physicians who reduce services or scale back on
preventive care, just like U.S.-style healthcare. In Chile,
for example, because of the rising strain on public facil-
ities, the uninsured must often apply to receive care.
Some hospitals reject between 30 and 40 percent of these
applications.

Dr. Trotta also has seen public hospitals crumble as
private insurers emphasize efficiency. “There is no way
to get an appointment unless you go to the Emergency
Department or get up as early as 4 a.m.,” he said. If you
are lucky enough to be admitted, “you’ll have to share
your room with five or more human beings suffering any
kind of disease.”

Equipment has also been siphoned off from public
facilities. “The most profitable services went into the pri-
vate sector, and they took the machines and technology
with them,” said Iriart.

Trotta, president of a national doctor’s union, has also
witnessed the loss of basic medicines and resources in
hospitals since privatization. “It may take days or even
weeks to get an X-ray…or even lab” work.

While the impoverished are shoved out, facilities
court patients with private insurance. “The real situation
is that the middle class goes to the hospital, and the poor
population don’t receive any attention,” or the preventive
care that could have averted the outbreaks of cholera,
typhus, measles and other epidemics in Chile and
Argentina during the 1990s, said Iriart.

Patient and consumer advocates say MCOs have been
far more concerned about preserving their fiscal health
than that of their customers. “After three or four years of
operations, Aetna and several companies left in the past
year,” said Iriart. They “obtained the maximum profit in
two or three years. And after that, they leave the program
for the state to deal with.” 

Uncertain economic times leave privatized health sys-
tems vulnerable. The General Agreement on Trade in
Services (GATS), negotiated in 2000, prioritizes over-
coming trade barriers and privatizing national services of
all types – health, education, water, etc. While still unrat-
ified, GATS has cast its eye on the public health systems
of Canada, Africa and Asia, in addition to South America. 

Yet with Argentina’s economy on the rocks, MCOs
are abandoning some tropicalized outposts. “What had
once been a strong health-care system deteriorated rapid-
ly and millions of Argentines lost coverage altogether,”
according to Anderson.

America’s own health-care system is also ailing —
especially as costs underwent the biggest one-year jump
last year since 1993. “The United States spends more on
healthcare than any other country in the world,” accord-
ing to Dr. Quentin Young, of the Physicians for a
National Health Program, “yet leaves 45 million unin-
sured.” U.S. healthcare resides in the lower tiers of
industrialized nations in overall performance, according
to a year 2000 WHO report.

Rising cost for consumers have led many employees
to opt out of MCOs. Between 1987 and 1996, 140 per-
cent more workers (mostly young, single, Hispanic or
black, and low-wage) declined employment-based health
insurance because of the out-of-pocket expenses.

Many consumers and providers throughout the
Americas are fighting the current state of dysfunction.
Provider organizations like Physicians for a National
Health Program protest the burgeoning paperwork and
decreasing compensation endemic to MCOs. Unions in
North and South America have also demonstrated against
managed-care expansion. Many advocates are pushing
for variations on universal health coverage, or “single-
payer” plans, financed through progressive taxation.

Iriart herself is organizing with other physician groups
in Uruguay and Brazil against privatization.

“At this moment, people are re-thinking and finally
understanding that the transnational companies only
obtain money from our country, and then leave.” Not
only is this a class struggle, Iriart asserts, but a struggle
against imperialism.

Though the movement is building, there are hurdles to
overcome. “We don’t have the consumer organization [as
in the United States],” she says. “People are very isolated.”

The protests against privatization have sparked violence.
During one in an A rgentina hospital in December 2001 the
“police entered the demonstration and shot tear gas into the
hospital with the patients still in it,” recalled Iriart.

But Iriart, Trotta and other anti-globalization advo-
cates remain optimistic.

“The crash of A rgentina is provoking some much-
needed soul-searching about the wisdom of free market
globalization policies that increase profits for large corpo-
rations but drive millions into poverty,” Anderson argues. 

For mistreated patients like Robert and the countless
abandoned others seen by Dr.Trotta, a reversal of the pri-
vatization of national health services is truly a matter of
life or death. 

H E A LTH FOR WHOM? (l-r) Emergency vehicles for some, an Argentinian hospital worker is a casualty during December protests; Waiting for health at a NYC  clinic.
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CAPITALISM IS MAKING YOU SICK 



BY DYAN M. NEARY

“The good news is, your old radios will still
work,” proclaims the digitized voice that greets
each visitor to the web site of Ibiquity Digital,
the singular proponent of the new wave of dig-
ital radio. “The bad news is, they won’t be turn-
ing any heads.” 

The worse news is, your old radios won’t
work for long. 

The regeneration of radio is upon us, and with
it, the eradication of any trace back to its history
as a “medium of the people”—particularly when
the freedom to object to new technology is being
stymied by a lack of information. 

“Politicians and corporations have effective-
ly conspired here—and I don’t think that’s too
strong a word—to take what should be our most
democratically powerful medium and make it
the medium of a handful of corporations,”
Robert McChesney, long-time media critic and
political economist, told The Indypendent. “It is
unfiltered, unadulterated, 100 percent pure
American corruption. Period.”

Television, for what it’s worth, retains the
option of staying analog. The pernicious process
of the radio conversion is this: USADigital Radio
developed the In-Band-On-Channel (IBOC)
scheme, which allows for a transition period
wherein both digital and analog transmissions
can be picked up by current analog receivers. But
this will be shortly followed by a total conversion
to a new digital spectrum, forcing the public to
purchase expensive new equipment and ousting
low-power community radio stations.

“Our technology works using the spectrum
that’s already there,” maintained Bob Struble,
CEO of Ibiquity Digital. The company is the
product of the recent merger of USA Digital
and Lucent Digital Radio, and is the principal
developer of the new technology now filing for
evaluation with the FCC. 

“I don’t want to sound like a used car sales-
man, but it’s a little bit of a something-for-noth-
ing,” he said. “If 50 years from now people are
still buying and listening to analog radios,
you’ll never see mandatory sunsetting [prohibi-
tion of analog].” 

Such a scenario seems almost utopian, if it
were not obvious that analog will likely become
archaic within a number of years. That is, the
FCC and the National Association of
Broadcasters (NAB) are hell-bent on pushing a
total conversion, which is not only costly and
entirely unnecessary, but a threat to the demo-
cratic and participatory nature of the medium. 

“Digital Audio Broadcasting will effectively
destroy low-power FM if it works out the way
they want it to,” said Shawn Dewald with the
A-Infos Radio Project. “The thing about radio
now is that even homeless people have them.
It’s one of the most cost-effective forms of
mass communication, and it’s being perverted
by this conversion.”

Since the infamous Telecommunications Act
of 1996 overhauled regulation for ownership
among communications markets, an unprece-
dented consolidation craze has homogenized
those industries. The effect was most salient for
radio, which has since been dominated by
Infinity and Clear Channel. The latter owns

nearly 1200 stations — 70 percent of the mar-
ket. And it looks like digital is going to amplify
that centralization, with Ibiquity as its sole
developer and the prohibitive cost of digital
transmitters shutting out low-power community
radio.

Struble emphasized some of the benefits of
the conversion: a “radically upgraded sound
quality” for FM as well as AM and a host of new
data services. Perhaps most sinister is the “Buy”
button allowing listeners to purchase an album by
the artist whose song is playing, or a product
being advertised. 

The whole setup has broadcasters and their
advertisers salivating at the prospect of the
whole of humanity retreating ever farther into
that singular category of any real consequence:
Man-as-Consumer. Installing the digital system
in cars is one of the most effective marketing
tools for a complete conversion, an initiative
Ford and General Motors have all too enthusi-
astically taken on.

Ironically, one source of hope for low-power
radioistas is a general decline in listenership.
“There’s less interest now because of the waste-
land [radio] has been turned into by media con-
glomerates,” Dewald said. “So things may
backfire and blow up in their faces.

“There might be some Christian stations
with a shitload of money and enough people
funding them to broadcast their crap,” he
observed. “But most community radio will be
in danger.”

The push for digital began about three years
ago, Dewald says, at the peak of the microradio
movement. When the FCC began making
promises to allot a series of low-power licens-
es, the movement became divided as some put
their energy into cooperating for what Dewald
calls “table scraps.” It was then that the energy
of the movement disappeared. 

“People started thinking, ‘Okay, let’s calm
down and work with the FCC and put our ener-
gy into getting licenses,’” he said. “But basical-
ly licensing is a joke — there’s no place in most
urban areas you can even get one. That was
really a step back for microradio.” 

