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“If liberty means anything at all,
it means the right to tell the people

what they do not want to hear.”!

—GEORGE ORWELL

“Everything in our background has prepared us to know and resist a
prison when the gates begin to close around us.... But what if there are
no cries of anguish to be heard? Who is prepared to take arms against
a sea of amusements? To whom do we complain, and when, and in what
tone of voice, when serious discourse dissolves into giggles? What is the
antidote to a culture’s being drained by laughter?”’

*

—NEIL POSTMAN

AMUSING OURSELVES TO DEATH:

PUBLIC DISCOURSE IN THE AGE OF SHOW BUSINESS
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Foreword

By Dr. Ron Paul

Most Americans react with confusion, disbelief, and even hostility when
told that America is not a free country. This reaction is quite
understandable. After all, we are continually bombarded with messages
from politicians, the media, and even popular culture about how we are the
“freest nation on Earth.” We are even told that the reason people from other
countries hate us is because they resent our freedom, not our drones.

But if one puts aside the propaganda and honestly looks at modern
American life, the idea that we are no longer a free country does not seem
SO outrageous.

If Americans were truly free, then ...

Would the NSA be able to “monitor” our emails and other online activity
without obtaining a warrant?

Would we have to submit to the TSA’s harassment every time we boarded
an airplane?

Would local governments use red-light cameras to enrich themselves and
deny us due process of law?

Would we hear, on an almost daily basis, stories of SWAT teams terrorizing,
and even murdering, innocent Americans via no-knock raids?

Would we watch in horror as police respond to peaceful protesters with
military force?



Would armed federal agents invade Amish farms because those farmers
dared sell raw milk to willing consumers?

Of course, we are told these infringements on liberty are all for our own
good. How else is the government supposed to protect us from terrorists or
stop us from using dangerous drugs or drinking raw milk unless they have
the unrestrained power to spy, harass, and even shoot us with weapons
developed for use in war?

Fortunately, a growing number of Americans, including a large number of
young Americans, are questioning whether we are really better off trading
away our liberties for phantom security. These people are studying great
libertarian thinkers like Mises, Hayek, and Rothbard. They are also
organizing with other activists to spread the ideas of liberty.

Many other Americans who have not yet accepted the entire libertarian
paradigm have been motivated by some outrageous examples of
government abuses to speak out against the loss of our freedom. For
example, Edward Snowden’s revelations of the extent to which the National
Security Agency was spying on Americans caused the debate on the NSA
to shift in a more pro-liberty direction, while the events in Ferguson,
Missouri, moved police militarization from an issue of concern for a few
libertarians to the center of American political debate.

During my 2012 presidential campaign, I often said that we do not need a
majority to win the battle for liberty, what we need is an “irate, tireless
minority.” The growing liberty movement is certainly irate and tireless.
However, to make truly revolutionary change, members of the liberty
movement must also have a solid understanding of the freedom philosophy
as well as the communication skills to rebut the arguments thrown at us by
the statists of the left and right. Liberty activists must also have the moral
courage to stand by their beliefs when the establishment offers them the
carrots of prestige and power or the sticks of marginalization, ridicule,
smears, and even IRS audits in order to get them to “play ball” with the
establishment.

Individuals who wish to move America in a pro-liberty direction must not
only understand how far we have drifted from a free society, but grasp the



true nature of the current system. Sadly, even many libertarians and others
who acknowledge how far we have drifted from a free society fail to
understand the nature of the current regime.

Some engage in the delusion that all it will take to restore our liberty is
replacing a “liberal” Democrat with a “conservative” Republican or vice
versa. This delusion is encouraged by the mainstream media, which
exaggerates relatively minor squabbles between the parties into major
ideological clashes. The rarely spoken truth is that the establishment of both
parties support the welfare-warfare police state; they just disagree on how
best to manage the federal leviathan.

Those who still believe there is a serious difference between the two parties
should ask themselves why there is such a remarkable similarity between
the foreign, civil liberties, and even economic policies of the Bush and
Obama administrations.

Many libertarians and conservatives recognize that simply replacing a big
government Democrat with a big government Republican will not solve
what plagues our country. Even so, they too still misdiagnose the problem
as being “socialism.” Given the large role government plays in modern
economic and personal life, this may seem an accurate label. However,
technically it is quite inaccurate, as socialism describes a society in which
government directly owns the major sectors of the economy. Since
government does not own the “means of production,” America cannot
accurately be described as socialist.

In fact, the description that best fits modern America is fascist. While this
description might strike some people as extreme or even kooky, anyone
who considers the historical definition of a fascist regime sees that fascist
may be the most accurate label to define the current American system.

Under a fascist system, property is nominally held in private hands and the
economy is officially “free.” All appearances to the contrary, however, the
economy in a fascist system is carefully controlled by government through
a labyrinth of taxes and regulations. This government control is usually
exercised for the benefit of an economic elite that works to perpetuate the
power of the existing political class.



Other characteristics of fascist systems include a militaristic foreign policy
and a police state that abuses our civil liberties. Only the willfully ignorant
could deny that America’s foreign policy is militaristic, and we have
already seen the myriad ways in which modern government abuses our civil
liberties.

A fascist system also singles out critics of the regime for harassment. From
stopping scholars who are critical of America from entering the country to
harassing journalists whose works displease the current administration to
siccing the IRS on organizations critical of the current administration’s
policies, government harassment of their political critics has become
increasing common.

Just like acknowledging the nature of the problem is the first step in an
individual’s recovery from alcoholism, acknowledging the fascist nature of
modern America is a necessary step toward restoring American liberty.

This is why John W. Whitehead’s Battlefield America: The War on the
American People is so valuable. Eschewing over-the-top hysteria in favor
of pressing facts and analyses, Mr. Whitehead demonstrates the fascistic
character of the current American government. One thing that makes Mr.
Whitehead’s work particularly valuable is the way he draws comparisons
not just from history, but from dystopian fiction, to illustrate how America
has lost its way. References to popular works of fiction such as 1984, Brave
New World, and even the classic Twilight Zone episode, “An Obsolete
Man,” provide a familiar point of reference for many readers and help open
their minds to Mr. Whitehead’s arguments.

