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W

elcome to the newly redesigned Peacework! We’re still cheerfully bringing you news of creative, courageous organizing initiatives for nonviolent social justice from around the US and the world. We’re still amplifying the voices of the survivors, leaders, and teachers among us who have
testimonies to share and strategies to offer for making our world a saner, safer place.
We’re still drawing on a profound commitment to exploring nonviolent solutions,
based in the Quaker belief in the divine light in every person and in other traditions of pacifism as well. And we’re still bringing you tools and perspectives you
can use in your own activism. But now, both in print and online, look for brighter
colors, new features, and a cleaner layout. Let us know how you like it!
As peacemakers, we can not afford either to believe in our country’s elections
or to ignore them. So with this special issue of Peacework on organizing for peace
and justice in an election year, we have tried to follow Mandy Carter’s advice in
her opening essay, remembering to focus on that important word, “and”: working
to end the war and fight for equality and social services here at home; working
within and outside the two-party system; taking nonviolent direct action and
doing electoral organizing.
The electoral system in this country is as compromised as it has been at any
time since long, hard struggles brought the extension of the vote to women and
citizens of color. Even those reforms have yet to be truly completed, as the same
racist, sexist, and classist ideologies that once barred all but white property-owning men from the polls are still exerting strong influences on our voting system.
Who is really excluded by laws that prohibit ex-prisoners from voting? What drives
the mainstream press’s gleeful pronouncements of “unelectable” about candidates
who challenge political or demographic expectations? And how are young voters
to be persuaded to continue increasing their participation if the appalling tricks
used to make their votes meaningless continue to be tolerated?
The work that occurs outside of this system, by activists who critique it wholeheartedly and with no sense of obligation to any candidate or party, is valuable and
necessary. And although we sometimes forget it, that work exists on a continuum
that also includes involvement in electoral campaign work and within political
parties. Race-based disempowerment, corpora1
te greed, co-opted media — these are the problems our movements address everywhere, every year. As Brian Corr points out in his agenda for organizing to reclaim
our civil liberties, this is a bad time — but it’s not the first bad time. Each right
we have must be continually protected, not just because of the particular weaknesses of US politics and politicians, but because that’s how rights work.
Election years present certain distractions, and certain opportunities — but
we need not be divided by the perennial question of which kind of activism is more
important. Sometimes, the urgency of our work can corrode our solidarity instead
of strengthening it. Fortunately, there are many sources of sustenance and inspiration, too — we hope you will find some of them in these pages. The power of
greed, and the greed for power, are rampant in our government and in many other
places as well. So whatever truth we come to about electoral organizing, let’s fight
the power — not each other.
Sara Burke, Co-Editor
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Organizing for Justice, Not “Just Us”
Electoral Politics for Lasting Social Change
Mandy Carter is a North Carolina-based black
lesbian social justice activist who has done
grassroots, multi-issue organizing for the last 39
years. She is a founding member of two groundbreaking organizations, Southerners On New
Ground and the National Black Justice Coalition.

I

was first introduced to peace and social justice organizing in 1966 when
someone from the American Friends
Service Committee gave a presentation to my Schenectady, NY high school
social studies class. That led to my attending a 1968 session at the Institute for the
Study of Nonviolence run by Joan Baez
and Ira Sandperl in Carmel Valley, CA.
While there I heard about and then participated in an anti-Vietnam War nonviolence civil disobedience action at the Oakland Induction Center in Oakland, CA.
Organized by the pacifist-based War
Resisters League/West office in San Francisco, several hundred of us sat in, got
arrested and spent 10 days in jail. While
in jail I got to know more about the War
Resisters League (WRL) which led to my
joining the staff. It has now been 41 years
since 1966 and I’m still doing multi-issue,
multi-racial activist organizing. I attribute
that to the pacifist philosophical underpinning of equality and justice for all.

Nonviolent Resistance
or Electoral Organizing?
I remember a person I was organizing with
in WRL said to me, “Social change is
about changing hearts and minds. Who
can we really trust in electoral politics?”
Many of us at that time believed that the
only way to change things was through
grassroots organizing and nonviolent
direct action.
I’m still just as committed to nonviolent resistance. But, starting in the mid1970s, I began to believe that electoral
organizing can be a valuable complement

Boston, MA, March 2007. Photo ©2007 Pat Rabby.

to other methods, especially when we approach elections as opportunities to build
bridges, organize coalitions, and involve
people who might never have spoken out
before. Elections can galvanize communities and catalyze larger social changes.
A great example of this was when in
the 1970s I was living in San Francisco as
an out black lesbian peace activist. I began
to hear about Harvey Milk, a gay photo
store owner working in the predominantly
gay Castro Street area. I remember Roy
Kepler of War Resisters League/West used
to say, “Never underestimate the power of
a single act of nonviolent action.” Harvey
Milk echoed those sentiments, but with a
twist. Harvey used to say that until we as
gays and lesbians were represented at City
Hall, then politically, we as a community
had no weight. But together, we could
mobilize. Together, we could build coalitions. Together, we could make our votes
count. His election campaigns mobilized
San Francisco’s gay and lesbian community.

Harvey won a historic election to the
Board of Supervisors in 1977. As the first
out gay politician elected in California
(and only the third in the country at that
time), Harvey helped change the gay and
lesbian community from one in which we
sat in bars and said, “I’m out and I’m
proud,” to one where we proclaimed in
public, “I’m out. I’m proud. I vote. I
count.” As a peace activist and as a lesbian
activist, it showed me not only that individuals can make a huge difference; it
showed that electoral politics can make a
difference for those who get involved in
campaigning for others. For San Francisco’s lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender
(LGBT) community, the Milk campaigns
built a base of community power and voting power that henceforth could not be
ignored.

Jesse Helms — Progressive
Coalition Builder?
In 1982, I moved from San Francisco to
Durham, North Carolina to join the staff
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of the War Resisters League/Southeast. In
Durham it was evident that there was a
prominent black community, and a prominent white progressive community. But
the two communities were not getting together, so in general each had little political power. The Mayor and Durham City
Council were still conservative. The prominent Black group, the Durham Committee on the Affairs of Black People, had already been organizing for 50 years. The
white progressive group was called the
Durham People’s Alliance. Perceptive, farthinking activists in both groups realized
“We can’t do this independently, but together, we can change our communities.”
Joint meetings were held at the Chicken
Hut restaurant in the black section of
town. That led to a joint voting coalition
that elected more black and white progressive candidates. And because of the strong
LGBT community of Durham, we too
were included in this coalition. The three
overlapping communities created an
agenda for change. We ran Durham City
and County candidates who won, and realized “Hey, this works!”
When I moved to North Carolina, I
knew that I was moving to a state whose
Senator, Jesse Helms, was nationally notorious for his segregationist, racist, sexist,
homophobic, and militarist policies. In
fact, Helms voted so consistently against
so many issues that, in the opposition he
generated, he was inadvertently a one-man
progressive coalition builder.
I remember that in 1989 Sue Hyde,
from the staff of the National Gay and
Lesbian Task Force, traveled to Durham
to testify at a city council meeting. At an
informal lunch with her in Chapel Hill,
she asked us, “So, what y’all going to do
about Jesse Helms? You know that he is
up for re-election in 1990?” We decided,
“Damn it, she’s right. He’s attacking our
communities. All of our communities.
We’ve got to do something.” So, we
formed North Carolina Senate Vote ’90,
our first-ever state-wide LGBT-and-allies
political action committee.

We knew that even if we got every gay
and lesbian in the state to vote against him,
it wouldn’t be enough. We needed to work
from a broader framework of equality and
justice for all. Asking the rhetorical question, “Are we about justice, or just us?” we
figured out who our coalition partners
would be by looking up Helms’ voting record. Helms voted against the arts, against
the environment, against education spending, against a woman’s right to choose,
against HIV funding, against gays, against
people of color, against peace, and the list
went on and on.
So, through North Carolina Senate
Vote ’90 and in then in 1996, through
North Carolina Mobilization ’96, we
launched campaigns to unseat him. Helms
was narrowly reelected both times against
Black Democratic challenger Harvey
Gantt. So, in the short term, we “lost.”
But the statewide grassroots organizing
that was done in those campaigns is still
evident to this day. We built the infrastructure needed to organize in all 100 counties
in the state and helped build progressive
multi-issue and multi-racial coalitions.
Now I tell people, “Jesse Helms has come
and gone. But as a community and a
movement, we’re still here. We’ve outlasted
Jesse Helms.”

