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Remember, remember always,
that all of us,
and you and I especially,
are descended from
immigrants and revolutionists.
FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT
BEFORE THE DAUGHTERS OF THE
AMERICAN REVOLUTION, 1936

Editorial
No News is Bad News

By Joel Bleifuss

The Bush White House has turned hiding
politically unpalatable—or embarrassing—
information into an art form.
The list is long: The lies about Iraq’s
weapons of mass destruction. The still-secret meetings of Dick Cheney’s energy task
force. What exactly is going on in U.S.-run
prisons in Afghanistan and Iraq.
And we would know more about Bush
administration perﬁdy had Attorney
General John Ashcroft in October 200
not issued a memorandum directing all
federal agencies to carefully scrutinize all
Freedom of Information Act requests. In it
he oﬀered to support any agency’s decision
not to release information as long as a legal
basis for a refusal could be cited.
With FOIA requests languishing, the
press has had to rely on leaks.
There are leaks about global warming,
the planetary danger that the Bush administration would prefer you not consider.
(See “Listen to the Canary” on page 4.)
Also recall June 2003, when someone
in the EPA leaked White House edits of
an EPA report on the state of the environment. The White House deleted the
sentences in the report that referred to a
999 study showing global temperatures
had risen sharply. They also took out the
evidence that connected global warming
to the burning of fossil fuels like oil and
gas, replacing it with information from a
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study ﬁnanced by the American Petroleum
Institute and Exxon-Mobil.
In the end, however, an unnamed oﬃcial
explained to the New York Times, the EPA
decided to take out the whole section on
global warming “to avoid criticism that
they were selectively ﬁltering science to
suit policy.”
Then there are leaks about how the
administration selectively favors friends.
Time recently obtained a copy of the
March 5, 2003, internal Pentagon e-mail in
which an Army Corps of Engineers oﬃcial
explained that Halliburton, Vice President
Dick Cheney’s former employer, was set to
receive a contract to get the oil ﬂowing in
Iraq. According to the e-mail, Undersecretary of Defense Douglas Feith arranged
approval of the contract, part of a program
known as Restore Iraqi Oil. The Army
Corps oﬃcial wrote that the contract is
“contingent on informing WH [White
House] tomorrow. We anticipate no issues
since action has been coordinated w[ith]
VP’s oﬃce.” That coordinated action netted
Halliburton a multi-billion-dollar contract.
And there are leaks that reveal how
compassionate this conservative administration is not. At the Washington Post, an
Oﬃce of Management and Budget memo-

randum recently came over the transom.
It instructed all government agencies
that run domestic programs to cut their
2006 budgets by proscribed amounts.
“The cuts are politically sensitive,” reports
the Post’s Jonathan Weisman, “targeting
popular programs that Bush has been
touting on the campaign trail.” Destined
for the chopping block, should Bush be
reelected, are the Education Department,
a nutrition program for women, infants
and children (WIC), Head Start, and
homeownership, job-training, medical research and science programs. For
example, Head Start, which helps improve
the educational success of poor children,
is slated for a $77 million (2.5 percent)
budget cut in 2006.
These domestic programs that beneﬁt
the poor and middle class must be cut, of
course, because the administration needs
to make up for the loss in federal revenue
created by the Bush tax cuts.
Exactly how much richer the rich are
getting thanks those cuts is hard to know,
because someone in the White House has
instructed the Treasury Department to stop
releasing to the public data on how the tax
cuts are distributed by income level.
Syndicated columnist Paul Krugman observed: “Of course, voters would never support this agenda if they understood it. That’s
why dishonesty … is such a central feature
of the White House political strategy.”
That’s the strategy. Here’s the motto:
“What you don’t know can’t hurt us.” ■
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Letters