One thing that I am particularly happy about is Mr. Whitehead’s
recommendation that those opposed to the current regime engage in some
form of nonviolent resistance. I also endorse his recommendation that
individuals seek out alternative sources of news and information and avoid
what are all too often government programs that emanate from the
mainstream media.

Battlefield America: The War on the American People is valuable because
it does not turn away from naming the true nature of the American regime. I
hope this book finds a wide audience. However, I would caution readers of



this book to avoid the understandable temptation to become hopeless upon
learning the magnitude of the challenges faced by the liberty movement.

The very fact that books like this can still be written and published shows
that we have not lost all our freedoms. Thanks to the Internet, it is easier
than ever before to spread the message of liberty and plan ways to challenge
state power. John Whitehead’s work should motivate us all to redouble our
efforts to reclaim our freedoms.

Dr. Ron Paul

January, 2015






“If you want a picture of the future, imagine

a boot stamping on a human face—forever.”

1

—George Orwell



Reality Check

FACT: “Today, 17,000 local police forces are equipped with such
military equipment as Blackhawk helicopters, machine guns, grenade
launchers, battering rams, explosives, chemical sprays, body armor,
night vision, rappelling gear and armored vehicles. Some have tanks.”?
—Paul Craig Roberts, former Assistant Secretary of the Treasury

FACT: Thanks to an overabundance of 4,500-plus federal crimes and
400,000-plus rules and regulations,’ it is estimated that the average
American actually commits three felonies a day without knowing it.4 In
fact, according to law professor John Baker, “There is no one in the
United States over the age of 18 who cannot be indicted for some
federal crime. That is not an exaggeration.”®

FACT: The number of violent crimes in the country is down
substantially, the lowest rate in forty years,® while the number of
Americans being jailed for nonviolent crimes such as driving with a
suspended license is skyrocketing.”

FACT: Despite the fact that we have 46 million Americans living at or
below the poverty line,® 16 million children living in households
without adequate access to food,® and at least 900,000 veterans relying
on food stamps,'® enormous sums continue to be doled out for
presidential vacations ($16 million for trips to Africa and Hawaii'!),
overtime fraud at the Department of Homeland Security (nearly $9
million in improper overtime claims, and that’s just in six of the DHS’
many offices'?), and Hollywood movie productions. ($10 million was



spent by the Army National Guard on Superman movie tie-ins aimed at
increasing awareness about the National Guard.")

FACT: Almost 13,000 agencies in all fifty states and four U.S.
territories participate in a military “recycling” program, and the share
of equipment and weaponry gifted each year continues to expand.



CHAPTER 1

It Can Happen Here

“Nonsense! Nonsense!” snorted Tasbrough. “That couldn’t happen here in
America, not possibly! We’re a country of freedom!”'—SINCLAIR
LEWIS, It Can’t Happen Here

Relationships are fragile things, none more so than the relationship between
a citizenry and their government. Unfortunately for the American people,
the contract they entered into more than two hundred years ago—the U.S.
Constitution—has been reduced to little more than a marriage of
convenience and fiscal duty marked by distrust, lying, infidelity, hostility,
disillusionment, paranoia, and domestic abuse. Adding insult to injury,
these abuses are being perpetrated by the very government officials
entrusted with ensuring the citizenry’s freedom and safety.

Don’t believe me? Just take a stroll through your city’s downtown. Spend
an afternoon in your local mall. Get in your car and drive to your parents’
house. Catch the next flight to that business conference. While you’re doing
so, pay careful attention to how you and your fellow citizens are treated by
government officials, the ones whose salaries you are paying.



Occupy protester arrested by NYPD

(Photography by Associated Press)

You might walk past a police officer outfitted in tactical gear, holding an
assault rifle, or drive past a police cruiser scanning license plates. There
might be a surveillance camera on the street corner tracking your
movements. At the airport you may be put through your paces by
government agents who will want to either pat you down or run scans of
your body. And each time you make a call or send a text message, your
communications will most likely be logged and stored in a government file.
When you return home, you might find that government agents have been
aggressively questioning your neighbors about you as part of a “census”
questionnaire. After you retire to sleep, you might find yourself awakened
by a SWAT team crashing through your door (you’ll later discover they
were at the wrong address), and if you make the mistake of reaching for
your eyeglasses, you might find yourself shot by a cop who felt threatened.

Is this the behavior of a government that respects you? One that looks upon
you as having inviolate rights? One that regards you as its employer, its
master, its purpose for being?



I don’t think so.

A Wolf in Sheep’s Clothing

While this transformation of the government into a hyper-militarized,
twitchy, easily offended, suspicious, locked down, paranoid, all-seeing
bureaucracy is being sold to the public as an unavoidable means of
preventing terrorism and maintaining national security, it is little more than
a wolf in sheep’s clothing. In fact, what we are dealing with is a police state
disguised as a benevolent democracy, a run-away government hyped up on
its own power and afraid of its citizenry, whose policies are dictated more
by paranoia, power, and control than need.

When one considers the growing list of opinions and activities which may
make a federal agent or local police officer think you’re a terrorist, or
sympathetic to terrorist activities—advocating states’ rights, believing the
state to be unnecessary or undesirable, “conspiracy theorizing,” concern
about alleged FEMA camps, opposition to war,? organizing for “economic
justice,” frustration with “mainstream ideologies,” opposition to
globalization, and, ironically, ammunition stockpiling*—the picture
becomes that much more alarming.

By the time you throw into the mix a variety of military-police training
exercises that are occurring across the country, ostensibly to “train” first
responders to deal with emergency situations and social unrest but overtly
targeting American citizens, then it becomes that much harder to answer
“no” when asked to consider whether “we the people” have become the
enemies of our own government.>



SWAT Team members prepare for a drill.

(Source: Oregon Department of Transportation)

Why is this happening? When did we as a nation take such a wrong turn
onto such treacherous terrain? Who or what is responsible for our steady
slide into tyranny? Where do we go from here? And what, if anything, can
we do about it?