For others, the fight is simply disheartening.
“It’s a bad time to be a communications media
activist,” said Pete Tri Dish of the Prometheus
Radio Project, which is currently working to
help others start up their own low-power sta-
tions. “Ayear and a half ago when I was young
and idealistic, I thought this was a big deal and
really fought against it. Now I’m old and jaded,
and I’ve watched everything happen exactly the
way it shouldn’t have happened.” 

What shouldn’t have happened, of course, is
the forming of a consensus that digital conver-
sion is almost a sure thing, in spite of repeated
declarations of impartiality by such “neutral”
parties as NAB and the FCC. 

“We don’t have a position on Digital Audio
Broadcasting because we can’t endorse a single
c o m p a n y,” maintained Jeff Bobeck, NAB’s
Vice President of Corporate Communications.
“And Ibiquity has established itself as the major
developer of this technology.”

But it wasn’t long before he went on to state
NAB’s role in assisting the conversion. “The

NAB board passed a resolution last year saying
it was encouraged by the development and
hoped to get it into people’s homes as quickly
as possible,” he said. 

Furthermore, he reveals, board members and
prominent radio groups had been investing in
Ibiquity’s digital technology during that time,
solidifying a pro-digital bias. 

And while the FCC insists that IBOC is one
of the most heavily tested systems, it seems
unconcerned that Ibiquity has done all its own
testing. How trustworthy is an evaluation per-
formed by the company that stands to gain the
most from a conversion to its own technology? 

“I haven’t drawn any conclusion myself,”
said Edward DeLaHunt of the FCC’s Audio
Services Division. But it would certainly seem
that he has, in the same way that it seems cer-
tain the conversion will go through without
public discussion or dissent. 

“ D o n ’t judge it until you’ve heard it,
because I have,” he said. “And I think it’s a
very exciting, exciting thing. Exciting and
hopeful. Eventually people will make this deci-
sion because it will benefit them.” 

Other sources from NAB and Ibiquity pro-
vided a time frame of 5 to 10 years for a total
conversion, although DeLaHunt says that deci-
sion ultimately lies with the FCC. It will prob-
ably happen once receiver penetration has
reached about 85 percent, he suggests, or when
the top 20 markets have converted to digital
technology.

He also insists that information regarding
the changeover is public, and that the FCC is
open to rejection of what he called “the biggest
technological breakthrough” if there is enough
opposition. But the only forum for discussion is
the FCC’s web site, which is hardly frequented
by the average citizen. 

“Any debate will really be among the mon-
eyed interests,” McChesney said. “There will
be zero public participation.”

Low-power FM activists have made it clear
they oppose a conversion to digital, via thou-
sands of letters, according to Radio Citizen. But
DeLaHunt is convinced that broadcasters are
positioned for a rapid transition, and that com-
plaints from the microradio industry are “a lot
of nonsense.” 

“Over time,” he contended, “who can pre-
dict that this technology won’t become afford-
able for those stations? Who would have pre-
dicted that every household would have one-
and-a-half computers?” 

Perhaps the concern arises from the six-fig-
ure price tag on digital transmitters. The whole
idea behind low-power radio is the ease with
which a group of impassioned individuals
could set up a station and make their voices
heard for relatively little money. But after years
of mobilizing support and fighting the FCC for
licenses, the movement could be left powerless.

An unabashed Struble sums it up nicely: “At
the end of the day, business is business, and
nothing comes for free. People are going to have
to buy this digital equipment.” 

DIGITAL KILLED
THE RADIO STAR
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W O R L D

BY JENNIFER FERMINO

Since the Dec. 13 attack on its parliament, India has
positioned hundreds of thousands of troops at the Line
of Control dividing Kashmir between itself and
Pakistan. Calling the incident an attempt to destroy its
democracy, India accused two Pakistan-based groups
fighting in Kashmir of orchestrating the attack, which
killed 14 people. India also charged hypocrisy on
Pakistan’s part for supporting the U.S. war on “terror-
ism” while continuing to provide a safe haven for
Kashmiri rebels.

Under U.S. pressure, Gen. Pervez Musharraf has
arrested over 2,000 religious activists and banned five
Islamic outfits. India holds two of the groups, Lashkar-
e-Taiba and Jaish-e-Mohammed, responsible for the
attack. India says its troops will remain in place until
Pakistan stops cross-border terrorism. It has compiled
a list of religious militants it wants extradited, but
Pakistan refuses to hand over any of its nationals. 

Pakistan says the unrest in Kashmir is a homegrown
rebellion to India’s heavy-handed occupation.
Musharraf calls the militants “freedom fighters” and
says his government only gives them moral support.
This is belied by evidence of Pakistan’s direct training,
arming and funding of Kashmiri militants, along with
the infiltration in 1999 of its own troops to covertly
fight Indian forces.

The Himalayan region of Kashmir has been the
flashpoint for three separate wars between India and
Pakistan since their inception. Like many modern con-
flicts, this one is rooted in European colonialism.
Britain controlled present-day India and Pakistan from
the mid-18th to the mid-20th century.

The Indian national movement grew in the early
20th century with leaders like Mahatma Gandhi and
founding Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru. Following
WWII, with its empire in decline, Britain agreed to end
its rule in India. Nehru and Gandhi both wanted a uni-
fied India, but many Muslims felt even in a secular
state they would be dominated by the more numerous
Hindus. British India was partitioned in 1947, estab-
lishing West and East Pakistan. (The latter fought its
own war of independence, establishing the nation of
Bangladesh in 1971.)

The partition turned over 15 million Muslims and
Hindus into refugees and sparked riots that killed over
1 million people. Tens of thousands of Muslims were
slaughtered in the southern part of the Kashmir princi-
pality of Maharaja Hari Singh. Muslims fleeing to
Pakistan spread tales of butchery, incensing tribesmen
in the neighboring provinces. A few Pakistani army
officers armed and shepherded tribesmen into Kashmir
where they overwhelmed the Maharaja’s forces. Singh
pleaded for help, but Nehru demanded that he first
accede to India. The Maharaja agreed, but not before
Pakistan captured one third of the province.

Fighting continued until Jan. 1, 1949, when a U.N.-
mediated cease-fire went into effect. The United
Nations then requested a plebiscite to determine
Kashmir’s future, which Nehru had proposed in 1947.
India has never held the plebiscite while Pakistan
opposes the option of independence for Kashmir.

India and Pakistan remained uneasy neighbors,
fighting wars in 1965, 1970-71 and 1999. Both nations
have poured large sums into their militaries. In 2001,
India’s defense spending was $15.6 billion, about 20
percent of its overall budget; Pakistan’s spent $2.6 bil-
lion on its military, nearly 30 percent of national
expenditures.

Both countries can ill afford their war machines.
India has a middle class of about 200 million, but twice
as many live in desperate poverty. Pakistan teeters on
the cusp of bankruptcy. An estimated 20 million
Pakistani children live in conditions of slavery, half
the population has no access to sanitation facilities and
40 percent cannot get safe drinking water.

Caught in between are the 13 million people of
Kashmir, many of whom favor outright independence.
In 1990, the Indian armed forces began crushing the
Kashmiri independence movement. 

Many Muslims in the province belong to the Sufi
tradition and are opposed to the rigid social conven-
tions of Islamic extremists. But the widespread use of
torture, rape and disappearances by India has pushed
many Kashmiris into the arms of groups that favor the
incorporation of Kashmir into Pakistan.

The Islamic militants have similarly odious prac-
tices as the Indian military except they target Hindus
and Sikhs. They’ve also killed or betrayed to Indian
security services many secular separatists. Their calling
card is the suicide bombing, such as the one in October
that killed 40 people outside of Kashmir’s legislature.

Since Nehru, successive Indian administrations
have maintained that an independent Kashmir would
only encourage other rebellious ethnic groups, includ-
ing the Bodos, the Nagas, and the people of the Assam.
India says that with over 100 million Muslims, it can
safeguard the rights of those living in Kashmir. But the
ruling Bharatiya Janata Party, who are fond of scape-
goating Muslims, has in the last decade organized the
destruction of mosques and pogroms that have killed
hundreds of Muslims.

Pakistan, too, is racked with ethnic and political
divisions. President Musharraf’s support for the
American war on terrorism and his crackdown have
left many of his constituents betrayed and angry. In
Pakistan’s 54-year existence, no head of state has left
power willingly. Should Musharraf be overthrown,
both the United States and India could face a decidedly
more hostile country.

