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By Chris Hedges

MEXICO CITY—There are two ways 
to confront global capitalism. There 
are mass movements, especially 

strikes, which disrupt commerce and gov-
ernment to force the ruling class to create 
systems of justice and equality—albeit ones 
where capitalists retain significant power.

The National Coordinator of Education 
Workers in Mexico (CNTE)—a grassroots 
union created in 1979 by dissident teach-
ers—is currently attempting this in Mex-
ico. It announced that if its demands for sal-
ary increases and job security are not met 
it will occupy public spaces and shut down 
the World Cup soccer matches scheduled to 
take place later this month in Mexico City.

When the teachers went on strike in the 
Mexican city of Oaxaca in 2006, follow-
ing the incarceration and disappearances of 
union leaders, police fired on the protesters. 
The community rose up and drove the po-
lice out of the city. Oaxaca established an 
autonomous anarchist commune for sev-
eral months. Although the commune was 
ultimately crushed by the Mexican govern-
ment, the uprising spawned popular assem-
blies, independent media and empowered 
indigenous communities.

The second way to destroy capitalism is 
through the nationalization of industries and 
banks and the seizure of capitalist assets. 
This radical route entails, as in the Russian 
or Cuban revolutions, violence. Capitalists 
do not part with their monopolies on wealth 
and power peacefully. They orchestrate se-
vere state and vigilante violence. They in-
stall dictators and fascists who abolish civil 
liberties, carry out mass arrests and crimi-
nalize even the most tepid forms of dissent.

Accommodating capitalists and their in-
stitutions, even with high taxation, regula-

tion, strong labor laws and a prohibition of 
monopolies, means living amid a hostile 
force. It is a matter of time before this hos-
tile force organizes to dismantle the social 
democratic state as happened in Sweden, 
Britain and Salvador Allende’s Chile.

Liberalism, which Rosa Luxemburg 
called by its more appropriate name, “op-
portunism”—is an integral component of 
capitalism. Liberalism ameliorates capital-
ism’s excesses. But capitalism, Luxemburg 
argued, is an enemy that can never be ap-
peased. Liberal reforms blunt resistance, 
but later, when things grow quiet, are re-
voked. The last century of labor struggles 
in the United States provides a case study of 
Luxemburg’s observation.

Luxemburg also knew that socialism and 
imperialism were incompatible. Imperial-
ism, which empowers a war machine de-
signed to enrich arms merchants and global 
capitalists, is accompanied by a poisonous 
ideology—what social critic Dwight Mac-
donald in his 1946 essay “The Root Is Man” 
calls the “psychosis of permanent war”—
which makes socialism impossible.

The psychosis of permanent war results, 
as it has in the U.S., in the curtailing of civil 
liberties and punishing economic austerity. 
Dissent is equated with treason. State power 
serves the dictates of empire rather than de-
mocracy, which devolves into farce, or in 
our case, a tawdry reality show.

The rollback of the New Deal, the closest 

we came to a social democracy, began in the 
mid-1940s. Cold War anti-communism and 
corporate opposition converged to make 
war on organized labor and the New Deal 
left. This assault culminated in the Second 
Red Scare.

In 1947, President Harry Truman’s Ex-
ecutive Order 9835 launched loyalty in-
vestigations that purged the left, including 
public-sector workers and union allies. That 
same year, the Taft-Hartley Act directly tar-
geted organized labor by restricting strikes, 
secondary boycotts and union security 
agreements and by requiring union officers 
to sign anti-communist affidavits.

The left fell victim to what the historian 

By Laura Flanders

The workers who built Britain’s war-
planes in 1976 had a problem. Their 
factory was about to close. Instead 

of conceding to a “downsizing,” they did 
something radical: they drew up a plan. 
Not a grievance or a strike notice, a plan; 
150 products their hands and minds could 
make instead of fighter jets: solar panels, 
kidney dialysis machines, vehicles for 
people with disabilities, electric buses. 

“Socially useful work,” they called it. It 
became known as the Lucas Plan.

Nobody in power listened—with one 
significant exception. Tony Benn, then 
Energy Secretary in the Labour govern-
ment, didn’t just listen. He was the one 
who issued the challenge: if closure is 
coming, what’s your alternative? He gave 
the workers the prompt that produced the 
plan and then watched as the Treasury, 
the corporate interests threaded through a 

We Face a Choice: Tyranny or Revolution

From the 1926 General  
Strike to Mamdani on  
May Day in New York
Why workers keep turning to history

General Strike Commemoration march. Photo: Stanley Flanders Arlidge
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Anger and Tears

A polite way to begin would be to ac-
knowledge that a lot of people have a 
lot of reasons for being angry today 

… and I usually would.
But I can’t be polite right now. I am 

so livid fucking OUTRAGED AT THIS 
GODDAMN SYSTEM!! There aren’t 
fonts and CAPS big enough to scream 
loud enough. And right this moment 
here’s why.

A couple hours ago I was headed down 
I-75 South through Toledo to a medical 
appointment at our local V.A. For four 
years in my youth I was a hospital corps-
man, unloading stretchers with broken 
bits of humanity off medevac flights for 
the Great Lakes Naval Hospital.

Today, traffic was moving at the usual 
60++ mph … 18 wheeler in the next lane..
vehicles ahead at the usual freeway dis-
tance. From out of absolutely nofucking-
where appeared a mother mallard duck 
and her chicks. How they made it across 
two lanes of traffic is unfathomable … but 
there they were.

In that split second that slows waaay 
down, I saw that mother duck look back 
at her babies being thrown into the air and 
obliterated behind her … and I ran over 
her … felt her bounce beneath my car.

As I swallowed a scream, automatic 
driving kicked in briefly until I could pull 
over to stop. No way I could keep going. 

Sobbing in the breakdown lane I knew I 
had to go back to see if anyone survived. 
Drove to the next exit, circled north, ex-
ited again so I could reenter southbound, 
looking carefully for a pile of feathers … 
and quickly found them.

Stopped, got out, walked back in the 
breakdown lane with 4 lanes of interstate 
traffic roaring towards me. After 50 feet, 
I saw something in the litter and dirt that 
looked like it was a leaf, but I kept walk-
ing and by god … it was a baby duckling.

I picked it up, crying my eyes out and 
held it to my chest back to the car. Exited 
75 and drove home, cradling the peeping 
ball of fluff.

“Fluff,” as the duckling will be known 
for the next 16 hours until I get it to Na-
ture’s Nursery in the morning, is now in a 
box on our bed, sleeping on a t-shirt with 
a shot glass of water wedged in a corner, 
all wrapped in an electric blanket to keep 
it at the recommended 90 degrees.

You may well say, “OK, a sad story in-
deed. But lots of people accidentally run 
over lots of animals on lots of highways 
every hour. So why scream at capitalist 
America?” My friend, I’ll tell you why.

That horrid experience killing a mal-
lard mom and seeing her babies blown to 
bits was one brief example of fear, suffer-
ing and death out of thousands on high-
ways today. AND WE ACCEPT IT AS 
PART OF THE PRICE of hauling our 
sorry asses from point A to point B, day 
after day. Just like we accept the millions 
of slaughtered deer, the smashed rac-
coons, possums, squirrels, frogs, birds, 
cats and dogs and all the wounded every-
bodies who crawl away to suffer and die 
out of sight, around the clock, as part of 
the price for our national transportation 
system.

Of course, here in America we’re used 
to it. We shed the occasional tear as we 
drive … perhaps. But it’s just what hap-
pens. It can’t be helped.

Billions, I mean BILLIONS of people 
around the world don’t have to mix mo-
bility and mayhem. We do because good 
old ’Merican capitalism, this time in 
the Highway Lobby, shoved it down our 
throats and made us pay for it—with tril-
lions of tax dollars, poisoned air, dead and 
crippled people and animals. This brief 
essay isn’t going to explain how, but if you 
truly want to know you’ll spend 56 min-
utes with the documentary Taken For A 
Ride and find out.

Last summer I went to New York City 
to join the 40-day Veterans & Allies Fast 
for Gaza. We witnessed daily in front of 

the U.S. Mission to the U.N. on First Av-
enue in Manhattan. Around the country 
and in a few others, 800 people joined 
us. We did what we could, but the Em-
pire, McDonnell-Douglas, Boeing, Palan-
tir and the rest of the Madmen Arsonists 
made damn sure the U.S./Israel genocidal 
starvation, incineration, dehydration and 
abomination continued in Palestine, as it 
does today … not to mention how many 
thousands more in Iran and Lebanon. 
Where hundreds of thousands of moth-
ers have looked back at their babies being 
blown into the air and obliterated.

While I was in New York, I saw how 
millions of people can go to work, shop 
and play without having to drive two tons 
of toxic waste down a highway every day. 
It can be done. It works. But it doesn’t 
make enough money for the elites run-

ning the Highway Lobby.
Just as universal health care doesn’t 

make enough money for the insurance in-
dustry.

Just as humane, sustainable agriculture 
doesn’t make enough money for Big Ag.

Just as we can’t afford humane educa-
tion to teach young people critical think-
ing so they can grow to aware citizens 
and not just working cogs, consumers and 
taxpayers.

All the while we extort trillions of dol-
lars from our people and levy untold costs 
on the planet EVERY YEAR to feed the 
Giant Maw of Militarism.

All of those things anger me, eat at me—
and millions of good people—every single 
day. It’s just that today a mother duck and 
her babies threw it right in my face. 

—Mike Ferner

Prayer To The 
Road Kills
By Doug Rawlings

To those who freeze
before our tons of rolled steel
 and prehensile thumbs

 To those instinctual followers
 of ill-fated paths to home

To those who leave
their intestines to glisten
in our tail light glow

We ask forgiveness

Forgive us
these past 2,000 years
of grafting mind to wheel
of thinking time was ours
to steal
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By Mike Hastie

More Viet Nam veterans have committed 
suicide than were killed in Viet Nam. This 
figure keeps going up, because of the 
many U.S. wars after Viet Nam, which 
trigger these suicides. 

Over 200,000 Viet Nam veterans have 
died from exposure to Agent Orange. 
“Countless” Viet Nam veterans have died 
from alcoholism and drug addiction. 

The Pentagon Papers exposed the 
unfathomable Lies of the American War 
in Viet Nam. 

Secretary of Defense Robert McNamara, 
who was considered the architect of the 
Viet Nam War, stated in his memoir In 
Retrospect, published in 1995: “I knew 
the War was Unwinnable, and I knew it 

as early as 1965.” He continued to lie to 
President Johnson, he lied to Congress, 
he lied to the press, and he lied to the 
American people. 

Can you imagine how many more 
thousands of U.S. soldiers had to die in 
Viet Nam after 1965? Can you imagine 
how many more millions of Vietnamese 
had to die after 1965? Can you imagine 
how many thousands of people had to die 
in Laos and Cambodia after 1965?

“The Domino Effect” was a driving force 
behind U.S. engagement in the Viet Nam 
War. It was a Total Lie of propaganda. 

“The Wall is like a character in a play, 
whose silence makes all the other 
characters speak.”—William Broyles Jr. 
Viet Nam Veteran 

The photograph above was taken by me 
in 1986. I took several pictures of her 
before she finally stepped up next to the 
names, lowered her arms, bowed her 
head slightly, and closed her eyes. The 

helicopter picture was taken by me in 
Viet Nam.

Mike Hastie was an Army Medic during 
the American War in Viet Nam.

Ellen Schrecker, in “Many Are the Crimes: 
McCarthyism in America,” calls “the most 
widespread and longest lasting wave of po-
litical repression in American history.”

“In order to eliminate the alleged threat 
of domestic Communism, a broad coali-
tion of politicians, bureaucrats, and other 
anticommunist activists hounded an en-
tire generation of radicals and their asso-
ciates, destroying lives, careers, and all 
the institutions that offered a left-wing al-
ternative to mainstream politics and cul-
ture,” Schrecker writes.

This crusade, she goes on, “used all the 
power of the state to turn dissent into dis-
loyalty and, in the process, drastically nar-
rowed the spectrum of acceptable political 
debate.”

The witch hunts silenced communists, 
socialists, anarchists, pacifists and all those 
who denounced the abuses of empire and 
capitalism. The “anti-red” actions dealt 
devastating blows to the political health 
of the country. The radicals spoke the lan-
guage of class war. They understood that 
Wall Street and the billionaire class are the 
enemy. They offered a broad social vision 
that allowed even the non-communist left to 
make sense of the predatory nature of capi-
talism. But once the radicals were purged, 
once the liberal class took government-im-
posed loyalty oaths and collaborated in the 
witch hunts for phantom communist agents, 
we were robbed of the ability to make sense 
of our struggle. We lost our voice. We were 
integrated into the corporate structures we 
should have been dismantling.

The ruling class justifies its pillage with 
the ideology of neoliberalism. Neoliberal-
ism, as David Harvey points out, “had lim-
ited effectiveness as an engine for economic 
growth” but is successful as “a project to re-
store class dominance.” It transfers wealth 
upwards. It consolidates power in the hands 
of the billionaire class. It is an updated ver-
sion of the divine right of kings.

Deindustrialization, turbocharged under 

Bill Clinton, sent industries overseas, where 
workers are paid slave wages and lack ben-
efits. Some thirty million mass layoffs in the 
U.S. between 1996 and 2023, according to 
analysis by the Labor Institute, thrust the 
working class into economic misery. Mar-
garet Thatcher and Tony Blair carried out 
the same assaults in Britain.

Ominously, accompanying this deterio-
ration is the blocking of peaceful avenues 
for social change, including the Supreme 
Court’s 2010 Citizens United ruling, 
which effectively turned elections over to 
the billionaire class.

As social inequality has grown, so has 
state repression. We stand on the cusp of 
full-blown authoritarianism and fascism. 
If the Trump administration succeeds in 
rigging or invalidating the midterm elec-
tions, the last possible exit door within the 
political system will be slammed shut.

The evisceration of the rule of law at 
home is accompanied by the evisceration of 
the rule of law abroad. The U.S. Empire is 
a rogue state. It issues bellicose threats to 

all who defy it, braying like a wild animal. 
It carries out “preemptive” wars and im-
poses sanctions on nations that are defiant. 
It assassinates and kidnaps foreign leaders. 
It abducts foreign nationals and transports 
them to black sites where they are tortured 
and sometimes murdered. It uses its navy 
to seize merchant vessels and resell their 
cargo. It bombs nations in open violation of 
international law. It funds and arms Israel 
to carry out genocide. It ignores and humili-
ates its allies and alienates and enrages most 
of the global community.

This mounting oppression, advanced but 

not begun by Trump, means we face two 
stark choices. Tyranny or revolution.

I loathe violence, even when it is exer-
cised in the service of what is seen as a just 
cause. No one escapes its poison. But it is 
the oppressor, not the oppressed, who deter-
mines the mechanisms of resistance.

The numerous revolutions and insur-
gencies I covered, including in El Salva-
dor, Guatemala, Algeria, Bosnia, Kosovo 
and Palestine, saw nonviolent protests met 
with brutal state violence. Resistance move-
ments had no option but to pick up arms.

The nonviolent revolutions I covered in 
Eastern and Central Europe succeeded not 
because they were nonviolent, but because 
the capitalist class benefited from them. The 
capitalists and oligarchs bought up state in-
dustries and assets, as they did after the col-
lapse of the Soviet Union, at prices far be-
low their actual value.

The global capitalists permitted the tran-
sition to power by the African National Con-
gress (ANC) in South Africa if the ANC 
abandoned its Freedom Charter, which 

called for the nationalization of state indus-
tries and land redistribution. South Africa 
today has the highest income inequality in 
the world.

Revolutions that enhance the wealth and 
power of the capitalist class thrive. Revolu-
tions that do not see blood run in the streets.

We also face a dilemma earlier genera-
tions did not—the climate crisis.

The global ruling elites are determined 
to keep us chained to fossil fuels. They are 
determined to commodify and exploit the 
natural world, as well as human beings, to 
expand profit. They are determined to re-

configure our societies, so workers are im-
miserated and shorn of all power while our 
masters live in unparalleled luxury and op-
ulence.

The inevitable breakdown of the climate 
will make larger and larger zones, espe-
cially in the Global South, uninhabitable. 
The waves of climate refugees will become 
a flood. There will, in response, be no limit 
to the industrial violence used by the ruling 
global elites to protect their interests.

The genocide in Gaza is an unequivocal 
message sent from the industrialized na-
tions of the north, which spent billions to 
sustain Israel’s mass slaughter, to a global 
population that subsists on a few dollars 
a day:

‘We don’t care about humanitarian law. 
We don’t care about human rights. Your 
lives mean nothing to us. We will use any 
tool, including genocide, to protect our mo-
nopoly on wealth and power.’

What do we do? How do we resist? Can 
we halt this descent into madness and mass 
death?

Those who live in the climate fortresses 
in the Global North have a material interest 
in this project, although we are all headed 
for extinction. Those in the Global North 
will, I fear, accept a species of totalitarian 
capitalism in exchange for a degree of secu-
rity and stability, however temporary.

But this will not be true in the Global 
South where the ecological crisis and the 
rule of the global capitalist class pose an 
existential threat. The Global South will 
mount insurgencies and revolutions. It will 
replicate its rebellions of the past, some of 
which were successful, and some which 
were crushed.

Revolution, and the possibility of a world 
freed from the iron grip of global capital-
ism, will come from these acts of resistance. 
Let us hope they prevail.

Chris Hedges is a Pulitzer Prize-
winning journalist, Presbyterian minis-
ter, author, and television host. His books 
include America: The Farewell Tour; 
American Fascists: The Christian Right 
and the War on America; and War Is a 
Force That Gives Us Meaning. 

Tyranny or … 
 … continued from page 1

 The witch hunts silenced communists, socialists, 
anarchists, pacifists and all who denounced the 
abuses of empire and capitalism. The ‘anti-red’ 

actions dealt devastating blows to the political health 
of the country. 

The Wall Has Deadly Secrets
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By Tad Stoermer

We teach our children to admire 
precisely the kind of protest for 
which we now arrest people. The 

men we call the Founders shut down Par-
liament’s courts so they could not sit, 
forced its stamp distributors to resign 
their commissions under threat, tore apart 
the houses of its officials in the streets of 
Boston, and finally stood in the road at 
Lexington carrying not placards but flint-
locks. Call it the physics of resistance, the 
plain and unsentimental business of put-
ting your body between abusive power 
and what it means to do.

The standard history files all of it under 
the birth of American liberty, a found-
ing virtue, a building block of the na-
tional character. And there the reverence 
stops, because the conduct that made the 
country is the one thing the country was 
then organized to keep anyone from us-
ing again.