Lessons Learned
In my own electoral organizing, I am connected with the Democratic Party. I have
been a member of the Democratic National Committee’s Black Caucus and
its Gay and Lesbian Caucus. But I most
certainly respect those who are in other
political parties. I am very interested in
challenging the existing two-party system
in the United States, especially through
proportional representation and instantrun-off voting systems which make it possible to vote for alternative candidates
without assisting the worst candidate in
the race.
The one word that has had the most
impact on me as an organizer over these
past 39 years is the word “and.” I’m
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African-American, and I’m a woman, and
I’m a lesbian, and I’m a peace activist, and,
and, and. US society wants to force us to
choose between false binaries. We favor
either nonviolent direct action or electoral
strategies. Either we work for fundamental social change or we do electoral work.
I think that we need to be firmly rooted
in the grassroots and firmly grounded in
electoral organizing. We need nonviolent
resistance to injustices and we need to
galvanize people to vote. We need both.
After all these years of organizing and
studying and honoring those who have
come before me, I’ve come to the conclusion that social justice organizing is about
changing hearts and minds, and about
changing public policy. We need both to
institutionalize social change.

Lively Coalitions
Here are three initiatives that exemplify the work I’m excited about today.
Southerners On New Ground, founded in 1993, works to build a progressive
movement across the South with transformative organizing that connects race, class,
culture, gender, and sexual identity. Specifically, SONG integrates work against
homophobia into freedom struggles in the
South. (www.southnewground.org)
The National Black Justice Coalition,
founded in 2003, is a civil rights organization dedicated to empowering Black lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgendered
people. NBJC works with our communities and our allies for social justice, equality, and an end to racism and homophobia
(www.nbjc.org).
The North Carolina Justice Center’s
Network of Immigrant Advocates program helps immigrant advocates around
North Carolina to share information,
build relationships, and work for social
change through collective action (www.
ncjustice.org).
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A ct i v i st F orum :

Challenges & Opportunities in
Deepening the Majority

Anti-War Organizing in an Election Year
Phyllis Bennis is a Fellow at the Institute for
Policy Studies in Washington, DC. She is the
author of Understanding the Palestinian-Israeli
Conflict: A Primer (Olive Branch Press). This article
is based on an interview with Sara Burke, CoEditor of Peacework, on September 29, 2007.

New York, NY,
March 2003.
John and Bev
Titus at an
anti war rally,
carrying a
photo of their
daughter
Alicia Titus
who was
a flight
attendant on
United 175 on
September
11, 2001.

M

uch has changed for the
anti-war movement since
the last election. At the beginning of the current war
in Iraq, our goal was to change public
opinion — in 2001, only 22% of US
Americans were against the war. Well,
we’ve done it, though along with our organizing, an enormous factor in the
change has been the rising toll of US casualties. Now, 70% of US Americans think
the war is wrong and should end.
Now the question is how to transform
public opinion into a change in public
policy. This is a new problem for the US
peace movement — we haven’t been here
before. In our struggles to end US military
involvement in Vietnam and later in Central America, public opinion in agreement
with our goals was much lower.
Realistically, we are not going to get
much bigger than we are now. An important task for this period is to deepen, consolidate, and especially to educate that 70
percent. “Preaching to the choir” is important — they need to know the score!

Learning to be Educators
There are many aspects of this project of
education, each easily accessible or replicable to activists in all parts of the US.
The alternative media, like Pacifica Radio’s

Photo ©2007
Ellen Shub.

Democracy Now! and the Laura Flanders
Show on Air America, offer important,
up-to-date information. It is also important to do the deeper research on the issues
that underlie the crises. Sometimes this

brings unexpected opportunities: When
Jeremy Scahill’s book, Blackwater: The Rise
of the World’s Most Powerful Mercenary
Army (Nation Books) was published, it
received little notice outside progressive
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an Election Year
circles — but now that Blackwater is in
the headlines, even the mainstream press
is turning to him for interviews.
Some groups have sponsored speaking
tours for Iraqi organizers, and this is an
important way to counter the racism and
dehumanization that underlie not only
the pro-war position but also, unfortunately, some parts of US opposition to the
war (“they don’t deserve our help”).
The talking points, the bulletins, the
speaking tours — these give people the
tools they need to engage constructively
with their neighbors and co-workers.
When people in the audiences I address
say that to withdraw the troops would be
to abandon the Iraqis, I say “Thank you
for bringing this up. It is important to acknowledge our obligation to the people of
Iraq and Afghanistan.” From there we can
move on to talking about reconstruction,
compensation, and reparations; about
both the ugliness and the potential improvements that will follow US withdrawal. We need to educate ourselves
enough to engage with people.

Compromises and Resistance
Because of the great change in public opinion against the US occupations of Iraq and
Afghanistan, we are in a position of some
strength — yet there are new obstacles, as
well. Corporate control over policymakers
has increased. Unlike at other crucial points,
in the 2008 election neither the President
nor the Vice President is running for reelection. These leaders are not particularly
accountable even to their own party, and
this is a dangerous situation. They can afford to stake out extreme positions.
Another obstacle to a change in public
policy is the use of fear since the September 11, 2001 attacks, not only against all

US citizens but more specifically against
Congress. Indeed, fear grips many members of Congress with an iron fist — fear
that they will be accused of being “soft on
terrorism,” or of “not supporting the
troops.” The new members who were
elected in 2006 over pro-war opponents,
are being deliberately intimidated by party
leaders into moderating the very positions
that won them their seats.
One of the dangers of organizing for
peace in an election year is that we start
defining our movement by those elections.
People build expectations of parties and
candidates, and if those aren’t met, they
get frustrated. Congresswoman Barbara
Lee is a person of profound integrity,
whose goals are truly aligned with those
of the peace movement, but there aren’t
many like her. Mostly, members of Congress are there to make compromises —
and we’re there to stop them.
We address members of Congress directly, but we can not rely on this alone.
We also search for alternative centers of
power. One good model is the Cities for
Peace project. At the municipal level, coalitions are built among city council members, the mayor, academics from local
colleges, and other community members;
a resolution against the war is drafted and
campaigned for, and if passed, can then
be presented to state representatives’ offices with an impressive constituency
behind it.
Bird-dogging (putting concerted pressure on candidates for elected office to take
a clear position on an issue — see article
this issue) is a good example of identifying and using a space where people are
already engaged and listening. We have
much greater access to Congressmembers
when they are campaigning than at any

other time. Access has also been increased
by the recent innovation of opening up
the debates on-line.
Big demonstrations, like the ones
planned by the United for Peace and Justice coalition last month in ten regions
around the US, continue to play an important role. Congressmembers do pay
attention to the messages sent by these
gatherings. And most important, the big
demonstrations remind activists who are
doing local work that they are connected
to a wider movement.

The Last Half Inch
It is very hard, at an emotional level, for
people to understand that none of the
Presidential candidates likely to win in
2008 is committed to ending the war.
In Congress, there are some individuals
who really do want to end the war, but
not many, and none of them is in the leadership of either party. In an election year,
we must be particularly careful not to forget: Congress is not the peace movement.
Still, it matters very much who gets
elected in 2008. Even those of us whose
work is focused almost exclusively on ending the occupations of Iraq and Afghanistan don’t have the luxury to say that all
candidates, for Congress or for the presidency, are the same. It is likely that the
next President will choose a judge to replace Ruth Bader Ginsberg on the Supreme Court, and no matter what we are
organizing for, we must not lose sight of
this. I believe that we are very, very close
to losing the viability of that institution
entirely. If you are drowning, and the
water has risen as high as your top lip, the
last half-inch from the water level to your
nose is pretty important.
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The Cost of War
Roberta Spivek is the American Friends
Service Committee’s national representative for
economic justice. You can reach her at rspivek@
afsc.org; (215) 241-7037; or www.afsc.org/
economic-justice.

A recent trip to my local
farmers’ market illustrates one way I see economic justice playing
out in the 2008 elections. A young farmer in a Che Guevara
t-shirt was discussing third-party politics
with a baby boomer wearing a Green Party
button. “There’s no difference between
the capitalist parties,” he said. “Just look
at the Iraq war.” On the other hand, he
hasn’t had health insurance for two years
and believes there may be differences between mainstream party candidates on
that issue. He doesn’t know how he’ll vote.
Ultimately, he hopes that people will realize it’s all connected: funding for the Iraq
war, and lack of funding for meeting
human needs at home.
In a nation that is spending $720 million a day on the Iraq war while one in
eight people lives in poverty and 47 million lack health insurance for some part
of the year, the issue of how elected officials vote to spend our tax dollars is the
key economic justice issue to mobilize
around in 2008. While candidates may
not use an explicit frame of “budget priorities,” progressives should use that frame
to link the issues candidates are likely to
highlight: how to achieve health care for
all, and whether and how to defund the
Iraq war.