ARGENTINA: THE
CACEROLA REBELLION
[EDITOR’S NOTE: This story was posted by Sebastian
Hacher of the Argentina IMC on Saturday, Dec. 29,
2001, ten days after the Argentinean government
declared a “state of siege” due to widespread protests
over rapidly deteriorating economic conditions. The
events that Sebastian describes below were in part
responsible for the resignation of four presidents in a
week. The current president, Eduardo Alberto Duhalde,
took office on Jan. 2. An estimated 14 million people,
about half the population, live below the poverty line in
Argentina. “Cacerola” means “casserole” in Spanish and
refers to the pots and pans that protesters were banging
on throughout the city. ]
BY SEBASTIAN

“What time is it?”
“It’s 2:15 a.m.”
We looked at each other and we understood that we

had to remember that time for the rest of our lives. We
were standing at the gates of the government house, an
ornate pink palace also known as the Casa Rosada, sym-
bol of Argentinean power. Never in the past had a mobi-
lization gotten there.

Where to start if not there?
At eleven in the evening, we were walking and could

hear some pots being beaten against the balconies.
A friendly car took us to the Congress, where people were

c o n v e rging. We were thousands. What did we want? The
resignation of the Supreme Court, that the banks give back
the deposits. But also more than this. The slogan “every o n e
left, no one remained” is still every o n e ’s favorite; it was the
one most cheered, again today, with the new government. It’s
not about one or another dark figure in the halls of power; it’s
about a “click”, something that broke very deep inside and
will not be cured with one or two re s i g n a t i o n s .

The rumor began to spread: “the people are going to
the Plaza de Mayo and nobody is going to take us out.”
A spontaneous column of thousands, and with every step
we took we seemed to be more. And then the Mothers of
the Disappeared (mothers of those gone missing during
the last military dictatorship, from 1976-82) got there.

First a photographer spoke.
Then, a grandfather said he wanted to enter by force

to talk with the president.
Five minutes later, at 2:15 AM exactly, it was all of us.
The barriers gave in immediately, and the police had to

move to the side. There we were: at the gates of the Casa
Rosada, that from now on has nothing sacred about it.

And now? The question was answered, once again,
by the police. They did it in a way that later they could
call personal defense: they sent two cops “to dissuade”
the whole multitude. Obviously, the crowd didn’t receive
them well. The tear gas and rubber bullets began.

With the first gassings, the mass of people began to
run. Some let their anger out on the banks. From the bal-
cony of a hotel, men in tuxedos looked down and made
gestures. A bottle of cider was thrown and hit one guy in
a tuxedo in the mouth.

In the Congress, bonfires on the steps. Then more gas,
and it appeared that the water tanks were coming. The
police advanced. The air became unbreathable, and in
one second they appeared from every direction. It was
an ambush.

We got out how we could. All of us, every single one,
threw anything he or she could to obstruct the police. A
small group of us remained, trapped in one block. Cars
made way for us and took us out.

It seems like history doesn’t give you a breath. Let’s
not give it one. 

KASHMIR
SWEATING



BLACK HAWK DOWNER
BY LAURA STRAUS

When the Pentagon supplies a Hollywood direc-
tor with helicopters and military personnel for a film,
one must question the slant of the production.

That was precisely what happened in the making
of Black Hawk Down, the latest from Hannibal
director Ridley Scott. According to a Reuters report,
the Defense Department forked over four Black
Hawk helicopters and 100 military personnel to
assist in the production of the film. The cost of the
deployment was $3 million, excepting salaries,
which were fronted by the production company,
Bruckheimer Films/Revolution Studios.

Strange bedfellows, Hollywood and the military?
Well, not exactly. Since Sept. 11, Hollywood has
made a well-documented scramble toward the prop-
aganda end of the media spectrum. Highlighted by
last November’s “Beverly Hills Summit,” entertain-
ment executives and government officials mulled
over the appropriate Hollywood posture as we ride
out the war against terrorism.

Apparently, part of that response was releasing
“Black Hawk Down.” The movie begins with a sec-
onds-long, bulleted presentation (in didactic, board-
room-style print) sketching out why America had
involved itself in Somali affairs in 1992. The movie
proceeds, hurtling full speed ahead, to illustrate the
mission that smudged the foreign policy records of
two presidents and caused suffering on all sides.
Never did it refer back to the motivations behind
either warring party.

Two-and-a-half hours of movie battle later, view-
ers are again presented with a somewhat incongru-
ous bulleted version of the facts: numbers of casual -
ties and the U.S. withdrawl from Somalia following
the bungled mission.

Bookending the movie with factoids that bear lit -
tle observable relevance to the film itself implies that
the historical and political context of the battle is
inconsequential. Nearly the entire film is taken up by
shooting sequences, shouting dialogue and medic
scenes that could be going on anywhere in the world.
Very little that is specific to Somalia is included.

Throughout the movie, a strong focus remains on
the valor of the ranger and Delta Force soldiers who,
despite careful planning, found themselves behind
enemy lines in Somalia’s capital city of Mogadishu.

Acting on information from Somali agents, Gen.
William Garrison organized a mission to capture
several of warlord Gen. Mohamed Farrah Aidid’s
top advisors. Garrison sent U.S. forces on what he
thought would be a cut and dry mission, only to find
that Aidid’s supporters, prodigiously equipped with
small arms and Rocket Propelled Grenades, down
one, then two of the high-tech UH-60 Blackhawk
helicopters, thrusting the U.S. troops into an air and

ground battle they had not bargained for.
The attempt to rescue soldiers from the crashed

helicopters resulted in an 18-hour standoff between
American and Somali forces, which leaves 18
Americans and 700 to 1,000 Somalis dead.

The film’s strategy of focusing on the battle itself
and the soldiers involved allows a close look at the
steeliness of nerves the elite military men who sprint-
ed through bullet showers needed to stay alive. Cut
adrift from backup forces and in constant danger, the
soldiers work to keep their team together, holding up
the mantra “Leave no man behind” like a psychic
shield. Their mood is summed up when Hoot, a sol-
dier returned to the safety of the army base, explains
to a friend that when bullets are flying, politics goes
out the window and what matters is staying alive, not
any grand notions of justice or altruism.

In other words, the film shows just how much war
narrows the soldiers’field of vision.

But concentrating on the soldiers and the battle
extracts the events of war from their context.
Viewers’attention is diverted from the mythology of
“humanitarian intervention,” which led to the Battle
of Mogadishu in the first place.

Billed as a humanitarian mission, the reality of
the Somalia operation is still largely unknown. Most
neglected has been the connection between President
Bush’s policy and the pressure put on him by energy
giants Conoco, Amco, Phillips and Chevron to create
a climate hospitable to oil and natural gas extraction.

Under Aidid’s predecessor, Mohamed Siad Barre,
who was overthrown in 1991, these oil firms had
been granted huge concessions. The Los Angeles
Times reported that nearly two-thirds of the country
was allocated to the energy firms.

An example of the mutual back-scratching was
Conoco’s corporate compound in Mogadishu that
doubled as a makeshift embassy for the U.S. If
Somalia was made safe for U.S. interests, it would
also work as a good vantage point for overseeing the
traffic in the Gulf of Aden and the Arabian Sea —
both heavily traveled by oil tankers from Saudi
Arabia and elsewhere in the Middle East.

The movie also fails to mention an earlier raid on
Aidid’s forces that went horribly wrong. Rather than
eliminating the warlord, the U.S. killed dozens of
religious and tribal leaders at a meeting, which out-
raged many Somalis. Nor is anything said of the fact
that the U.S. commander of the U.N. forces made a
unilateral decision to turn the aid mission into a
manhunt for Aidid.

The factual, yet myopic, representation of the
Battle of Mogadishu in Black Hawk Down enables
Hollywood to frame the battle as a test of soldiers’
endurance and courage rather than an exploration of
the conflict at hand.

FILM

NEW MEMBERCOMMUNITY REPORTING
WORKSHOP

Want to join the Indymedia (r)evolution but aren’t sure how? The
NYC-IMC Print Team will be holding its third free, all-day commu-
nity reporting workshop at our office on Saturday, February 16 from
1-6 p.m. We will review the basics of journalism and then explore
lead writing, interviewing, story research and how to develop news
and human interest stories. There will be lots of hands-on exercises
and small discussion groups for people to give each other feedback.
Prepare to do lots of writing. 

To RSVP, please contact us at 212.684.8112 
or imc-nyc-print@indymedia.org

ORIENTATION

The New York IMC is holding orientation meetings for new members
on the first Sunday evening of each month. Come by Sunday, February
17 at 7 p.m. for our next orientation. The IMCis located at 34 E. 29th
St., 2nd floor. Members of the print, audio, video and tech teams will
be on hand. Share food and stories and join us in building a global
grassroots network of independent media makers. 

DON’T HATE THE MEDIA. 
BE THE MEDIA.