Here’s the problem as I see it: “We the people” have become so trusting, so
gullible, so easily distracted, so out-of-touch and so sure that our
government will always do the right thing by us that we have ignored the
warning signs all around us. In so doing, we have failed to recognize them
as potential red flags to use as opportunities to ask questions, demand
answers, and hold our government officials accountable to respecting our
rights and abiding by the rule of law.

Unfortunately, once a free people allows the government to make inroads
into their freedoms, or uses those same freedoms as bargaining chips for
security, it quickly becomes a slippery slope to outright tyranny. And it



doesn’t really matter whether it’s a Democrat or a Republican at the helm,
because the bureaucratic mindset on both sides of the aisle now seems to
embody the same philosophy of authoritarian government.

The Future Is Now

It doesn’t take a weatherman to realize when a storm is brewing: clouds
gather, the wind begins to blow, and trees bend as their leaves are violently
tossed in the air. It’s the same way with freedom. The warning signs are
everywhere. They’re staring us in the face. Sadly, most seem unaware of
this, or they are all too content to attend to the daily grind and bow before
the great pacifier (a.k.a. television) or stare endlessly into their cell phones,
laptops, and other electronic distraction gadgets. “Who needs repression,”
declares philosopher Slavoj Zizek, “when one can convince the chicken to
walk freely into the slaughterhouse.”® However, we have no excuse. The
tentacles of the police state are now all around us. We only have to open our
eyes and see through the lens of truth.

As you will see in the pages to follow, writers such as Aldous Huxley,
George Orwell, Ray Bradbury, and Philip K. Dick and filmmakers such as
Frangois Truffaut, Stanley Kubrick, Ridley Scott, the Wachowski Brothers,
Neill Blomkamp, John Carpenter, and others have been predicting our
present state of affairs for years. They saw the lockdown coming. They
predicted that freedom would fall, and how, and when.

Some of these literary and cinematic prophets were chillingly accurate: In
1932 Huxley’s Brave New World prophesized mood-enhancing drugs and
genetic engineering. Several decades later in 1950, antidepressants were
first popularized to the masses, and in 1972 the first DNA manipulation was
announced.” Bradbury’s Fahrenheit 451 (1948) envisioned a world in which
people were tuned into TVs and tuned out to each other. Decades later,
iPods, cellphones, and earbuds would take the world by storm.® Orwell’s
1984 (1948) warned against a world in which the government spies on its



citizens. It would take us only about sixty-five years to realize he was
right.®

As uncanny as these “Nostradamuses” might seem, however, they were not
so much attempting to foretell the future as they were documenting their
concerns about their own place and time. For example, when Orwell and
Huxley penned their masterpieces, they did so as commentaries on the rise
of a controlling, manipulative scientific establishment, as well as the
dangers of totalitarianism in the 1930s and 40s. That their dire
extrapolations about the future have proven to be so accurate is less a
reflection of their skills as fortunetellers as it is our unmitigated failure to
heed their warnings.'®

Likewise, if we fail to take notice of the alarm bells being sounded by
contemporary writers, filmmakers, and activists, we will have only
ourselves to blame when freedom falls.



CHAPTER 2

Welcome to the Police State

Law enforcement officers block a downtown street during a protest in
Tampa, Florida.

(Photography by Associated Press)

“This 1s not a new world: It is simply an extension of what began in the old
one. It has patterned itself after every dictator who has ever planted the
ripping imprint of a boot on the pages of history since the beginning of
time. It has refinements, technological advancements, and a more



sophisticated approach to the destruction of human freedom. But like every
one of the super states that preceded it, it has one iron rule: Logic is an
enemy, and truth is a menace.”'—ROD SERLING, The Twilight Zone

How do you get a nation to docilely accept a police state? How do you
persuade a populace to accept metal detectors and pat downs in their
schools, bag searches in their train stations, tanks and military weaponry
used by their small town police forces, surveillance cameras on their traffic
lights, police strip searches on their public roads, unwarranted and forced
blood draws at drunk driving checkpoints, whole body scanners in their
airports, and government agents monitoring their communications?

Try to ram such a state of affairs down their throats, and you might find
yourself with a rebellion on your hands. Instead, you bombard the citizenry
with constant color-coded alerts, terrorize them with reports of shootings
and bomb threats in malls, schools, and sports arenas, desensitize them with
a steady diet of police violence, and mesmerize them with entertainment
spectacles (what the Romans used to refer to as “bread and circus”
distractions) and electronic devices, while selling the whole package to
them as being in their best interests.

And when leaders like John F. Kennedy,? Martin Luther King Jr.,> John
Lennon,* and others rise up who dare to challenge the government elite,
what happens to them? Government agents carry out surveillance on them,
intimidate them, threaten them, and in some cases cause them to
“disappear,” knowing full well that few will rise up to take their place.

Likewise, when government whistleblowers, lacking followers or name
recognition, rise up and shine a spotlight on the government’s misdeeds,
they are labeled traitors, isolated from their friends and loved ones, and
made examples of: this is what happens to those who dare to challenge the
police state.®

Fixing the Unfixable



What is most striking about the American police state is not the
megacorporations running amok in the halls of Congress, the militarized
police crashing through doors and shooting unarmed citizens, or the
invasive surveillance regime which has come to dominate every aspect of
our lives. No, what has been most disconcerting about the emergence of the
American police state is the extent to which the citizenry appears content to
passively wait for someone else to solve the nation’s many problems.

Yet if we don’t act soon, all that is in need of fixing will soon be unfixable,
especially as it relates to the police state that becomes more entrenched with
each passing day. By “police state,” I am referring to more than a society
overrun by the long arm of the police—federal, state, and local. I am
referring to a society in which all aspects of a person’s life are policed by
government agents, one in which all citizens are suspects, their activities
monitored and regulated, their movements tracked, their communications
spied upon, and their lives, liberties, and pursuit of happiness dependent on
the government’s say-so.