Boston,
MA,
October
1995. A
protest
by the
Coalition
for Basic
Human
Needs.

Activist
Forum

Being Realistic
As anyone knows who has ever organized
a “penny poll” asking people to vote for
their budget priorities, support for
“schools, not bombs” is widespread. Yet
Pentagon budgets soar while the funding
needed to provide good schools, universal
health care, and other social goods essen-

Photo ©
2007 Ellen
Shub.

tial to human security is slashed to the
bone. There are many reasons for this paradox. These include the influence of campaign donations by military contractors;
families’ and communities’ reliance on the
living-wage jobs provided by such contractors in a globalized economy that offers
fewer and fewer local alternatives; and the
lack of educational opportunities and alternatives to militarism available to many
low-income and minority youth.
These are multilayered challenges that
one unpopular war and one election cycle

won’t solve. Yet in this election year, I believe we can achieve much by emphasizing
those “budget priorities” in all our work.
The American Friends Service Committee is bringing to many events a large, colorful display of “cost of war” banners comparing the daily US expenditure on the
war in Iraq with a range of more positive
uses to which the same amount of money
could be put. (Visit www.afsc.org/cost for
materials you can order or download). The
converging public qualms about the price
tag of the Iraq war and widening economic
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insecurity offer fertile ground for this message. How would you rather have Congress spend your tax dollars: $500,000 a
minute on the Iraq war, or expanding SCHIP (the federal program to provide
health insurance coverage to low-and
moderate-income children) to four million more children?

Making the Connections
Economic justice is not a stepping stone
to the “real” goal, peace, but a fire-in-thebelly issue in its own right. As Institute of
Medicine statistics show, uninsured adults
have a higher risk of dying before age 65
than do insured adults, resulting in
roughly 18,000 excess deaths annually.
People with no roof over their head risk
death or illness from exposure to the cold,
and are also vulnerable to hate crimes directed against people who are homeless.
Going to a school that is starved for resources can limit children’s opportunities
for their whole lives. These national
insecurities are every bit as real as those
dangers claimed abroad.
In addition to working for economic
alternatives to the jobs provided by the
armed forces and military contractors,
“peace” and “justice” activists have not yet
succeeded in bridging the race and class
gaps that divide us, despite a sincere desire
to do so. The challenge for those of us who
are white is not only to overcome the inevitable turf and ego issues of coalition
politics, but to listen and learn how to be
allies in the struggle for economic justice
in the United States in a serious way.
One of the challenges in the current
moment of economic justice organizing
is the lack of a unified grassroots movement working to halt the slash in services
and build economic justice in the US.
Hundreds of community groups are successfully organizing on schools, health
care, jobs, and other local issues around
the country, and a number of effective
state and national networks of human
needs advocates exist. Our efforts, however, remain fragmented and have not co-

“The overarching issue
that unites the calls for ending
racism in the criminal justice
system and discrimination
against immigrants is the call
for human rights, including
economic rights.”
alesced along the lines of the labor movement of the 1920s, the welfare rights
movement of the 1960s, or the antiglobalization movement of the 1990s.
Those movements contain within them
important core principles that we need to
replicate and lift up today — people’s right
to be heard, to decide, and to have basic
needs met.
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We must also keep alert to new opportunities arising “from the ground up,”
such as the recent grassroots mobilizations
by African American activists around the
Jena 6 case in Louisiana and last year’s
major immigrant rights mobilizations.
The overarching issue that unites the calls
for ending racism in the criminal justice
system and discrimination against immigrants is the call for human rights, including economic rights.
It is hard to know how that grassroots
energy will play out in the 2008 elections.
It is clear that recent innovations for
people to express themselves and mobilize
through YouTube, Facebook, text messaging, blogs, and talk radio offer new
opportunities for all of our movements
— and for this baby boomer — to keep
learning, as we work to build a society in
which economic justice and peace truly
intertwine.

Grapefruit
Don’t be sorry, ma’am, be grateful,
was what the ragged man said
when I breathed Sorry and kept walking
as he stood on the corner for spare change.
He was bearded, wrapped
in blankets, night and rain.
That was the fall. But it comes back
like a tide, with ordinary things —
This sun. Shoes. A spoonful
of red grapefruit, out of season.
One more thing to give thanks for,
the sweetness and the sting of it,
even as the sweetness slides on down.
Jessie Brown works as poet-in-residence in schools in the Boston area.
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Pro-Choice is Not Enough
Loretta J. Ross is the National Coordinator for
the SisterSong Women of Color Reproductive
Health Collective, a network of women of color
organizations and allied groups that work on
reproductive justice issues. She was one of the
first African American women to direct a rape
crisis center and is the co-author of Undivided
Rights: Women of Color Organize for Reproductive
Justice. Ivelisse Sanchez, Peace-work intern,
interviewed Loretta Ross on October 7, 2007.

Throughout the years of the Bush AdminActivist istration, those of us who
Forum
care about women’s access to safe, legal abortions have been faced
with frustrating battles.
As the group NARAL: Pro-Choice America writes: “From 1995 to 2006, when
anti-choice lawmakers had control of
Congress, they worked relentlessly to
make abortion more difficult and dangerous.” There has been some progress since
the last election — for instance, Congress
may soon act to repeal the “Global Gag
Rule” which restricts foreign non-governmental organizations that receive US family planning funds from using their own,
non-US funds to provide abortion services, lobby their own governments for
abortion law reform, or even provide accurate medical counseling or referrals regarding abortion. But real change can only
be accomplished if we grow towards a
movement that focuses not only on abortion rights but on a whole range of women’s health and justice issues.

Reproductive Justice
For many activists, especially women of
color and poor women, a key development
has been an expansion of the “reproductive rights” movement to a model of “reproductive justice.” The concept of reproductive justice is to empower women to
take control of our reproductive destinies,
which includes the right to an abortion or
birth control, the right to have a child, and

the right to parent our children.
Women who fight for reproductive
justice know the importance of organizing
beyond the pro-choice framework. Poor
women don’t always relate to the prochoice movement because they often have
few real choices. Without the economic
ability to afford an abortion, or without
the support to parent the children they
already have, a systematic cycle of reproductive oppression continues for all poor
women, and especially for women of
color.
Reproductive justice focuses on organizing women, girls, and their communities to challenge structural power inequalities in a comprehensive and transformative
process. Instead of focusing on the means

“The concept of reproductive justice is to empower
women to take control of our
reproductive destinies, which
includes the right to an abortion
or birth control, the right to
have a child, and the right to
parent our children.”
— a divisive debate on abortion and birth
control that neglects many of the real-life
experiences of women and girls — the reproductive justice analysis focuses on the
ends: better lives for women, healthier
families, and sustainable communities.

Working for All Women in 2008
In the upcoming election year, it is essential for people to refuse to support candidates who don’t support women’s rights
and who become weak in the face of criticism from anti-abortion opponents. A

politician who claims to work on behalf
of poor women and women of color must
strongly support our human rights and
understand the dilemmas poor women
face when making reproductive choices.
One immediate goal of the reproductive
justice movement is to repeal the Hyde
Amendment of 1976. The Hyde Amendment declares that no Medicaid funds —
a federal program that provides payment
to health care providers for poor and lowincome people — can be used to pay for
abortions, unless the procedure is necessary to save the mother’s life, or the pregnancy is the result of an act of rape or incest. As a result of this law, poor women
are forced to spend their food or rent
money to pay for an abortion. If they are
unable to raise the funds, they are forced
to have a child for which they are unable
to provide. The National Network of
Abortion Funds and other organizations
are working collectively to end this legislation that has kept poor and low-income
women from controlling their lives.
Women must organize to challenge
and confront the oppressive policies affecting our communities. When a woman
enters an abortion clinic she enters with
all her problems, whether it is domestic abuse, economic hardship, or confusion about her options. Understanding
how a woman’s age, race, immigration status, sexual identify, and class directly affect
her options is a key element in strengthening the pro-choice movement and transforming it into a Reproductive Justice
movement.
SisterSong provides trainings on organizing and resources for women of color
and young activists to join the fight for
reproductive justice. If you would like
more information about SisterSong or our
trainings, please contact us: SisterSong,
1237 Ralph David Abernathy Blvd. SW,
Atlanta, GA 30310; 404/756-2680; www.
sistersong.net.
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Reclaiming Our Civil Liberties — Again
Boston, MA, July
2004. Police arrest
a man who was
taking part in a
demonstration
near the site of the
2004 Democratic
National Convention in Boston.
Police said that
the unidentified
man was taken
into custody upon
the request of the
Secret Service.