The men who had just won their inde-
pendence understood the danger of their 
own example better than anyone, having 
lived it. What worried them was not a for-
eign enemy but the next set of Americans 
who might look at what the Revolution 
had done and conclude that the lesson was 
repeatable. A great deal of the energy that 
went into the Constitution was an answer 
to that worry. They built a central gov-
ernment strong enough to put down an 
insurrection before it could find its feet, 
and they wrote the means of suppression 
into the document itself. Many of those 
men had been extremists in their day, 
radicals by any measure, and they knew 
it. They had no real objection to extreme 
measures. Their objection was narrower 
and more honest than that, and it was this: 
they objected to extreme measures aimed 
at the order they had just built.

You can clock the speed of the reversal 
by Daniel Shays. In 1786 a few thousand 
farmers in western Massachusetts, veter-
ans of the army that had won the war and 
most of them being foreclosed, shut down 
the courts to stop the judgments against 
them. It was, almost to the gesture, what the 
patriot resistance had done a dozen years 
earlier. This time the men who had led the 
Revolution answered with cannon fire that 
killed four of the farmers at the Springfield 
arsenal, and with a privately financed army 
that ran down the rest, and then they tried 
the leaders for treason and sentenced them 
to hang. The rebels had done nothing the 
patriots had not, and the only thing that had 
changed in the years between was the order 
their defiance now threatened.

The same logic is operating in New-
ark. Inside Delaney Hall, a privately run 
federal detention center, some three hun-
dred of them have been refusing food for 
a week over conditions they are held in, 
conditions that include worms in what 
they are fed. Outside the gates, their fam-
ilies and the people who have come to 
stand with them have been blocking the 
entrances, dragging the barricades down, 
and forming lines across the exits so the 
vehicles cannot leave. ICE has answered 

with pepper spray and batons. The protest 
that physically gets in the way is, predict-
ably, the one that makes the place harder 
to run, which is the whole of the phys-
ics and the entire reason it is now being 
called something other than protest.

The Democratic governor of New Jer-
sey. Mikie Sherrill called for the facility to 
be closed, demanded that its conditions be 
fixed, asked to inspect it herself, and when 
she was refused at the door, sent the state 
Department of Health to try where she 
could not. By her own account she is fight-
ing the administration that runs the place. 
And yet, when the protest outside became 
the kind that actually interferes, she reached 

for Trump’s own vocabulary. She described 
the disruptive demonstrators as national ex-
tremist groups, told the ones who had trav-
eled in from elsewhere that they should go 
home, and reserved her thanks for the pro-
testers who had, in her words, assembled 
peacefully, which is the polite name for the 
ones who change nothing.

Calling protesters extremists and out-
siders is the safe move, and it has been 
the safe move in every one of these epi-
sodes. It is the loyalist move, the one that 
signals fidelity to the existing order, and it 
costs a politician nothing with the people 
in the middle. It may even help, because 
the middle is where the comfortable live, 

the people who already have their rights 
and can afford to be patient about every-
one else’s, the ones who want above all to 
vote for the adult in the room, the figure 
who promises to put order ahead of lib-
erty and to keep the temperature down. 
That instinct was available to the respect-
able Bostonian in 1765 who thought the 
Sons of Liberty had gone too far, and to 
the propertied men of 1787 who slept eas-
ier once Shays was put down, and to the 
Boston gentleman of 1850 who decided 
that returning a man to slavery was the 
tolerable price of union. The same in-
stinct is available now.

Consider the zone itself. Sherrill’s an-

swer to a protest she could no longer ig-
nore was to announce a peaceful, pro-
tected protest zone, a fenced enclosure in 
which people would be permitted to ob-
ject, and to clear everyone else out of the 
way with tear gas and mounted police in 
order to build it. 

Set aside the irony of deploying force 
to establish a space for peaceful expres-
sion. The deeper trouble is the premise, 
because the whole notion of a designated 
zone for the exercise of a constitutional 
right is preposterous on its face. The men 
who shut Parliament’s courts did not fight 
a war to be granted a lot on which to as-
semble. They fought so that the whole 

country would be ground a person could 
stand on and refuse, the pavement in front 
of a detention center emphatically in-
cluded. 

Look at the geometry of the boundary 
and the purpose reads right off it. The 
person holding a sign at the fence is left 
alone, because a sign at the fence changes 
nothing and threatens no one. The person 
standing in the doorway is removed, be-
cause a body in the doorway is the one 
thing in the entire scene with the power to 
slow the operation down. Thoreau called 
that being a counter-friction to stop the 
machine. So the protest allowed to remain 
inside the fence is the one that accom-
plishes nothing, while the protest cleared 
away is the only one with the power to 
change the outcome, which is precisely 
why it has been renamed extremism.

It is an old trick, this turning of the cal-
endar, and it does not require a villain to 
work. Every patriot now carved into the 
national memory was an extremist in his 
moment, and the label came off only be-
cause he interfered and, in the end, won. 
Shays interfered and lost, and so he stays 
a rebel, his name fixed to a rebellion 
rather than a revolution.

The people at the gates of Delaney Hall 
are being sorted into that same category 
in real time, by a governor who says she 
wants the place shut down, before anyone 
can know which way their history will 
run. And the uncomfortable thing, the 
thing the people lowering the temperature 
would prefer no one said out loud, is that 
the protest we are taught to revere and the 
protest we are instructed to fear are the 
same act. The only variable that has ever 
told them apart is whose order was on the 
receiving end.

Originally pubished by Truthout.
Tad Stoermer is a public historian, 

teacher, and author of A Resistance His-
tory of the United States

Protests erupt at New Jersey immigrant jail in support of hunger-striking detainees.

The Physics of Resistance at Delaney Hall

 Every patriot carved into the national  
memory was an extremist in his moment, and  
the label came off only because he interfered  

and, in the end, won. Shays interfered and lost,  
and so he stays a rebel, his name fixed to a  

rebellion rather than a revolution.
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By Doug Rawlings

A veteran of the War of 1812, John 
Burns was 70 years old when the 
Rebels came to Gettysburg on July 

1, 1863. With the sound of gunfire grow-
ing ever louder, Burns took up his flint-
lock musket and joined the fight. A sur-
prised officer with the Pennsylvania 
Bucktails directed Burns to the woods 
near the McPherson Farm where he 
fought throughout the afternoon with 
members of the Iron Brigade until he 
was wounded. Amazingly, the victorious 
Confederates allowed the wounded Burns 
to return home unmolested. After the bat-
tle, photographer Matthew Brady heard 
his story and made this photograph of 
Burns recuperating at his home on Cham-
bersburg Street. When Lincoln came to 
town to make his Gettysburg Address, it 
was John Burns he wished to meet. John 

Burns died in 1872 and is buried in Get-
tysburg’s Evergreen Cemetery.

So, I stumble on to a grainy photograph 
of a Civil War veteran staring into the dis-
tance from his rocking chair porch perch 
and hear the phrase “soldier’s heart” res-
onating through my head and then lo and 
behold here comes his grandson after 
serving in World War One pulling up his 
rocking chair and copping the same stare 
-- let’s call that “shell shock” since all he 
can talk about is those trenches and the ar-
tillery and those rounds walking toward 
him and his buddies and then there’s the 
soft footsteps of his grandson pulling up 
a chair after taking on World War Two 
with its four years of indecision: Europe? 
Africa? Pacific Ocean? Where? Man. he 
looked whooped, really tired, suffering 
from “combat fatigue” I guess, but let’s 
not dwell on him too long for his grandson 
just got back from Vietnam and as he pulls 

up his chair all he can do is mutter about 
them damn gooks coming at him day and 
night and from where? He didn’t know. 
That dude has got some real trauma issues 
-- let’s call it “post-traumatic syndrome” as 
we wait for his grandson to pull up a chair 
a few years later after storming into Iraqi 
homes and wandering through the wilds 

of Afghanistan trying hard not to kill in-
nocent civilians but often failing so he’s 
got some unresolved issues about what’s 
wrong or right -- let’s call that “moral in-
jury.” And now we’ve got drone pilots and 
such dropping death into Iran, so we’ve 
got to figure out a name for that and find a 
rocking chair for those dudes. In the mean-
time, though, if we followed the advice of 
Cheryl Wheeler we might resolve it all -- 
“just take away the guns.” And, I might 
add, let’s get rid of the nation state -- why 
should our grandchildren kill and die for 
some artificial line drawn in the sand by 
some warmonger anxious to make a buck 
or two littering the world with munitions. 
I’d rather save our rocking chairs for the 
joy and comfort of family love.

Doug Rawlings is a Vietnam veteran 
and the author of four collections of po-
ems: Orion Rising, A G.I. Portrait, In the 
Shadow of the Annamese Mountains, and 
A Baker’s Dozen (children’s poems). He 
is a founding member and former poet 
laureate of Veterans For Peace. 

Rocking Chair Blues

War veteran John Burns.

By Mary Anne Grady Flores

Over 30 activists blockaded the entry point to the Ma-
her Terminals of the Port of Newark-Elizabeth, at-
tempting to prevent a shipment of ammunition and 

weapons components to Israel by the vessel ZIM Virginia. 
The activists called for the eviction of the Israeli shipping 
company Zim Integrated Shipping Services (ZIM) and its 
Danish competitor, Maersk—the two primary shipping-
logistics companies responsible for transporting U.S.-
manufactured weapons components to Israel.

Anti-genocide protesters displayed signs and banners 
reading “ZIM and Maersk Ship Genocide and Ecocide,” 
“Block the Bombs,” and “Stop Genocide, Ecocide & De-
portation,” while obstructing the entrance to the termi-
nal with an R.V. and a truck with a boat hitched to its 
carriage. Activists fastened themselves to the vehicles 
and locked themselves to one another using PVC pipes. 
Almost immediately, Port Authority police attempted to 
disperse the activists. The blockade lasted for four hours, 
with ten activists ultimately arrested. The arrestees were 
released Friday afternoon. All were charged with two 
crimes in the third degree—Interference with Transpor-
tation and Resisting Arrest—and two disorderly persons 
offenses: Failure to Disperse and Obstructing Adminis-
tration of Law or Other Governmental Function.

Danny Creamer, one of the arrestees, said: “Weapons 
companies like Zim and Maersk cannot be allowed to 
perpetuate and profit from the violence and genocide 
committed by the United States and its allies. I believe 
every single person has the responsibility to resist the ac-
tions of our government and these corporations, regard-

less of consequence.”
“We blockaded the terminal to stop the U.S. govern-

ment from violating it’s own laws by sending weapons to 
Israel to commit war crimes and genocide” added Mark 
Colville, another of the arrestees.

Friday’s action at the marine terminal followed a 
picket a day earlier at the same location by Port Workers 
and Communities for Palestine, also protesting the am-
munition and weapons shipment to Israel by the vessel 
ZIM Virginia. Anti-genocide activists previously pro-
tested the ZIM Virginia in August 2025—when the ves-
sel was docked in Elizabeth to receive shipments of bul-
lets destined for Israel. Following a successful boycott 
of the ship by Italian port workers in February 2026, the 
Virginia returned to New Jersey and was again protested 
on March 4, 2026.

ZIM left Oakland in 2014 after a campaign of sustained 
community pressure and protest organized by AROC 
(Arab Research and Organizing Center) and honored by 
ILWU (International Longshore and Warehouse Union) 
Local 10 and didn’t return for seven years. When they fi-
nally tried to dock again in 2021, they were turned away.

Operated by the Port Authority of New York and New 
Jersey, the Elizabeth Marine Terminal and the neighbor-
ing Port Newark together form the principal container 
shipping complex for goods entering and leaving the 
New York metropolitan area and the entire Northeast re-
gion of the U.S., additionally serving as the largest point 
of business on the East Coast for both ZIM and Maersk.

A November 2025 report by the Palestinian Youth 
Movement and Progressive International found that “the 
vast majority of all U.S. military sea cargo sold to the Is-
raeli Ministry of Defense (IMOD) passes through a sin-
gle warehouse in Jersey City. Owned by Interglobal For-
warding Services (IFS), this facility handles over 1,000 
tons of IDF-bound military cargo every week,” which it 
transfers to the Port Newark-Elizabeth Marine Terminal 
complex for transport aboard ZIM and Maersk vessels.

Danish shipping giant Maersk is the second largest 
shipping company in the world, while ZIM is the tenth 
largest shipping company as well as the fifth largest 
company in Israel, and is critical to keeping the Israeli 
economy afloat. Combined, the companies deliver thou-
sands of tons of military weapons weekly that are di-
rectly implicated in what Amnesty International, Human 

Rights Watch, the International Association of Genocide 
Scholars, Israel’s own B’Tselem human rights group, 
Doctors Without Borders, and .the U.N. Independent In-
ternational Commission of Inquiry on the Occupied Pal-
estinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, and Israel 
have all concluded is a genocide in progress in Gaza.

ZIM not only ships military cargo to Israel directly re-
sponsible for the killing of Palestinians, Lebanese, and 
Iranians, but also ferries goods of ancillary use includ-
ing food for military contractors and components for Is-
raeli surveillance technology. ZIM CEO and President 
Eli Glickman—a former commanding officer of Shay-
etet 13, Israel’s equivalent to the U.S.’ Navy SEALs—
pledged to deploy all of the company’s vessels, ships, and 
infrastructure to support and expand Israel’s genocidal 
military campaign in Gaza.

A number of arms embargo campaigns across the 
globe have successfully evicted ZIM from ports, but the 
mass flow of weapons continues largely unimpeded. The 
largest shipper of weapons and explosives to Israel re-
mains the federal government itself, via Military Ocean 
Terminal Sunny Point in North Carolina and Dover Air-
port in Delaware.

Originally published by World BEYOND War.
Mary Anne Grady Flores is a mother and peace activ-

ist in Ithaca, NY, who has spent time in jail for protest-
ing drones.

NJ Activists Arrested Blockading 
Israel-Bound Weapons Shipment
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By Greg Palast 

It’s kind of embarrassing. Donald J. 
Trump was my business and character 
reference for my investigations firm, 

Union Associates, when, in the 1980s, I 
applied for government contracts.

But Frank Sinatra put an end to it.
My business partner at the time was 

the brilliant Joel Jacobson, who was on 
the New Jersey Gaming Commission. We 
teamed up to expose white collar crimes 
and fraud. Don’t laugh: the young Donald 
Trump was seen as an honest, progressive 
entrepreneur who would help Joel keep 
the mob out of Atlantic City.

Joel, then decades my senior, was an 
ace journalist, and union leader who 
would become New Jersey’s first Energy 
Commissioner. Joel had real balls: He got 
into a very nasty war with oil companies 
gouging heating customers. He’d also 
served as Chairman of the New Jersey 

Board of Public Utilities, where he body-
blocked electricity rate overcharges—and 
put a stop to a crazy-ass nuclear industry 
scheme to build floating nuclear reactors 
off the Jersey shore! I can’t make this up.

Back to Old Blue Eyes. After Sina-
tra finished a performance at the Trump 
Casino, he liked to play a few hands of 
blackjack. Trump and Jacobson watched 
Sinatra win a hand. Then another. And 
another.

Sinatra was just a bit too lucky for Joel, 
who watched Trump’s dealer slip cards 
out of special deck with a wink and a nod 
from Trump.

“You’re out, Frank,” Joel told Sinatra.
As Joel recounted it, he had Sinatra es-

corted from the casino and informed the 
singer that he will never again perform in 
the Trump Casino, nor any other casino 
in Atlantic City. Ever. He was banned for 
life. (Sinatra claimed he chose not to per-
form in Jersey after that. But, to quote the 

maestro himself, “Fairy tales may come 
true. … ”

Trump was furious at Jacobson for 
bouncing his prize talent.

But Jacobson was the toughest son of 
a bitch you’d ever meet. He stared down 
death threats from Jersey mobsters as well 
as gangsters who tried to take over the 
Teamsters union where he was Trustee.

Our firm was set up to show govern-
ment how to root out racketeers, corpo-
rate conmen, knuckle draggers and other 
scum balls in the gaming and power in-
dustry.

Trump was testing Joel: fix the game 
for Sinatra and the next thing you know 
you’re fixing the casino industry for 
Gambino.

Why am I telling you this? Because I 
want you to know that just one time in 
Donald Trump’s life, someone told him, 
“You’re not getting away with this.”

So, if you’re applying for a job with 
Donald Trump, don’t use my name, and 
certainly don’t use Joel’s.

Joel, who passed away in 1989, left me 
with these words: Bullies only have the 
power we give them.

Waist Deep in the Big Muddy
Hope you all had a Happy May Day 

full of joy and resistance. Here is a photo 
memory of my happiest May Day ever, 
when I was arrested on May 1, 1971 in 
Washington DC. That’s me with too much 
hair staring at the camera while under ar-
rest.

After a night in jail (with 7000 oth-
ers), a cop wanted me to help him fill out 
a phony arrest report (phony because he 
wasn’t the guy who arrested me). So he 

asked, “What did you do that got you ar-
rested?”

I answered, “Nothing. I was just stand-
ing there.” Which was true.

So, the cop asked what, then, was I do-
ing in Washington?

“I’m here to overthrow the govern-
ment!”

And we did. We ended the war in Viet-
nam.

And now when I read the papers I think 
of Pete Seeger singing, 55 years ago, 
“We’re waistdeep in the Big Muddy and 
the big fool says to push on.”

Greg Palast is an investigative jour-
nalist who has reported for The Guard-
ian, BBC Television, and Rolling Stone. 
His books include The Best Democracy 
Money Can Buy and Billionaires and 
Ballot Bandits. 

nominally Labour cabinet, and the institu-
tional gravity of government itself, over-
rode him. The plan was shelved. Many of 
the workers were eventually let go. Benn 
spent the rest of his long political life (one 
of the longest-serving figures in British 
history), radicalized in part by exactly 
that experience: being in the room, hav-
ing power on paper, and losing anyway.

And yet, 50 years later, people are still 
talking about the Lucas Plan. They’re still 
teaching it, still asking: what if?

The Lucas Plan turns 50. The British 
General Strike of 1926 turns 100. And on 
May Day 2026 I stood in the sun, amidst 
Palestinian flags, and yes, even a ham-
mer-and-sickle flag, and watched New 
York City’s Democratic Socialist mayor 
take the stage in Washington Square Park 
and lead the crowd in a chant of “labor 
strong.” Behind him, clear to see and un-
derstand, the words “No War. No ICE. 
No Billionaires.” Mamdani is the city’s 
first sitting mayor to address a May Day 
rally since Fiorello LaGuardia, a man he, 
again, tipped his rhetorical hat to.

Let that land for a moment. LaGuardia. 
The 1930s. Nearly a century.

As it happens, also in Washington 

Square, standing smiling at Mamdani 
yesterday, was historian Peter Linebaugh, 
the author of, among other classics, The 
Incomplete, True, Authentic, and Won-
derful History of May Day.