BY A.K. GUPTA

With its victory over the Taliban, the United States is
like a colossus astride the globe. No other country can
match its stunning military, political and economic
strength. Adversaries like Iran, Iraq and Syria are duck-
ing for cover, lest they become the next target. Other
nations from Uzbekistan to the Philippines are joining
the coalition, receiving millions in financial and military
aid to better impose tyranny in the name of fighting ter-
ror. The war has also united Christian fundamentalists in

the United States with Hindu and
Jewish fundamentalists in India and
Israel, both of which are trying to
recast as terror any resistance to their

occupations of Kashmir and Palestine.
Yet with increasing power comes increasing danger,

especially by seeking to impose military solutions on
political and social problems. New alliances could draw
the United States into old conflicts, particularly in
Central Asia. Arab regimes are cowed for now, but there
is widespread discontent in that part of the world to what
many see is a war against Islam. And regional disputes,
such as Kashmir, are becoming internationalized, requir-
ing close White House mediation lest its foreign policy
goals be threatened.

The following is a roundup of countries that have
been significantly affected by “America’s New War.”

SAUDI ARABIA
After fighting one war to save its oil-drenched ally,

Washington is waging a shadow war against elements of
Saudi society while trying to deny that anything is amiss.
Cracks in the relationship are beginning to appear with
louder public calls on both sides for the Pentagon to pull
out of Saudi Arabia.

Much of the money, morale and recruits for the Sept.
11 attacks was supplied by the desert kingdom. The Bush
Administration is downplaying its rifts with the ruling al-
Fahd family and the extent of religious radicalism in the
Arabian kingdom because of its importance as an oil pro-
ducer and as a staging area for the U.S. wars against both
Iraq and Afghanistan.

When the United States attacked A f g h a n i s t a n ,
numerous observers expected unrest in Saudi A r a b i a
because of deep anti-U.S. sentiment there along with the
presence of thousands of jihadis from the anti-Soviet
war in Afghanistan. De facto ruler Crown Prince
Abdallah, who is seen as less subservient to the We s t
than the ailing King Fahd, initiated a pre-emptive crack-
down, arresting hundreds of Afghan veterans and muz-
zling militant clerics.

The Saudis are reluctant recruits in the war on terror-
ism. According to one internal survey conducted by
Saudi intelligence, 95 percent of young adults are sym-
pathetic to bin Laden. The White House is pressuring the
Saudis to shut down Islamic charities that are allegedly
terrorist fronts, but which also provide significant
humanitarian aid, especially to beleaguered Palestinians.
The Bush Administration has also been angered over ini-
tial refusals by the Saudis to let the Pentagon use a vital
command-and-control facility and what it sees as less
then forthright cooperation with the FBI’s investigation
of the Sept. 11 hijackers. 

Trouble nonetheless erupted in December when
demonstrations against the absolute monarchy rocked a
number of cities. According to a report in the World

Tribune, thousands of fundamentalists took to the streets
in Jedda while prominent members of the royal family
were in the port city. The protesters reportedly blocked
traffic, smashed windows, and attacked foreigners and
women. Some 300 people were arrested by security
forces, including two princes.

SYRIA
The government of President Bashar al-Asad is hun-

kering down. A perpetual frontrunner for the next stop on
the U.S. global tour against terror, Syria has reportedly
shipped key military assets out of the country to Sudan.
Former Secretary of State Al Haig is one of many calling
for Syria to be attacked.

Damascus is on the short list because of its vocal
support for Lebanon’s Hizbullah and Palestinian mili-
tants, both of whom maintain offices there. Wa s h i n g t o n
has labelled Hizbullah a terrorist outfit, something the
European Union has conspicuously avoided doing.
Syria says Hizbullah and the others are not engaged in
terrorism, but legitimate resistance against “aggression
and occupation.”

U.S. antipathy to Syria is mainly due to its unwilling-
ness to fall into line. Syria is one of the last large Arab
countries that has not been neutralized in some way,
either by sanctions, Libya; bombing, Iraq; or becoming a
U.S. client state, Egypt and Jordan. Damascus is also a
thorn in Israel’s side and uses its support of armed radi-
cals as a bargaining chip to get Israel to withdraw from
the Syrian Golan Heights.

PAKISTAN
No ruler has taken more risks to support the U.S. cam-

paign than Musharraf. The Pakistani strongman has used
the crisis to strengthen his position by moving against
fundamentalists in the army, intelligence services and
society in general. Musharraf’s gains, however, have

been Pakistan’s losses. The routing of the Taliban has left
a regime friendly to its arch-rival India on its western
border, leaving Islamabad’s Afghanistan policy in tatters
and raising fears that the Pushtun-based movement may
ally with kinfolk in Northwest Pakistan against the mili-
tary regime.

To assuage angry religious militants, Musharraf was
hoping to step up the war in Kashmir, where hundreds of
civilians have died in brutal attacks by both sides since
Sept. 11. But after an attack on India’s parliament left the
two nations on the brink of war (see article, page 18),
Pakistan was forced to rein in the Kashmiri militants it
supports. This and an agreement to let the Pentagon con-
duct operations within Pakistan’s borders to hunt down
Taliban and al Qaeda leaders has led to grumbling about
Musharraf’s pro-Washington stance.

The campaign against militants has angered the Inter-
Services Intelligence, which may have been behind a fire
in Islamabad that destroyed Interior Ministry records
detailing the membership of jihadi groups.

Washington has lifted sanctions and is opening the
financial spigots, but this may be pouring money down a
hole as billions of dollars have been lost from the eco-
nomic slowdown resulting from the unrest.

UZBEKISTAN
A report that Uzbek military officers have been dump-

ster diving outside of a U.S. base in this Central Asian
autocracy symbolizes this country’s plight. The govern-
ment of Islam Karimov has been aiding the Bush
Administration in return for economic aid and a reduc-
tion in criticism for its war against the Islamic Movement
of Uzbekistan. Perhaps with an eye to the new friend-
ship, the country’s parliament endorsed a proposal on
Dec. 6 to make Karimov president for life, the day before
Colin Powell arrived for consultations.

The regime’s increasingly harsh and arbitrary repres-
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sion of independent Muslims is stoking discontent.
Human rights groups say the country of 24 million has
over 7,600 political prisoners, regularly uses torture and
has “disappeared” perceived opponents. One Human
Rights Watch official said is was likely that Washington
will put human rights “on the back burner and that other
interests such as security will take the front seat.”

The IMU, which had been based in the Afghanistan
city of Mazar-e-Sharif, is believed to have lost some of
its most important leaders in fighting there. But with eco-
nomic stagnation fueling social discontent in the impov-
erished republic, unrest will likely grow and the United
States may be drawn into the conflict as Karimov’s new
sponsor.

INDIA
One of the big winners in the new global conflict, the

Hindu nationalist government has eagerly hitched its
anti-Muslim bandwagon to the U.S. campaign. India has
adopted the White House’s rhetoric and reasoning in its
dispute with Pakistan over Kashmir. New Delhi has sent
Musharraf a list of alleged terrorists it wants arrested and
has issued bellicose statements that it may cross the bor -
der to wipe out training camps of Islamic militants.

India has held two-thirds of the Muslim-majority
province since the late 1940s, refusing to allow a prom-
ised vote on self-determination for Kashmir.

India has been rattling its nuclear saber against its
similarly armed adversary, claiming it could survive a
nuclear exchange while eliminating Pakistan. Indian
officials have admitted that they are engaging in brinks-
manship to get Wa s h i n g t o n ’s attention. The Bush
Administration has been trying to play a balancing game,
getting Musharraf to take visible actions to appease
India, without further undermining his support at home.

India has also increased its cooperation with Israel,
receiving advanced military technology for its part.

RUSSIA
After over a decade, Russian troops are back in

Kabul. President Putin has lent tepid support to the U.S.
war in Afghanistan, getting in return a freer hand against
Muslim rebels in the breakaway Republic of Chechnya.
Moscow had been backing the Northern Alliance for
years against the Taliban, and when they took Kabul, a
dozen planeloads of Russian troops weren’t far behind.

While Russia has achieved some important short-term
gains, there is unease among nationalists over expanding
U.S. ties with Central Asia. During a recent visit to
Tajikistan, where Moscow still maintains over 25,000
soldiers, Russian General Konstantin Totsky warned his
hosts that if U.S. troops remained in the country, “we are
unlikely to remain friends.”

The Russians are especially incensed over Bush’s pol-
icy on nuclear weapons. Putin could do little when the
White House announced its long-expected decision to
trash the ABM treaty. Moscow was caught flat-footed
though when the Bush Administration revealed plans to
store as a “reserve” strategic nuclear weapons that were
supposed to be eliminated by the Pentagon as part of
arms reduction by the U.S. and Russia.