That said, how can anyone be expected to “fix” what is broken without first
understanding the lengths to which the government will go in order to
accustom the American people to life in a police state? Why are millions of
innocent Americans being spied on by government agents, as well as by
their partners in the corporate world, when they’ve done nothing wrong? As
noted by the Brookings Institution, “For the first time ever, it will become
technologically and financially feasible for authoritarian governments to
record nearly everything that is said or done within their borders—every
phone conversation, electronic message, social media interaction, the
movements of nearly every person and vehicle, and video from every street
corner.”®

Indeed, as the trend towards overcriminalization makes clear, it won’t be
long before average law-abiding Americans are breaking laws they didn’t
even know existed during the course of a routine day. The point, of course,
is that while you may be oblivious to your so-called law-breaking—whether
it was collecting rainwater to water your lawn, lighting a cigarette in the
privacy of your home, or gathering with friends in your backyard for a



Sunday evening Bible study—the government will know each and every
transgression and use them against you when convenient.

We Are the Enemy

The outlook for civil liberties grows bleaker by the day, from the
government’s embrace of indefinite detention for U.S. citizens and armed
surveillance drones flying overhead to warrantless surveillance of phone,
email, and Internet communications and prosecutions of government
whistle-blowers. Meanwhile, the homeland is ruled by a police-industrial
complex, an extension of the America military empire. Everything that our
founding fathers warned against—a standing army that would see American
citizens as enemy combatants—is now the new norm. The government—
local law enforcement now being extensions of the federal government—
has trained its sights on the American people. We have become the enemy.
And if it 1s true, as the military asserts, that the key to defeating an enemy is
having the technological advantage, then “we the people” are at a severe
disadvantage.



Pictured: the Parrot AR.Drone 2.0. At least 30,000 drones are expected to
occupy U.S. airspace by 2020.

(Photographer: Nicolas Halftermeyer)

These troubling developments are the outward manifestations of an inner
philosophical shift underway in how the government views not only the
Constitution and the Bill of Rights but “we the people,” as well. What this
reflects 1s a move away from a government bound by the rule of law to one
that seeks total control through the imposition of its own self-serving laws
on the populace.

All the while, the American people remain largely oblivious to the looming
threats to their freedoms, eager to be persuaded that the government can
solve the problems that plague us, whether it is terrorism, an economic
depression, an environmental disaster, or even a viral epidemic.



CHAPTER 3

A State of Martial Law

Police lock down Boston in the wake of the Boston Marathon bombing.

(Photography by Associated Press)

“Totalitarian paranoia runs deep in American society, and it now inhabits
the highest levels of government. ... Since the terrorist attacks of 9/11,
America has succumbed to a form of historical amnesia fed by a culture of
fear, militarization and precarity. Relegated to the dustbin of organized
forgetting were the long-standing abuses carried out by America’s



intelligence agencies and the public’s long-standing distrust of the FBI,
government wiretaps and police actions that threatened privacy rights, civil
liberties and those freedoms fundamental to a democracy.”’—PROFESSOR
HENRY GIROUX

Caught up in the televised drama of a military-style manhunt for the
suspects in the 2013 Boston Marathon explosion, most Americans failed to
realize that the world around them had been suddenly and jarringly shifted
off its axis—that axis being the U.S. Constitution.

For those like me who have studied emerging police states, the sight of a
city placed under martial law left us in a growing state of unease. Boston
was, for all intents and purposes, locked down, its citizens under house
arrest? (officials used the Orwellian phrase “shelter in place” to describe the
mandatory lockdown?), military-style helicopters equipped with thermal
imaging devices buzzing the skies,* tanks and armored vehicles on the
streets,® and snipers perched on rooftops,® while thousands of black-garbed
police swarmed the streets and SWAT teams carried out house-to-house
searches’ in search of two young bombing suspects.

These were no longer warning signs of a steadily encroaching police state.

The police state had arrived.

Dragging the People Along

Equally unnerving was the ease with which many Americans welcomed the
citywide lockdown, the routine invasion of their privacy, and the
dismantling of every constitutional right intended to serve as a bulwark
against government abuses. Watching it unfold, I couldn’t help but think of
Nazi Field Marshal Hermann Goering’s remarks during the Nuremberg
trials. Goering noted:



It is always a simple matter to drag people along whether it is a democracy,
or a fascist dictatorship, or a parliament, or a communist dictatorship. Voice
or no voice, the people can always be brought to the bidding of the leaders.
This is easy. All you have to do is tell them they are being attacked, and
denounce the pacifists for lack of patriotism and exposing the country to
danger. It works the same in every country.®

As the events in Boston made clear, it does indeed work the same in every
country. The same propaganda and police state tactics that worked for Adolf
Hitler continue to be employed with great success in a post-9/11 America.

Whatever the threat to so-called security—whether it’s rumored weapons of
mass destruction, school shootings, alleged acts of terrorism, or a serial
killer on the loose—it doesn’t take much for the American people to march
in lockstep with the government’s dictates, even if it means submitting to
martial law, having their homes searched, and being stripped of their
constitutional rights at a moment’s notice.



A woman carries a girl from their home as a SWAT team searching for a
suspect in the Boston Marathon bombings enters the building in Watertown,
Mass. (April 19, 2013).

(Photography by Associated Press)

“We agreed to give up most of our enumerated rights and civil liberties in
exchange for a lot of hyper-patriotic tough talk, the promise of security and
the freedom to go on sitting on our asses and consuming whatever the hell
we wanted to,” explained Salon journalist Andrew O’Hehir. “The fact is
that whatever dignified private opinions you and I may hold, we did not do
enough to stop it, and our constitutional rights are now deemed to be partial
or provisional rather than absolute, do not necessarily apply to everyone,
and can be revoked by the government at any time.””®



From Boston to Ferguson to America

The difference between what happened in Boston in the wake of the 2013
Boston Marathon bombing and what took place a year later in August 2014,
in Ferguson, Missouri, where residents took to the streets protesting a police
shooting of an unarmed resident,'® is not in the government’s response but
in the community’s response.