Later, over dinner, he posed a question 
to the assembled potluck crew: What does 
it mean that we are here again?

Sitting and crowding around, listen-
ing in, were some of the people he was 
alluding to—media makers, labor orga-
nizers, criminal justice reformers, artists, 
and educators. People organizing across 
sectors that the old playbooks said were 
unorganizable; people who those same 
playbooks told us rarely share a room, let 
alone a meal together.

Why does it matter that we keep look-
ing back? Because, as Linebaugh teaches, 
the past keeps showing up, whether or not 
we invite it.

Updating Capital’s Playbook
Capital’s memory is long. The playbook 

used to crush the 1926 General Strike—
divide workers by sector, by race, and 
gender, and nation, to de-legitimize sol-
idarity; use media to frame strikers as 
threats to the public—is recognizable. 
It has been updated, not retired. Union-
busting consultants charge hundreds of 
dollars an hour to deploy strategies with 

century-old roots. The names change. 
The logic doesn’t.

So workers with long memories aren’t 
being nostalgic. They’re being strategic.

The Lucas workers didn’t just want 
to keep their jobs. They wanted to ask a 
question that cuts to the heart of every la-
bor struggle: Who decides what work is 
for? Who decides whom that work serves?

That question didn’t get answered in 
1976. Nor did it get answered in 1926, 
when half a million British workers 
walked off the job in solidarity with min-
ers being told to accept wage cuts and lon-
ger hours. That strike held for nine days 
before the national leadership folded. The 
miners held on for months more. They 
lost. That’s how the history books write it.

But something was learned: about soli-
darity and betrayal and the difference be-
tween a movement and an institution that 
claims to lead one. About what it means 
to have an ally inside the system—and the 
system that ally is up against.

Mamdani’s appearance in Washington 
Square Park was a symbol. Symbols mat-
ter—not because they change material 
conditions on their own, but because they 
tell us something about what’s become 
possible.

What’s possible in 2026 is considerably 
more than it was 20, or even 10 years ago. 
That shift didn’t come from nowhere. It 

came from people who organized when 
it wasn’t popular, who lost campaigns 
but didn’t dissolve their committees, who 
studied what happened in Birmingham 
and Detroit and Port Elizabeth and yes, 
Lucas Aerospace, and who kept asking: 
what would it look like to actually win?

History isn’t a comfort blanket. It’s a 
human-made map, imperfect, incom-
plete, sometimes misleading. The ter-
rain changes, but the questions the Lucas 
workers asked, and the General Strike 
raised about solidarity and power and 
class, aren’t historical curiosities.They’re 
the questions on the table right now, in 
break rooms and union halls and school 
halls, and group chats, wherever people 
are trying to figure out whether this mo-
ment is different, and how they are con-
nected to each other if it is.

Here’s what I keep coming back to: the 
Lucas workers were told their plan was 
impractical. Utopian. Beside the point.

They wrote it down anyway. They 
made 150 prototypes. They showed it was 
possible.

Laura Flanders is an English broad-
cast journalist living in the United States. 
She presents the weekly, long-form inter-
view show The Laura Flanders Show. To 
receive new posts and support her work, 
please consider becoming a paid sub-
scriber to her Substack.

General Strike
 … continued from previous page

Frank Sinatra, Donald Trump and Joel Jacobson
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By Laurie Kirby

Woodstock, NY, is a tiny town with an outsize 
global brand. As the town’s largest employer ap-
proaches its 80th anniversary, we pause for a vi-

gnette of a history that somewhat belies the peace-and-
love associations.

June 28, 1973: Hippies, tourists and assorted pilgrims 
graced the Village Green. And the front page of the 
Ulster County Townsman splashed a photo of the presi-
dent of Woodstock’s largest employer, Rotron, proudly 
receiving a Special Award from Rockwell International, 
maker of the Minuteman nuclear missile.

“Year after year,” the award said, “the Rotron fan has 
performed on the Minuteman missile program without a 
single instance of failure.”

Next to a model of a Minuteman, the award displayed 
a replica of the pirate and slaver Sir Francis Drake’s ship, 
likening Rotron’s contribution toward keeping a Soviet 
attack at bay to Drake’s turning back the Spanish Ar-
mada in 1588.

The early 1970s were a boom time for this mainstay 
of Woodstock’s economy. The Vietnam War and the 
Cold War were raging—Rotron’s Woodstock plant was 
providing “components critical to the success of nearly 
every U.S. military missile program,” as the compa-
ny’s promotional material proudly stated. “Minuteman, 
Poseidon, and Spartan all carry the Rotron logo within 
their shells. Custom-designed Rotron fans are also con-
tained in the Cruise missile and in the Trident [subma-
rine-launched ballistic nuclear missile].”

Six months before Rotron received its Minuteman 
award, its made-in-Woodstock fans had been busy over 
Vietnam in the “Christmas Bombings,” the largest heavy 
bombardments by the U.S. since World War II, with 
heavy civilian casualties. Woodstock’s production lines 
were turning out components for B-52 bombers, B-58s, 
nuclear-armed F-102 and F-106 fighter aircraft, nuclear 
submarines, and tanks.

From its earliest days the company concentrated on 
weapons contracting. In the early 1950s a local paper 
reported: “The Korean emergency [a euphemism at the 
time for the Korean War] … keeps Rotron’s business go-
ing at full tilt.” And another local newspaper shouted: 
“Woodstock Company Expands For War Work.”

Meanwhile (although this only became known in the 
1980s) TCE and other highly toxic byproducts of Ro-
tron’s weapons production were poisoning the ground-
water and wells of neighborhood homes and creating the 
town’s only Superfund site. To this day the poisons re-
main on site, although supposedly contained, and neigh-
bors can’t grow their own vegetables. Two satellite Ro-
tron plants in nearby towns, Olive and Saugerties, also 
left legacies of toxic spills. A reminder that war is bad 
for the environment in every phase.

The Afghanistan and Iraq Wars provided another bo-
nanza for Rotron, now owned by Ametek Inc. And busi-
ness is surely booming just now for the plant, whose pro-
duction is 80% military.

In 2020 the factory completed another in a series of 
expansions for more war work, with the aid of $600,000 
of New York State taxpayer money. (Throughout the 
COVID closures of that year, the factory remained open 
as an “essential business.”)

More recently, the widespread horror at the atroci-
ties in Gaza has focused more attention on companies 
like Rotron that provide the tools of genocide and apart-
heid. While information is scarce, we know that Rotron 
has supplied the Israeli Air Force and Defense Ministry 
directly as well as selling to Israeli war manufacturers 
like IAI and Merkava, and has continued since 2023—

and made-in-Woodstock parts are in all those F-35s and  
F-15s delivering the genocide.

Today, the third generation of Minuteman ICBMs, now 
made by Boeing, still threaten to annihilate us all—and 
still depend on crucial made-in-Woodstock components. 
As do F-16 and F-22 warplanes, Apache and Black Hawk 
attack helicopters, Bradley and Abrams tanks, warships, 
drones, rocket launchers, and the vast communications, 
spying and logistics systems that run modern battlefields.

We don’t mean to imply that Woodstock, or Rotron, or 
Ametek Inc, are unusually evil—on the contrary, we see 
here a microcosm. The tentacles of the military-industrial 
complex reach into every congressional district. What 
if the great skills and the hard work of so many com-
panies’ employees had been devoted to peaceful, green, 
job-creating, infrastructure-strengthening technologies 
rather than machines of destruction and death? What if 
the community could help them make that happen?

Rotron is not the only military contractor in the area. 
The Howmet Fastening Systems plant in nearby Kings-
ton produces, literally, the nuts and bolts (and rivets 
and fasteners) of aviation. The parent company, How-
met Aerospace, boasts that “If it flies, we’re on it.” Like 
Woodstock’s Rotron, Howmet was for decades a promi-
nent local employer, now a small branch of a giant corpo-
ration. And as with Rotron, we can only find occasional 
details of its weapons contracting thanks to a few gov-
ernment spare-parts requests that happen to make it into 
the public domain. 

We don’t know how much of this particular facto-
ry’s output is military but at least some of it is. How-
met Kingston is the sole source mentioned in an Oct. 
17 “request for quotations” from the Navy’s NAVSUP 
Weapons Systems Support, whose mission is “to provide 
Navy, Marine Corps, Joint and Allied Forces program 
and supply support for the weapon systems that keep our 
Naval forces MISSION READY.” The Kingston factory 
is specified, as is Howmet’s Simi Valley facility (How-

met Aerospace’s distribution and logistics hub, which is 
identified only by its CAGE Code, an identifier for gov-
ernment contractors). Howmet will supply 18 counter-
sink nose-piece attachments. 

  DLA [Defense Logistics Agency] Aviation has re-
cently sought parts for the B-2 bomber (in November) 
and the F-15 aircraft (in December). The Kingston plant 
is listed as one of a few suppliers for these items, along 
with other Howmet locations.

Israel makes much use of the F-15 for genocidal pur-
poses. Earlier this year the Trump administration pro-
posed giving Israel some B-2s.

For its role in supplying Israel’s genocide, the parent 
corporation, Howmet Aerospace, has been the target of 
recent anti-genocide and Palestine solidarity actions in 
Pittsburgh (the corporate HQ); Orange County, Calif.; 
and Leicester, UK. The actions highlighted Howmet’s 
contributions to the F-35.

Laurie Kirby is a professor of mathematics at Baruch 
College of the City University of New York, and a Wood-
stock musician. He is a member of Woodstock Peace 
Economy.

Thoughts
By Denny Riley

It is gratifying to turn the bad stuff 
into art. I mean, I’m not going to get 
over what happened in Viet Nam so 

I might as well gather my memories 
into a package of words and string 
them together for greatest effect.

Why would I get over it while the 
exact same bullshit is going on again. 

The President refers to “bombing them 
back to the stone ages,” the secretary of 
hair gel talks about our battlefield vic-
tories while apparently not knowing no 
fight on a battlefield has occurred.

And I, who spent four years working 
on targets (I was in a SAC wing that 
had bombers on alert to drop nukes on 
both Moscow and Kiev on the same 
day. I was 19), when I got out, after 
being in Southeast Asia two times, I 
thought and said we were going to win 
the war because we’d bombed every-
thing of consequence. That, however, 
was the sort of “consequence” Ameri-
cans of the ‘60s would think of as con-
sequential. The people of Laos and 
Viet Nam were sure of themselves, 
and they had nowhere to go if they 
let us be victorious. They rode bikes 
and elephants along the Ho Chi Minh 
Trail.They lived in the Cu Chi tunnels 
20 miles from downtown Saigon. Vic-
tory for us was never possible.

Since then, our government has 
done everyone a big injustice by try-
ing to make Nam something noble, 
something vets should be proud of. 
Three years ago in Danang I spoke 
with the officer in charge of the POW/
MIA search. There are no POWs in 

Southeast Asia. At that time, three 
years ago, there were 2,800 MIA.

A person is MIA until something 
of their anatomy is found and iden-
tified. If a plane is blown out of the 
sky, no parachute, a flaming bird that 
crashes to an explosion in a moun-
tain jungle, the pilot is MIA.

This happened to a friend of mine. 
Bob DiTomaso. His plane was seen by 
four other aircraft going down in the 
high mountain jungles of Laos. I don’t 
remember when it was I heard the pen-
tagon listed him MIA, but his family 
in Buffalo waited for years for news. 
His parents and his brothers and sis-
ters were dead when his remains were 
found and identified. Only a niece and 
a nephew who’d never seen him were 
around to get handed the trifold flag. 
He was a 1st Lt when he went down, 
but while MIA, every promotion cycle 
he was promoted up until he was a Lt. 
Colonel. His niece and nephew were 
given his accrued pay.

Phew.
Denny Riley is an Air Force vet-

eran of the U.S. war in Vietnam, a 
writer, and a member of Veterans 
For Peace.

Woodstock Company 
Expands For War Work

Bob DiTomaso
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Original Anti-
Zionists All But 
Forgotten 
Molly Crabapple wants to 
change that.
By Debbie Nathan in The Forward

I first met nationally acclaimed artist and journalist Molly 
Crabapple in 2020 during the dark days of COVID. After 
discovering that we had both studied Yiddish at YIVO, 

albeit in different classes, we did a socially distanced fresh-
air visit to Mt. Carmel, the Jewish cemetery in Queens 
where Sholem Aleichem is buried. Many tombstones there 
are inscribed not in Hebrew but in Yiddish. They include 
the graves of people who, in life, belonged to the Bund.

Founded in 1897 in Eastern Europe, the Bund was a 
socialist revolutionary group whose name, translated 
from Yiddish to English, is General Jewish Labor Union 
(“bund” is Yiddish for union). By the 1930s, Bundism in 
Poland, where most Ashkenazic Jews lived, had grown 
bigger and more politically powerful than Zionism. The 
group was a tireless promoter of Yiddish as the linguis-
tic and literary underpinning of Jewish peoplehood. 
Bundists also fiercely opposed Zionism and a Jewish 
state; they believed in fighting for democracy and inclu-
sion in the countries where Jews already lived.

The organization ended up being destroyed not just 
by the Nazi Holocaust but also by Stalinism. Except for 
people like me, who’ve been ensconced in the Yiddishist 
world, it is nearly forgotten today by all but a few aca-
demics. But by the time we met, Crabapple was writing 
a book about the Bund.

Almost six years later, she has finished it. Titled Here 
Where We Live is Our Country, it is part hefty histori-
cal documentation, part loving family memoir, and part 
literary nonfiction. Thoroughly engaging throughout, it 
moves back and forth from the author’s lefty-artsy life 
in contemporary New York City to earthshaking events 
in vintage Jewish Europe. Crabapple has disinterred the 
memory of a once-vibrant movement that waned even as 
its nemesis, Zionism, waxed.

I met her last month in her fifth-floor walkup apart-
ment in Williamsburg to talk about how she made her 
book. Our conversation is edited for length and clarity.

Here Where We Live devotes significant space to the saga 
of your great-grandfather, Sam Rothbort. As a young man 

in 1904, he immigrated from the Pale of Settlement to New 
York City, under somewhat murky circumstances that he 
barely discussed after the move. In America, he made a liv-
ing as a self-taught artist, including on a dairy farm in the 
Catskills, an egg farm in Long Island and in a big house near 
Sheepshead Bay in Brooklyn. But he died over a decade be-
fore you were born. When did you first realize he’d been an 
interesting guy who you wanted to tell the world about? 

I was fucking born knowing he was interesting! My 
mother and my great-aunt and my dad told me about him 
constantly. I was surrounded by his paintings and stuff 
that he said. After he died, my great-aunt Ida still lived 
in his house. As a child, I would visit and it was exactly 
like when he was alive. I remember the pigments and oils 
still on the palette in the basement.

How did you find out he’d been in the Bund?
I’d always known he was involved in something illegal 

before he came to the United States. It was a cool family 
anecdote. In a book from 1952 that he published about 
his art, he wrote that as a teenager and young man he 
hadn’t known much about girls because “I was in the un-
derground.” Another book, a catalogue of his art from a 
show, said he’d been in the Bund. My mom had a million 
of those catalogues in a bookcase, and I’d been looking 
at them since I was 11 or 12 years old. I also saw one of 
his watercolors, of a woman throwing a rock. He’d titled 
it “Itka the Bundist Breaking Windows.”

I had very little idea then of what “the Bund” was. But 
as an adult, one of my bad habits has been that some-
times when I get drunk, I Google things. That might be 
how I first understood.

From his own unpublished writing, you later found ev-
idence suggesting that Sam might have fled to America 
at age 22 because he’d joined other Bundists in shooting 
a Tsarist policeman during a state-encouraged pogrom. 
You also read the yizkor book for Volkovysk, a town in 
what is now Belarus. It was Sam’s hometown. He is cited 
in the book as having helped produce its chapter about 
the Bund. 

Look at this! [She walks me to her bedroom and points to 
an antique photograph on the wall.] When I was younger I’d 
always only thought of this as a very cool old picture that 
my mom had. But this same photo is in the yizkor book! It 
says it’s the members of the Volkovysk Bund in 1905. It’s 
Sam’s friends a year after he left for America. Look at this 
guy in the photo—he’s hot! Which one do you like the best?

The blonde.
Ugh!
I got really obsessed trying to track down these guys. 

When I went to the cemetery where my great-grandfa-
ther is buried I saw the tombstone of one of them. Later, 
in a box of family memorabilia, I found a photo of this 
same person in an old Yiddish news clip about people in 
New York City who were in the Workmen’s [now Work-
ers] Circle’s Volkovysk branch. I asked the cemetery 
who was paying to maintain the grave. It was this guy’s 
grandson. I contacted him and he said his own father 
was still alive but very old. “Can you just ask him to look 
at this photo and see if that’s his dad?” I asked. I said I 
was writing about a revolutionary group. He says, “My 
grandfather never would have been involved in that! He 
was a truck driver.” And he hung up.

A group of people walking down a street Description 
automatically generated

A street scene in Vilna from Molly Crabapple’s ‘Here 
Where We Live Is Our Country.’ Graphic by Molly Cra-
bapple

Why couldn’t the grandson entertain this history about 
his grandfather? Why did he not know it? 

The Bund was an organization incredibly devoted to 
Yiddish language and literature. But it was also a socialist 
revolutionary political party. One thing I’ve noticed about 
how it has been written about is that certain things are de-
emphasized and certain things emphasized. In the 1950s in 
the U.S. in the McCarthy years, Bundist survivors of the 
Holocaust were terrified they would be accused of being 
Communists, and deported. They had no faith that Ameri-
cans would know the difference between a socialist and a 
communist. I think that sometimes the Bund’s’ Yiddishism 
is emphasized far more than the fact that they were revolu-
tionaries. To focus on linguistic and cultural things is safe. 
To talk about revolutionaries as internationalists—and as 
people who always opposed Zionism—is dangerous.

Were you raised Jewish? 
My father is Puerto Rican and a Latin American stud-

ies professor who’s a Marxist. He told me about Marx’s 
theory of surplus value when I was 6 years old. I’ve been 
a leftist in a leftist family all my life! My mother—Sam’s 
granddaughter—is very strongly culturally Jewish. When 
I was a child we’d do Hanukkah lights, and she made the 
best latkes. We were not religious, but I identify strongly 
as a secular Jew. I studied Yiddish in order to do research 
for the book. I’m not so good at Yiddish, but I can work 
my way through a socialist text using a dictionary.

I remember when we were at the cemetery and you were 
so excited about having just discovered that the political 
work of some Bundists in Poland was armed self-defense. 
They fought in militias, with their bodies and with weapons, 
to protect Jews from murderous pogroms, murderous Com-
munist Party violence against socialists, and, finally, mur-
derous Nazis. You called these militia members “thugs.” 