PHILIPPINES
It appears that phase two of the war against terrorism

will take place in this former U.S. colony. Over 600 U.S.
troops are arriving in the Southern Philippines to train
thousands of soldiers battling Islamic militants of the
Abu Sayyaf Group (ASG).

While the Philippines bars foreign forces from joining
in combat operations, the special forces will accompany
troops on rural patrols, carry weapons and be allowed to
shoot in self-defense. (Under similar rules, U.S. forces in
Central America in the 1980s engaged in extensive com-
bat operations.)

One opposition leader lambasted Philippine President
Gloria Arroyo for her decision, saying, “In one deceptive
and treasonous move, she has succeeded in making the
Philippines a virtual extension of Afghanistan.” Some
senators are talking impeachment and protests are
already taking place in this independent-minded nation.

As its recruitment bonus, the Philippines has already
received $100 million in mostly military aid and ship-
ments of military equipment. It’s expected that the

United States will leave behind even more supplies used
in the training.

Some analysts question the extent of Abu Sayyaf’s
ties to al Qaeda. John Gershman of the Interhemispheric
Resource Center argues “there is no evidence that the
Abu Sayyaf has had regular contacts with al-Qaeda since
the mid-1990s.” Gersham describes Abu Sayyaf as “a
21st century-version of the criminal gangs that have long
resisted colonial and Philippine government rule in this
region.”

Muslims, known as Moros, are concentrated in the
Mindanao region where independence and autonomy
movements thrive. The area is one of the poorest in the
Philippines and has been long ignored by the central gov-
ernment beyond sending in troops to abuse the Moros.
Gersham warns, “There is rising concern that other Moro
political groups will be targeted as the newest terrorist
threats once the Abu Sayyaf campaign dies down.”

OCCUPIED PALESTINE
Israel has been quick to seize the moment. Its

Defense Minister crowed just three days after Sept. 11 ,
“It is a fact that we have killed 14 Palestinians in Jenin,
Kabatyeh and Tammum, with the world remaining
absolutely silent.”

The U.S. State Department did issue some mild
rebukes the next month when Israeli forces invaded the
West Bank, indiscriminately shooting and shelling civil-
ian areas, including hospitals, and killing dozens of
unarmed civilians. 

After Israel sabotaged an entente between Hamas and
the Palestinian Authority by assassinating a senior
leader, the religious radicals responded with a series of
suicide strikes in December that killed 44 Israelis. That
is just what Sharon wanted, allowing him to corner
Arafat. Sharon told Arafat last month that it’s either him
or the intifada, which is no contest for the man whose
greatest skill is saving his own skin.

Sensing the Arab world’s weakness, Bush has swung
decisively behind Sharon. He has endorsed the imprison-
ment of Arafat in his Ramallah headquarters and said the
Palestinian leader is “enhancing terror.”

Arafat dutifully called off the uprising on Dec. 16, but
he can’t call off Sharon, who has no interest in a real
peace. If he can’t vanquish them, Sharon wants to avoid
talking peace with the Palestinians so as to further colo-
nize their lands. (According to Peace Now, 25 new set-
tlements have been established since Sharon took office
a year ago.)

That’s why every time Bush’s representative, Gen.
Zinni, comes to the Middle East (ostensibly for media-
tion, but in reality to give Arafat his marching orders),
Sharon has a surprise waiting. The latest was the Jan. 3
seizure of the cargo ship Karine-Ain the Red Sea loaded
with 50 tons of arms allegedly destined for the PA.

Leaving aside the question if the arms were even
meant for the Palestinians, the incident highlights the
double standard of the war on terrorism. Every year the
Pentagon sends Israel $2 billion in military supplies to
enforce its illegal occupation, but the White House is
having a hissy fit over hundreds of thousands of dollars
of weapons on the ship. Also, the pre-state Jewish under-
ground, which the British labeled terrorists, smuggled in
copious amounts of weapons for its own wars.

The ship was just a sideshow to the conflict. While
only one Israeli died during the three week Palestinian
ceasefire, over 20 Palestinians were killed by Israel, most
of them children. Sharon needed to jumpstart the conflict
and did so by assassinating PLO activist Raed al-Karmi.
Unsurprisingly, Palestinians called off the ceasefire. 

The stage is now set for a replay of the Lebanon war
20 years ago — the last time Sharon tried to elimate
Arafat. That ended in the Sabra and Shatila massacre of
2,000 Palestinians at the hands of Israel’s Lebanese
allies, the shockwaves of which are still reverbarating. 

Sharon, who resigned in disgrace afterwards, is cur-
rently being sued by survivors in a Belgian court. One
former pro-Israel Lebanese warlord who was to testify at
the trial, Elie Hobeika, was blown up by a remote-con-
trol car bomb in Beirut Jan. 24. With the killing clearly
serving Sharon’s interests, it seems to leave little doubt
as to who was behind the bombing.

REPORTS FROM THE
THIRD WORLD WAR

BY BILL WEINBERG

Mother Nature Suffers In Afghanistan
Throughout Afghanistan, forests are shrinking

and desert is spreading after 20 years of war, three
years of drought and four months of U.S. bombing.
Nesar Ahmad Kohestani, one of Afghanistan’s few
environmentalists, paints a grim picture. 

Warlords in the once-lush southeast are cutting
down the country’s famous cedar trees—some 700
years old—and selling the wood to Pakistan. “More
than 20 big trucks are heading to Pakistan each day
carting the timber,” he said. More than half the
forestland has been lost in the last 10 years.
Warlords are also plundering endangered species.
Falcons, eagles and peacocks fetch $12,000 each in
Arab countries. Tigers, foxes, jackals, hyenas,
zebras, yaks, gazelles and long-haired sheep are
nearly gone. 

The most pressing problem for humans is deser-
tification. About 75 percent of the country is moun-
tainous, and of the remainder only some 10 percent
is arable. Kohestani believes it is possible to reverse
the damage — if the new interim government acts
fast. “History shows that Afghanistan was very
forested. It used to be a very green place.” T h e
country has “a high capacity for rehabilitation and
reforestation.” 

Iran Joins The Great Game
U.S. troops have reportedly been airlifted to Herat

province. Kandahar warlord Gul Agha is mobilizing
his own 20,000-strong force to attack Herat, under
the control of rival warlord Ismail Khan. The Marines
and paratroopers are presumably backing up A g h a ’s
Pashtun forces, while Khan’s Tajik militias are
reportedly being armed by Iran. 

In late January, U.S. jets destroyed a Herat-bound
Iranian convoy suspected of carrying military equip-
ment for Ismail Khan. A spokesperson for Agha said
that Ismail Khan and Iran are backing Hekmatyar’s
guerillas in Helmand province, which is within Gul
Agha’s domain but borders the area controlled by
Khan from Herat. 

U.S. Special Envoy to Afghanistan Zalmay
Khalilzad said Washington believes Iran is providing
arms to factions in western Afghanistan, and sending
members of its Revolutionary Guards to back them
up. He said he had made these concerns clear to
Khan during a visit to Herat earlier this month. 

While Khan publicly declares his support for the
interim regime, he resists Karzai’s call for disarma-
ment, and is bitterly opposed to allowing any peace -
keeping force into western Afghanistan. 

Warlords Will Be Warlords
Warlords in several Afghan cities have begun

arming refugees to maintain their fiefdoms and pro-
tect drug smuggling profits, say aid agencies.
Arming refugees is a time-tested warlord tactic for
quickly raising private armies. The gift of a rifle and
a few pounds of grain is often enough to ensure loy -
alty from desperate peasants. The camps surround-
ing Afghanistan’s cities house up to 1.5 million inter-
nal refugees by U.N. estimates. 

Uzbek warlord and Deputy Defense Minister
Abdul Rashid Dostum has been arming refugees in
his northern stronghold of Mazar-e-Sharif. The Sakhi
camp outside Mazar is contested by competing mili-
tias, and beset by a wave of violent attacks and rapes.
Haneef Ata of the International Rescue Committee
says trouble began when Dostum started arming
Uzbeks in the camp. Rival warlords responded by
arming the camp’s Tajiks and Hazaras. Dostum’s
rivals are Hazara warlord Commander Mohaqaqand
and Tajik warlord Commander Uftad A t a .



POR SILVIA ARANA

El 19 de diciembre de 2001, cientos de miles de
argentinos salieron a las calles desafiando el estado de
sitio anunciado por el presidente de La Rúa. Se quedaron
en las calles y en las plazas, y al día siguiente, el 20 se
produjo la mayor demostración en Plaza de Mayo desde
el golpe de estado de 1976. Quizás por ese valor
simbólico de pérdida de miedo a la represión, esta
manifestación multitudinaria y pacífica fue brutalmente
reprimida. La policía asesinó seis jóvenes en la Plaza. En
el resto del país, había saqueos de supermercados y
cortes de ruta que fueron reprimidos, primero con balas
de goma y luego con plomo. El triste saldo de ese día fue
de más de treinta muertos. 

