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Issue 2, Feb/Mar 2007

The Protest and Punishment Issue

Early evening, January 11th 2007: 

Over a hundred demonstrators line the streets of downtown Greensboro.  President Bush has made his much-anticipated announcement for a new strategy in Iraq: a massive escalation in attempt to contain the continuing bloodshed in civilian areas.  Such an escalation would include over 20,000 troops and increased combat operations.  

In anticipation of this announcement, Liz Seymour sent an email of despair to her closest friends:

I can't sit it out any longer. This is intolerable.  This "troop surge" is a stupid, arrogant, wrong-headed mistake that will kill thousands and thousands of people. If I just grumble about it to my friends and nurse my own sense of helpless frustration then I'm participating in the mistake.

So here's where I'll be taking my stand: if President Bush announces a strategy that includes increased US troops in Iraq, I will be standing at the intersection of Market and Elm Streets at 4:30 on the afternoon of the next day. I don't know what I'll be doing, I don't even know if anyone will be there with me, I just know that I have to be visible and vocal and present.

Liz’s email personified the feelings of millions.  The only thing missing was organization.  But Liz was hardly concerned with such details… her outrage was too great to worry about whether or not she would be alone out there.  The email was sent around and freely.  We had mere days to plan, but thanks to Liz’s relentless spirit, no one was worried about being alone.

The crowd was energetic, and the support from passing cars was astonishing.  The day ended with nine arrests, protestors who stood in the street and refused to move.  This generated some controversy, even in our own ranks, and plenty of discussion.  Why did they choose to risk being arrested, being fined, and being tasered? Is it really worth it? Were they just going for shock value, to get into trouble just for the hell of it? 

We cannot help but to see this as a success, a huge step forward in the movement.  The goal of this demonstration was to become visible.  The movement before the invasion was so charged, and yet people sunk into deep despair once the war started.  Action has diminished as the war has gotten worse.  Support for the war is dwindling, and yet the movement has dwindled as well.  People have become so sickened, so powerless, that it seems nothing will change no matter what we do. 

For this reason we are dedicating this issue to discussion of the place in protest in our time.  It’s not difficult to see the need for independent action, and yet people still question if what we do is worth it.  Or perhaps we just need to examine exactly what we’re doing, the way in which we do it.  Going through the motions of protest is all well and good, but our time is not one that can allow baby steps; we cannot take small doses of success and call it a day.  We need to continue to reevaluate the way in which we take action, what builds the movement and what does not, and how we can persistently move forward without losing momentum.  

Lauren Guy McAlpin
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Last November, America voted for change.  Polls show the Iraq war was the defining issue for their decision to elect Democratic leadership into not one but both houses of Congress.  Then, on the evening of January 10, just over a week after the American death toll in Iraq reached 3000, President Bush announced his plan: an escalation of the war involving a surge of over 20,000 troops, mostly to the violence-ridden town of Baghdad.  ABC News reported the troop surge was already underway, with ninety advance troops from the 82nd Airborne Division arriving that morning.  

What this means:

Bush calls the situation in Iraq “unacceptable.”  US forces have been unable to contain the insurgency.  But just how affective will adding to this violent occupation be?  The “sectarian violence” the White House refers was virtually non-existent before occupation.  

The American death toll reached 2,314 in the first three years of occupation with 133,000 troops on the ground.  In Vietnam, the death toll from the first three years was 1,864.  This was in the beginning of Johnson’s escalatory phase and there were 184,000 on the ground.  Troop levels surged to 389,000 in 1966 as the death toll rose dramatically to 5,008.  By 1968 the troop numbers plateaued at around 537,000.  By the end of the war, 58,226 American troops had lost their lives for a bullshit war.  

What will the numbers look like by the time our current war is over?

What we must do: 

Millions voted against the crimes of the Bush Regime, and yet we are faced with not only escalation but also the threat of a catastrophic war with Iran, and the best the new Democratic leadership can do is consider proposing a non-binding resolution telling Bush he must clear any escalatory actions with Congress first.  This, as Bush declares Congress cannot do anything in their power to stop him.

Daniel Ellsberg recently compared our current situation to 1974, when removing Nixon from office was required to end the war in Vietnam.  The impeachment process started with exposing his secret war on Cambodia.  

And yet the Democrats continue to snub the notion of impeachment, even as Bush commits more war crimes and public sentiment against the war grows.  With the death toll mounting and Iraq slipping further and further into implausible annihilation, waiting until 2008, five and a half years after the initial invasion, is simply unacceptable.