SWAT team in camouflage on Ferguson streets (Photography by Jamelle
Bouie)



While few Americans objected when the city of Boston was locked down
and placed under quasi-martial law,'' a year later many Americans seemed
shocked at the tactics being employed to quell citizen unrest in Ferguson,
Missouri. Nevertheless, if you compare the tactics and equipment used in
both cities, there was little difference: both employed SWAT teams,
armored personnel carriers, and men in camouflage pointing heavy
artillery.'?

In commenting on the chaos surrounding the events in Ferguson, journalist
Will Bunch wrote:

I thought I was losing my capacity to be shocked—but events in Missouri
over just the last couple of hours have crossed a frightening line, one that
makes me pray that this assault on fundamental American values is just the
aberration of one rudderless Heartland community, and not the first
symptoms of nation gone mad with high-tech weaponry to keep its own
citizens in line."?

Unfortunately, this is what happens when you ignore the warning signs.

This 1s what happens when you fail to take alarm at the first experiment on
your liberties.

This is what happens when you fail to challenge injustice and government
overreach until the prison doors clang shut behind you.

Here’s the problem: in the American police state that now surrounds us,
there are no longer such things as innocence, due process, or justice—at
least, not in the way we once knew them. We are all potentially guilty, all
potential criminals, all suspects waiting to be accused of a crime.



CHAPTER 4

The Dismal State of Our Freedoms

“What the government is good at is collecting taxes, taking away your
freedoms and killing people. It’s not good at much else.”'—Author TOM
CLANCY

Imagine living in a country where armed soldiers crash through doors to
arrest and imprison citizens merely for criticizing government officials.
Imagine that in this very same country, you’re watched all the time, and if
you look even a little bit suspicious, the police stop and frisk you or pull
you over to search you on the off-chance you’re doing something illegal.
Keep in mind that if you have a firearm of any kind while in this country, it
may get you arrested or, worse, shot and killed by agents of the
government.

If you’re thinking this sounds like America today, you wouldn’t be far
wrong. However, the scenario described above took place more than two
hundred years ago, when American colonists suffered under Britain’s
prenatal version of a police state. It was only when the colonists got fed up
with being silenced, censored, searched, frisked, threatened, and arrested
that they finally revolted against the tyrant’s fetters.

Any attempt to understand the dismal state of our freedoms in the present
day must start with an understanding of where it all began.

The Founding “Terrorists”?



No document better states the colonists’ grievances than the Declaration of
Independence. A document seething with outrage over a government that
had abused those in its care, the Declaration of Independence was signed on
July 4, 1776, by fifty-six men who laid everything on the line and pledged it
all—*“our Lives, our Fortunes, and our sacred Honor’—because they
believed in a radical idea: that all people are created to be free.

Had the Declaration of Independence been written today, it would have
rendered its signers terrorists, resulting in them being placed on a
government watch list, targeted for surveillance of their activities and
correspondence, and potentially arrested, held indefinitely, stripped of their
rights and labeled enemy combatants. (Illustration by Caroline Jonik)



Branded traitors, these men were charged with treason, a crime punishable
by death. For some, their acts of rebellion would cost them their homes and
their fortunes. For others, it would be the ultimate price. Yet even knowing
the heavy price they might have to pay, these men dared to speak up when
silence could not be tolerated. Even after they had won their independence
from Great Britain, these new Americans worked to ensure that the rights
they had risked their lives for would remain secure for future generations.
The result: the Bill of Rights, the first ten amendments to the Constitution.

Imagine the shock and outrage our forefathers would feel were they to
discover that some two hundred years later, the government they had
created has been transformed into a militaristic police state in which
exercising one’s freedoms is often viewed as a flagrant act of defiance.

Indeed, had the Declaration of Independence been written today, it would
have rendered its signers terrorists, resulting in them being placed on a
government watch list, targeted for surveillance of their activities and
correspondence, and potentially arrested, held indefinitely, stripped of their
rights, and labeled enemy combatants.

The True State of Our Freedoms

A cursory review of the true state of our freedoms as outlined in the Bill of
Rights shows exactly how dismal things have become:

The First Amendment is supposed to protect the freedom to speak your
mind and protest in peace without being bridled by the government. It also
protects the freedom of the media, as well as the right to worship and pray
without interference. In other words, Americans cannot be silenced by the
government. Yet despite the clear protections found in the First



Amendment, the freedoms described therein are under constant assault.
Whether it’s a Marine detained for criticizing the government on
Facebook,? a reporter persecuted for refusing to reveal his sources,? or a
protester arrested for standing silently in front of the U.S. Supreme Court,*
these are dangerous times for those who choose to exercise their right to
free speech.

The Second Amendment was intended to guarantee “the right of the people
to keep and bear arms.” Yet while gun ownership has been recognized as an
individual citizen right, Americans continue to face an uphill battle in the
courts when it comes to defending themselves against militarized,
weaponized government agents armed to the hilt. In fact, court rulings in
recent years have affirmed that citizens don’t have the right to resist police
officers who enter their homes illegally, mistakenly, or otherwise.®

The Third Amendment reinforces the principle that civilian-elected officials
are superior to the military by prohibiting the military from entering any
citizen’s home without “the consent of the owner.” Unfortunately, the wall
of separation between civilian and military policing has been torn down in
recent years, as militarized SWAT teams are now allowed to burst into
homes unannounced in order to investigate minor crimes such as marijuana
possession® and credit card fraud.” With domestic police increasingly
posing as military forces—complete with weapons, uniforms, assault
vehicles, etc.—a good case could be made for the fact that SWAT team
raids constitute the forced quartering of soldiers within the private home,
which the Third Amendment was written to prevent.

The Fourth Amendment prohibits government agents from touching you or
placing you under surveillance or entering your property without probable
cause and, even then, only with a court-sanctioned warrant. Unfortunately,
the Fourth Amendment has been all but eviscerated in recent years by court
rulings and government programs that sanction all manner of intrusions. As



a result, police now have carte blanche authority to break into homes or
apartments without a warrant, conduct roadside strip searches, and
generally manhandle the citizenry as they see fit. Moreover, in the so-called
name of “national security,” intelligence agencies like the National Security
Agency (NSA) now have the ability to conduct mass unwarranted
electronic intrusions into the personal and private transactions of all
Americans, including phone, mail, computer, and medical records.® All of
this data is available to other government agencies, including local police.