I loved them!
You mentioned their resistance in a piece you wrote 

in 2018 for the New York Review of Books about the or-
ganization. I’ve heard that many people were astounded 
and very happy to learn about this self-defense and to 
discover the Bund.

Especially young Jews, like in their 20s. They had no 
idea that Jews had fought back in Europe even before the 
Holocaust, or they had only vague ideas about the War-
saw Ghetto uprising and that Bundists played a major 
role in it. It was very meaningful for them.

So much for the idea that only Zionists have been mod-
ern Jewish fighters. 

Zionists have tried to say that they were the only tough 
Jews. Which is utterly untrue.

What do you think is most original about your book?
It’s very concerned with the emotional life of being in 

a movement. I think that sometimes the way that left-
ist movements are written about is as a series of confer-
ences and decisions that are written down as texts, and 
people sign onto a resolution because that’s what they 
are thinking. The writing doesn’t show any awareness of 
emotional life. The love affairs, the gossip, the beefs that 
are going on, the thrill of thinking that you can change 
the world. I was much more concerned with that.

continued on next page … 
Molly Crabapple. Photo: Daniel Efram/ 

Penguin Random House
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Double Occupied
The men the world wants dead
By Eman Mohammed

The cigarette burned down to the filter. He held it until 
the smoke touched his thumb. He did not flinch. Pain 
was just another thing to carry. Like the groceries. 

Like the grief. Like the name he could not say out loud.
This is the first thing they teach you. How to hold the 

heat without dropping it.
I grew up without a father. I grew up in a house where 

the walls listened. But there were men who walked 
through our door. They shook the dust from their shoes. 
They sat on the plastic chairs. They were not my blood. 
They were my shelter.

They took me to swim on Fridays and cut fruit into 
small squares. They passed Eidiya in envelopes that 
smelled of sweat and orange blossom. They were Pales-
tinian men and Arab men and the men the empire tries to 
erase before they can teach us how to be soft.

And some of them loved in ways we didn’t name. Some 
of them loved in the dark. Some of them loved in the 
shadows of the occupation. Double occupied. Once by 
the soldier at the checkpoint. Once by the silence at the 
dinner table. Their bodies were borders. Their desires 

were contraband. They carried the weight of the siege 
and the weight of the closet. Both are cages and both are 
designed to break the spine.

The world wants to see them as monsters. The camera 
zooms in on the stone in the hand and ignores the scars 
on the back. The news anchor speaks of “conflict” while 
the bulldozer eats the home. The policy maker speaks of 
security while the checkpoint steals the time. They paint 
our men as inherent threats. As violence waiting to hap-
pen. They do not see the violence done to them.

Look closer … see the man who cannot work because 
the permit was denied. See the father who stands at the 
crossing while his child sickens in the hospital behind 
the wall. See the brother who comes home from prison 
with eyes that do not focus on anything inside the room. 
See the uncle who drinks tea until his hands stop shak-
ing. See the boy who loves another and knows the ground 
might swallow him for it.

This is not nature, its is design. Colonization is not just 
land theft. It is soul theft. It is the systematic breaking of 
the man so he cannot protect his home. So he cannot hold 
the child. So he cannot love who he wants. It happens in 
Gaza. It happens in the streets of Baltimore. It happens 
on the reservations where the water is poisoned and the 
men are disappeared into cages.

The system knows. If you break the men, the commu-
nity must fight harder to survive. It is a calculation. It is a 
strategy. It is genocide by a thousand cuts. Some cuts are 
visible. Some are inside the chest.

They are shaped by occupation. They are shaped into 
oppressors by it sometimes. They are fallible. They are 
sweet. They are fiercely protective in a place that de-
mands violence for survival. They will risk everything 

for a crust of bread. They will throw their bodies be-
tween hunger and their children. They will stand in front 
of the tank so the school bus can pass.

And yes, sometimes the grief has no place to go. Some-
times it turns inward. Sometimes it turns outward. They 
hurt themselves. And they hurt us. This is not an excuse, 
it’s is the diagnosis. A genocidal system does not pro-
duce healthy families. It produces broken people who try 
to love with broken hands.

But Listen, listen to the rhythm of their resistance. It 
is in the laugh that escapes during the bombardment. It 
is in the coffee poured for the neighbor who lost every-
thing. It is in the way they teach us to walk without fear 
even when the sky is falling. They are not machines to be 
harvested. They are not statistics for a report. They are 
not collateral damage.

I think of the men who raised me and the men raising 
children under siege right now. I think of the Black and 

Brown mothers praying for sons who might not come 
home, the Indigenous fathers fighting for water they are 
told they cannot drink, the unspoken men loving in the 
ruins. We are connected by the boot on the neck. We are 
connected by the hand that lifts it.

Their love is a force that saves and wounds in the same 
breath. It is heavy. It is real. It is the only thing that keeps 
the world from swallowing us whole.

The water was cold that Friday at the sea. He held my 
hand until I stopped shivering. Nobody took a picture. We 
just existed. For a moment, we were free. He let go when 
I was ready. He walked back toward the shore. Nobody 
celebrated his leaving. Everyone knew he would return.

Eman Mohammed is a Palestinian photojournalist 
from Gaza, now in exile in Dublin. “This is my diary 
during genocide and its aftermath, undiluted, and inten-
tional. It’s not written to explain, but to remember.”

And as I worked on the book I quickly realized that I 
wasn’t just writing about the Bund. I was writing a his-
tory of the 20th century from the point of view of the 
defeated. The work was a form of necromancy. I would 
go to people’s graves and take dirt, and light candles in 
front of it and try to ask them if I could tell their story. At 
Ponary Forest, [near Vilna, where at least one prominent 
Bundist leader, a woman, was massacred by the Nazis in 
World War II and dumped into a mass pit] I went to the 
bottom with flowers and played Di Shvue [Yiddish for 
“The Oath,” the Bund’s anthem] on my phone.

What do you mainly hope that your book will accom-
plish?

I want leftists to know about something from our 
shared international history as leftists. I want young 
Jews to get to know their ancestors.

The Bund was anti-Zionist, of course, and many young 
American Jews are now also rejecting Zionism.

Yes. A lot of them were sold a bill of goods about their 
history, and when they reject that bill of goods, there’s 
a big hole in them. They don’t have any actual, positive 
Jewish history. They just have shit they’re ashamed of, 
because they realize [that Zionism] was actually a his-
tory of ethnic cleansing and apartheid. One of the things 
my book does is give them ancestors.

I’m an anti-Zionist. Whenever you have an ethnostate 
project, it always does unspeakable crimes. If Jewish insti-
tutions in America keep conflating Jews here with a state 
that is doing a livestreamed genocide and is now primarily 
known for the most heinous shit possible, it’s extremely 
dangerous for us Jews, as a small minority in America.

Some people internationally have been starting new 
Bund groups. What future do you see in that? And can 
you imagine Yiddish being resurrected as a secular Jew-
ish language?

It’s hard to imagine huge numbers of people adopt-
ing Yiddish. But I think about a Jewish literary figure in 
the 1930s whom Isaac Deutscher quotes in his book The 
Non-Jewish Jew. He said that Yiddish was a dying lan-
guage. But he didn’t mind, because Greek and Latin are 
dead languages, yet many people study them anyway, to 
access their linguistic treasures. And God bless every-
one who’s doing leftist, anti-Zionist organizing and cul-
tural work reclaiming our heritage! But is there a future 
for the Bund? The thing I’ve learned both from read-
ing history and being a participant is, you never know 
what the spark is going to be. So you should always avoid 
making prognostications.

Debbie Nathan, who was named one of ‘7 American 
Jews Who Fascinated Us’ in 2021, is a journalist who 
has been reporting about immigration for more than 40 
years. She has written Women and other aliens: essays 
from the U. S.-Mexico border and other books and is the 
recipient of numerous literary awards.

Molly Crabapple
 … continued from previous page

And some of them loved in the 
dark. Some of them loved in 

the shadows of the occupation. 
Double occupied … . Their bodies 
were borders. Their desires were 
contraband. They carried the 

weight of the siege and the  
weight of the closet.

Eman Mohammed
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By Rami Younis ZNetwork

Omar Barghouti is one of the 
most infamous names in pro-
Israel and Israeli government 
circles at the moment. Officials 
have portrayed this Palestin-
ian human rights activist and 
leader of the BDS movement—
which he co-founded a decade 
ago and now leads—as a threat 
to the State of Israel. How big of 
a threat? Well, just last week the 
country’s best-selling newspa-
per, Yedioth Ahronot, featured 
a front-page story about him, 
dubbing him “Explosive Omar.” 
And if he and his boycott move-
ment are giving both Zionist of-
ficials and their media a panic at-
tack, one can only assume he is 
doing something right.

“Is this the Renaissance era for 
BDS?” I ask him in a phone call. 
He laughs and tells me that there 
is still much to come.

Yet Barghouti, 51, refuses to 
respond to his accusers—he 
maintains a boycott of the Is-
raeli media. He was willing 
to conduct this rare interview 
due to my Palestinian identity 
and under the condition that it 
be published first in Arabic, on 
Palestinian website “Bokra”—
although it is also being pub-
lished in English here on +972 
Magazine and in Hebrew on Lo-
cal Call, where I am a blogger. 
Unified trilingual anti-Zionism 
at its best, I must add.

Barghouti explains his choice 
to not speak with the Israeli 
media and the logic behind the 
more general call for boycott, di-
vestment and sanctions against 
Israel as a whole: “In every other 
situation of sustained oppres-
sion, human rights groups call 
for punitive measures against 
the state and its institutions, not 
just against a narrow component 
of the state that is directly con-

nected to the injustice at hand. 
No one called for banning prod-
ucts of Sudanese companies pro-
ducing in Darfur in response 
to the Sudanese regime’s war 
crimes there. Sudan as a whole 
was targeted.

“As Archbishop Desmond 
Tutu once said, Israel is put on a 
pedestal in the West, and treated 
as if it were above international 
law. BDS seeks to end this Israeli 
exceptionalism and criminal im-
punity. Israel must be treated 
like any other state committing 
similarly egregious crimes.”

The BDS movement was 
launched on July 9, 2005, when 
a broad alliance of more than 
170 Palestinian political parties, 
trade unions, refugee networks, 
NGOs and grassroots associa-
tions published an open boycott 
call to international civil soci-
ety organizations and people of 
conscience. It called to “impose 
broad boycotts and implement 
divestment initiatives against Is-
rael similar to those applied to 
South Africa in the apartheid 
era,” Barghouti says. “Today, the 
global BDS movement is led by 
the largest coalition in Palestin-
ian society, the BDS National 
Committee (BNC).”

 BDS: Discussing Difficult 
Issues in a Fast-Growing 

Movement
BDS calls for: an end to Is-

rael’s occupation of Palestinian 
and other Arab territories since 
1967, including dismantling 
the wall and colonies; an end 
to Israel’s system of racial dis-
crimination against its Palestin-
ian citizens; and respecting the 
U.N.-sanctioned, fundamental 
right of Palestinian refugees to 
return to their homes.

“These three basic rights cor-
respond to the three main com-

ponents of the Palestinian people: 
those in the Gaza Strip and the 
West Bank, including East Jeru-
salem; those in the 1948 territory 
who live under Israeli apartheid, 
and those in exile,” Barghouti 
says. He insists that regardless of 
what shape the political solution 
to the conflict takes—it must be 
based on these principles.

The tool that 170 Palestinian 
civil society organizations chose 
in their struggle to demand these 
rights, and to fight the Israeli oc-
cupation, is based wholly on a 
human rights discourse and non-
violent action—as opposed to 
the violence of the occupation 
itself. For this reason at least, it 
is important to hear and under-
stand what Barghouti has to say.

You have had a lot of suc-
cesses in your campaign re-
cently, two examples being Lau-
ryn Hill canceling her show in 
Israel and Orange threatening to 
pull its brand from the country. 
What other success stories can 
you talk about that did not get as 

much media attention?
“The huge Dutch pension 

fund, PGGM, whose interna-
tional investments are close to 
$200 billion, decided last year 
to divest from the top five Israeli 
banks due to their involvement 
in financing the occupation.

“This was followed by the 
U.S. Presbyterian Church’s di-
vestment from Caterpillar, HP 
and Motorola Solutions for their 
complicity in the occupation, 
and by Bill Gates’ divestment 
from G4S, the largest security 
company in the world, which 
is involved in Israelis crimes 
against the Palestinian people. 
BDS is succeeding in revealing 
the toxicity of the ‘brand’ Israel.”

Some BDS activists choose 
to boycott all of Israel, not just 
companies or bodies profiting 
directly from the occupation. 
Why is that?

“The artificial and untenable 
distinction between Israel and 
‘the occupation’ is political and 
ideological; it is not based on 

practical, legal or moral consid-
erations. It is Israel that interna-
tional law regards as the occupy-
ing power, and therefore, is the 
party responsible for the con-
struction and maintenance of not 
just the colonial settlements, but 
also the whole occupation regime.

“Israel is also responsible for 
what even the U.S. Department 
of State has criticized as insti-
tutional, legal, and societal dis-
crimination against Palestin-
ian citizens of Israel, and such a 
system fits the U.N. definition of 
apartheid.”

But Israel’s deepest injustice, 
Barghouti argues, is the denial of 
the right of return to Palestinian 
refugees. Those refugees, up-
rooted and dispossessed in 1948, 
comprise 68% of the Palestinian 
people. They, too, deserve equal 
human rights, he insists.

A common accusation against 
the international BDS campaign 
is that it feeds on antisemitism. 
What do you say to that?

“BDS is a non-violent human 
rights movement that seeks free-
dom, justice and equality for the 
Palestinian people, based on in-
ternational law and universal 
principles of human rights. As 
such, BDS has consistently and 
categorically rejected all forms 
of discrimination and racism, in-
cluding antisemitism as well as 
dozens of racist laws in Israel.

“Our non-violent struggle has 
never been against Jews or Israe-
lis as Jews, but against an unjust 
regime that enslaves our people 
with occupation, apartheid and 
denial of the refugees’ U.N.-
stipulated rights. We are proud 
of the disproportionately high 
number of Jewish activists in the 
BDS movement, especially in 
the U.S.

“Conflating time-honored, hu-
man-rights-based boycotts of Is-
rael’s violations of international 
law with anti-Jewish racism is not 

The Man Behind the BDS Movement
Interview with Omar Barghouti
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only false, it is a racist attempt to 
put all Jews into one basket and to 
implicate them in Israel’s crimes 
against the Palestinians.

“Israel’s charge of racism 
against the BDS movement is 
akin to the Ku Klux Klan accus-
ing Martin Luther King Jr. and 
Rosa Parks of racism! It is so 
blatantly propagandistic.”

How do you identify an indi-
vidual, organization or any other 
entity to target? And once you’ve 
identified them, how do you pro-
ceed from there?

“The three general criteria 
that the Palestinian BNC recom-
mends in selecting strategic tar-
gets are: first, the level of com-
plicity—focusing on companies 
and products that are most clearly 
and directly involved in Israel’s 
human rights violations and easi-
est to explain to a wide audience.

“Second, cross-movement al-
liance possibility: prioritizing 
companies or products that en-
able the creation of broad, cross-
struggle alliances. For example, 
the campaign to stop contracts 
with the Israeli water company, 
Mekorot, engages a wide spec-
trum of environmental and anti-
privatization campaigns.

“And third, the potential 
for success: a BDS campaign 
should have a realistic chance 
of success, beyond simply rais-
ing awareness, such as persuad-
ing an international company or 
institution to end support for an 
Israeli company.”

A couple of months back I 
hosted a public discussion with 
Barghouti in front of 400 Pal-
estinian citizens of Israel in the 
city of Ara’ra. Before we be-
gan, I asked members of the 
audience to raise their hands if 
they had ever heard of the BDS 
movement. Only 20 people did. 
I looked at Barghouti; he was 
smiling. He knew what I was 
about to ask. I remind him of 
that moment now. (A note going 
forward, the terms ‘48 region 
and ‘48 Palestinians refer to the 
area inside Israel’s pre-1967 bor-
ders and Palestinian citizens of 
Israel, respectively.)

“The Oslo accords disenfran-
chised Palestinians in the 1948 
region, causing a serious rift,” 
he explains. “On the contrary, 
the BDS movement insists on the 
right of all Palestinians to exer-
cise self-determination as a uni-
fied people and as such, insists 
on the rights of all Palestinians, 
including ‘48 Palestinians. Ma-
jor groups within ‘48 were part 
of the launch of BDS in 2005, 
but the movement has not done 
enough to raise awareness there.

“Also, the struggle to decol-
onize our minds is an uphill 
struggle in the ‘48 region, as the 
process of ‘Israelization,’ or col-

onization of our minds, has been 
entrenched over the last seven 
decades. An essential part of 
what the BDS movement does on 
a daily basis is shattering despair 
and nourishing hope and convic-
tion that we, the oppressed, are 
capable of ending oppression.”

More and more companies are 
likely to pull out of Israel in the 
coming years as a result of BDS ef-
forts, and that would be a success 
for the movement. However, what 
do you say to Palestinian citizens 
in Israel who might face layoffs or 
other economic consequences as a 
result of multi-national companies 
leaving the Israeli market?

“Israel’s regime of oppression, 
not the resistance to occupation 
and apartheid, is responsible 
for this and every other conse-
quence of this resistance to op-
pression.

“Those who claim that BDS 
hurts Palestinians are not just 
making unfounded and unethi-
cal claims that fail to understand 
how resistance is always costly 
at first. They are also patronizing 
in telling Palestinians that they 
understand our interests better 
than we do. We reject this colo-
nial attitude completely. Noth-
ing hurts the Palestinian people, 
whether in ‘67′, ‘48 or in exile, as 
much as Israel’s racist and colo-
nial oppression does.”

As a Palestinian citizen of Is-
rael who can’t support BDS pub-
licly due to restricting laws, I feel 
I can’t really join your non-vio-
lent popular movement. How can 
local activists still support you?

“This is a misunderstanding 
of the draconian and anti-dem-
ocratic Israeli anti-BDS law. As 
bad as it is, the law does not ac-

tually prevent support for BDS. It 
only makes it illegal to publicly 
advocate for boycotting Israel or 
any Israeli institution. Any Jew-
ish or Palestinian citizen of Israel 
who wishes to support the BDS 
movement can publicly declare 
his or her support without violat-
ing the law—so long as they do 
not directly call for any boycott.

(Editor’s note: Israel’s anti-
boycott law does not criminalize 
calling for boycotts of Israel or 
its institutions, but it does allow 
private citizens to sue anybody 
who makes such a public boycott 
call for monetary damages.)