As the World Can’t Wait Call to Action states, “history is full of examples where people who had right on their side fought against tremendous odds and were victorious. And it is also full of examples of people passively hoping to wait it out, only to get swallowed up by a horror beyond what they ever imagined.”  The Bush Regime needs to be held accountable for their actions not only to end the atrocities being committed, but also to shape the political climate of the future: if Bush is allowed to finish his term and leave office an unpopular but free man, what would that say to future leaders who wish to commit similar crimes against humanity?  We need to take responsibility for the shape of our own generation and for our world’s future.  We must make room for a future where the people are willing to take independent action against outrages being committed in their names so that this cycle of immobility due to politics-as-usual is broken.

GPD: “No evidence of a racially-motivated crime.”
Guilford College’s recent incident and its racist implications 

Tim Hopkins

Like most of us, I don't get it.  Are they saying that it's impossible to know who "started it"?  The injuries?  I heard that one of the attackers displayed the imprint of a belt buckle put there by one of the Palestinians.  Self defense?  Was there "violence on both sides"? Where have I heard that before?  Don't they say that about Israel and Palestine?  Maybe I do get it.

Now correct me if I'm wrong but aren't these the same police who "investigated" their own officer at the Wal-Mart incident a few years ago?  Wasn't it true that a 100 lb 68 year old Egyptian woman was severely injured (broken shoulder) by a one of GPD’s finest?  Didn't the cop cuff her and hog tie her, didn't they throw her in the back of a police car?  Didn't she have a heart attack?

But she was upset with the cashier and "acting strangely" and "wasn't

speaking English.”  After she was released from the hospital, she left the country and died in Egypt a few months later.  The police investigation turned up nothing that could be used against the cop who was just doing his job. They say hatred of Arabs had nothing to do with it.

I'm recalling this incident for a reason.  Let's put what happened at Guilford in context.  This racist attack was specifically aimed at Arab people. It happened at a time when the American Empire has embarked on a "War on Terror".  In order to do this they must have the support of "their" people here and fan the flames of racist hatred directed at Arabs.  I think there has been a tendency for friends at Guilford to make this a secondary focus when it needs to be front and center. 

But if the solutions put forth by honest people stay in the realm of lectures and workshops, "conflict resolution" and "healing," a valuable opportunity is being missed.  What is underlying this attack will be lost as people turn inward to examine themselves and ask: "What's wrong with me (and us)"?  This is a sanitized and subjective way to dig for the truth. It stays abstract and it is wrong.

In the larger Palestinian community, there has been much discussion and debate.  This has been a very hurtful event.  Young Palestinians were severely beaten and hospitalized.  This went way past whether alcohol, partying and testosterone were involved.  This is directly tied to post 9-11 and Bush's "War on Terror".

One of the leaders of the Palestinian community has suggested that Guilford College put up some money and send some of the athletes to Palestine this summer for a few weeks.  Let them visit the refugee camps, see the Wall, meet the people and share their thoughts.  

Another suggestion came from some Palestinian students at GTCC and UNCG who want to visit the Guilford campus, show movies and share experience.  Their backgrounds in Palestine include coming from refugee camps and losing young friends and relatives to Israeli violence.  Their fathers and brothers spending much time in Israeli prisons and they have a refreshing attitude of how they can separate Americans from the deeds of their government.

There's a lot more discussion that needs to take place on the campus.  Others need to be involved.  Honest administrators and faculty should join the solid core of progressive students and recent graduates who have had to fight through with their ideas.  These issues can not be treated as "in house" and much can be learned by everyone if it is opened up.

From Apathy to Activism

Charlie Guy McAlpin

United States society values consistency. A politician strives above all else to prove that he has fought for the same principles since the time he was either born or conceived, depending on his abortion agenda. 

If you hate gays you must continue to hate them, because you are gay if you change your mind. If you are truly gay, you must hate them that much more.

One need only look at the presidential race between Bush and Kerry to see this. That’s right—“flip-flopper.” The bulk of the Republican attack against Kerry was that the man may have changed his mind about some things in the past.

For shame.

I rather think that the ability to change one’s mind evinces the most profound level of intelligence. To consciously shift one’s self-defining beliefs from one idea to another, and to defend that decision, reveals an admirable strength of character.

Unfortunately, the American political climate exerts intense pressure to maintain consistency. Without consistency, voters, lobbyists, and party-members cannot trust the politician. To avoid this, politicians tend to choose between one of two options: to indoctrinate themselves into one belief and refuse change, debate, or compromise, or to demand that they did not change—that they have always believed this or that, despite evidence to the contrary.

Instead of standing up for his political evolution, Kerry chose the latter, dodging all possible controversy and in so doing completely disappointing those of us who thought he could bring about meaningful change.