Brian Corr is the Field Organizer for the
Massachusetts affiliate of the American Civil
Liberties Union.

Since the passage of the
USA PATRIOT Act six
years ago this October,
we have seen a growing
imbalance in the power
of the Executive Branch as compared to
that of Congress and the courts. President
George W. Bush claims that he can act in
secret — without the consent of the
governed — hiding his actions from
Congress and the people of this country
in the name of fighting terror, even when
the information being hidden has nothing
to do with our safety.
By ordering kidnapping and by
“rendering” individuals to be tortured
abroad, by eavesdropping without warrants on regular people here at home and
by issuing secret demands for our library
records and other personal information,
and by terrorizing US Americans in the
name of keeping our airports safe, the
Bush Administration is violating our Constitution and the values of freedom and
fairness it represents.
Most recently, the “Protect Americans
Act” (which legalizes wiretapping and interception of all international communications without a warrant) has increased
public outrage at the continuing erosion
of our civil liberties.
As we look ahead to 2008, there is one
major goal for civil liberties: to roll back
the systematic abuse of power by the federal government, restoring the rule of law.
This is a lofty goal, but it is also a realistic
one if we consider four priorities where
we can make real progress:
• Ending rampant surveillance and
warrantless spying on people in the
United States;
• Restoring habeas corpus and due process;
Activist
Forum

Photo ©2007 Josh
Reynolds

•

Shutting down the prison at Guantánamo Bay and giving those held
there access to justice; and
• Stopping torture and “extraordinary
rendition” (kidnapping people and
sending them to countries where torture is used).
A majority of people in the US support all four of these positions, and each
of them is achievable. We have the opportunity to engage people on these
issues at a time when there is a growing
sense that our country is on the wrong
track, and that we are being asked to
sacrifice our basic rights for a false sense
of security.

Challenging Complacency
The major challenge we face is inaction
and complacency: the idea that all we have
to do is to “wait for 2008” when a new
president and Congress will restore our
civil liberties. This is obviously connected
to the idea that the most important thing
we can do is elect a president who will “fix
America.” But nothing could be further
from the truth.
We must remember that the promises
of liberty and freedom contained in the
Constitution and the Bill of Rights are not
gifts, but values which must be preserved
— and which have often been contested.

From the Civil War to the Palmer Raids
to the internment of Americans of Japanese descent to the Red Scare to the War
on Terrorism, there have been many assaults on civil rights and civil liberties in
the name of security.
We must remain determined to hold
the US government responsible not just
for stopping the torture and abuse of detainees, but for resisting the many other
abuses of power that are taking place in
the name of fighting terrorism, such as
warrantless wiretapping and spying on domestic groups. There must be real, meaningful judicial checks on the exercise of
executive power.
The only way to reclaim our civil liberties is by actively engaging people on
those four key issues: domestic spying, habeas corpus, Guantánamo, and torture and
rendition. Activists need to bird-dog
candidates, asking them directly and specifically if they support the four priorities
above. We must write letters to the editor,
and speak to our friends and neighbors,
all with three simple points: No one is
above the law, not even the president of
the United States; our government’s policies are making us less safe and less free;
and the next president and Congress must
respect and enforce the Constitution and
the rule of law.
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Health Care Reform

Real Progress Is Within Reach
Brian Rosman is the Director of Research at
the Massachusetts chapter of Health Care for
All. This article is based on an interview with
Sara Burke, Peacework Co-Editor, on 10/1/07.

It’s clear that 2009 could
be the year that we make
real progress in health
care reform. All the
Democratic candidates
are putting a lot of emphasis on this issue,
and are showing some real understanding
that access to health care is diminishing,
quality is deteriorating, and costs are rising. This is affecting low-income families,
and broad swaths of the middle class as
well. Republican candidates are talking
about health care too — even Mitt Romney, who is now opposing key elements of
the health care reform plan he signed into
law here in Massachusetts with much
fanfare in 2006. Another interesting development is the significant number of
Republicans who have abandoned President Bush and support renewal of the
SCHIP program that funds coverage for
low- and moderate-income children.
Different candidates have differing
plans and emphases, but the specifics don’t
matter too much at this point. The fact
that there is such a strong focus on health
care now, during the Congressional and
Presidential campaigns, is a good sign that
in the year after the 2008 elections we will
see a push for comprehensive reform at
the federal level.
The strength of the commitment to
real reform, especially among Congressmembers, is an important factor. When
Hillary Clinton was in the White House,
the health care reform plan she and the
President advocated was stymied by
Congressional infighting and a strong
push against it by the insurance industry
lobby.
Activist
Forum

There are currently a number of
“strange bedfellow initiatives,” in which
corporate interests are teaming up with
activist or union groups to offer alternatives. This is because companies are tired
of paying for health care, a system that
grew up by accident as an artifact of
worker shortages during World War II.
The success of these coalitions could lead
to a flip in how Americans get their health
care. Economists agree that since one way
or another, health care costs come out of
workers’ salaries, if employers are phased
out of the system then these costs would
be covered by an increase in taxes. Would
workers’ salaries then rise? Most economists say they would eventually — but
not right away.

Promising Innovations
One of the landmark features in the Massachusetts reform law is that it allows individuals buying health insurance to
qualify for group rates, instead of the astronomically high price that has typically
been charged to individuals by insurers.
That change builds on others in insurance

law, like requiring insurers to cover everyone regardless of health status, and requiring them to guarantee renewal (instead of
withdrawing coverage from people whose
health care needs increase). This innovation has been picked up by several presidential candidates as part of their plans.
At the community level, there is a role
for the public to start demanding better
quality from health care providers. In Massachusetts, we’ve been experimenting with
giving people tools to manage their own
chronic conditions, like diabetes. There is
good evidence that these programs, administered through community-based
groups, can give people better care and
save money.

An Organized Opposition
Drug companies and the insurance industry are well-organized and they will be out
in force this year, promoting their agenda.
They will be using the fear factor (“The
reformers want ‘socialized medicine’ —
you’ll lose what you have!”) and trying to
build on the fact that the majority of voters are reasonably happy with their health
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care coverage to dissuade people from
demanding change.
We must continue to educate our
communities about these issues — especially the issue of disparities in health care.
Studies show that within the same socioeconomic levels, even with the same health
care coverage, black people & Hispanics
get lower quality care. We need to push
our states to study these differences and
take action. There are opportunities for
action at a number of different points —
from causes (the environmental justice
movement has done important work in
showing which environmental health care
risks are situated in communities of color)
to care. Improvement in health care can
include the provision of appropriate language services, and the training and promotion of community health workers.
While we work to maintain the election year momentum towards reform, we
should also speak up to keep other key
health care issues from falling off the
agenda. The national commitment to
public health has been woefully ignored
recently. It is in the public interest to worry
about water and food quality, and to cut
down smoking. Some of the diseases that
have raised alarm in the past are still dangers, even though they no longer receive
front-page attention: a flu pandemic, for
instance, is still a very real risk. The pressure point for activists and voters is to
persuade states and municipalities to commit financial resources to public health.
It’s seen as a luxury to set money aside
for something that might not happen,
and of course the huge budget deficit at
the federal level influences these decisions
as well.
Over this year we must take every
opportunity to bring more progressive
politics to the White House and to Congress. One tangible goal should be for
health care needs to be raised as a topic at
the last presidential debate before the election — and the candidate with the strongest position on health care needs to give
the strongest response.
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Getting Ready for the Conventions in 2008
Ashley Hinson is a Peacework intern and an international studies student
at Lesley University.

T

he Democratic National Convention in Denver, Colorado scheduled for
August 25-28 and the Republican National Convention in Minneapolis-St.
Paul, Minnesota scheduled for September 1-4 will both offer important
opportunities for nonviolent demonstrations. Several grassroots efforts are
already underway around the country. Below are a number of websites that
include resources for ways to get involved.