The Fifth Amendment is supposed to ensure that you are presumed innocent
until proven guilty, and government authorities cannot deprive you of your
life, your liberty, or your property without following strict legal guidelines.
Unfortunately, those protections have been largely extinguished in recent
years, especially in the wake of Congress’s passage of the National Defense
Authorization Act (NDAA), which allows the president and the military to
arrest and imprison Americans indefinitely without due process.®



Protesters take issue with the NDAA’s indefinite detention provision.
(Source: RT)

The Sixth Amendment was intended to not only ensure a “speedy and
public trial,” but it was supposed to prevent the government from keeping
someone in jail for unspecified offenses. That too has been a casualty of the
so-called war on terror. Between the NDAA’s indefinite detention clause
and the Authorization for Use of Military Force (AUMF) legislation, which
has been used to justify killing American citizens with drones in the
absence of a court trial,'° the Sixth Amendment’s guarantees become
meaningless.

The Seventh Amendment guarantees citizens the right to a jury trial.
However, when the populace has no idea what’s in the Constitution—<civic
education has virtually disappeared from most school curriculums''—that
inevitably translates to an ignorant jury incapable of distinguishing justice
and the law from their own preconceived notions and fears.

The Eighth Amendment is similar to the Sixth in that it is supposed to
protect the rights of the accused and forbid the use of cruel and unusual
punishment. However, the Supreme Court’s determination that what
constitutes “cruel and unusual” should be dependent on the “evolving
standards of decency that mark the progress of a maturing society”'? leaves
us with scant protection in the face of a government elite lacking in morals
altogether. America’s continued reliance on the death penalty, which has
been shown to be flawed in its application and execution, is a perfect
example of this.*?

The Ninth Amendment provides that other rights not enumerated in the
Constitution are nonetheless retained by the people. Popular sovereignty—



the belief that the power to govern flows upward from the people rather
than downward from the rulers—is clearly evident in this amendment.
However, it has since been turned on its head by a centralized federal
government that sees itself as supreme and which continues to pass more
and more laws that restrict our freedoms under the pretext that it has an
“important government interest” in doing so. Thus, once the government
began violating the non-enumerated rights granted in the Ninth
Amendment, it was only a matter of time before it began to trample the
enumerated rights of the people, as explicitly spelled out in the rest of the
Bill of Rights.

As for the Tenth Amendment’s reminder that the people and the states retain
every authority not otherwise mentioned in the Constitution, that assurance
of a system of government in which power is divided among local, state,
and national entities has long since been rendered moot by the centralized
Washington, DC, power elite: the president, Congress and the courts.
Indeed, the federal governmental bureaucracy has grown so large that it has
made local and state legislatures relatively irrelevant. Through its many
agencies, the federal government has stripped states of the right to regulate
countless issues that were originally governed at the local level.

Brief Reprieves

Sadly, even on those rare occasions when the courts provide us with a slight
glimmer of hope that all may not be lost, those brief reprieves of judicial
sensibility are quickly overwhelmed by a bureaucratic machine that
continues to march relentlessly in lockstep with the American police state.



CHAPTER 5

Waking Up to Reality

“The Secret Government is an interlocking network of official
functionaries, spies, mercenaries, ex-generals, profiteers and superpatriots,
who, for a variety of motives, operate outside the legitimate institutions of
government. Presidents have turned to them when they can’t win the
support of the Congress or the people, creating that unsupervised power so
feared by the framers of our Constitution. ...”!

—BILL MOYERS, journalist and White House press secretary under
President Johnson (1988)

Professor Jacques Ellul, writing years ago, argued that we appear to be
living in what he called the “illusion of freedom.” > An illusion, as everyone
knows, is something that is not based on reality. As more and more
Americans are coming to realize, freedom—true freedom, as we once knew
it—is increasingly an illusion.

Consider the following a wake-up call to the reality of life in the American
police state:

Americans no longer have any protection against police abuse. It is no
longer unusual to hear about incidents in which police shoot unarmed
individuals first and ask questions later, such as the 16-year-old teenager
who skipped school only to be shot by police after they allegedly mistook
him for a fleeing burglar.® Then there was the unarmed man in Texas “who
was pursued and shot in the back of the neck by Austin Police ... after



failing to properly identify himself and leaving the scene of an unrelated
incident.”* A 19-year-old Seattle woman was accidentally shot in the leg by
police after she refused to show her hands.® What is becoming equally
commonplace is the news that the officers involved in these incidents get
off with little more than a reprimand.

Americans are no longer innocent until proven guilty. Due in large part to
rapid advances in technology and a heightened surveillance culture, the
burden of proof has been shifted so that the right to be considered innocent
until proven guilty has been usurped by a new norm in which all citizens
are suspects. This is exemplified by police practices of stopping and
frisking people who are merely walking down the street and where there is
no evidence of wrongdoing.® Likewise, by subjecting Americans to full-
body scans’ and license-plate readers® without their knowledge or
compliance and then storing the scans for later use, the government—in
cahoots with the corporate state—has erected the ultimate suspect society
or, more aptly, the police industrial complex. In such an environment, we
are all potentially guilty of some wrongdoing or other.

Americans are powerless in the face of militarized police. In early America,
citizens were considered equals with law enforcement officials. Authorities
were rarely permitted to enter one’s home without permission or in a
deceitful manner. And it was not uncommon for police officers to be held
personally liable for trespass when they wrongfully invaded a citizen’s
home. Unlike today, early Americans could resist arrest when a police
officer tried to restrain them without proper justification or a warrant—
which, of course, the police had to allow citizens to read before arresting
them. (Daring to dispute a warrant with a police official today who is armed
with high-tech military weapons and tasers would be nothing short of
suicidal.) As police forces across the country acquire military-grade
hardware in droves,? Americans are finding their once-peaceful
communities transformed into military outposts, complete with tanks,
weaponry, and other equipment designed for the battlefield.