La insurrección provocó la caída del odiado Ministro
de Economía Domingo Cavallo. Pocas horas después, el
presidente De la Rúa, sordo a los clamores del pueblo, le
prometía al FMI y al sistema bancario y financiero:
“Argentina va a pagar la deuda externa…” Fue la última
gota que colmó el vaso; De la Rúa tuvo que renunciar y
huir de la Casa de Gobierno.

En las puebladas de diciembre estuvieron todos los
sectores: la llamada clase media, los desocupados, los
jubilados, los jóvenes… Fueron jornadas históricas, ca-
racterizadas por la indignación ante la crisis económica y
la corrupción, por un lado, y, por otro, por una especie de
júbilo porque, al fin, la gente era protagonista, había
perdido el miedo, se había movilizado y empezaba a
ejercer su poder.

El estallido social se produjo cuando el ministro de
economía, Cavallo anunció el 18 de diciembre pasado
que para continuar pagando la deuda externa iba a aplicar
un plan de ajuste (es decir, una nueva reducción salarial)
y que nadie podía disponer libremente de sus cuentas
bancarias.

Antes de que se anunciara esta última medida, los
bancos (la mayoría de los cuales son extranjeros) ya
habían sacado del país sus enormes ganancias. El 19 de
diciembre, los bancos cerraron sus puertas a los clientes
(los pequeños porque los grandes –empresas deudoras—
ya habían enviado al exterior su dinero). El gobierno en
conjunción con la banca y las grandes empresas
estafaron a unos 13.5 millones de argentinos quitándoles
acceso a sus ahorros. 

Estas medidas tuvieron el efecto de una bomba. El
país sufre una aguda depresión económica y un
desempleo de más del 20%. Gran parte de los asalariados
y jubilados ya habían visto impotentes, como el gobierno
reducía sus salarios en un 13% en agosto de 2001. En la
Argentina de hace unos pocos meses, había ciertos males

que se aceptaban como
inevitables y que hoy, están
bajo serio cuestionamiento: el
pago del la deuda externa, en
p a r t i c u l a r, y el modelo
económico, en general.

Pero la razón del estallido
o insurrección, no fue sólo
económica. La población, sin

distinción de nivel económico o educativo, siente una
profunda indignación ante la corrupción de los políticos.
La liquidación de las empresas estatales arg e n t i n a s
enriqueció ilegalmente a los políticos a cargo de ellas.
Hubo estafas en todas las mutuales y los seguros
sociales, en todas las secretarías de los gobiernos
nacionales y provinciales, en todos los estamentos del
p o d e r. Alcaldes, gobernadores, diputados, senadores,
presidentes. Este gravísimo deterioro de la clase política
argentina, subyace como un mar de fondo de la crisis. 

Otro de los focos de la indignación popular es la Corte
Suprema de Justicia. En los días posteriores, se le hizo un
poderoso acto de repudio, “cacerolazo,” por complicidad
en la corrupción. Es una larga historia cuyo broche de
oro, fue la reciente decisión de la Corte de ordenar la
libertad de Carlos Menem, el ex-presidente acusado de
venta ilegal de armas y de otros ilícitos. El pacto fue
armado entre Menem, De la Rúa y Alfonsín e
implementado por la Corte. Si a alguien le quedaban
dudas de la corrupción del sistema, estas dudas se
evaporaron cuando Menem no solo quedó libre de culpa
y cargo, sino que apareció sonriente en la Casa de
Gobierno, abrazando al presidente y dando consejos
sobre la política económica. 

La gente cuestiona la credibilidad de todos los
políticos argentinos. En los cacerolazos, la gente gritaba
“que se vayan todos.” No confiaron en el presidente
interino Rodriguez Saá (que duró pocos días en el cargo)
y no confían en el nuevo presidente, Duhalde, tampoco.
Este peronista conservador, fue el vicepresidente durante
la gestión de Menem, en la que se llevó a cabo la li-
quidación de las empresas estatales de manera
fraudulenta y corrupta. Durante su gestión como
gobernador de la provincia de Buenos Aires los índices
de desempleo alcanzaron cifras récords. ¿Podría ser
posible que este mismo individuo saque al país de la
crisis? Su propuesta económica va dirigida a pagar la
deuda externa y perpe-tuar el modelo neoliberal
haciendo algunos cambios de forma, sin cambios de
fondo. 

Los únicos capaces de gestar una salida a esta crisis,
son las organizaciones comunitarias y laborales, los
jóvenes, los abuelos, las madres (entre ellas las Madres
de los desaparecidos) que han dicho que se mantendrán
vigilantes ante cada medida del nuevo presidente y se
opondrán al pago de la deuda externa y a un sistema
dirigido por banqueros y políticos corruptos. 

Una de las organizaciones más activas y eficaces en la
Argentina de los noventa y de esta década, son los
piqueteros. Para entender el poder de los piqueteros, o

desocupados organizados en acción directa, hay que
tener en cuenta dos cifras. Una, Argentina tiene el récord
mundial de concentración de obreros industriales de-
socupados; y otra, Argentina tiene la mayor cantidad de
obreros desocupados organizados y participando en
demostraciones y piquetes. Su forma principal de lucha
en reclamo de fuentes de trabajo y ayuda estatal de
subsistencia, es el corte de rutas y la interrupción del
tráfico. En ocasiones, el gobierno los ha reprimido
brutalmente, pero en general, negocia con ellos porque
teme que si los enfrentamientos se prolongan una gran
cantidad de gente de las poblaciones pobres se sume a la
lucha. Sus demostraciones han sido altamente eficaces,
especialmente, las de julio y agosto del año pasado, que
culminaron con una jornada de paro general y marcha de
más de cien mil personas en Buenos Aires junto a la CTA
(Central de Trabajadores Argentinos) y otros gremios.
Ellos iniciaron el clima insurreccional, movilizando a
cientos de miles de personas en todo el país en contra del
modelo económico impuesto por el FMI y la banca
mundial. Su método de negociación es directo, los
representantes negocian desde el piquete en consulta
directa con la base. Y éste es, justamente, el método
usado en las jornadas de protesta… “No nos vamos hasta
que renuncie el gobierno” y el gobierno renunció…”

Un poco de historia argentina…
El principio de los males fue el Golpe de Estado de

1976. Los militares argentinos en representación de las
clases dominantes instauraron un regimen criminal que
para implementar el actual sistema de corrupción
bancaria e industrial eliminó sistemáticamente toda
oposición política. Una de las principales medidas
económicas fue la “nacionalización” de las deudas de las
empresas privadas. Para poder hacerlo, instituyeron el
terrorismo de estado: mataron, torturaron y encarcelaron
a millares de activistas. Iniciaron el método de terror
conocido como “Desapariciones”: Treinta mil personas
fueron ilegalmente detenidas por fuerzas de seguridad,
llevadas a centros de detención, sometidas a torturas
brutales y asesinadas. 

La derrota militar en la Guerra de Malvina, forzó el
llamado a elecciones. Pero la vuelta a la democracia, en
diciembre de 1983, no cambió nada. Raúl Alfonsín y los
sucesivos presidentes, Carlos Menem y finalmente,
Fernando de la Rúa, y sus ministros de economía go-
bernaron según los lineamientos del Fondo Monetario
Internacional y la banca mundial. Los lineamientos
económicos iniciados por la dictadura militar argentina y
continuada por los gobiernos democráticos consistió en
crear una enorme deuda externa y al mismo tiempo
destruir la industria nacional y rematar las empresas
estatales. El dinero que pidieron prestado en nombre de
A rgentina, fue a pagar las deudas de las grandes
empresas que se habían declarado en “quiebra.” No
existía un nombre para este fenómeno, los economistas
lo bautizaron “El suicidio argentino.”

LA CRISIS 
ARGENTINA

RESISTENCIA

NIÑOS ARGENTINOS en protesta.