The “Recreate ’68 Alliance” (www.recreate68.org) also known as the All Nations
Alliance that was involved in making Denver the first city to oppose the PATRIOT
Act has set up its website as a forum for activists in opposition to the DNC.
“Unconventional Action” (www.unconventionalaction.org) is encouraging groups
around across the country to prepare in advance for both the DNC and RNC. Their
website provides practical information on how to organize, the theory behind
direct action, as well as legal and medical guides.
The “Protest RNC-2008” website (www.protestrnc2008.org) maintains a strong
focus on opposition to the US occupation of Iraq . The site includes a number of
news sources as well as the mapped route of an anti-war march scheduled for
September 1, 2008.
The “RNC Welcoming Committee” (www.rncwelcomingcommittee.org) provides
up-to-date information on the progress of mobilization movements surrounding the RNC. Links to news stories and how to find housing and transportation
are also available, as well as information on “no-RNC” events elsewhere.
The Seeds of Peace collective (www.seeds-of-peace-collective.org) has plans to
provide food for protesters as
part of their ongoing campaign to support resisters of
violence, and welcomes volunteers and contributions.
A group of lawyers, many of
them from top-dollar corporate firms, is being recruited
by the Minnesota affiliate of
the ACLU to defend protesters in the Twin Cities, in
response to underrepre sented protesters arrested
in 2004. They are known as
“the Pinstripe Brigade.” (In
New York during the 2004
RNC, 1,800 protesters were
arrested, while in Boston, protesters were discouraged
after being placed in a “freespeech zone” that resembled
a cage and remained far from
the actual convention.)
Boston, MA, April 2002.
Photo © 2007 Ellen Shub
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Carbon-free and Nuclear-free
A Detailed Energy Plan for the US
Peter Montague is co-founder and director
of the Environmental Research Foundation,
and edits the ERF’s weekly on-line publication,
Rachel’s Democracy and Health News. This
article was published in Rachel’s News #921.

A path-breaking new report concludes that the
US could develop a sustainable energy policy
— one that is both carbon-free and nuclear-free — in 60 years
or less.
The book-length study by Arjun
Makhijani of the Institute for Energy and
Environmental Research (IEER) in Takoma Park, Maryland offers a detailed
plan for powering the nation’s economy
with zero carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions
and no nuclear power plants. The study
resulted from a joint project of IEER and
the Nuclear Policy Research Institute.
Such an energy policy would solve four
pressing problems:
Activist
Forum

Global climate disruption: Carbon dioxide emissions from combustion of fossil
fuels are the main human contribution to
climate disruption, which is threatening
the global economy, human societies, and
many of the ecosystems upon which humans depend.
Disruption of marine food webs by
ocean acidification: This is occurring
now as atmospheric carbon dioxide is absorbed into the oceans.
Insecurity of oil supply: Increases in
global oil consumption, and conflicts in
oil-producing regions, are making oil
prices volatile and supplies insecure.
Nuclear proliferation: As we know from
the examples of India, North Korea, and
Pakistan, among others, the proliferation
of nuclear weapons is being enabled by

the spread of nuclear power plants, which
are being promoted as a solution to carbon dioxide emissions.
The new IEER report, which is published by RDR Books, is also available now
on-line through IEER, both in full and in
a summary version.
It can provide a blueprint and an
agenda for climate justice activists and for
state and local officials.
The study offers seven main findings:
1. A goal of zero carbon dioxide emissions is necessary to minimize harm
related to climate change.
2. A hard cap on carbon dioxide emissions — that is, a fixed emissions limit
that declines year by year until it
reaches zero sometime before the year
2060 — would provide large carbon
emitters a flexible way to phase out
CO2. However, current “carbon trading” programs would undermine and
defeat the hard cap, and so would have
to be abandoned.
3. A reliable US electricity sector can be
achieved without CO2 emissions and
without nuclear power.
4. The use of nuclear power entails risks
of nuclear proliferation, terrorism, and
serious accidents. It exacerbates the
problem of nuclear waste and perpetuates vulnerabilities in the nation’s energy system that can be avoided.
5. The use of available highly-efficient
energy technologies and building designs could greatly ease the transition
to a carbon-free, nuclear-free energy
system. IEER calculates that a two
percent annual increase in efficiency
per unit of Gross Domestic Product
(GDP) could produce a one percent
decline in energy use per year while
providing three percent annual growth
in GDP. “This is well within the ca-

pacity of available technological performance,” the report concludes.
6. Biofuels, broadly defined, could be an
important part of the solution, or
could actually make the problem
worse — depending on the choices
that we make. The report points to
ethanol from corn, and biodiesel from
palm oil as two examples of damaging
biofuels. On the other hand, the report says microalgae grown in a highCO2 environment can provide substantial energy benefits with minimal
environmental harm, delivering 5,000
to 10,000 gallons of liquid fuels per
acre of land per year.
7. Much of the reduction in CO2 emissions can be done without increased
cost (for example, efficient lighting
and refrigeration). The remainder of
the CO2 reduction would likely cost
$10 to $30 per metric ton of CO2. (A
metric ton is 2200 pounds).
8. The transition to a zero-CO2 system
can be made in a manner compatible
with local economic development in
areas currently producing fossil fuels.
If you believe, as we do at the Environmental Research Foundation, that the
four problems described at the beginning
of this article — climate chaos, ocean acidification, insecurity of oil supply, and proliferation of nuclear weapons — are extremely serious and need to be resolved
without delay, then you will want to study
this new report from IEER carefully.
With the publication of this new report, we all now have a firm basis for demanding a carbon-free nuclear-free energy
system for the US.
Has your favorite Presidential candidate taken a position on this report yet?
Have your Congressional representatives
read it?
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A National Conference
for Immigrant
& Refugee Rights
January 18–20, 2008 in Houston, Texas

A

s federal immigration reform has
reached an impasse, government,
police and many other forces have
been stepping up attacks on immigrants
and refugees at the local, regional, and
state levels. ICE raids continue sweeping
up thousands, and the new Social Security
no-match rules were barely — and only
temporarily — stopped from going into
effect.
At the same time, community organizations led by immigrants and refugees have
been pushing forward creative initiatives
to protect the most vulnerable members
of our communities and link with other
communities and movements demanding
justice & dignity.
Come to Houston in January 2008 to:
• Share stories, strategies and tactics for
innovative initiatives built from the
grassroots!
• Share and learn new techniques in community organizing, media & communications, popular education and more
• Learn about exciting work happening
at the intersection of immigrant and
refugee rights, gender, sexual orientation, and across many different racial
and ethnic communities
• Learn about and share with the many
communities and nationalities that
make up the immigrant and refugee
rights movement
• Work with the international migrants
rights movements, exposing “free” trade
policies’ harmful impacts causing forced
migration worldwide
• Help build a shared immigrant rights
platform for this critical election year
and together lift our voices to reframe
the national debate towards justice,
dignity and human rights!
For more information, contact the National
Network for Immigrant and Refugee Rights
at 510/465-1984; conference08@nnirr.org;
www.nnirr.org.

New York City, August 2004.

Photo © 2007 Ellen Shub
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A Tenuous Balance

The Politics of Peace and Justice in a State of War
Nancy Milio is a member of the Chapel Hill
Friends Meeting, and Clerk of the Policy
Committee and Executive Committee of the
Friends Committee on National Legislation.

M

any progressives hoped for
a new national direction
under a Democrat-controlled Congress. For
Quakers and other pacifists, the best shift
would mean moving toward nonviolence,
as well as restoring civil liberties, addressing global climate change, and making
socially just investments in majorities over
wealthy minorities.
Although this Congress has worked
more and passed more substantive measures than its predecessors, it has fewer
laws to show for it. The political terrain is
rugged: narrow majorities which can rarely
overcome ready vetoes, an Administration
wedded to secrecy and defiance of subpoenas; ever-threatening charges of “soft on
terrorism,” and a Senate opposition that
threatens to filibuster more often than any
other in history.
As backdrop, a conservative Supreme
Court shows little support for affirmative
action, campaign finance restriction,
women’s reproductive rights, journalistic
free speech, or health and labor protections.
Recognizing a rough Congressional
work-in-progress, how are our goals
faring?

War
Where the House has sometimes overwhelmingly passed nonbinding resolutions toward ending the Iraq war, the
Senate has been stymied by opposition
filibuster threats. A House resolution opposed permanent bases in Iraq. One
important bipartisan resolution —
prohibiting an attack on Iran without

San Diego, CA,
May 2007.
Photo: Carlos
Richardson

Congressional approval — failed.
The President regularly repeats, in any
case, that he will not be bound by the will
of Congress.
Farther from the public eye, the
Friends Committee on National Legislation again successfully pushed Congress
to stop the Administration’s efforts to fund
a new generation of nuclear “Reliable Replacement Warheads” and helped draft
binding legislative language to enhance
US diplomacy in Central and East
Africa.
Investigations of defense contractors
working in Iraq and Afghanistan are now
underway, due to the Blackwater debacle.