43-year-old Eric Garner died after being placed in a chokehold by

New York police officers, allegedly for selling loose cigarettes.

Ripped Off and Victimized?

Americans are little more than pocketbooks to fund the police state. If there
is any absolute maxim by which the government seems to operate, it is that
the American taxpayer always gets ripped off. This is true, whether you’re

talking about taxpayers being forced to fund high-priced weaponry that will



be used against us, endless wars that do little for our safety or our freedoms,
or bloated government agencies such as the Department of Homeland
Security and the NSA with its secret budgets, covert agendas, and
clandestine activities. Rubbing salt in the wound, even monetary awards in
lawsuits against government officials who are found guilty of wrongdoing
are paid by the taxpayer.'®

In reality, Americans no longer have a right to self-defense. In the wake of
various shootings in recent years, “gun control” has become a resounding
theme for government officials, with President Obama even going so far as
to pledge to reduce gun violence “with or without Congress.”!' Those
advocating gun reform see the Second Amendment’s right to bear arms as
applying only to government officials. As a result, even Americans who
legally own firearms are being treated with suspicion and, in some cases,
undue violence. In one case, a Texas man had his home subjected to a no-
knock raid and was shot in his bed after police, attempting to deliver a
routine search warrant, learned that he was in legal possession of a
firearm.'? In another incident, a Florida man who was licensed to carry a
concealed firearm found himself detained for two hours during a routine
traffic stop in Maryland while the arresting officer searched his vehicle in
vain for the man’s gun, which he had left at home.*?

Americans no longer have a right to private property. If government agents
can invade your home, break down your doors, kill your dog, damage your
furnishings and terrorize your family, your property is no longer private and
secure—it belongs to the government. Likewise, if government officials can
fine and arrest you for praying with friends in your living room, living off
the grid by collecting rainwater and solar energy on your own property, and
growing vegetables in your front yard, you’re no longer the owner of your

property.

Americans no longer have a say about what their children are exposed to in
school. Incredibly, the government continues to insist that parents
essentially forfeit their rights when they send their children to a public
school. This growing tension over whether young people, especially those
in the public schools, are wards of the state, to do with as government
officials deem appropriate, in defiance of the children’s constitutional rights



and those of their parents, is reflected in the debate over sex education
programs that expose young people to all manner of sexual practices and
terminology,'# zero tolerance policies that strip students of any due process
rights, let alone parental involvement in school discipline, and Common
Core programs that teach students to be test-takers rather than critical
thinkers.

Danger Ahead

Americans can no longer rely on the courts to mete out justice. The U.S.
Supreme Court was intended to be an institution established to intervene
and protect the people against the government and its agents when they
overstep their bounds. Yet through their deference to various government
agents, including local police, preference for security over freedom, and
evisceration of our most basic rights for the sake of order and expediency,
the justices of the Supreme Court have become the architects of the
American police state in which we now live, while the lower courts have
appointed themselves courts of order, concerned primarily with advancing
the government’s agenda, no matter how unjust or illegal.

Americans no longer have a right to bodily integrity. Court rulings
undermining the Fourth Amendment and justifying invasive strip searches
have left us powerless against police empowered to forcefully draw our
blood,'® strip search us,'® and probe us intimately.'” Accounts are on the rise
of individuals—men and women—being subjected to what is essentially
government-sanctioned rape by police in the course of “routine” traffic
stops. A New Mexico man was subjected to a twelve-hour ordeal of anal
probes, X-rays, enemas, and finally a colonoscopy because he allegedly
rolled through a stop sign.'®

Americans no longer have a right to the expectation of privacy. Despite the
staggering number of revelations about government spying on Americans’
phone calls, Facebook posts, Twitter tweets, Google searches, emails,



bookstore and grocery purchases, bank statements, commuter toll records,
and so forth, Congress, the president, and the courts have done little or
nothing to counteract these abuses. Instead, the government overseers seem
determined to accustom us to life in this electronic concentration camp.

As a result of the increasing militarization of the police in recent years, the
police now not only look like the military but they function like them, as
well.

(Source: California Highway Patrol)

Moreover, whether you’re talking about police shootings of unarmed
individuals, NSA surveillance, drones taking to the skies domestically,
SWAT team raids, or roadside strip searches, they’re all part of a totalitarian



continuum—the mile markers on this common road we’re traveling towards
the police state.

The sign before us reads “Danger Ahead.” What remains to be seen is
whether we can put the brakes on and safely reverse direction before it’s too
late to turn back.



CHAPTER 6

Fascism American Style

“I am afraid of those who proclaim that it can’t happen here. In 1935
Sinclair Lewis wrote a popular novel in which a racist, anti-Semitic, flag-
waving, army-backed demagogue wins the 1936 presidential election and
proceeds to establish an Americanized version of Nazi Germany. The title,
It Can’t Happen Here, was a tongue-in-cheek warning that it might. But the
“it” Lewis referred to is unlikely to happen again any place. ... Anyone
looking for black shirts, mass parties, or men on horseback will miss the
telltale clues of creeping fascism. ... In America, it would be super modern
and multi-ethnic—as American as Madison Avenue, executive luncheons,
credit cards, and apple pie. It would be fascism with a smile. As a warning
against its cosmetic fagade, subtle manipulation, and velvet gloves, I call it
friendly fascism. What scares me most is its subtle appeal.”

—BERTRAM GROSS, former presidential advisor

“Fascism, like socialism, cannot achieve its aim. So there is a way in which
it makes sense to speak of a stage of history: We are in the stage of late
fascism. The grandeur is gone, and all we are left with is a gun pointed at
our heads. The system was created to be great, but it is reduced in our time
to being crude. Valor is now violence. Majesty is now malice.”

—Author LLEWELLYN H. ROCKWELL, JR.



The United States of America, that dream of what a democracy ought to be,
1S no more.

We have moved beyond the era of representative government and entered a
new age. Let’s call it the age of authoritarianism. History may show that
from this point forward, we will have left behind any semblance of
constitutional government and entered into a militaristic state where all
citizens are suspects and security trumps freedom. Even with its constantly
shifting terrain, this topsy-turvy travesty of law and government has
become America’s new normal. And it’s not overstating matters to say that
Congress, which has done its best to keep their unhappy constituents at a
distance, may well be the most self-serving, corrupt institution in America.