“There are ways to circumvent 
this repressive law. For instance, 
I can present why Company X 
is complicit in violations of in-
ternational law and then say, ‘I 
myself am boycotting this com-
pany’s products, but because of 

the repressive anti-boycott law. 
I am not allowed to call on you 
to boycott it too.’ That way I am 
indirectly calling for the boycott 
without breaching the law.

“But ultimately, we need 
widespread civil disobedience 
against this and all other draco-
nian Israeli laws, as was done 
in the U.S. civil rights move-
ment and the South African anti-
apartheid movement. Unethical 
and unjust laws should never be 
obeyed. People of conscience 
should collectively and actively 
disobey them and eventually re-
peal them.”

Another recent success for 
the BDS campaign, which made 
headlines in Israel and world-
wide, was—surprisingly—not 
organized by Barghouti and the 
BNC, but by the Palestinian Au-
thority. As a member of FIFA, 

the Palestinian Football Asso-
ciation was able to threaten Is-
rael with expulsion from inter-
national sporting tournaments, 
and eventually forced it to alter 
its policies that effect Palestinian 
soccer. I want to understand how 
Barghouti feels about this—and 
the PA itself.

“BDS is a grassroots and civil 
society human rights movement 
that is entirely independent of 
the official Palestinian structures 
and any government,” he empha-
sizes. “It played a critical role 
in the campaign to expel Israel 
from FIFA, and most observ-
ers recognize that role. Palestine 
solidarity activists, almost all of 
whom are BDS supporters, have 
been struggling for months to 
raise awareness about Israel’s vi-
olations of Palestinian athletes’ 
rights in the context of its overall 

occupation and oppression.
“The fact that Palestinian offi-

cials led the public effort in this 
regard was our Achilles’ heel be-
cause the Palestinian Authority 
is chained with the humiliating 
Oslo agreement and is not de-
signed to resist Israel’s regime 
of oppression in any meaningful 
and strategic way.”

The BDS movement is getting 
more and more popular. Where 
do you see the movement going 
in both the near and far future?

“We are going mainstream. 
That is our challenge. We are not 
begging for charity; we are ap-
pealing for effective solidarity. 
As Martin Luther King Jr. once 
said, boycott on a basic level en-
tails ‘withdrawing cooperation 
from an evil system.’ When we 
ask institutions and organiza-
tions to divest from companies 

involved in Israel’s crimes we 
are not asking for anything he-
roic. We are merely asking those 
organizations to fulfill a pro-
found moral obligation. This is 
the compelling, ethical logic of 
BDS, and this is a main factor 
behind the movement’s impres-
sive growth over the last decade.

“The BDS movement is reach-
ing a tipping point mainly be-
cause its strategy works—it 
works well—and because Israel 
has shifted to the fanatic right 
with fascist elements in govern-
ment, dropping the last mask of 
its deceptive ‘democracy.’ Per-
haps our most important achieve-
ment is uniting Palestinians from 
across the political and ideologi-
cal spectrums on a human rights 
platform and behind a non-vio-
lent form of resistance that is an-
chored in international law.”

Judging from the victories 
BDS appears to be racking up 
recently it seems that finally, this 
strategy based on a rationale of 
sustained and escalating pres-
sure on Israel in all fields—ac-
ademic, cultural, economic and 
military—is starting to have 
a real and serious effect. Or as 
Omar Barghouti puts it, “we are 
not there yet, but we are reaching 
our South Africa moment.”

This article was originally 
published by +972 Magazine.

Rami Younis is a Palestinian 
filmmaker, writer, and journal-
ist from Lyd. Younis currently 
hosts a daily news show called 
On the Other Hand on Israel’s 
national broadcasting corpora-
tion’s Arabic-language channel. 
The show exposes fake news and 
counters misinformation about 
Israeli Palestinian residents. 
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By Reem Sleem

When I first entered Ayloul Pales-
tinian Restaurant in Mansoura 
City, Egypt, I saw the Palestin-

ian flag and felt that I had finally found 
a refuge—a place I belonged to, one that 
embraced me in my exile. Yet at the same 
time, a reel of horrific war memories 
passed through my mind, and hesitation 
overtook me for a moment. 

I felt like a frightened child who had 
come upon a soothing presence. I had for-
gotten what safety felt like throughout the 
past two years I spent in exile, far from 
my homeland. 

The place enveloped me in iconic images 
of Palestine: a map of Palestine with all its 
cities hanging on the wall, a large mir-
ror in the shape of the map, images of the 
Dome of the Rock and Al-Aqsa Mosque, 
and photos of distinctive Palestinian dishes 
displayed along the walls and on the menu. 
Each day of the week was dedicated to a 
special dish. I went on a Tuesday to sample 
the daily special: maftoul. 

When I took my first bite, the flavor 
of pumpkin and chickpeas transported 
me back to days in Gaza when I used to 
gather with my cousins at my grandmoth-
er’s house around a large plate of maftoul. 

With every bite, I felt warmth and long-
ing, and gentle memories flowed through 
my mind.

I lost my home, my friends, my food, 
my university and my dreams—so how 
could I return? I now try to compensate 
for my loss in this restaurant. 

I was curious to learn about the story of 
the restaurant and the woman who ran it. 
I had many questions. I firmly believe that 
suffering can trigger creative responses. 
So I decided to meet the owner, Azza 
Saeed Safi, to uncover the story. 

Azza grew up in Jabalia and came to 
Egypt four years ago to pursue her master’s 
and doctoral degrees at Mansoura Univer-
sity. Her father was a well-known business-
man in Gaza; the family name was associ-
ated with a telecommunications company 
and they also owned a gas station. The Is-
raeli army bombed it all to ashes. 

During the active genocide, Azza lost 
15 members of her family and relatives on 
the very same day she graduated with her 
master’s degree. She called her family re-
peatedly to share her joy, but no one an-
swered. Later, one of her friends in Gaza 
sent her a condolence message, and that 
was how she learned the news. 

Her grief is etched on her face, making 
her look older than her 33 years. 

Despite her grief and the difficult circum-
stances she faced in Egypt, Azza decided to 
open a restaurant in late November 2025, 
making use of her exceptional skills in Pal-
estinian cooking. She designed her menu 
around the concept of a daily special that 
she prepared herself. She named her restau-
rant Ayloul (September), the month of the 
olive harvest. The olive harvest is a symbol 
of the resilience of the Palestinian people. 

I asked her how the restaurant opening 
felt. “It was a beautiful and sad moment at 
the same time. It is a painful feeling to open 
a project alone while your family is far 
away, suffering in Gaza. It’s hard to feel joy 
when the lump in your heart is still there.” 

Her customers come from a variety of 
nationalities. In addition to Palestinians 
and Egyptians, many Syrians, Jordani-
ans, and Iraqis come for meals. Most of 
her customers are non-Egyptian students 
who found a place that embraced them 
and eased their loneliness. 

One Palestinian customer told her: 
“You brought us back to my home in 
Gaza. I feel as though I am eating my 
mother’s food.” 

Azza tells me that by opening the res-
taurant, she has reclaimed a part of her 
homeland. She feels as though she is in 
Gaza whenever she enters it—especially 
when she sees the positive reactions of 
customers—like a mother embracing 
them tenderly through her cooking. 

Meeting Azza and hearing her story 
made me realize that someone who has 
lost something can give generously and 
lovingly to others, turning their loss into 
a gift for others.

I left the restaurant grateful for the in-
timate moments it gifted me. My anxiety 
was gone, as if a wounded part of me had 
been healed. I carried with me a container 
of hummus as a gift from Azza and prom-
ised her that I would visit again very soon. 

A vague hope lingered within me—that 
the war would end, that I would return to 
eat maftoul in my grandmother’s kitchen 
with the decorated plates, to drink mint tea 
with her fresh date cakes and look at the 
olive trees outside her window, and to lis-

ten with enjoyment to her entertaining sto-
ries that combined heritage and history.

Originally published by We Are Not 
Numbers, wearenotnumbers.org..

Reem Sleem is a student at Al-Azhar 
University in Cairo. We Are Not Numbers 
empowers emerging Palestinian writers 
to bring the people and places behind 
news statistics to life, humanizing the 
Palestinian experience. It provides the 
world with direct access to Palestinian 
narratives.

On May 15, Palestinians commemorate 
the Nakba, also known as the Palestinian 
Catastrophe, when the Palestinian home-
land and society were destroyed in 1948 
and most Palestinians were permanently 
displaced.

Below are remarks from April Guardi, 
president of Mid-Hudson Valley Veterans 
For Peace, at a rally marking Nakba Day 
in Middletown, N.Y., May 15.

So here we are—the third Nakba Day 
since the genocidal onslaught upon 
Gaza and the ethnic cleansing of the 

Occupied West Bank and now Southern 
Lebanon.

Seventy-eight years ago, the settler-
colonial project of Israel was established, 
and the Palestinian state of despair, home-
lessness, terror, and daily suffering began. 
Al-Nakba, the catastrophe—born out of 
the unholy trinity of British colonialism, 
white supremacy, and capitalism. Through 
Zionist terrorism, it resulted in the ethnic 
cleansing of nearly 750,000 indigenous 
people and the destruction of more than 
500 Palestinian villages and towns.

And we continue to witness the crimes 
today, supported financially, militarily, 
and diplomatically by Western, primarily 
U.S. imperialism-serving war profiteers. It 
is sustained by a combination of state ter-
rorism through violence, racial and ethnic 
persecution, checkpoints, house demoli-
tions, displacement, expulsion, imprison-
ment, land theft, rape, torture, including 
of children, and collective punishment—

all to ethnically cleanse non-Jewish in-
habitants existing under a system of apart-
heid that denies Palestinians equal rights 
as testified to by those living there and in 
the diaspora, such as Michel Moushabeck, 
who writes about this extensively. 

Our shameful AIPAC bought-off politi-
cians like to say, “Oh—it’s complicated.” 
The reality is not complicated. To quote 
Moushabeck, “It is not an age-old religious 
feud. It is not a conflict by extremists on 
both sides. It is part of the Zionist end-
game of establishing a Greater Israel, a ter-
ritory extending from the Nile in Egypt to 
the Euphrates River in Iraq. It did not start 
on Oct. 7; it is not about Hamas or Hezbol-
lah; and it may not end with the occupation 
of southern Lebanon, parts of Syria, or the 
U.S.-Israeli aggression against Iran.”

So here we are in Middletown, NY, 
once again showing up for Palestine. Why 
do we show up? We show up for Nakba 
Day because it is about resisting erasure 
as described by Moushabeck; it is about 
reminding the world that Palestinians are 
determined to keep their struggle alive 
despite what we have been witnessing in 
real time—the most egregious expres-
sions of settler colonialism in the modern 
era for land and material gain. We show 
up for Nakba Day and stand with Pales-
tinians as it serves as an important re-
minder that until there is an end to the oc-
cupation—until Palestinians get justice, 
freedom, self-determination and human 
rights; and until Israel adheres to interna-
tional law, we know, as Moushabeck con-

cludes, there can be no hope for peace and 
no hope for global stability. As we can see 
from the U.S.-Israeli war of aggression on 
Iran, we know that whatever the ruling 
class is allowed to do to and test on Pal-
estinians and others will affect all of us 
here. The billionaire ruling class is will-
ing to use those same weapons of oppres-
sion on all of us.

So we will keep showing up, we will 
continue to support BDS, we will con-
tinue to use our voices to spread the mes-
sages of Palestine on the ground and in 
the diaspora. We know that what we’ve 
done so far has indeed created change. 
Support for Zionism is dying. People are 
waking up. We’ve been showing up louder 
and stronger and it’s working! If it wasn’t, 
the Zionist entities wouldn’t be spending 
hundreds of millions of dollars on propa-
ganda to sway public opinion and counter 
what we’ve all been witnessing on inde-
pendent media platforms that legacy me-
dia censors and refuses to cover.

In its death throes though, it will lash out 
with even more erratic violence and impu-
nity before it meets its demise—but don’t 
give up hope. Remember that this is a mara-
thon and mark my words, Zionism someday 
will be remembered in the same shameful 
way as other fascist regimes who embraced 
white supremacy and racial domination. It’s 
just a matter of time—so we must keep the 
pressure on and never give up.

From the river to the sea, Palestine will 
be free! 

April Guardi is a U.S. Army veteran 
and public health professional recognized 
for her extensive career in health systems 
data management, human services, and 
military medical administration. 

Ayloul serves healing Palestinian food. Photo: Reem Sleem

Seventy-Eight Years Ago

The Meal That Carried 
Me Back to Gaza



Veterans For Peace	 VeteransForPeace.org  13 

That Washington continues to 
intensify its six-decade campaign 
against the Cuban Revolution is a 
testament to the island’s resilience
By Roger D. Harris and Sara Flounders

May Day is the most important public celebration in 
Cuba. This year, which marked the 100th anniver-
sary of Fidel Castro’s birth carried special signifi-

cance in light of heightened U.S. aggression. Over 5 mil-
lion Cubans reportedly mobilized island-wide under the 
slogan of la patria se defiende (the homeland must be de-
fended). The largest demonstration took place in Havana 
in front of the U.S. Embassy.

The symbolism of International Workers’ Day was 
not lost on the White House. President Trump chose that 
day, May 1, to impose yet more sanctions on top of the 
already draconian illegal measures immiserating Cuba. 

The world’s leading imperial power falsely claims that 
Cuba poses “threats to United States national security.” 
Secretary of State Marco Rubio subsequently announced 
additional measures to “defend” the U.S. homeland from 
its peaceful neighbor.

Jill Clark-Gollub with the Americas Without Sanctions 
Campaign explains the underlying reason for Washing-
ton’s animosity: “Cuba is sanctioned for the crime of be-
ing a good example.” A small, formerly colonized coun-
try, Cuba simply claims its sovereign right to determine 
its own destiny without foreign interference.

That Washington continues to intensify its six-decade 
campaign against the Cuban Revolution testifies to the 
island’s resilience and strength.

Responsible Statecraft describes U.S. policy as “bent on 
breaking the island.” The Guardian reports “an epidemic 
of flies, rats, waste and foul odors.” A New York Times 
opinion piece by U.S. representatives Pramila Jayapal and 
Jonathan L. Jackson found “shocking” conditions in Cuba.

These accounts sympathetically portray Cuban hard-
ship but largely overlook Cuban social achievements.

In 1976, Cuban voters ratified a constitutional referen-
dum with a reported 97% approval rate and high voter 
turnout, which formally defined Cuba as a socialist state. 
Last year in the United States, the House of Representa-

tives passed a resolution “denouncing the horrors of so-
cialism” by a lopsided bipartisan margin of 285–98.

Capitalism itself, however, has never been subject to 
a democratic vote of the American people. Perhaps for 
good reason: recent polls show a growing popularity for 
socialism, especially among the youth.

Shortly before May Day, President Miguel Díaz-Ca-
nel addressed the Cuban nation: “The socialist character 
of our revolution is not a phrase from the past; it is the 
shield of the present and the guarantee of the future.” 
With characteristic Cuban humility, he acknowledged 
“our own mistakes in this process of social construction” 

but added that “the main cause of our problems is the 
genocidal blockade.”

Directly addressing Washington—”gentlemen of ma-
nipulation and lies”—Díaz-Canel proclaimed: “Cuba is 
not a failed state; Cuba is a besieged state.”

Cuban Foreign Minister Bruno Rodríguez condemned 
Washington’s “genocidal intention.” Cubans view their 
economic difficulties, shortages, and infrastructure 
problems as the direct and cumulative result of decades 
of coercive measures designed to suffocate the country.

CEPR documents a dramatic increase in infant mortal-
ity—rising to 9.9 per 1,000 live births, attributable to de-
teriorating living conditions caused by the U.S. economic 
war. Yet Cuba’s infant mortality rate remains among the 
lowest in the region: Panama (11), Dominican Republic 
(16), El Salvador (12), Honduras (15), Guatemala (20), 
Jamaica (12), Haiti (45-50). And even lower than for Af-

rican Americans in the U.S. (10.9). This reflects the dem-
onstrated success of Cuba’s social medicine model, even 
under the most challenging of circumstances.

Among Cuba’s public health achievements are its in-
ternational medical brigades, excellence in advanced 
research, effective response to the pandemic, service to 
underserved populations, south-south cooperation initia-
tives, and the world’s highest doctor-to-patient ratios.

The Cuban socialist model has also produced notable 
successes in sports and public education.

Writing from Cuba, Carlos Fernandez de Cossio de-
fended the country’s accomplishments over the past de-
cade despite the “intense economic war,” including:

• sustaining the national electrical system while ex-
panding renewable energy

• strengthening telecommunications and expanding in-
ternet access

• supporting vulnerable populations through food cul-
tivation

• improving water infrastructure in underserved com-
munities

• developing COVID vaccines and other medicines
• expanding domestic industry including the assembly 

of electric vehicles
For a small, natural resource-poor island, Cuba has 

achieved so much with so little and under such extraordi-
narily adverse conditions. The nation asks only that the jack-
boot of imperialism be lifted so that it may truly flourish.

Which is the failed state?
In contrast and despite enormous national wealth, the 

U.S. is experiencing record levels of homelessness. Mil-
lions remain uninsured in the only high-income indus-
trial country without universal health coverage. Mater-
nal and infant mortality rates are significantly worse 
than in comparable nations. Life expectancy has de-
clined, while the infrastructure continues to deteriorate.

The so-called land of the free has unparalleled levels 
of gun violence and one of the world’s highest incarcer-
ation rates. Ironically, the U.S. accuses Cuba of hold-
ing political prisoners while itself detaining captives at 
Guantánamo—on occupied Cuban soil—where due pro-
cess has been widely denied and torture documented.

The U.S. exhibits some of the highest levels of wealth in-
equality among peer states, producing extreme disparities 
in political power. Even The Wall Street Journal acknowl-
edges that the bottom 50% holds only 2.5% of the nation’s 
wealth. In a country where “political spending”—paying 
off politicians—is protected as free speech by the highest 
court, half the population is effectively disenfranchised.

Cuba enjoys broad international backing. The U.N. 
General Assembly has repeatedly and overwhelmingly 
condemned Washington’s blockade for more than three 

decades. Pontiffs since John Paul II in 1998 have de-
nounced the blockade. 

On May 14, CIA Director John Ratcliffe made an un-
precedented visit to Cuba presumably to deliver a mafia-
style ultimatum. That same day, Cuba’s energy minister 
reportedly announced on state television: “We have ab-
solutely no fuel oil … no more reserves.” Multiple ma-
jor news outlets report Washington is preparing to indite 
former Cuban president Raúl Castro.

Ominously, U.S. military flights off the coast of Cuba 
are “surging,” raising concerns of an imminent U.S. mil-
itary action. The signals are similar to the lead-ups to the 
recent U.S. “interventions” in Venezuela and Iran.