This could bring about real reforms, long
overdue, to the enormous and largely unscrutinized industry of private, US-funded
paramilitaries.
Congress has also been demanding
greater accountability from the nation’s
intelligence agencies, for instance requiring the Department of Defense (for the
first time) to create a database of its intelligence contracts.

Civil Liberties
Since 2001, the Executive has succeeded
in expanding its powers with little interference from Congress. The President used
legislative Signing Statements to challenge
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an unprecedented 1100 legislative measures and can now declare martial law in
disasters or “any other condition,” thanks
to new exemptions to Posse Comitatus —
the doctrine that bars the military from
engaging in domestic law enforcement.
The Senate defense spending bill rescinded this new power.
National security agencies use warrantless wiretaps, deny habeas corpus
rights, conduct secret renditions and secret
warrantless surveillance of citizens. The
Department of Homeland Security
planned to share data from spy satellites
with domestic police but was stopped by
Congress, at least temporarily.
Some of these activities were legalized
by Congress, arguably relinquishing its
powers through, for example, the Military
Commission Act, expansion of the PATRIOT Act, and the hastily passed President’s Protect America Act. This act,
passed in the summer of 2007, authorizes
unconstitutional warrantless wiretaps and
expands the scope to any “persons” who
are “reasonably believed” to be linked to
overseas terrorists — without judicial oversight. The Protect America Act expires
after six months, so activists can still urge
Congressmembers to refuse to renew it.
The Justice Department’s Civil Rights Division shifted prosecutions from racial and
sex bias cases to cases against religious discrimination; replaced experienced litigators with “holy hires” (young graduates
from fundamentalist law schools) and
party activists, and adjudicated far fewer
voting plan cases that deal with the dilution of black voter strength.
Many measures that are part of the
PATRIOT Act are being brought to court.
National Security Letters, which require
organizations to secretly provide personal
information about clients and customers
without a warrant, were recently found
unconstitutional, as they erode First
Amendment rights and the constitutional
separation of powers. A separate court
found the PATRIOT Act’s surveillance
and search provisions in breach of the
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The Constitution of the United States…excerpts
Article I
Section 8. The Congress shall have power….
To declare war, grant letters of marque and reprisal, and make rules concerning
captures on land and water;
To raise and support armies, but no appropriation of money to that use shall be
for a longer term than two years;
To provide and maintain a navy;
To make rules for the government and regulation of the land and naval forces;
To provide for calling forth the militia to execute the laws of the union, suppress
insurrections and repel invasions;
To provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining, the militia, and for governing
such part of them as may be employed in the service of the United States, reserving to the states respectively, the appointment of the officers, and the authority
of training the militia according to the discipline prescribed by Congress…
Article II
Amendment I
Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press;
or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the government
for a redress of grievances….
Amendment IV
The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects,
against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or things to be
seized.
Amendment V
No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime,
unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in
the land or naval forces, or in the militia, when in actual service in time of war or
public danger… nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process
of law…
Amendment VI
In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and
public trial, by an impartial jury of the state and district wherein the crime shall
have been committed, which district shall have been previously ascertained by
law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; to be confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his favor, and to have the assistance of counsel for his defense.

Fourth Amendment (not showing “probable cause”) and separation of powers.
Another court struck down an Executive
Order that could prevent access to Presidential papers indefinitely as “an impermissible exercise of executive power.”
The State Department’s “terrorist
watchlist,” which criminalizes any “mate-

rial support” to those listed, is being challenged in court as circumventing due process by placing groups on the list without
specific charges and a hearing.
Asserting the Administration’s weak
compliance with a Supreme Court ruling
against torture, the National Religious
Campaign Against Torture is promoting
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legislation that reasserts the Geneva Convention assurance of humane treatment
for all prisoners, prohibits the use of coerced testimony, and holds violators
accountable.
A Senate bill restoring habeas corpus
failed under a filibuster threat.

Energy
Major energy legislation is stalled by the
conflicting interests of big players. At issue
are corporate average fuel efficiency
(CAFÉ) standards, renewable energy mandates for utilities, paring back large tax
breaks for Big Oil, and investments in biofuels and nuclear power.
The UN is wary of the push for
agribusiness-backed corn ethanol, pointing out its small net clean energy gain.
Corn diversion is already raising food
prices worldwide; it also brings long-term
threats of deforestation and habitat
destruction.
Nuclear power interests won a Senate
bill change, expanding loan guarantees to
reinsure their planned plants — which will
lure Wall Street investors. House subsidies
did not favor the nuclear industry.

Social Investments and
Accountability
Congress passed spending bills that begin
to shift national resources in more just directions, increasing funds for poor and
working people, including a boost to the
minimum wage. New funds include expansion of the State Child Health Insurance Program to millions more low-income kids (at press time, President Bush
had vetoed this expansion and the House
was preparing to vote on an override); national family planning programs (accompanied by the ineffectual Abstinence-only
Education Program); child tax-credit
extension to low-income families; and increased college grants for low-income
students.
A new farm bill increases food stamp
and food bank funds, first-ever subsidies
for fruit and vegetable crops, but also continued subsidies to agribusiness crops.
The new Congress revived its oversight
responsibilities, revealing waste, mismanagement, potential illegalities, and the
thwarting of agency missions. As a result,
it introduced remedial legislation.
The common denominator found

Boston, MA, July 2004. State police watch demonstrators pass outside the
site of the 2004 Democratic National Convention.
Photo ©2007 Josh Reynolds

among responsible protective agencies —
FDA, EPA, CPSC, MSHA, OSHA,
USDA, NRC — are instructions from a
powerful White House unit, the Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs, run
by former industry lobbyists. Under this
influence, agencies allowed voluntary
compliance with mandatory rules, required less company reporting, dealt out
lenient and delayed penalties, and suffered
staff cuts preventing adequate inspections.
To remedy agencies’ failures, Congress
has given them more funds and staff positions, and stricter performance mandates.
For example, the House is attempting to
reverse current policy and allow overseas
health clinics to receive US family planning funds even if they use their own funds
to provide legal abortion services; current
policy has led to clinic closures.
Federal scientists will have protection
to report findings unhindered by political
interference in reporting on certain issues
that might challenge Administration positions on issues such as stem cell research,
tobacco effects, abstinence-only sex education, and emergency contraception.

The Continuing Agenda
Despite revelations about the abuse of executive power, the Administration continues to expand the national security system
and its momentum toward war, with Iraq
spending to reach $800 billion by the end
of 2008, while priming presumed allies
with tens of billions to militarize complex
problems in the Middle East, and quadrupling weapons sales to authoritarian states
like Pakistan and Sudan.
Meanwhile, the conditions for war
spread, as the government neglects human
rights abuses, global climate change, the
accelerating displacement of peoples, and
growing health, education, and wealth
gaps.
What will tip the balance toward peace
and justice? The simple answer is to speak
truth to power, to the press, and to the
public, in strong voices through every medium and venue, now and in 2008.
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On the Trail with New Hampshire’s Bird Dogs
Arnie Alpert is New Hampshire Program
Coordinator for the American Friends Service
Committee.

S

ix hours before the September 26
Democratic presidential candidates’ debate at Dartmouth College in Hanover, NH, the Service
Employees International Union gathered
on the college green. SEIU members and
staff, often clad in purple t-shirts, are a
frequent sight on the US presidential campaign trail. The union’s “New Hampshire
for Health Care” campaign is several years
old, and has bird-dogged politicians and
gathered names of health care supporters
all along.
But this action was a little different.
This time, the gathering included members of SEIU Local 560, which represents
workers at Dartmouth, including the
college-owned Hanover Inn, which sits
next to the building where the debate
would take place. Workers at the Inn
gained union recognition in 2004, and
signed their first collective bargaining
agreement with the Ivy League college the
following year. But the contract left open
a clause dealing with compensation for
tipped employees while they are on vacation or when they are sick.
Local 560 is campaigning to raise the
compensation for paid time off from its
current level of $3.50 an hour. “We have
a 15-year employee who had some lifethreatening medical issues and was out of
work for two months. His weekly pay was
based on $3.50 per hour! You can imagine
how the financial security of the family
suffered,” said a letter from the union to
all the Democratic candidates.
Local 560’s request to the candidates
to contact Dartmouth’s president has a
precedent. Four years ago workers at New
Hampshire’s major commercial TV station, WMUR, were similarly struggling
for a contract. When, with help from the
state’s AFL-CIO, the union threatened to

And for Those of You Keeping Score at Home…
Ashley Hinson is a Peacework intern and an international studies student
at Lesley University.