In The Pink
Imagine my surprise when
unsuspectingly perusing the
progressive magazine section
of my favorite San Francisco
indy bookstore, I came across
In These Times and found my
chanting, pink-beehive-andrhinestone-sunglasses-wearing
self on the cover of your May
0 issue. That was me leading
chants at the Schwarzenegger inauguration, dressed in a
stained Goodwill-gotten pink
ball gown and sash to give the
day the respect it was due.
Seeing as how the issue was
pink and the national orga-

nizer was on the cover, I
expected some story or
blurb about CodePink:
Women for Peace. Alas,
nary a word. You missed
a great opportunity to
include/highlight/mention
CodePink in your activism
issue, as we are currently one
of the most visible, in-thenews, fun, direct-action peace
groups out there. Check us out
at: www.codepinkalert.org.
Ah well, at least I’m ﬁnally
the glamorous Cover Girl that
Mom always hoped I’d be.
Carol Norris
National Organizer
CodePink: Women for Peace
San Francisco

Kudos to
Muwakkil, McKinney
Good for Salim Muwakkil
(“McKinney Rises Again,” May
3)! Many authors tread carefully, if at all, when the topic
approaches criticism of Israel
or writing about those who
do. I was heartened to read
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that neither he nor Cynthia
McKinney has lost the nerve
to challenge White House and
AIPAC (American Israel Public
Aﬀairs Committee) power.
Too many times, the ABP
(Anything But Palestine) rule
applies in newspapers, magazines, and yes, even in peace
groups. To my knowledge, the
only presidential aspirant who
supports suspending U.S. military aid to Israel is David Cobb
(Greens). Otherwise, silence
abounds. Hello, Ralph?
Averting our eyes from the
connection between the occupation of Iraq and the occupation of Palestine will not bring
justice nor produce a lasting
peace. Only a continued focus
—illuminated by Muwakkil and
McKinney—can provide the key
to dissolving the harmful power
structures in the Middle East.
Henry Herskovitz
Ann Arbor, Mich.

DISCUSSION

History Hijacked?

As I read this article, I’m broadcasting an episode of
“Becker” in my station’s control room. This job pays 75
cents less an hour than what I was making at age 21.
Others in my same ﬁeld have given up and are now
working as prison guards.
Imagine my seeing this article and being able to relate—
the jobs just aren’t there. My friend and 20-year veteran of
the Air Force also is working as a prison guard. You’d think
someone with so much time and supposedly doing such a
service for “freedom” would be able to ﬁnd a better job.
Join the debate at the forum for “George’s Kids.”
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Contrary to Joel Bleifuss’
“First Stone” article (“The
Constitution Hijacked,” May
3), the U.S. Supreme Court,
in the 886 case Santa Clara
County v. Southern Paciﬁc
Railroad, did not deﬁne corporations as “persons.” No
such statement appears in the
Court’s ruling or in the written
majority opinion or concurring opinions.
The statement on which this
belief is based was made by
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the court reporter covering
the case. He included it in the
introductory notes to the case
that he wrote and supplied to
the private-sector publishing
company that documented
the Court’s cases. His action,
on the face of it, seems inexplicable. The chief justice had
already advised both counsels
that the constitutional question of corporate personhood
had not been discussed during
the Court’s deliberations,
because the justices had easily
reached their decision on the
basis of technical aspects of
the county’s tax assessment
procedure, which was the
subject of the litigation from
the outset.
Some time later the
reporter wrote to the chief
justice asking whether he (the
reporter) had erred. The chief
justice responded, saying
again that the Court had not
discussed that issue.
The misrepresentation that
has taken place may have
gained further impetus from
the chief justice’s remark to the
counsels that the justices did
believe in corporate personhood. That issue had been
raised by Southern Paciﬁc’s
counsel. But since this statement does not appear in the
ruling or the opinions, it has no
legal or constitutional status. In
fact, the chief justice emphasized that the issue was not
part of the case and he did not
want it discussed.
For more extensive and
detailed information see Thom
Hartmann’s book Unequal
Protection published in 2002 by
Rodale and distributed by St.
Martin’s Press.
Richard Deutsch
Sarasota, Fla.
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