Black Studies professor Isaac Saney describes the Cu-
ban Revolution as “both a symbolic and a concrete an-
chor in the struggle for a more just world.” He warns: 
“This is precisely why Cuba must not fall. The crushing 
of the Cuban Revolution would embolden imperial ag-
gression everywhere. It would reinforce the doctrine that 
no country, however principled its aspirations, can defy 
the dictates of global capital and survive.” Because of its 
resilient achievements under powerful sanctions, Cuba 
has and will continue to prevail.

Roger D. Harris is a founding member of the Venezu-
ela Solidarity Network and is active with the Task Force 
on the Americas and the SanctionsKill Campaign.

Sara Flounders is with the United National Anti-war 
Coalition (UNAC) and the SanctionsKill! Campaign.

Cuba Is Not a Failed State:  
It Is a Besieged State

Cuba has achieved so  
much with so little and under 
such extraordinarily adverse 
conditions. The nation asks  

only that the jackboot of  
imperialism be lifted. 
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By Sam Carliner

For weeks, the nation of Bolivia has 
been in a state of full-on revolt.

In response to neoliberal reforms 
by the recently elected right-wing gov-
ernment led by President Rodrigo Paz, 
unions have launched a general strike, 
peasants and Indigenous peoples have set 
up dozens of roadblocks throughout the 
country, and massive marches have been 
held in La Paz. These are just a few ex-
pressions of a much broader social dis-
content, which has brought the country to 
a halt and stoked mass resistance to the 
larger project of U.S-aligned, right-wing 
attacks on workers and social movements 
in Latin America.

Joseph Bouchard, a social scientist and 
journalist currently in La Paz as a visiting 
fellow at the Universidad Mayor de San 
Andrés, explained the diverse character 
of the movement. “It’s sort of a grouping 
of different social movements and groups 
that represent the wide spectrum within 
the Bolivian left,” Bouchard told Truthout. 
“You have teachers unions and work-
ers unions. You have mining unions. You 
have just regular people joining who are 
not necessarily part of any movement. You 
have an Indigenous federation who used to 
be part of an anti-dictatorship movement 
in the 1980s. You have [former president 
Evo Morales’s] people … And so you have 
really all these groups that together add up 
to sort of the largest representation of the 
Bolivian left, disaffected voters, organized 
groups, disorganized groups.”

While the diversity of the movement 
brings a wide range of demands, one of 
the most popular is for President Paz to re-
sign, with some sectors of the movement 
arguing that the country should maintain 
a general strike indefinitely until Paz has 
been ousted. The level of outrage is espe-
cially profound considering that Paz has 
only been in office for six months.

How to Lose a Populace in 
Six Months

In October 2025, Bolivia elected right-
wing populist Rodrigo Paz, ending 20 
years of government by the left-wing 
MAS (Movement to Socialism) party 
founded by former president Evo Mo-
rales. Paz, running on a campaign of 
“capitalism for all,” promised to address 
economic hardships plaguing the country. 
His campaign also benefited from the im-
plosion of MAS, which was experiencing 
intense infighting. 

Despite appealing to the economic con-
cerns of the Bolivian people and position-
ing himself as more of a centrist than the 
country’s established (and much more ex-
treme) right, once elected Paz wasted no 
time in carrying out attacks on the coun-
try’s workers and poor. One of his first 
moves was to eliminate a tax on large 
fortunes. He has also proposed education 
policies that teachers have criticized as 
privatization-oriented measures.

Two policies in particular have incited 
the outrage now rocking the country: 
Law 1720, a land privatization law which 
many see as a move to hand over Indig-
enous lands to agribusiness and other 

large-scale landowners, and Supreme 
Decree 5503, which eliminated state fuel 
subsidies, practically doubling the con-
sumer cost of fuel overnight. Along with 
the rising fuel costs, Paz’s government 
has further angered Bolivians by import-
ing low quality fuel, or “junk fuel,” as the 
people call it, which has reportedly dam-
aged people’s vehicles, imposing repair 
costs many cannot afford.

It did not take long for the outrage to 

spread. Bolivia had already seen signifi-
cant protests in December 2025, just a 
month into Paz’s presidency, but these 
were halted due to negotiations between 
the government and the country’s largest 
union federation, Central Obrera Bolivi-
ana (COB). Despite these negotiations the 
Paz administration continued advancing 
neoliberal reforms, further fueling out-
rage and forcing COB and other unions, 
including teachers unions, to call strikes 
at the start of May. Around the same time, 
rural Indigenous communities embarked 
on a long march to the capital, while other 
peasant and Indigenous communities 
erected blockades across major roads.

On May 26 the country’s Chamber of 
Deputies voted to repeal restrictions on 
the use of military force against protest-
ers. Even before the vote, the state had 
deployed militarized forces against pro-
testers. This repression has only further 
radicalized the movement, with some 
protesters using dynamite, rocks, and 
slingshots to defend themselves against 
the military. Reports emerging on social 
media confirm this as well.

A history student at the Universidad 
Mayor de San Andrés who spoke with 
Truthout described the repressive climate 
that the protesters are braving.

“Especially police, they have been re-
pressing the movement with chemical 
agents, rubber bullets, and so on,” she told 
Truthout. “[The military] tried to stop the 

blockades which have been in the roads, 
but 30 minutes after they left, the block-
ades were rebuilt with even more people.”

The student . .. . mentioned that arrests 
and violence have been common in the 
crackdown on protests.

The protests in Bolivia are not merely 
a national issue. They have implica-
tions for a regional strategy in which the 
United States is relying on far-right allies 
in Latin America to advance U.S. inter-

ests. These interests are expressed clearly 
in Trump’s 2025 National Security Strat-
egy. It states, “The goal is for our partner 
nations to build up their domestic econo-
mies, while an economically stronger and 
more sophisticated Western Hemisphere 
becomes an increasingly attractive market 
for American commerce and investment.”

The protests in Bolivia have implica-
tions for a regional strategy in which the 
United States is relying on far-right allies 
in Latin America to advance U.S. interests.

Paz has closely aligned Bolivia with 
the United States, joining the recently 
formed Shield of the Americas, a military 
alliance composed mostly of right-wing 
governments with the stated mission of 
fighting cartels. On May 21, the alliance 
issued a joint statement condemning the 
protests in Bolivia, alleging that the pro-
testers are being led by “criminals and 
drug traffickers.”

Under the Trump administration, allega-
tions of drug trafficking have been used to 
justify a wide range of interventionist and 
militaristic policies including the attack 
on Venezuela and kidnapping of President 
Nicolás Maduro, the establishment of a 
seemingly permanent military occupation 
along the U.S.-Mexico border, illegal and 
deadly strikes on boats in the Caribbean, 
and a growing military campaign in Ecua-
dor that has resulted in the bombing of a 
civilian farm in a rural village.

Bouchard argued that the U.S. response 

to the protests is a rejection of Latin 
American sovereignty.

“You can vote for a government and 
then decide you’re unhappy with what 
they’re doing if you feel like they’re be-
traying their promises or not fulfill-
ing what they voted for,” Bouchard said. 
“This is how democracy works. U.S. gov-
ernment and right-wing allies in Latin 
America are basically saying that no pro-
tests are ever legitimate; if you vote for a 
government you’re basically supposed to 
accept whatever they do after.”

Several of the Latin American govern-
ments who signed the Shield of the Amer-
icas statement are likely observing the 
protests in Bolivia with concern that their 
own populations could draw inspiration 
from them.

The same week that Bolivian trade 
unions launched their general strike, Ar-
gentina and Chile saw massive student-
led demonstrations against attacks on 
public education. Both Argentine Presi-
dent Javier Milei and Chilean President 
José Antonio Kast have been pushing 
their own neoliberal reforms similar to 
those carried out by Paz.

“They know that they can bring down 
governments … They’ve done it before 
many times. These tactics work and they 
can get concessions.”

Even in Brazil, which is currently gov-
erned by the left-wing government of 
President Luiz Inácio Lula da Silva, uni-
versity students and municipal teach-
ers in São Paulo have been on strike and 
held combative marches against austerity 
pushed by the state’s far right governor. 
While the protests in Brazil, Argentina, 
and Chile have not reached anywhere 
near the level of widespread anger ex-
pressed in Bolivia, they demonstrate a re-
gional trend in which workers, students, 
and broader communities are beginning 
to rise up against economic strain and far 
right movements.

The history student who spoke with 
Truthout said that there are many in the 
movement in Bolivia who understand that 
their uprising poses a challenge to far 
more than just Paz’s agenda.

“[Protesters] mention Milei, they men-
tion the genocide [in Gaza],” she said. 
“That internationalist connection to U.S. 
imperialism and Israel, it’s there. You just 
can’t hide it.”

Bouchard said that the Bolivian people 
understand their country’s history, and 
this informs how radical the movement 
has become and how much more radical 
it can get.

“They know that they can bring down 
governments,” Bouchard said. “They’ve 
done it before many times. These tactics 
work and they can get concessions. They 
know that the Paz government is quite 
weak, and if they use these tactics like 
they’ve done before they can win.”

Originally pubilshed by Truthut.
Sam Carliner is a freelance journalist 

with a focus on U.S. foreign policy, geo-
politics, and international struggle. He 
previously managed social media at the 
CODEPINK Women for Peace. Currently 
he writes and edits for the socialist pub-
lication Left Voice, with a focus on inter-
national coverage.

Workers, Students, and 
Indigenous Movements 

Shut Down Bolivia

‘You can vote for a government and then decide 
you’re unhappy with what they’re doing if you feel 

like they’re betraying their promises or not fulfilling 
what they voted for.’
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By Amazon Frontlines

Lago Agrio, Ecuador—Amazon Front-
lines is honored to announce that ac-
claimed actor, lifelong activist, and 

Academy Award winner Jane Fonda has 
joined the organization as an Honorary 
Board Member—marking a powerful 
new chapter in the global movement to 
defend the Amazon rainforest and the In-
digenous peoples who have safeguarded it 
for generations.

Fonda’s decision follows a recent visit 
to the Ecuadorian Amazon, where she 
met with Indigenous leaders resisting oil 
drilling, mining, and deforestation. The 
experience deepened her commitment to 
amplifying their leadership at a critical 
moment for the planet.

“I have marched for peace, for justice, 
and now I stand with Indigenous Peoples 
for the Amazon,” said Fonda. “The Ama-
zon is not for sale—not to oil companies, 
not to miners, not to loggers. It is the beat-
ing heart of the planet, and defending it is 
the responsibility of us all.”

Scientists warn the Amazon is ap-
proaching a tipping point: if 20–25% 
of the forest is destroyed, it could col-
lapse into a dry savannah, releasing cat-

astrophic levels of carbon and accelerat-
ing global climate breakdown. More than 
15% has already been lost.

The announcement comes amid inten-
sifying global pressure to expand fossil 
fuel production. Following recent disrup-
tions to global oil supply, governments 
and investors are increasingly turning 
to the Amazon as a new frontier for ex-
traction—accelerating plans across the 
region. In Ecuador, proposed oil expan-
sion overlaps with Indigenous territories 
across the southern Amazon, raising se-
rious concerns about human rights, ir-
reversible ecological harm, and the dis-
mantling of constitutional safeguards. 
Indigenous leaders warn these decisions 
are moving forward without genuine con-
sent, placing entire ways of life at risk.

“Jane’s commitment comes at a decisive 
moment for the Amazon and our climate,” 
said Mitch Anderson, executive direc-
tor and cofounder of Amazon Frontlines. 
“For more than a decade, we have worked 
alongside Indigenous peoples to defend 
their lands and rights, and we have seen the 
power of alliances—when frontline leader-
ship is matched with global solidarity. Jane 
brings not only her voice, but her deep in-
tegrity, her ability to mobilize millions, and 

her willingness to listen and act. That is ex-
actly what this moment demands.”

For Indigenous leaders, her commit-
ment reflects a growing global recogni-
tion that their struggle is inseparable from 
the future of the planet.

“Our fight in the Amazon is a fight for 
life—for our peoples, and for the Earth,” 
said Nemonte Nenquimo, co-founder of 
Amazon Frontlines and a leader of the Wa-
orani Nation. “We are defending the forest 
not only for ourselves, but for all human-
ity. When allies like Jane stand with us, it 
shows the world that we are not alone, and 
that together, we can protect what remains 

and build a different future.”
Founded in 2014, Amazon Frontlines 

works in partnership with Indigenous na-
tions across the Upper Amazon to secure 
land rights, defend human rights, and pro-
tect rainforest territories from industrial 
extraction. Together with its Indigenous 
partner, the Ceibo Alliance, it supports 
Indigenous-led strategies that combine 
organizing, territorial defense, legal ad-
vocacy, and technologies such as GPS 
mapping and drone surveillance. This 
work has contributed to major climate 
victories, including halting oil and min-
ing projects threatening millions of acres 
of primary rainforest, advancing Indig-
enous sovereignty, and earning inter-
national recognition, such as the Hilton 
Humanitarian Prize, U.N. Equator Prize 
and the 2020 and 2022 Goldman Environ-
mental Prize.

Indigenous territories remain the most 
effective barrier against deforestation 
and a proven climate solution—yet they 
face escalating threats from extractive 
industries. Fonda’s appointment reflects 
a broader push to build alliances across 
cultures and borders to confront the cli-
mate crisis.

“The science is clear—we cannot ex-
pand fossil fuel extraction and still have a 
livable future,” Fonda added. “What I saw 
in the Amazon changed me. The leader-
ship of Indigenous peoples offers a path 
forward. Now it’s up to all of us to listen, 
to stand with them, and to act.”

Amazon Frontlines is calling on gov-
ernments to uphold Indigenous rights, on 
financial institutions to divest from de-
structive industries, and on people around 
the world to take action—supporting 
frontline communities, amplifying their 
voices, and helping stop new oil expan-
sion in the Amazon.

Amazon Frontlines is a nonprofit orga-
nization that works alongside Indigenous 
peoples to defend their rights to land, life, 
and cultural survival in the Amazon rain-
forest. Through long-term partnerships, 
the organization supports Indigenous-led 
solutions to protect biodiversity, uphold 
human rights, and confront the climate 
crisis at its roots.

Contact Raúl Estrada raul.estrada@
amazonfrontlines.org

By Marjorie Cohn

The right to strike is under attack 
throughout the world, including in 
the United States. Labor strikes are 

currently forbidden or restricted in the 
majority of countries.

Now, in a landmark 43-page advisory 
opinion issued May 21, the International 
Court of Justice (ICJ, or World Court) has 
determined that the right to strike is pro-
tected under the International Labour Or-

ganization’s (ILO) Convention No. 87 on 
Freedom of Association and Protection of 
the Right to Organise.

“At a moment when workers’ organi-
zations face sustained attacks around 
the world, this opinion reaffirms that the 
freedom to withhold one’s labor is not a 
privilege granted by the powerful, but a 
fundamental human right grounded in in-
ternational law,” AFL-CIO President Liz 
Shuler said in a statement.

The ILO is the United Nations agency 

that sets global labor standards. It has 187 
member states and has adopted 191 con-
ventions since its founding in 1919. The 
ILO considers Convention No. 87 to be 
one of its 11 fundamental conventions.

In 2023, the ILO asked the ICJ to settle 
an internal dispute about whether Conven-
tion No. 87 gives workers the right to strike, 
which is not specifically addressed in the 
convention. Although advisory opinions of 
the ICJ are not legally binding, many courts 
accept them as authoritative legal decisions.

The ICJ ruled in its 10-4 opinion that 
a strike “is one of the main activities en-
gaged in and tools used by workers and 
their organizations to promote their in-
terests and improve conditions of labour, 
thereby ensuring the effective exercise of 
the freedom of association protected un-
der Convention No. 87.”

The Court found “that protection of the 
right to strike is encompassed in the pro-
tection of the freedom of association pro-
vided for in Convention No. 87.”

In reaching that conclusion, the Court 
considered provisions in two 1996 Cov-
enants that contain relevant rules of inter-
national law regarding the right to strike. 
Both refer to Convention No. 87.

Article 8, paragraph 1 (d) of the Inter-
national Covenant on Economic, Social 
and Cultural Rights (ICESCR) expressly 

Jane Fonda Joins 
Indigenous-Led Effort to 
Protect the Amazon

A delegation from Alianza Ceibo, Amazon Frontlines, representatives of other Amazonian 
nationalities, and activist Jane Fonda, on a tour about the damage caused by oil 

extraction in the Amazon.Michelle Gachet via Amazon Frontlines

Labor Unions Celebrate World Court 
Ruling Enshrining the Right to Strike

Los Angeles Garment Workers Strike (1933) continued on page 17 … 
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By John LaForge

There is deadly irony in the juxtapo-
sition of Trump’s “anti-nuclear war” 
on Iran, and the ongoing U.N. Re-

view Conference for the Nuclear Non-
proliferation Treaty, or NPT RevCon.

The decision to initiate a war of aggres-
sion against Iran killing thousands of civil-
ians was made (among other public pretexts) 
in order to prevent Iran’s allegedly intended 
future construction of a nuclear weapon.

The 1970 NPT prohibits the develop-
ment of nuclear weapons or the transfer 
of nuclear weapons among or between na-
tions that ratify the treaty. The NPT has 
slowed the spread of such weapons, while 
pushing the spread of nuclear reactors. 
The U.S., Iran, and 187 other U.N. mem-
ber states are parties to the NPT.

Iran’s civil nuclear program is lawful un-
der NPT rules, and its representatives were 
in New York attending the RevCon in May. 
Still, one after another U.N. member repre-
sentative used their “general debate” time 
to attack Iran for its processing of uranium 
and Russia for its invasion of Ukraine, but 
not the United States for its unprovoked, 
internationally illegal war on Iran.

No friend or military ally of the United 
States except Israel was consulted or in-

formed about the U.S.’s Feb. 28 Middle East 
blitzkrieg—with plenty of reason. Trump’s 
war of distraction would never have been 
supported much less joined by U.S. allies 
because: 1) Iran’s nuclear facilities were 
“totally obliterated” in June 2025 by U.S. 
Air Force and Navy bombardments; and 2) 
the International Atomic Energy Agency—
the U.N. body that oversees compliance 
with the NPT—has reported since 2025 that 
it has found no evidence of an ongoing Ira-
nian nuclear weapons program.

The catastrophically ill-advised and crim-
inal U.S. war on Iran had to be launched by 
surprise, without NATO, or U.N. or U.S. au-
thorization, because the White House’s jus-
tifications were so easily debunked, and be-
cause the NPT is already working to stop 
the spread of nuclear arsenals.