Bush, on the other hand, refuses change. He has grown progressively more dogmatic while the country pulls progressively further from his agenda. He is a sinking ship, and refuses the multitude banging at his door, telling him to what safer harbor they want him to steer.

For this reason, formerly apathetic citizens are becoming more active. I am one of those people.

Seven years ago I was completely apathetic and had no intention of voting. After 9/11 I grew progressively more concerned with Bush’s violently reactionary response, his insulting international cowboy diplomacy, and his hyper-controlling attitude towards hotbed issues (domestic spying, abortion, contraception education, civil liberties, torture...).

I voted in 2004.

Two years ago it felt like enough to write the occasional editorial to discuss these concerns. But now Bush is implementing a troop surge, which runs contrary to all evidence that increased force in Iraq has and will only inflame the situation there. 

Why can the man not see that American soldiers killing Iraqis cannot and will not suppress terrorism? All it can possibly do is inflame more anger and violence. You cannot shoot your way to peace.

As a result, I attended my first national protest on Jan. 27. I did not yell and scream as many would have me do, but I woke up at 4 am and drove up to Washington DC to add my body to the multitude who would tell this man that they are ignored, wronged, and fed up.

Some say that protests do nothing—that they are a waste of time. But even at its most cynical, a protest symbolizes the discontent of a nation. And as numbers grow, we revitalize our energy and hone our commitment to work for change.

And as people like me evolve out of apathy into activism, causing the numbers at demonstrations to grow, one cannot help but feel that the power to effect change is a very real power among the people, and a power we must struggle to assert.

“The Dream” of World Can’t Wait


John Hedlund


As I was watching a video recap of the World Can’t Wait—Drive Out the Bush Regime’s Greensboro contingent marching in the midst of the Martin Luther King Jr. day parade of January 15th, I was struck with the familiar mood of the event.  First, the truck that carried behind it a dummy of George W. Bush in a jail cell, surrounded by an enthusiastic, varied group of activists passing out flyers and holding signs, was the crux of our display.  Behind this inflaming and nerve-provoking vehicle was a giant banner that read: “What would MLK say about… spying, torture, war in Iraq, Katrina, etc?”  In the rear was Cakalak Thunder, the activist-based drum core, empowering the WCW contingent with their directive and coordinated rhythm.  


The crowd reciprocated this energy ten fold: the response was overwhelming and spontaneously composed.  Just as the spectators could not have predicted the aura we arrived with, I, a participating activist, could not have foreseen our impact.  It was obvious that we brought something to the parade, which was greatly needed and welcomed.


There are many reasons we stood out.  One is that this parade was solely focused on cheering the historical glory of Dr. King, an individual whose past deserves such a cheer indeed.  I do not want to undermine this point.  I do not want to assert this: while the other participating collectives in the parade were primarily intent upon a nostalgic celebration of a heroic activist, WCW was just as intent on reviving the spirit of political change that drove Dr. King to such stature in the first place.  


Let it resound that we have a mass murderer, a liar (under oath as well as to the public_, a conman, and an international war criminal leading the executive branch of our government.  We are in the midst of a barbaric, human rights slandering, and deceptively illegal occupation of Iraq.  The force behind the majority who voted Democratic this past election was in overwhelming opposition to this war.  And yet, our congress is stumbling along with such complicity—it’s abhorrent.  Bush has announced the first step in his “new strategy” in Iraq: the deployment of 21,500 additional troops.  The opposition produced by Congress has been slight, scattered, and ineffective thus far, as well as in the foreseeable future.  


In light of such disturbing negligence from this administration to the people’s will, we must ask ourselves where Martin Luther King would stand.  Obviously, a man who fought for the rights of the socially marginalized would disprove of the ethnocentricity and narrow-mindedness of our government.  Such a will is essential to assert the killing of hundreds of thousands innocent Iraqis in attempts to weed out alleged terrorists.  Certainly, the criminal absence of bare necessities delivered to the disproportionately black survivors of Hurricane Katrinawould have stirred his soul. 