M

any different groups track members of Congress, and candidates campaigning for Congress and the presidency, on particular issues. Here are
some on-line sources for “political scorecards.”

Human Rights Campaign Congressional Scorecard:
http://dev.hrc.org/documents/HRCscorecard2006.pdf
Planned Parenthood Action Fund Congressional Scorecard
www.ppaction.org/ppvotes/Scorecard.html
Council for a Livable World: Democratic presidential candidates’
responses to questions about nuclear weapons and national security
www.clw.org/elections/2008/presidential/2008_presidential_candidates_
questionnaire_responses/
Project Vote Smart: Information, by state, on presidential, congressional,
gubernatorial, and statewide officials
www.votesmart.org/official_five_categories.php?dist=npat.php
Global Stewards comparative summary of several scorecards
Including ACLU, NAACP, National Education Association, and Planned
Parenthood.
www.globalstewards.org/democrats.htm
The Commonwealth Fund: An essay on candidates’ plans for health care
www.commonwealthfund.org/aboutus/aboutus_show.htm?doc_id=533029
Global Stop AIDS Platform
www.healthgap.org/camp/08/08.html
The National Gay and Lesbian Task Force: Election research links
from 2006
www.thetaskforce.org/Update/2006/29_06_1108/index.htm
Center for Public Integrity: The Buying of the President 2008
A project to track the finances of each candidate’s campaign
www.bop2008.org/
Congressional Quarterly’s Political Moneyline site at
www.tray.com

picket a WMUR-sponsored debate and
ask candidates to stop buying ads on the
station, the company quickly came to the
table.

Making the Issues Visible
to Candidates
The New Hampshire Primary campaign,
still first-in-the-nation even though no one
knows exactly when the next one will take

place, is not just a horse race between the
candidates. It also presents an unparalleled
opportunity for labor, environmentalists,
the LGBT movement, and peace activists
to gain attention and real leverage for our
issues. In addition to New Hampshire for
Health Care, other groups in the mix include Priorities NH, which campaigns for
a shift of military spending to human
needs programs, several groups concerned
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about global climate change, and the
American Friends Service Committee’s
“Cost of War” project. The Global AIDS
Alliance now has staff in the state planning
a December 1 rally. The Human Rights
Campaign, which describes itself as
“America’s largest civil rights organization
working to achieve gay, lesbian, bisexual,
and transgender equality,” opened a new
Concord office in September.
Common tactics include visibility,
such as the Priorities “pig-mobile” and “pie
mobile,” which depict excessive military
spending, and the purple “I’m a Health
Care Voter” stickers the SEIU passes out.
Heavily funded groups can run their own
radio and newspaper ads. Grassroots
groups without much money can still
bring hand-made signs to events with
hope of catching the eye of candidates or
reporters.
Then there is the art of “birddogging,” or taking issues to the candidates through direct questions and statements. While Barack Obama can draw a
thousand people to a rally, and Hillary
Clinton runs highly staged events that
likewise attract hundreds of New Hampshire residents, there are still plenty of opportunities for determined activists to get
a word with the candidates, even the “rock
stars.”

New Orleans,
LA, August
29, 2007.
A candlelight
vigil was held
in Jackson
Square to
mark the
second
anniversary
of Hurricane
Katrina.
Photo © 2007
Diane Greene
Lent.

Olivia Zink, who runs the Priorities
NH candidate tracking and outreach project, is probably the state’s top bird-dog.
She subscribes to all the candidates’ email
lists, scours the web each day to find out
where all the candidates will be, and posts
the events on the Priorities website [www.
prioritiesnh.org/birddog_calendar.php]. She
also trains volunteers, offers them suggested questions, and has spoken directly
to all the major Democratic and Republican candidates but one.
Bird-dogging skills are not only useful
in presidential campaign season. The ability to frame questions in ways that are
succinct, direct, and informative, and that
put politicians on the spot, is a valuable
skill. Martha Yager, who ran the AFSC’s
New Hampshire Economic Justice Project
during the campaign for the 2004 Primary, recalls leading a skills training session for women at a transitional housing
facility in Manchester. The women were
more interested in bird-dogging the Board
of Aldermen than they were in the Presidential campaign, but even at the local
level they were not sure their voices mattered. After a two-hour workshop, though,
they were eager to bird-dog local candidates on housing and zoning issues.
Repetition of questions can also get
issues into candidates’ stump speeches and

even shift their positions. Four years ago,
John Kerry started his campaign defending his record of supporting NAFTA,
WTO, and “Fast Track” authority. But as
he faced repeated questions from students,
union members, and trade justice activists, he apparently realized he needed a
new position to attract support. Three
months before the NH Primary, Kerry
told members of the New Hampshire
AFL-CIO he would oppose the Free Trade
Area of the Americas, which George W.
Bush’s administration was pushing. The
weekend before the primary, Kerry added
his commitment to oppose CAFTA, the
Central America Free Trade Agreement.
Although Kerry did not become president,
he did vote against CAFTA, which passed
by a slim margin.

Retail Politics
In this campaign season, much effort has
gone into making candidates state explicitly their position on the use of nuclear
weapons. Anne Miller of New Hampshire
Peace Action has twice waded into crowds
to challenge Clinton’s position on Iran. At
the first event, at Concord High School
in February, “most of the throng was people who wanted books signed and pictures
taken,” she observed. But she wanted to
ask Clinton about a statement about Iran
she had made the previous week, in which
the New York Senator said “no options are
off the table.” “I asked her how she could
threaten nuclear genocide on another nation’s children. She told me that we cannot tolerate a nuclear-armed Iran, for it
would be an “existential threat” to the US,
and repeated that all options were on the
table. When I tried to ask her about the
very real role the US is playing in spurring
proliferation with our repeated threats and
actual nuclear arsenals, she said she didn’t
want to discuss it and turned away
stiffly.”
In recent weeks, Senator Barack
Obama, who gave vague responses on
more than one occasion to bird-dog Erin
Placey’s questions about nuclear weapons,
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Ex-Offenders Strive to Regain Voting Rights
Ivelisse Sanchez is a Peacework intern and a journalism student
at Northeastern University.

I

n the United States approximately 5.4 million people, or 1 in 40 adults,
are denied the right to vote due to felony convictions. Though only
two states, Kentucky and West Virginia, permanently disfranchise all
ex-offenders, other states’ laws and policies make it difficult for those
who have already served their sentences to fully exercise this basic right
of citizenship. Many organizations are helping to combat discriminatory
policies that make the re-entry of former prisoners into society extremely
difficult.
All of Us or None is a national organizing initiative of former prisoners
who are working to end unfair practices and policies that deny those
with felony convictions access to public housing, student loans, welfare
benefits, and food stamps. Through community organizing and outreach,
All of Us or None has spread throughout California, and also has an
Oklahoma chapter.
The American Civil Liberties Union is also working in several states to
change and influence public policy. There have been several bills introduced in various states and though some have not advanced this legislative session, several have been passed that have decreased the number of disfranchised persons by extending the right to vote to those on
probation and parole.