During the first days of the NPT Rev-
Con, member states spoke with a shocking 
and confounding display of double stan-
dards, with one after another condemning 
Russia’s invasion of Ukraine, and Iran’s al-
leged violations of NPT inspection rules, 
but not one criticizing the U.S. attack on 
Iran, its Jan. 3 bombing of Venezuela, or its 
June 2025 bombardment of Iran’s nuclear 
facilities. Argentina, for example, said, 
“This Review Conference is taking place 
against a backdrop that we cannot ignore 
… the nuclear program of the Islamic Re-
public of Iran,” while the Nordic States to-
gether singled out Russia, saying its “war 
of aggression against Ukraine is a blatant 
violation of international law, including the 
U.N. Charter.” The U.S. war on Iran was 
evidently aggression non grata.

The nuclear weapons states’ 56-year-
long violation of the NPT’s Article VI—
requiring good-faith efforts to eliminate 
nuclear weapons—was often bemoaned, 
but the U.S., U.K., Russian, Chinese, and 
French violators were never called out by 
name. (North Korea, India, Israel, and 
Pakistan have nuclear weapons but have 
not joined the NPT.) Likewise, open, ongo-
ing U.S. violations of the treaty’s Articles 
I and II—which forbid the U.S. transfer 
of nuclear weapons to non-nuclear States 
Parties including Germany, Italy, Holland, 
and Belgium—were ignored, while the 
European Union delegate said, “The EU 
condemns in the strongest possible way 
Russia’s … announced deployment of nu-
clear weapons in the territory of Belarus.”

Comically, a few ministers openly ex-
cused the U.S.’s Article I and II viola-
tions—its stationing of B61 thermonuclear 
gravity bombs at six air bases in Europe—
as when the representative of the Nordic 
States, asserted that “NATO’s nuclear shar-
ing arrangements are fully consistent with 
the NPT.” The 110-member Non-Aligned 
States Parties Group politely pushed back 
and condemned the practice, noting with-
out naming names, “The Group reiterates 
its deep concern over … practices that run 
contrary to the principles and objectives 
of the Treaty such as … nuclear weapons 
sharing arrangements.”

The most brazenly selective and myo-
pic presentation was the “Joint Statement 
on Russia’s Aggression Against Ukraine” 
signed by 43 NPT States Parties. The paper 
said, “Russia’s war of aggression against 
Ukraine is a blatant violation of interna-
tional law, including the U.N. Charter.” 
Every use of the word “Russia” in the text 
could have been replaced with “the U.S.” 
and still made perfect sense. The letter en-
dorsed Ukraine’s but not Iran’s “indepen-
dence, sovereignty, and territorial integ-
rity”; Ukraine’s but not Iran’s “inherent 
right to self-defense” in accordance with 
the U.N. Charter “against Russia’s,” but not 
the U.S.’s “ongoing illegal war of aggres-
sion.” The paper acknowledged the critical 
danger of attacking nuclear sites and con-
demned Russia, but not the U.S., both of 
whom continue to put “nuclear facilities at 
risk.” The group did manage to generally 
denounce “indiscriminate attacks that have 
resulted in civilian deaths and destruction 
of critical infrastructure.” Yet, the 43 states 
urged the General Assembly “to condemn 
Russia’s irresponsible nuclear rhetoric,” but 
not Trump’s mindless threat to bomb Iran 
“back to the stone ages” or his genocidal 
outburst that, “a whole civilization will die 
tonight, never to be brought back again.”

For U.N. member states to ignore U.S. 
government violations of the U.N. Char-
ter and the Laws of War is evidence of not 
just hypocrisy and double standards, but a 
submissiveness reminiscent of the grovel-
ing fear of state terrors of 1930s. More than 
just Spain’s Prime Minister Pedro Sánchez 
and Pope Leo XIV have to stand up to the 
megalomaniacal madman of the hour.

John LaForge is codirector of Nuke-
watch, a peace and environmental justice 
group in Wisconsin, and is co-editor with 
Arianne Peterson of Nuclear Heartland, 
Revised: A Guide to the 450 Land-Based 
Missiles of the United States.

By Edward Horgan

Are European and other leaders lead-
ing humanity towards World War 
III? Professor Jeffrey Sachs sent an 

open letter to German Chancellor Fried-
rich Merz, saying that Germany is leading 
Europe toward World War III. The risk 
of a third world war occurring has never 
been greater. Conflicts in Ukraine and the 
Middle East could be the sparks that ini-
tiate a global war. Russia has the largest 

number of nuclear weapons and is being 
threatened by NATO expansion up to its 
northern, western and southern borders. 

Nuclear armed states try to justify their 
possession of nuclear weapons as a de-
terrent against attacks by hostile states. 
This is a flawed strategy. The atomic 
bombing of Hiroshima and Nagasaki 
was an unjustified war crime to demon-
strate that the U.S. was the most power-
ful country in 1945. The USSR success-
fully tested its first atomic bomb in 1949 

and at least nine other states now possess 
nuclear weapons. The proliferation of nu-
clear weapons not only endangers all of 
humanity but endangers the states that 
possess nuclear weapons. The likelihood 
is that most nuclear states would use nu-
clear weapons pre-emptively if they feel 
seriously threatened. There is little point 
in a nuclear armed state waiting to use its 
nuclear weapons until after its opponent 
has first used them against their country.

Several nuclear powers are increasing 
their stocks of nuclear weapons. France 
has announced a change in its nuclear 
policy from just protecting France to ex-
tending the French ‘nuclear umbrella’ to 
cover several other European countries, 
thereby increasing the risk of Mutually 
Assured Destruction (M.A.D). Sepa-
rately, the U.S. and Israel are increasing 
their military cooperation while commit-
ting crimes against humanity against the 
peoples of Palestine, Iran and Lebanon. 
Too many irrational leaders are now in 
charge of far too many nuclear weapons. 
Nuclear weapons must be decommis-
sioned and eliminated before humanity is 
exterminated.

Dr. Edward Horgan, a former Army 
commandant, served with U.N. peace-
keeping missions in Cyprus and the Mid-
dle East in the 1970s. He is a Shannon-
watch peace campaigner, international 
secretary of the Irish Peace and Neutrality 
Alliance, founder and coordinator of Vet-
erans For Peace Ireland, and the founder 
of The Veterans Global Peace Network.

Destroy Nuclear Weapons 
or the World Will End

Blind Eyes at the U.N. While the 
U.S. Bombs for Nonproliferation

Mourners dig graves during funeral of children killed in an airstrike on a primary school 
in Minab, Iran, Photo: @araghchi/X
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protects the right to strike, if it is exer-
cised in conformity with domestic laws.

Article 22, paragraph 1 of the Inter-
national Covenant on Civil and Political 
Rights (ICCPR) provides for the right to 
freedom of association. The ICJ noted that 
for more than 25 years, the Human Rights 
Committee—which monitors the imple-
mentation of the ICCPR—has considered 
the right to strike to be encompassed in 
the protection of freedom of association.

Due to the high degree of overlap be-
tween the states parties to the ICESCR and 
ICCPR, and Convention No. 87, the ICJ de-
termined there was a common understand-
ing among them on the right to strike. The 
Court thus concluded “that an interpreta-
tion taking into account the relevant rules 
of international law contained in the ICE-
SCR and the ICCPR indicates that the pro-
tection of the right to strike is encompassed 
in the protection of the freedom of associa-
tion provided by Convention No. 87.”

No Right to Organize Without the 
Right to Strike

“For generations, working people have 
understood a simple truth: The freedom 
to join a union means nothing if you can-
not withhold your labor when bosses re-
fuse to listen. Now, the world’s highest 
court has affirmed that truth,” said Jeffrey 
Vogt, director of the International Law-
yers Assisting Workers (ILAW) Network, 
which issued the call for the ILO referral 
of this case to the ICJ.

The ICJ decision “affirms decades of ju-
dicial precedent and what workers around 
the world know: there is no right to orga-
nize and bargain collectively without the 
right to strike,” Shuler said in her state-
ment. “When workers are barred from 
taking collective action on the job, they 
cannot defend their rights and demand the 
workplace conditions and contracts they 
are owed. The freedom to join a union be-
comes an empty formality.”

“This is an important day for the Inter-

national Labor Organization [ILO], and 
for its continued relevance in the world 
of work. However, the significance of this 
opinion extends well beyond the institu-
tional context in Geneva,” the ILAW Net-
work wrote in a statement.

The ICJ advisory opinion came “at a 
moment of acute pressure on the interna-
tional labour rights system,” ILAW stated. 
“Across the world, the right to strike is 
under sustained attack—through restric-
tive legislation, expansive judicial inter-
pretation of essential services, the crimi-

nalisation of trade union activity, and the 
use of dismissals, injunctions, and dam-
ages claims to deter collective action.”

Legal restrictions on the right to strike 
are increasing. In 2022, strikes were out-
lawed or stringently restricted in 129 of the 
148 countries tallied by the International 
Trade Union Confederation (ITUC), one 
of the six organizations with consultative 
status at the ILO Governing Body.

The ITUC, which represents 191 mil-
lion workers in 169 countries and territo-
ries, is dedicated to trade union democ-
racy and independence. It has regional 
organizations in Africa, Asia, and Latin 
America. The ICJ decision “is important 
not only for workers and trade unions, 
but also for governments and responsible 
businesses,” ITUC stressed.

This decision “will serve as a powerful 
interpretive tool before national constitu-
tional and labour courts, before regional 
human rights bodies, and before the ILO’s 
own supervisory bodies,” ILAW noted. 
“It strengthens the hand of every worker 
and union challenging strike bans, broad 
essential-services designations, criminal 
sanctions against strikers, prohibitions 
on solidarity and political strikes, and the 
dismissal and blacklisting of workers who 
exercise this right.”

In October, 18 countries and five in-
ternational organizations, including the 

ILO, presented oral testimony before the 
ICJ, and other nations filed written contri-
butions. The majority of participants sup-
ported the right to strike, which is guar-
anteed in most European countries.

Harold Koh, who represented the In-
ternational Trade Union Confederation 
(ITUC) before the ICJ, told the judges 
that the case would “affect the real rights 
of tens of millions of working people 
around the world.” If the Court ruled that 
the Convention didn’t protect the right to 
strike, Koh warned, “National employer 

groups would contest the right to strike 
country by country, focusing first on na-
tions with compliant courts, weak civil 
societies and ineffective media.”

Jeffrey Vogt worked with the legal team of 
the ITUC on the briefs and oral arguments 
presented to the ICJ. Vogt’s co-authored 
book, The Right to Strike in International 
Law, provided a legal roadmap for the case.

Vogt told Truthout that “the written 
view of the U.S. (under the Biden admin-
istration) was to support the right to strike, 
albeit on narrower grounds than what we 
had argued. When the Trump adminis-
tration came in, they withdrew the Biden 
era brief but fortunately did not appear for 
oral arguments and take a contrary view.”

“The decision deals with the right to 
strike in the abstract—does the conven-

tion protect it—but does not go into the 
modalities,” Vogt added. The Court wrote 
that its “conclusion that the right to strike 
is protected by Convention No. 87 does 
not entail any determination on the pre-
cise content, scope, or conditions for the 
exercise of that right.”

“That was a conscious decision,” Vogt 
noted. “We did not want the court to at-
tempt to define the scope, especially since 
we believe that is the proper role of the 
ILO supervisory system.” Vogt said that 
“the ICJ gave ‘great weight’ to the views 
of the supervisory system, which is help-
ful.” And although “the ILO has sup-
ported secondary strikes,” in which work-
ers strike in solidarity with other workers 
at a different employer, the ICJ decision 
didn’t opine on that specific issue.

“The right to withhold one’s labor, in-
herent in the right to strike, belongs to 
all workers, but it has been restricted,” 
Jeanne Mirer, a labor lawyer in pri-
vate practice working with the Interna-
tional Commission for Labor Rights, 
told Truthout. “Many unions have agreed 
never to strike while a collective bargain-
ing agreement is in effect.”

Most private sector workers in the U.S. 
have the right to strike under the National 
Labor Relations Act (NLRA). Employ-
ees, including international and undocu-
mented workers, cannot be fired or disci-
plined for participating in a lawful strike.

“Those exempted from the NLRA, 
such as agricultural and domestic work-
ers, are not restricted in the right to strike 
but have no protections against discharge 
if they strike and do not have the power 

to prevent such retaliation,” Mirer added.
Some states have their own laws grant-

ing protection to domestic workers and 14 
states guarantee farmworkers collective 
bargaining rights.

Railroad and airline workers are not 
covered by the NLRA, but they come 
under the Railway Labor Act, which has 
several limitations on the right to strike.

In recent years, Congress and the 
courts have narrowed the definition of 
“protected concerted activity” under the 
NLRA. Union membership is dropping. 
Nevertheless, strike actions in the U.S. 
increased by almost 50% in 2022, accord-
ing to the Economic Policy Institute.

In 2023, the U.S. Supreme Court weak-
ened the legal protections for striking in 
Glacier Northwest, Inc. v. International 
Brotherhood of Teamsters, making it 
easier for employers to sue unions in 
state courts. Only Justice Ketanji Brown 
Jackson dissented, writing, “The right to 
strike is fundamental to American labor 
law.” She noted:

Workers are not indentured servants, 
bound to continue laboring until any 
planned work stoppage would be as pain-
less as possible for their masters. They are 
employees whose collective and peaceful 
decision to withhold their labor is pro-
tected by the [National Labor Relations 
Act] even if economic injury results.

The NLRA’s protections for private 
sector workers don’t extend to public 
sector employees. “Public employees in 
the United States have been restricted in 
many ways from striking,” Mirer said.

Federal workers are legally prohib-
ited from striking. Thirty-six states pro-
hibit public sector workers from striking. 
Three other states that haven’t addressed 
the issue would likely outlaw public sec-
tor strikes as well. In the 12 states where 
strikes are not per se unlawful, various 
preconditions must be met before workers 
can engage in strikes.

The World Federation of Trade Unions, 
which played a decisive role in the cre-
ation of Convention No. 87 in 1948, ap-
plauded the ICJ’s decision:

[I]t is clear that the existence of a class-
oriented and militant trade union movement 
is the essential, decisive, and irreplaceable 
factor to ensure that the right to strike, as 
well as conventions, collective bargaining, 
labor laws, and workers’ achievements, are 
not merely empty words on paper but are 
implemented in practice. The WFTU reit-
erates its call for struggle in every country, 
sector, and workplace to safeguard the sa-
cred right to strike in practice.

“It is up to workers and their organiza-
tions to build on the ICJ decision to en-
sure the right to strike can be an effective 
tool to build worker power,” Mirer said.

Originally published by Truthout 
Marjorie Cohn is professor emerita at 

Thomas Jefferson School of Law, former 
president of the National Lawyers Guild, 
and a member of the national advisory 
boards of  Assange Defense  and Veter-
ans For Peace, and the bureau of the In-
ternational Association of Democratic 
Lawyers. Her books include Drones and 
Targeted Killing: Legal, Moral and Geo-
political Issues. She is co-host of Law and 
Disorder radio.

Right to Strike
 … continued from page 15

Workers leave duties to join the Great Railroad Strike of 1922.

‘For generations, working people have understood 
a simple truth: The freedom to join a union means 

nothing if you cannot withhold your labor when 
bosses refuse to listen. Now, the world’s highest court 

has affirmed that truth.’
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Economist and diplomat Jeffrey 
Sachs calls on Merz to begin 
immediate talks with Russian 
President Vladimir Putin about 
peace in Europe.

Chancellor Merz,
When I wrote an open letter to you a half year ago, I 

urged Germany to pursue diplomacy with Russia rather 
than the normalization of war. Six months later, the situ-
ation in Europe is dramatically worse. Europe and Russia 
are slipping into open war. And in that drift, Chancellor, 
your responsibility is singular. No European leader—not 
in Paris, not in Warsaw, not in Rome—holds the position 
that Germany holds, or has the power that you personally 
hold, to interrupt this catastrophe. Will you try for peace?

You yourself, with Prime Minister Meloni and Presi-
dent Macron, called in January 2026 for Europe to re-
start relations with Russia and described Russia as “a 
European country.” Yet you did not pursue diplomacy. 
With the future of Europe at stake, this is an extraordi-
nary abdication of leadership. Have you, in your months 
as Chancellor, attempted one substantive dialogue with 
President Putin? Has your foreign minister attempted 
one substantive dialogue with Foreign Minister Lavrov? 
Real conversations, the kind that ended the Cold War. 
The answer, as far as the public record reveals, is no. Not 
once. And not for want of recognizing the urgency.

The past days have brought a dangerous acceleration 
that should focus every European mind. Both capitals 
are now under sustained attack: Ukrainian long-range 
drones have struck deep into Moscow, including civil-
ian sites; Russian missile and drone strikes against Kyiv 
have greatly intensified. Ukrainian drones have crossed 
into the airspace of the Baltic states, raising the immedi-
ate prospect of an incident that could pull Europe directly 
into the war. A horrific Ukrainian strike on a boys’ school 
in Lugansk has further eroded what little remains of re-
straint. And on May 25, Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov, 
acting on instructions from President Putin, formally no-
tified the United States Secretary of State that the Russian 
Armed Forces are now launching “systematic and sus-
tained strikes” on facilities and decision-making centers 
in Kyiv, and the Russian Foreign Ministry has advised that 
the United States and other countries “ensure the evacua-
tion of their diplomatic personnel and other citizens from 
the capital of Ukraine.” That message is the prologue to 
a major escalation. Diplomacy is more urgent than ever.

The way to defend Ukraine is not continued slaugh-
ter, but peace on terms that are agreeable to all parties. 
Instead, we face escalation, with more deaths, more de-

struction, and the real prospect of a war that expands 
beyond Ukraine. By calling for ever more weapons, ever 
greater war-fighting capacity, and ever louder demon-
strations of “resolve,” and by signaling that Germany 
is preparing for war rather than working to end it, you 
have allowed Berlin to become an accelerant rather than 
a brake to a European-wide war.

Germany’s Responsibility: Six Particulars
Germany bears profound responsibility for the situation 

it now confronts. Before German policy can be reset to-
ward peace, Germany’s record must be confronted hon-
estly. I set out below six serious failures of German foreign 
policy vis-à-vis Russia since German reunification in 1990.

First—the 2+4 Treaty and NATO’s eastward expan-
sion. On 12 September 1990, in Moscow, Germany 
signed the Treaty on the Final Settlement with Respect to 
Germany—the “2+4 Treaty”—that completed German 
reunification. That treaty was secured because Mikhail 
Gorbachev was given solemn assurances, by Hans-Di-
etrich Genscher, by Helmut Kohl, by James Baker, and 
by other Western leaders, that NATO would not move 
eastward. The declassified record—including the now-
public memoranda assembled by the National Security 
Archive of George Washington University—is unam-
biguous: those assurances were given and were clearly 
meant at the time to apply beyond the territory of the 
former GDR to Eastern Europe. These assurances were 
reaffirmed through 1990 and 1991.