I N D E P E N D E N T E



PASAJEDE UNA INTERVENCIÓNDE IRMA CARMARGO

TRANSCRIPCIÓN DE SILVIA ARANA

Irma Camargo: (abogada de derechos humanos,
originaria de Panamá) Voy a hablar sobre mis
calificaciones para hablar sobre terrorismo y violaciones
de derechos humanos. Mis derechos humanos fueron
violados desde el momento en que nací. Èsa es una de las
razones porque las que ahora soy una abogada de
derechos humanos y derecho internacional. El día que
nací, según recuerda mi madre, hasta el hospital llegaban
los gases lacrimógenos que usaban las fuerzas de EE.UU.
para reprimir a los estudiantes que trataban de poner la
bandera nacional en la zona del Canal. Mi propios
recuerdos sobre guerra biológica se refieren a mi
situación de víctima de los gases lacrimógenos usados por
EE.UU. para reprimir a los activistas panameños que
reclamaban soberanía sobre el Canal. Mi propia
experiencia personal me califica para hablar de

terrorismo. El 11 de septiembre tiene mucha importancia
para mí porque es la fecha del golpe de estado en Chile.
Uno de los responsables de este sangriento golpe de
estado y de la muerte de Salvador Allende, vive aquí en
Nueva York, su nombre es Henry Kissinger. Fue penoso,
verlo los otros días hablando sobre terrorismo a niños de
Nueva York. Pensé, claro, él como terrorista debería ser
capaz de identificar a otro terrorista. En lugar de ser
juzgado por un Tribunal Internacional, está opinando
sobre te-rrorismo. Mientras tanto, el presidente Bush
lanza una campaña mundial contra los que él llama
terroristas. Con tantos terroristas que viven aquí, en
Washington, en Vi rginia, tan cerca de su oficina, como
Colin Powell -el organizador de la invasión a Panamá, él
que decidió que no quería gastar en bolsas plásticas para
envolver los cuerpos… Por eso, el 11 de septiembre me
sentí impactada al ver las torres destruidas y todo lo que
había pasado. Pero después de haber visto la devastación

de tantos países, Haití, Nicaragua, El Salvador, pude ver
las cosas desde otra perspectiva, no pude dejar de pensar
que al menos en Nueva York hubo un ataque localizado,
no había bombas cayendo por el resto de la ciudad, ni
agentes secretos siguiendo a los familiares de las víctimas
como en Irlanda del Norte… Muchos latinos sabemos lo
que significa sufrir un ataque terrorista. La mayoría de
nosotros recuerda la primera vez que fue atacado. Nunca
me voy a olvidar de cuando era niña, en 1968, y vivía en
la finca con mi abuelo. Un día llegaron líderes obreros y
estudiantiles corriendo hacia nuestra finca tratando de
salvar sus vidas. Esa es la primera vez que vi una M16…
Los eventos del 11 de septiembre son crímenes,
indudablemente, pero no son actos de guerra. Me
preocupa que la actual definición de terrorista sea “una
persona de otro país...”.

Muchas gracias a Ryme Katkhouda y a Miguel
Maldonado. Visite www.wbaix.org.

PO R SE BA S T I Á N HAC H E R

I M C - AR G E N T I NA

Cuando todavía eran las once de la
noche, y caminábamos por Av. San Juan a
la altura de Boedo, ya se escuchaban
algunas cacerolas golpetear contra los
balcones. Los coches pasaban tocando la
bocina y allá adelante, a un par de
cuadras, algunas familias habían cortado
un trozo de la avenida. Nos dirigíamos al
Congreso, lugar donde la gente se había,
por propia decisión, autoconvocado. 

Ahora estabamos ahí, y éramos miles.
Otra vez las cacerolas, la escalinata
copada de gente, las familias enteras
protestando y haciendo ruido. ¿Que
pedían? Que se vaya Grosso del gobierno,
que renuncie la Corte Suprema, que
devuelvan los depósitos. Pero también
más que eso. El problema no se va a
resolver con una o dos renuncias, o con
una elección. La consigna “Que se vayan
todos, que no quede ni uno solo” fue la
más cantada. 

El rumor empezó a correr y se
convirtió en canto: “El pueblo va a la
Plaza. Nadie nos va a sacar”. Una
columna espontánea, de miles, avanza
decidida por la Av. de Mayo. Nunca antes,
ninguna manifestación había podido ir
hasta la Casa Rosada. Sigue llegando
gente. Llegan las madres y los
motoqueros, envueltos en una gran
ovación. 

Primero saltó un fotógrafo. Después
un abuelo dijo que él quería entrar por la
fuerza para hablar con el Presidente.
Luego, los jóvenes. Las vallas cedieron
enseguida. La policía se replegó a un
costado. Y allí estabamos, frente a las
puertas de la Casa Rosada, que ya no
tenía nada de sagrado. Vimos caras de
emoción, caras de sorpresa, curiosos que
miraban de un poco más atrás y que
avanzaban para darse el gusto de tocarla,
de sentirla suya. Algunos bailaban de
alegría. 

Corrió la noticia de la renuncia de
Grosso. Se enardecieron los ánimos. Que
se vayan todos; desde Moyano, hasta los
radicales, pasando por Menem y

Rodríguez Saa. “Sin peronistas, sin
radicales vamos a vivir mejor”. 

Para presentar la posterior carga como
defensa propia, se enviaron dos policías
para “disuadir” a toda la multitud. Como
por supuesto no fue disuadida,
comenzaron los gases y las balas de goma.
La masa de gente se echó a correr por
Diagonal Norte y Av. de Mayo, en
dirección al Congreso.

En la Plaza, en la puerta misma de la
Casa Rosada, un grupo importante de
jóvenes aguantaba. La resistencia y la
represión fueron duras, y por más de
media hora la plaza estuvo disputada.
Barricadas, piedras y hasta cacerolas
sirvieron de defensa para los
manifestantes que, se notaba, no estaban
preparados para la represión Por Av. de
Mayo se levantaba barricadas. Algunos se
d e s c a rgaron con los bancos, carteles,
paradas de colectivo. 

Frente al Congreso, en las escalinatas,
vemos fuego. Los más decididos entran y
sacan objetos para alimentarlo hasta que se
convierte en una gran fogata. Sacan un
busto, y alguien grita que no lo tiren. La
gente forcejea por él, hasta que un
manifestante lo lleva y ceremonialmente lo
arroja a las llamas. De nuevo empiezan los

gases. Parece que también viene el hidrante.
La gente retrocede. Un grupo de jóvenes
hace el aguante. Nos vamos por Callao,
unos metros corriendo, pero enseguida
andando. Correr le da el gusto a los policías,
los agranda, nos desorganiza. El grito de no
correr se generaliza. Hacemos fogatas,
pequeñas barricadas. Otros siguen,
ensañados, contra los bancos. 

La policía avanza sobre nosotros. El
aire se vuelve irrespirable, y en un
segundo aparecen desde todas las
esquinas. Doblamos, no queda otra.
Vamos por calles oscuras y en cada
esquina aparecen camionetas, gases y
coches de civil con balas de goma. Es una
emboscada. No hay posibilidad de
refugiarse y la resistencia es difícil de
o rg a n i z a r. Cada uno tira lo que puede para
entorpecer el paso de la policía. Quedamos
un grupo reducido encerrados en una
cuadra. Parece que vamos a perder. 

Varios coches que pasan por ahí nos
rescatan. El sol comienza a mostrarse y
los teléfonos suenan para saber cómo
estamos todos. Las noticias hablan de tres
detenidos. Pero a media hora de haber
terminado todo es difícil saberlo. Parece
que la historia no da respiro. No le demos
respiro a ella

PERSPECTIVAS UN JARDÍN DEL
BRONX EVITA SER
DEMOLIDO

El jardín comunitario Cabo Rojo del
B ronx, en la esquina de la calle 159
con Courtland, permanece intacto gra-
cias a sus defensores que llevan dos
meses acampando en él para evitar su
demolición. 

Cabo Rojo fue creado hace cuatr o
años por Luís Rodríguez — fundador de
otros tres jardines comunitarios que ya
han sido destruidos — tras firmar un
acuerdo con Green Thumb, una organi-
zación con más de 400 jardines comuni-
tarios protegidos según un mandamiento
judicial. El pasado noviembre, el ayun -
tamiento informó que debido a un error
burocrático, Cabo Rojo no pertenece a
Green Thumb y por lo tanto puede ser
demolido. Los activistas han decorado el
jardín con pancartas y objetos vistosos y
han decidido desobediencia civil en caso
de que se presenten las excavadoras.

“Este terreno es para mí la verdadera
revolución” dijo Aresh Javadi de la coali-
ción More Gardens. “Esta tierra se la
robaron a los indígenas americanos para
ser vendida. Ahora la estamos recu-
perando semilla a semilla.”

CHARAS HA SIDO
DESAHUCIADO

Los tres años de lucha para salvar el
centro de CHARAS/El Barrio, en el 605
Este de la calle 9, finalizaron el 27 de
diciembre con la intervención de un
grupo de 30 policías antidisturbios. En
ella, siete activistas fueron ar restados. 