On February 5, 2007 Congressmember Charles B. Rangel of New York
introduced the Ex-Offenders Voting Rights Act to the House of
Representatives. Currently there is only one co-sponsor on the bill,
Representative Yvette D. Clarke, also of New York. The bill, HR.818, has
been referred to the House Committee on the Judiciary but no action
has been taken. This bill calls for those who have fully served their sentences to be re-enfranchised (though it does not extend the right to vote
to those who are on probation or parole at the time of an election). This
bill will help standardize the voting restrictions across the United States
and will help prevent states from discriminating against those who have
served their time for felony convictions.

has taken a position in favor of nuclear
weapons abolition.
“New Hampshire’s tradition of ‘retail
politics’ [a term for occasions when candidates have to deal with voters one-onone, rather than in huge batches, or
‘wholesale’] opens the door for people to
raise issues that the candidates would
never discuss otherwise,” says Priorities
NH’s Olivia Zink. “And when voters organize and coordinate their efforts, we
know the candidates really feel the heat.”
Zink says Priorities NH’s staff and volunteers have asked more than 150 questions
of candidates in New Hampshire, while
activists from their sister organization in

Central Falls, RI, May 2006. Andres Idarraga,
28, served time for drug possession and gun
possession, and is now studying literature and
economics at Brown University. As a convicted
felon, he is barred by Rhode Island state law
from voting. Photo ©2007 Josh Reynolds

Iowa have asked more than 200. “Several
candidates have moved from dodging the
issue of Pentagon waste altogether to listing the weapons systems they’d shut down
or cut back,” she reports.
The bird-dogging and visibility is at
least getting the candidates’ attention.
Governor Bill Richardson wore a Priorities lapel pin, which depicts the Pentagon’s
excessive share of the federal budget, to
the Dartmouth debate, where he also
linked the need for health care funds to
the cost of the Iraq war.
Senator Hillary Clinton alluded directly to the SEIU’s purple stickers during
the debate. “You see a lot of people with

those stickers that say, ‘I’m a health care
voter,’” Clinton said. “Well, I want to be
the health care president.”
John Edwards stopped by the union
rally on his way to the debate, as did Dennis Kucinich’s wife, Elizabeth.
Chris Peck, Vice President of Local
560, said the additional visibility is useful.
“The college got a message,” he commented, during a commercial break at the
union’s debate watching party. “They’re
not used to seeing us outside protesting.”
Dartmouth and SEIU settled on a
contract shortly after the Dartmouth debate.
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Events
MOUTHFUL, An Open Mic for Open
Minds, 11/9 & every 2nd Friday, 7:15
pm signup, 7:30 pm start; turn the mic
over to your original writing in any
genre — and munch on tasty noshes
while you chat informally about
writing and whatever else comes to
mind. Come to read or come to listen:
our goal is to build a community of
writers and readers that supports
women and their allies. $5 donation
requested. Center for New Words, 7
Temple Street, Cambridge, 02139,
617.876.5310.
Life After Death Row, 11/16, 5:307pm, featuring: Ronald Keine,
exonerated former death row prisoner;
Professor Michael Avery, lawyer for the
Chelsea 4, & lawyer Stephen Hrones.
Sponsored by SULS NLG, BLSA, ACLU,
& more; Large Moot Court Room, #425,
Suffolk University Law School, anthony.
naro@suffolk.edu.
Tag Sale, 11/16, 5:30-8 pm & 11/17,
9:30 am-2 pm; Cambridge Friends
Center, 5 Longfellow Park (off Brattle
Street nr. Harvard Square), Cambridge
MA; high-quality kitchenware, clothing,
jewelry; proceeds benefit the AFSC’s
Material Assistance Program which
serves people transitioning out of
homelessness; donations welcome
thru 11/6; 617/661-6130
Transforming Discipline: Building
School Community through Restorative Practices; 11/28-30, Sheraton
Hotel, 363 Maine Mall Road, South
Portland, ME, A comprehensive look at
Restorative Justice in K-12 schools to
introduce educators to restorative
practices in school discipline and
school climate change. Restorative
rather than punitive approaches deal
more effec tively with student
misbehavior by encouraging students
to take responsibility for their actions
and find ways to “make things right”

with those they have harmed. Spon-sored
by the University of Maine Peace Studies
Program, Maine Law & Civics Education at
the University of Maine School of Law, and
The Restorative Justice Project of the
Midcoast. Info: Barb Blazej, UM Peace
Studies Program, 207/581-2625, Barbara.
Blazej@umit.maine.edu; registration:
207/780-5951, conferences@usm.maine.
edu, www.mainelaw.usm.maine.edu/
mlce.
Close the School of the Americas, 11/1618; Fort Benning, GA; thousands will
converge for demonstrations, vigils,
workshops, & nonviolent direct action to
close SOA/WHINSEC (a US-based training
center for Latin American military elites,
many of whom have gone on to perpetrate
violent repression in their home countries);
to learn more visit SOA Watch at www.
soaw.org

opportunities
Fellowship of Reconciliation Trainings;
Campaign Skills Training at the School of
the Americas Watch, 11/16, Ft. Benning,
GA, info: Susana Pimiento, 415/495-6334,
susana@forpeace.net, Peacemaker Training
Institute for Youth and Young Adults, 1/310/08, Bangor, PA, Info: Maryrose Dolezal,
651/210-4465, pti@forusa.org.
Peacewriting Annual International
Writing Awards, encourages writing in
opposition to war and in support of
nonviolent peacemaking and peacemakers. Seeks book-length manuscripts
about the causes, consequences, and
solutions to violence and war, and about
the ideas and practices of nonviolent
peacemaking and the lives of nonviolent
peacemakers. Sponsored by The Peace
And Justice Studies Association and the
Omni Center for Peace, Justice, and
Ecology. Three Prizes: $500 for best nonfiction manuscript; $500 for best imaginative work; $500 for best of the above for
young people. Manuscript must be
postmarked by December 1 of each year.
Awards will be announced by May 1 of

the following year. PeaceWriting, 2582
Jimmie Ave., Fayetteville, AR 72703-3420,
501/442-4600, jbennet@uark.edu. For
rules and info on past winners, see www.
omnicenter.org/index.htm.
Awakening the Dreamer, Changing the
Dream (workshop), 12/7–9; Pendle Hill
Conference Center, Wallingford PA; our
goal is to bring forth an enviornmentally
sustainable, spiritually fulfilling, socially
just human presence on Earth; we will look
at the state of our fragile planet, how we
got to this situation, & why there is hoe for
a Great turning; with Andrew Brazington
& Hollister Knowlton; for more info or to
register visit www.pendlehill.org.
Spirit in Action’s Leadership Program,
1/16–20/08; Wallingford, PA, Pendle Hill
Conference Center. Build relationships and
co-create community with a diverse group
of people who value: movement building,
working in a heart- centered way, healing
from our divisions, collective visioning for
a positive future, and action for deep and
lasting change. Take the tools back to your
organization or lead a Circle of Change in
your community. Follow-up leadership
support through telephone conference
calls. Info: Pamela Freeman, 215-844-7566,
pfree12334@aol.net, www.pendlehill.org.

campaigns
86 Days to “86” Guantánamo; 86 days
separate two infamous dates: October 17
marked the first anniversary of the Military
Commissions Act & January 11 marks the
anniversary of the first detainee held at
Guantánamo Bay. Both dates represent:
torture, indefinite detention, guilty until
proven innocent. Amnesty International
is calling on activists across the country to
stand in solidarity against torture: to call
for the closure of the detention facilities
at Guantánamo Bay, & the end of torture
in the name of “security.” To re-ceive
background material & resources
for coordinated action, visit www.amnesty
usa.org.
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Pass the Military Conscientious
Objec-tor’s Act; Virtual Lobby packet
av a i l a b l e f ro m t h e Ce n te r o n
Conscience and War. Current law
excludes selective objectors, is timeconsuming, implies a claimant might
be crazy for claiming CO, puts the
burden of proof entirely on the
claimant, and is not codified in a
statute. Also available: fact sheet on
how the current DREAM act tilts
toward militarizing immigrants. CCW,
202/483-2220,
www.
centeronconscience.org.

resources
A Guide to Mediation: Enabling
Peace Processes in Violent Conflicts;
Provides practical guidance and
support to professionals engaged in
mediated peace processes. Includes:
the elements of mediated processes,
typical difficulties and dilemmas, and
core values and operational principles.
“Peace talks — like all negotiations
— involve making difficult decisions
about the substance of talks, the
process and venue of talks and the
relationships around the table. Mediators can help get this right,” says
Martin Griffiths, Director of the HD
Centre. Published by, and available for
download for free from, the Centre for
Humanitarian Dialogue, 114 rue de
lausanne, Geneva, Geneva 1202,
Switzerland, www.hdcentre.org.
Long Shadows: Veterans’ Paths to
Peace, David Giffey, ed.; $19.95 pb; 19
interviews discussing paths from
military involvement to peace activism.
Includes veterans from the Spanish
Civil War, WWII, Korea, Vietnam, the
Yom Kippur War, the Cold War, Afghanistan, and the Iraq war. “Anti-war
feeling among veterans has not been
given the attention it deserves, and
this volume is an attempt to correct
that imbalance.” — Howard Zinn.
Atwood Publishing, Madison, WI, www.
atwoodpublishing.com.
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Brooklyn, NY, March 2007. The Brooklyn Peace Parade was led by Brooklyn kids.
Photo © 2007 Diane Greene Lent.
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