Dr. King activated his ideals.  He brought his resolve before the masses of people, and together they produced change.  He didn’t rely upon any political party to do this for him, because he knew the revolutionary change that was necessary would never come from politicians.  These are the lessons we must learn from him.  In the fight to impeach both Bush and Cheney, we must act, while reviewing the lessons of great leaders like Dr. King, which is the paramount celebration of their sacrifices and accomplishments.  This, like desegregation, is the imperative task, and is most certainly possible to accomplish.  Impeachment is possible.
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A Most Dangerous Game



Lauren Guy McAlpin

A recent World Can’t Wait leaflet read, “Protestors need to become activists.  Activists need to become organizers.”  This call to raise the stakes on the resistance movement should be taken to heart.  Right now, I’m seeing people stepping up in big ways without even being asked to.  We were not expecting the 100+ crowd on January 10, and we certainly weren’t expecting it to generate so much discussion.  However, a fellow protestor from that day was quoted in the News and Record saying, “You have to know when to stop and endangering people by standing in a street isn't going to help anyone.”  A slap on the wrist from the law and the backlash is common, but rarely do we examine the disagreements in our own ranks.  I can’t speak for this particular protestor, but some protestors do in fact see such action as blocking traffic as something that will reflect badly on themselves and on the movement in general.  Does this mean we should not unite with those who somewhat disagree with us, or worse, stop taking action because you feel misrepresented by several of your fellow demonstrators?

Feelings of misrepresentation are common in our movement.  Although World Can’t Wait has brought together an amazing amount of diversity, the fact that most initiators of the movement are supporters of the Revolutionary Communist Party leaves an odd taste in some people’s mouths (I doubt, however, that this would be as controversial in a group that had been organized by oh, say, the Democratic Party…).  People don’t trust people that support something other than the mainstream, no matter how unconventional they fancy themselves to be; they think the organizing group has some cultish hidden agenda.  Such is the problem in a protest when some people act a little more extreme then others.  

The January 10th action was easy to prepare for because it was primarily planned independently.  But I do wish everyone who had been on the streets had been at our planning discussion.  We made it very clear to ourselves and the rest of the group that this was not a “go out and get arrested” action.  This was an emergency protest of the war in the form of visible resistance in whatever form such resistance took.  No one was expected to get arrested, and no one was to be looked down upon for choosing not to.  Everyone was united against the war, resisting in their own ways.  

It’s hard to say that when the protest was publicized as an event where people broke the law, and certainly when the arrested get criticism from It’s hard to say that when the protest was publicized as an event where people broke the law, and certainly when the arrested get criticism from their own comrades.  This is why it’s so important to leave these discussions open and not just worry about it in our own minds, or worse, stop taking action altogether.  There’s too much to lose by distancing yourself over such petty differences, and there’s much to gain by constantly challenging yourself to go that extra step.   

The Political Melting Pot

Sam Sullivan

            On Saturday January 27, 2007, at the U.P.J. march in Washington D.C., I encountered an interest​ing question. As I drifted aimlessly through the sea of bodies collecting and distributing literature, I overheard a gentleman say to his friend, “This is so typical of the left. They’re completely disorganized.”  I could not help but chuckle to myself and wonder to whom exactly he was referring. I then took a moment to examine the crowd. Maybe he was talking about the Vegan Outreach Group who greeted me as I exited the subway, or perhaps the Green Party representatives who had set up one of the many booths. He couldn’t have been talking about the Progressive Republicans in attendance, could he?  Was he talking about the men and women representing the Revolutionary Communist Party? Maybe the Socialist Workers Party?  Was he talking about the World Can’t Wait (non-parti​san)?  To whom was he referencing? 

            After pondering this question for a few moments, I concluded the obvious. I realized that this couldn’t be described as “left” or “right.”  Sure, special interest groups were being represented, but on this day, we were united for a single benevolent cause. This was more than partisan, more than “left” or “right,” and this was bigger than the shackles of a two-party system. This was about peace and the struggle against tyranny. January 27 was a beautiful day. It was living proof (at least for me) that Americans are still interested in taking an active role in their government, despite the ever growing trend of complicity, because this is supposed to be our government and this is how we become a part of it. 

            To be perfectly honest, I’ve never really taken an active role in government or even a truly genuine interest in politics until recently. However, the current state of our nation has pried my eyes open, so-to-speak, and my conscience has forced me into action. January 27 has given me some hope. It was inspiring to witness thousands take to the streets and speak up for what they believe in. 


The protest began on the lawn of the national mall and the spectrum of people represented was incredible—everything from Iranians against Theocracy in the Middle East to the World Can’t Wait 

movement. The high-powered speeches delivered by people such as Reverend Jesse Jackson had the crowd seething with anti-Bush sentiment, and with the rhythmic help of instrumental groups such as the CAKALAC drum core, people were ready to start marching. The day was a success, but the work hasn’t been finished by any means whatsoever. 

            For me, this was just the start, and for many others it was just another small sign of progress. If you’re reading this and you feel your 

conscience eating away at you, I suggest you seek out your local organizer and find out what you can do to make a difference. Remember, 

the key word in progressive is progress and progress implies action. So the next time I’m standing on some lawn holding a picket sign and screaming at the top of my lungs, I hope you’re screaming with me. Maybe we can make some progress together.