CHARAS había sido durante mucho
tiempo un centro para artistas y activistas
del Lower East Side. En agosto de 1998,
el ayuntamiento malvendió este edificio
de cinco pisos por $3,15 a la promotora
inmobiliaria de Greg Singer. Tras una
constante lucha legal, CHARAS perdió
toda esperanza cuando el 18 de diciem-
bre un tribunal estatal ordenó a la juez
Sara Lee Evans que no les concediera
otra suspensión de la sentencia de desa-
lojamiento.

Actualmente, CHARAS está buscando
otra sede. 

LA REBELION DEL CACEROLAZO

WBAI: DEBATE EN EL NUYORICAN  

UN JOVEN MUESTRA su descontento en las calles de Buenos Aires.



F I R S T P E R S O N
BEHIND THE TIMES
ONE MAN’S TALE OF LIFE AT THE NEW YORK TIMES
BY DONALD PANETH

I went to work at The New York Times as a copy boy
57 years ago. I was 17 years old.

1944, June. Allied Forces had crossed the English
Channel, attacked German coastal defenses, and invaded
France. War dispatches, photographs, maps appeared
each morning in the Times.

I loved the newspaper business, and the life of the city
room, its excitement and urgency.

The Times’ city room was enormous, a block wide.
Across the room arranged in long rows were the desks of
the reporters on the city staff. I worked on the city desk.
I answered the phones, went for coffee, ran copy.

The city editor, David H. Joseph, wore a Phi Beta
Kappa key on his vest, and carried a walking stick.

A distinguished feature writer danced across the tops
of the desks. Ariel in the city room. And he was gentle.
And he was homely, which made him all the more love-
able. Meyer Berger.

Harriet Barrett was on rewrite. Harriet wore a skirt,
and sat with her feet propped up competently on her desk.

War correspondents passed through the city room on
their way to and from the battlefronts.

I advanced within two years to clerk, news assistant,
reporter. I worked at the United Nations, on general
assignment, in the Bronx police district. 

The war ended.
In the months immediately following the end of the war,

the international alignment of nations changed abruptly. I
remember that the change surprised the hell out of me.

The policy of cooperation between the wartime allies,
the Big Five, the countries that had established the U.N.,
fell apart. The Soviet Union became an adversary. On
March 5, 1946, Winston Churchill urged a U.S.-British
alliance against the U.S.S.R. Later that March, the con-
tinued presence of Soviet troops in Iran despite a treaty
obligation to remove them ignited an international crisis.

The Times did not consider that the rise of volatile dis-
agreements between the victors was the central question.
The Soviet Union had become a dangerous, expansionist
enemy, representing the dogma of communism. Western
containment of the Soviet Union and the spreading influ-
ence of communism became the major question in the
post-war era, the only question.

The Times — and playing follow the leader, the
American press — straitjacketed itself and its readers. It
supported the National 

Security Act of l947, which required loyalty oaths
from 2,200,000 executive branch employees. It went
along with the political trials of American Communist
Party leaders; of 10 Hollywood executives and screen-
writers who refused to tell the House Un-American
Activities Committee whether they were or were not
communists; and most particularly, in l949-l950, of for-
mer State Department official Alger Hiss, which set the
stage for the McCarthy era.

The Times’ principles of objectivity, accuracy, and
balance wilted. While sometimes straddling the fence on
an issue, it endorsed the overall anti-communist line,
proved hospitable to U.S. government initiatives, and
was respectful of authority — the president, congress-
men, business and industrial leaders, generals, clergy,
foreign heads of state (allied and useful).

From 1950 to 1954, Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, R-
Wisc., made headlines with ferocious attacks on senators

who opposed him, State Department officials and
experts, Secretary of State Dean Acheson, Gen. George
C. Marshall, subversives and communist “dupes” every-
where. McCarthy with his infamous expanding and con-
tracting lists of communists in government, his allega-
tions never substantiated.

The Times did a balancing act. It reported straight
every misleading thing McCarthy said, while it pub-
lished editorials denouncing his methods. (James
Aronson, in his book, The Press and the Cold War, pro-
vides an excellent account of that tragic period.)

Along came the disruption and overthrow of constitu-
tional governments in Iran (l953), Guatemala (l954),
Indonesia (l965), Chile (1973). The Times asked no ques-
tions, did no digging. Decades later, in some cases, the
interventions were revealed to have been run by the
Central Intelligence Agency.

Economically, the Times flourished. It grew to be one
of the largest mass media conglomerates in America. Its
annual net income rose steadily. In 2000, its gross oper-
ating revenues were $3,489,455,000, yielding a net
income of $397,536,000.

And today, it very frequently speaks in a magisterial or
sanctimonious tone. It genuflects to power. It floats gov-
ernment trial balloons. It resembles a semi-official org a n .

The Times breaks the news into acceptable, decorous
units.

It follows the news, anticipates nothing. It presents
each crisis, each catastrophe, each cataclysm as a singu-
lar event, related to nothing that preceded it.

It offers routine coverage of a breaking story — that
is, it covers the story blanket-fashion, lead story, side-
bars, pages of details, photographs, diagrams, maps —
sketchy analysis, no unconventional thinking. If there
was no major story on a given day, attention was direct-
ed to two or three continuing stories, recently, the econ-
omy, missile defense, Israel, and since Sept. 11, 2001,
terrorism, Afghanistan, anthrax, while other miscella-
neous stories filled out the news budget.

It covers “soft” news abundantly — fashion, house
furnishings, popular science, computers, automobiles,
dining out.

Its front-page motto, “All the News That’s Fit to
Print,” displays a convenient ambivalence, a business-
like equivocalness. Under that legend, it omits a great
deal of importance.

Certain awesome stories — the federal budget, arms
and disarmament, nuclear power and toxic wastes, world
population growth and food distribution, tropical disease
control, world refugees, international trade and com-
modities — are covered with little scrutiny and no depth
in the Times.

For example, the federal budget is a perfect subject
for dissection. How is the money actually spent? How
well does the General Accounting Office keep track of
budget appropriations and expenditures? If the budget
and the documents relating to it were analyzed and trans-
lated from a language that at present may be understood
only by experts into something that anyone could read,
much would be learned about government operations.

During the past 50 years, the World Bank and the
International Monetary Fund have ravaged the
economies and societies of “developing” countries. With
the exception of U.S. favorites South Korea, Singapore,
Taiwan, the developing countries have not developed;

they have been suppressed, exploited and recolonialized
by Western policies, World Bank and IMF practices. The
Times has never scrutinized that circumstance.

Nor has the Times ever conducted an appraisal of the
long-term effects of McCarthyism and the related growth
and activities of the Christian Right on American inter-
national, political and intellectual life.

Nor has it undertaken an independent investigation of
organized crime, its spread and significance, its power.

Nor has it looked at the possible uses of computer pro-
grams on election night to manipulate, bring about and
announce desired election results through the reports of
the Voter News Service.

The Times cannot acknowledge or examine situations
that do not fit in with its self-image as an American insti-
tution and the myths it promulgates in editorials about
America (“Seeing a new administration go through the
rituals of cabinet appointments and inauguration plan-
ning had brought, as it ought to, a calming sense of reas-
surance,” Jan. 1, 2001; “one of the critical steps in the
evolution of Labor Day was balancing the class defiance,
even the potential violence, of some forms of trade
unionism with the patriotism and the conciliatory spirit
of others,” Sept. 3, 2001).

The Ti m e s maintains its equanimity. Its editorials are
discreetly written, enabling it to take a philosophical
stance of on the one and on the other hand, while a miser-
able situation descends into violence and terrible suff e r i n g .

I left the Times many years ago. I worked for other
papers, contributed to periodicals, wrote and edited
books, taught university, joined the U.N. Secretariat.

The Times’ coverage and interpretation of events dete-
riorated prejudicially after World War II, causing grave
injury to the public’s knowledge and understanding of
those events. Today, it presents one-sided, jingoistic cov-
erage that devastates the national and international well-
being that it purports to defend.

With the monolithic support of the print and electron-
ic media, we are fighting a series of never-ending wars.
We are achieving nothing. We are destroying ourselves
with every bomb we drop.

Donald Paneth is a New York journalist,
author, editor and teacher.

WANT TO JOIN THE INDYMEDIA 
REVOLUTION BUT AREN’T SURE HOW?

The NYC-IMC Print Team will be holding its fourth
free, all-day community reporting workshop at
our office on Saturday, Feb. 16, from 1-6 p.m.
We will review the basics of journalism and then
explore lead writing, interviewing, story research
and how to develop news and human interest sto-
ries. There will be lots of hands-on exerc i s e s
and small discussion groups for people to give
each other feedback. Prepare to do lots of writ-
ing. 

RSVP AT 212-684-8112 OR 
IMC-NYC-PRINT@INDYMEDIA.ORG.

COMMUNITY REPORTING
WORKSHOP