The 2+4 Treaty restricts the placement of NATO troops 
in the former GDR, and recalls the principles of the Hel-
sinki Final Act, which emphasizes that no nation’s secu-
rity should come at the expense of another’s. Does any 
serious person believe that the Soviet Union cared about 
Western troops on the territory of the former GDR but 
was indifferent to NATO armies in Warsaw, Vilnius, or 
Kyiv? Of course not.

The matter of NATO enlargement was discussed in 
detail and explicit assurances of non-enlargement to the 
East were given by Germany to the Soviet leaders—and 
then were broken. Germany was the principal beneficiary 
of those assurances, which were the quid pro quo for Ger-
many’s reunification. Yet as early as 1993, German lead-
ers began to promote the violation of those assurances.

Second—Chancellor Merkel’s own testimony. In her 
memoirs, Angela Merkel writes with striking candor 
that she understood at the time of the 2008 Bucharest 
Summit that inviting Ukraine and Georgia into NATO 
would be tantamount to a declaration of war on Rus-
sia. She knew Russia’s red line. And yet she gave in to 
American pressure, accepting the compromise commu-
niqué that Ukraine and Georgia “will become” NATO 

members. That single sentence set in motion the catas-
trophes of 2014 and 2022. Merkel’s later candor is a gift 
to her successors: she has told you, plainly and in her 
own words, what was understood at the time. Germany 
should not now pretend otherwise.

Third—the betrayal of the February 21, 2014 agreement. 
On 21 February 2014, in Kyiv, Germany’s then-Foreign 
Minister Frank-Walter Steinmeier, together with his Polish 
and French counterparts, brokered an agreement between 
President Yanukovych and the opposition. The agreement 
provided for a return to the 2004 constitution, the forma-
tion of a national-unity government, and early presidential 
elections. President Putin was consulted; the agreement 
was confirmed. It was a serious diplomatic achievement 
under conditions of intense violence. Yet within twenty-
four hours Yanukovych was forcibly overthrown by a vio-
lent coup. Germany did not insist on the agreement it had 
just guaranteed. Instead, following the U.S. lead, Ger-
many backed the new government, as if there had been no 
agreement in place. That decision persuaded Moscow that 
Western signatures could not be trusted.

Fourth—Minsk II. In February 2015, Chancel-
lor Merkel personally negotiated Minsk II in the Nor-
mandy Format and pledged Germany’s political backing 
through the Declaration of Support adopted in Minsk 
on 12 February 2015. For seven years, the key political 
provision—autonomy for the Donbas regions within a 
sovereign Ukraine—was never implemented by Kyiv. 
Germany did not press Kyiv to implement the autonomy 
provision it had championed—and Merkel later acknowl-
edged that the agreement had been used as a holding ac-
tion to allow Ukraine to rearm. President Hollande said 
the same. The guarantee, in other words, was not a guar-
antee at all. It was a stratagem—once again at Washing-
ton’s behest. Once again, the message to Moscow was 
that Western signatures cannot be trusted.

Fifth—Nord Stream. On 7 February 2022, in the East 
Room of the White House, President Biden announced—
with then-Chancellor Olaf Scholz standing beside him—
that “if Russia invades … then there will be no longer a 
Nord Stream 2. We will bring an end to it.” Asked how, 
he replied, “I promise you, we will be able to do that.” The 
pipelines were destroyed seven months later in an act of sab-
otage in the Baltic Sea. The available evidence—investiga-
tive reporting in the United States and Germany, the trail 
followed by the German federal prosecutor, and the public 
statements of former officials—points overwhelmingly to a 
joint Ukrainian-American operation. The German govern-
ment has long known this. And yet Germany has permitted 
the public blame to fall on Russia, against the direct evi-

dence, while an act of industrial sabotage against the Ger-
man economy has gone unprosecuted and unanswered.

Sixth—the April 2022 Istanbul agreement that was 
within reach. Just weeks after Russia’s invasion in Feb-
ruary 2022, Russian and Ukrainian negotiators con-
verged in Istanbul on the terms of a peace agreement: 
Ukrainian neutrality outside NATO, multilateral secu-
rity guarantees, agreed troop limits, and the political res-
olution of the Donbas and Crimea questions over time. 
The agreement was within days of signature. Former Is-
raeli Prime Minister Naftali Bennett, one of the media-

Germany plans military expansion after decades of downsizing.
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to German 
Chancellor 
Friedrich Merz

Angela Merkel writes with 
striking candor that she 

understood at the time of the 2008 
Bucharest Summit that inviting 

Ukraine and Georgia into 
NATO would be tantamount to a 

declaration of war on Russia. 
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tors, has confirmed publicly that the deal was close and 
that the West—the United States and the United King-
dom in particular—moved to block it. Prime Minister 
Boris Johnson’s mission to Kyiv in April 2022 to instruct 
Ukraine not to sign is a matter of public record. Hun-
dreds of thousands of Ukrainian and Russian lives, and 
the wider European order, have paid the price for that 
U.S.-UK intervention. Germany has not raised its voice 
on this—even though Germany, more than any other Eu-
ropean state, has borne the economic consequences.

Your first concern must be peace. Yesterday’s message 
from Moscow tells us how late the hour is. But there is 
a second catastrophe unfolding alongside the first: the 
willful destruction of the German economy, with Berlin 
as both author and victim.

Germany’s industrial economy was built on trade with 
Russia. The destruction of Nord Stream and the subse-
quent severance of Germany’s trade relations with Rus-
sia have left Germany buying natural gas from the United 
States at prices several times higher than the Russian 
pipeline gas it replaced. This is industrial suicide. Ger-
many’s chemical sector, its steel sector, its glass indus-
try, its energy-intensive manufacturers—the very foun-
dations of the Mittelstand *—are losing international 
competitiveness day by day. Skilled jobs are draining out 
of the German economy. And the German taxpayer and 
the German consumer are making a transfer of national 
wealth from Germany to American gas producers at a 
scale unprecedented in postwar Europe.

On top of this, the German government is now pledg-
ing an enormous defence build-up—hundreds of billions 
of euros over the coming decade—to arm for a war that 
diplomacy can easily prevent. This is a profound misallo-
cation of national resources. The fundamental challenge 
facing Germany in this decade is competitiveness in the 
digital age. Every euro spent on tanks, missiles, and artil-
lery shells is a euro not spent on Germany’s AI capacity, 
its chip-design and chip-fabrication capability, its energy 
infrastructure, and the high-speed digital networks that 
Germany needs to remain a top global economy.

The hard reality, Mr. Chancellor, is that there is no 
security to be bought with these arms that diplomacy 
cannot buy at a tiny fraction of the cost, and there is no 
prosperity to be had without the digital and energy in-
vestments that this arms buildup will crowd out.

My Appeal
Chancellor Merz, more than any other European 

leader, the question of whether Europe descends into 
general war, or returns to negotiation, and to economic 
sanity, rests with you. The hour is very late. Yesterday’s 
formal message from Moscow to Washington says so 
explicitly. Please open a dialogue with President Putin. 
Please send your foreign minister to Moscow or invite 
Russia’s Foreign Minister to Berlin. Please reopen the 
OSCE** channels that Germany has allowed to atrophy. 
Please tell Kyiv to cease its strikes on civilian targets.

Most importantly, please tell the German public the 
truth: that a negotiated peace based on Ukrainian neu-
trality is the realistic path out of catastrophe, and that 
restoring a normal economic relationship with Russia is 
the realistic path out of Germany’s industrial decline.

The terms of an acceptable agreement that Germany 
could propose are clear. The fighting would stop on an 
armistice line. All sides would renounce any future re-
sort to violence on the question of borders. Ukraine 
would restore its neutrality, and NATO would perma-
nently renounce further eastward enlargement.

Europe and Russia would restore economic relations 
and would stop the warmongering. The OSCE would 
once again become the central forum for European se-
curity, with the fundamental precept that European se-
curity is indivisible, not based on military blocs dividing 
Europe. Alongside this peace, Germany would redirect 
its national resources toward the digital, AI, semicon-
ductor, and energy investments that Germany’s eco-

nomic future demands.
History will record what you do in the weeks ahead, 

and what you fail to do. So will the German public. So 
will the peoples of Russia, Ukraine, and Europe gener-
ally. It’s time for diplomacy, Mr. Chancellor. The choice 
is yours to make.

Respectfully,
Jeffrey D. Sachs
University Professor of Columbia University 

* The Mittelstand refers to the collection of small and 
medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) that form the back-
bone of the German economy. Representing about 99% 
of all German companies, these businesses are cele-
brated globally for their family ownership, specialized 
niche dominance, long-term focus, and deep roots in lo-
cal communities. 

** OSCE (Organization for Security and Co-operation 
in Europe)
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ences of union members, offers an opportunity to muster 
political support for solutions that are not partisan.

With progressive groups trying to organize and mobi-
lize more rebellious veterans, and MAGA with veteran 
leaders like J.D. Vance and Pete Hegseth, competing to 
be the next Trump, there is no lack of conflicting opin-
ions among vets. But Early and Gordon offer many ways 
for the progressives to organize while improving the 
lives of vets no matter their political color.

They also do us a great service by resurrecting the re-
markable right-to-left transformation of Smedley Dar-
lington Butler (1881-1940), the son of a U.S. congress-
man who spent his miliary career as a fighter for U.S. 
imperialism. To preserve and enhance U.S. corporate in-
terests, he led invasions of Haiti, the Dominican Repub-
lic, the Philippines, Mexico, and China. As he put it:

“I spent thirty-three years and four months in active 
service as a member of our country’s most agile miliary 
force—the Marine Corps. I served in all commissioned 
ranks from a second lieutenant to Major-General. And 
during that period, I spent most of my time being a high-
class muscle man for Big Business, for Wall Street, and 
for the bankers. In short I was a racketeer for capitalism.”

Do any of today’s soldiers see Trump’s oil grab in Ven-
ezuela, threats to Greenland and Cuba, and the assault 
on Iran through a similar lens?

Even if most do not, Early and Gordon note that the 
military has at least one value that is key to progressive 
change: solidarity. Soldiers can’t succeed without watch-
ing out for each other. Solidarity does not mean the com-
ing together of those who agree. Rather it is all about 
overcoming the differences that divide us so that pow-
erful collective activity can take place. They also point 

out the staff of the Veterans Administration “fosters a 
unique institutional culture of empathy and solidarity 
between patients and providers that has no counterpart 
anywhere else in the U.S. healthcare system.”

Perhaps this partially explains why many veterans are 
drawn to labor unions, where solidarity is the core value.

I wish that Early/Gordon had written a little more about 
how best to mobilize veterans politically. While their 
ideas about abolishing the Electoral College and expand-
ing voting rights while limiting the power of big money 
in elections are all on point, I suspect that veterans as a 
whole are much like working people: many have given 
up on the Democratic Party and have no political home, 
and no path to enduring political power. Or have they em-
braced MAGA and realized it isn’t for them either?

Can the Democrats be sufficiently reformed to over-
come that alienation? Can they give up their commit-
ment to the war machine and again become fighters for 
working-class justice and fairness, which includes poli-
cies that adequately support veterans while preventing 
the never-ending march to war? Or does something new 
need to be constructed outside of the two parties, as vet-
eran Dan Osborn is doing in Nebraska?

That difficult question may decide whether veterans 
end up defending democracy or going along with those 
who are undermining it.

Early and Gordon have written an important book that 
is well worth reading for their stories about all manner of 
life and policies involving veterans, how they’ve fought 
for better lives for their families and how the govern-
ment has sometimes worked with them, but often worked 
against them. Most importantly, it will get you thinking 
deeply about those who have served our country and how 
their experiences inform who we are and what we can be.

Les Leopold’s latest book is The Billionaires Have 
Two Parties, We Need One Of Our Own: How Working 
People Can Build Independent Political Power.
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Courage or Complicity? How  
Veterans are Responding to the  
Assault on Democracy
By Steve Early and Suzanne Gordon

By Les Leopold

Back in the 1960s, Cold War liber-
als and antiwar activists debated 
whether the United States was an 

imperial power or a global force for 
peace. Each side had its arguments, but 
for many that debate ended with the Viet-
nam War as the U.S. killed more than a 
million Vietnamese and 50,000 of its own 
soldiers to defend a French colony against 
national liberation. And lost.

Since WWII we have been constantly at 
war. It is shocking when you list them all:

Major Wars and Large-Scale  
Conflicts

Korean War: 1950–1953
Vietnam War: U.S. escalation 1965–1973 
(overall 1955–1975)
Gulf War: 1990–1991
War in Afghanistan: 2001–2021
Iraq War: 2003–2011 (follow-on 
operations 2011–present)

Medium-Scale Wars and 
Sustained Campaigns

Lebanon Crisis: 1958
Lebanon Civil War intervention: 1982–
1984
Invasion of Grenada: 1983
Invasion of Panama: 1989–1990
Bosnian War NATO intervention: 1995
Kosovo War: 1999
Libya intervention: 2011

War against ISIS: 2014–present

Covert Wars, Proxy Wars and 
Major Support

CIA operations in Guatemala: 1954
Bay of Pigs Invasion: 1961
Laotian Civil War: 1960–1975
Cambodian Campaign: 1970–1973
Angolan Civil War: 1975–1991
Nicaraguan Contra War: 1981–1990
Salvadoran Civil War: 1980–1992
Soviet-Afghan War U.S. involvement: 
1979–1989

Smaller Interventions and 
Military Actions

Dominican Republic intervention: 1965–
1966

Mayaguez incident: 1975
Operation El Dorado Canyon: 1986
Tanker War: 1987–1988
Somalia intervention: 1992–1994
Haiti intervention: 1994–1995
Afghanistan missile strikes: 1998
Yemen drone campaign: 2002–present
Pakistan drone strikes: 2004–2018
Syria intervention: 2014–present

Ongoing Military Presence (with 
Combat Risk)

Afghanistan (NATO/ISAF follow-on): 
2001–2021
Sinai Peninsula (Multinational Force & 
Observers): 1982–present
Horn of Africa/Sahel operations: 2000s–
present

All these wars have meant that over the 
years the U.S. military has hired many, 
mostly working class, men and women to 
be the human side of the fighting machine 
and to staff the operations necessary to 
support it. With an ongoing force of 1.3M 
working for the military in recent years, 
that has meant that today there are a lot 
of U.S. veterans (about 15.8 million), and 
a lot of programs that serve them. Veter-
ans are everywhere and Steve Early and 
Suzanne Gordon, in Courage or Complic-
ity? How Veterans are Responding to the 
Assault on Democracy, describe the ways 
their experiences shape our democracy, 
and how they might help decide if we will 
even have one that can endure.

On the one hand they see a conservative 
drift, as many veterans transition from 
military service to the police, to ICE, and 
to security services. About 60% of veter-

ans who voted in 2016 voted for Donald 
Trump, while 54% backed him in 2020, a 
decline the authors note, triggered by fe-
male and gay soldiers rejecting MAGA. 
On the other, they note, that many of our 
strongest working-class political candi-
dates and labor leaders are former vets. 
Will these more progressive leaders help 
shape our future? Or will conservative 
vets? Probably, it will be both.

Early and Gordon, both of whom have 
backgrounds in health policy, show how 
veterans of all political stripes are gen-
erally ignored by our government lead-
ers. Their past sacrifices are conveniently 
pushed aside or forgotten when other mat-
ters press for attention. This has put the 
Veterans Administration under continual 
assault, plagued, despite its customary high 
customer satisfaction scores, by threats to 
its funding and staffing shortages. Recent 
Republican aspirations to privatize the VA 
are, the authors say, an important wake-up 
call for vets to stand up and fight for their 
model single-payer system.

Many veterans suffer in civilian life, 
facing severe medical problems after 
leaving the services, with others suffering 
mentally from PTSD and other chronic 
issues. Veteran suicide rates are much 
higher than for those who didn’t serve. 
Too many vets end up in jail or on the 
street. Early and Gordon cover a wealth of 
the issues facing veterans and discuss the 
groups and programs designed to provide 
services and coordinate help for them. 
They point out that these issues have no 
ideology, and the shared experiences of 
veterans, like the shared work experi-

On Houses
By Kahlil Gibran

Then a mason came forth and said, 
Speak to us of Houses.

And he answered and said:
Build of your imaginings a bower in the 

wilderness ere you build a house 
within the city walls.

For even as you have home-comings in 
your twilight, so has the wanderer in 
you, the ever distant and alone.

Your house is your larger body.
It grows in the sun and sleeps in the 

stillness of the night; and it is not 
dreamless. Does not your house 
dream? and dreaming, leave the city 
for a grove or hill-top?

Would that I could gather your houses 
into my hand, and like a sower scatter 
them in forest and meadow.

Would the valleys were your streets, 
and the green paths your alleys, 
that you might seek one another 
through vineyards, and come with 
the fragrance of the earth in your 
garments.

But these things are not yet to be.
In their fear your forefathers gathered 

you too near together. And that fear 

shall endure a little longer. A little 
longer shall your city walls separate 
your hearths from your fields.

And tell me, people of Orphalese, what 
have you in these houses? And what is 
it you guard with fastened doors?

Have you peace, the quiet urge that 
reveals your power?

Have you rememberances, the 
glimmering arches that span the 
summits of the mind?

Have you beauty, that leads the heart 
from things fashioned of wood and 
stone to the holy mountain?

Tell me, have you these in your houses?
Or have you only comfort, and the lust for 

comfort, that stealthy thing that enters 
the house a guest, and then becomes a 
host, and then a master?

Ay, and it becomes a tamer, and with 
hook and scourge makes puppets of 
your larger desires.

Though its hands are silken, its heart is 
of iron.

It lulls you to sleep only to stand by your 
bed and jeer at the dignity of the flesh.

It makes mock of your sound senses, and 
lays them in thistledown like fragile 
vessels.

Verily the lust for comfort murders the 
passion of the soul, and then walks 
grinning in the funeral.

But you, children of space, you restless 
in rest, you shall not be trapped nor 
tamed.

Your house shall be not an anchor but a 
mast.

It shall not be a glistening film that 
covers a wound, but an eyelid that 
guards the eye.

You shall not fold your wings that you 
may pass through doors, nor bend your 
heads that they strike not against a 
ceiling, nor fear to breathe lest walls 

should crack and fall down.
You shall not dwell in tombs made by the 

dead for the living.
And though of magnificence and 

splendour, your house shall not hold 
your secret nor shelter your longing.

For that which is boundless in you 
abides in the mansion of the sky, 
whose door is the morning mist, and 
whose windows are the songs and the 
silences of night.

From The Prophet (Knopf, 1923).
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