Fascism, like most political shifts in history, does not scream, “I’m here.”
Its ascension is very subtle and incremental. (Illustration by W. B. Park)

Economic Elites

The results of an in-depth 2014 study of government policies conducted by
Princeton and Northwestern University concluded that the U.S. government
does not represent the majority of American citizens. Instead, the study
found that the government is ruled by the rich and powerful, or the so-
called “economic elite.” As the study states:

The central point that emerges from our research is that economic elites and
organized groups representing business interests have substantial
independent impacts on U.S. government policy, while mass-based interest
groups and average citizens have little or no independent influence.?

Moreover, the researchers concluded that policies enacted by this
governmental elite rarely align with the preferences of the majority of
Americans. Instead, they favor special interests and lobbying groups who,
of course, virtually live in the halls of Congress:

When a majority of citizens disagrees with economic elites and/or with
organized interest, they generally lose. Moreover, because of the strong
status quo bias built into the U.S. political system, even when fairly large
majorities of Americans favor policy change, they generally do not get it.*



Wait a minute. We are indoctrinated in school and by the politicians to
believe that America is a government “of the people, by the people and for
the people.” Is this not true? Have we been hoodwinked? And if it’s not our
government, then whose government is it?

A Syzygy

We must remember history. Following World War II, President Dwight D.
Eisenhower expressed grave concerns about an emerging military-industrial
complex in his 1961 farewell address to the nation.® His concern was that
powerful industrial and corporate business interests were coalescing into a
new form of government that would eventually be known as the corporate
state. “The corporate state, American style, exemplifies a politico-legal
form of syzygy,” observed constitutional law professor Arthur Miller as
carly as the mid-1970s.6 Over time, this syzygy—the conjunction of two
organisms without either of them losing its identity—has developed beyond
what Miller could have imagined.

In fact, while most of us were going about the daily routine of work, family,
and leisure time, Big Business invaded the halls of Congress, the courts,
and the White House. It was a silent coup, so to speak, and the result was a
fusion of government and corporate interests—a syzygy—where profit,
control, and the elite began to reap the benefits and rule.

This type of rule was at first called “corporatism,” meaning that vast sectors
of the economy, government, and politics would be managed by private
business concerns. It’s what is called “privatization” today by various
government politicians. And, believe it or not, it was championed initially
by Italian fascist Benito Mussolini and later by Adolf Hitler.”

Corporatism, as the studies indicate, is where the few moneyed interests—
not elected by the citizenry—rule over the many. In this way, it is not a
democracy or a republican form of government, which is what the



American government was established to be. It is a top-down form of
government and one which has a terrifying history typified by the
developments that occurred in Nazi Germany: a police state culture where
everyone is watched and spied on, rounded up for minor infractions by
government agents, placed under police control, and placed in detention
(a.k.a. concentration) camps.

If we open our eyes and minds to see the truth, we might just learn “to see
dictatorship in democracy,” as philosopher Slavoj Zizek recognizes.®

Friendly Fascism?

Years ago, William L. Shirer, author of The Rise and Fall of the Third
Reich, observed that America may be the first country in which fascism
comes to power through democratic elections.® When fascism finally takes
hold in America, the basic forms of government will remain. That is its
subtle appeal. It will appear to be friendly. The legislators will be in session.
There will be elections, and the news media will continue to cover the
entertainment and political trivia. Consent of the governed, however, will
no longer apply. Actual control will have finally passed to the oligarchic
elite controlling the government behind the scenes.

Occasionally, those who still believe in freedom will resist by daring to
exercise their rights to speak out and protest. Of course, the militarized
police will be there to crack a few skulls as a warning that this is not
acceptable conduct in the New America.

The Obsolete State



The warning signs of any fascistic regime are there to those who are alert.
They are hinted at on television programs, the Internet, and various so-
called news resources. This includes those fiction writers and filmmakers
who have been warning us for years that we are on the verge of a
totalitarian regime.

One such writer was Rod Serling, the creator and writer of the celebrated
Twilight Zone television series. I was fifteen years old when I saw for the
first time a Twilight Zone segment that I could never forget entitled “The
Obsolete Man.”

Serling sets the episode in a futuristic society where all books and religion
have been banned by a neo-Nazi state. Romney Wordsworth, a librarian and
a man of faith, is judged obsolete by the Chancellor of the State and is
sentenced to be executed in a manner of his choosing. Wordsworth, granted
three last wishes, requests that only his assassin know the method of his
death, that he die at midnight the next day, and that his death be televised.
Forty-five minutes before he is to die, Wordsworth invites the Chancellor to
his room and reveals that he has chosen to be killed by a bomb, which is set
to explode at midnight. He then locks the door, imprisoning the Chancellor
inside with him.

At first, aware that his every move is being televised, the Chancellor hides
behind a veil of bravado. However, once he realizes that no one will be
coming to save him because the nation is preoccupied watching this
“reality” show, the Chancellor’s cool begins to unravel. While Wordsworth
calmly reads aloud a passage from the Bible, the minutes slowly tick by.
Still no one comes to rescue the Chancellor from his predicament. Finally
the Chancellor cries out, “In the name of God, let me out!” Wordsworth
hands the Chancellor the key, and he flees the room. Within seconds, the
bomb explodes, blowing Wordsworth to smithereens.



Photo of Burgess Meredith as Romney Wordsworth from the television
program The Twilight Zone. The episode is “The Obsolete Man.”

When the Chancellor returns to his court, he 1s judged obsolete for his loss
of composure and plea in the name of an outlawed God. Wordsworth in
death is victorious.



This episode ends, as always, with a voiceover by Rod Serling:

The Chancellor, the late Chancellor, was only partly correct. He was
obsolete, but so is the State, the entity he worshipped. Any state, any entity,
any i1deology that fails to recognize the worth, the dignity, the rights of man,
that state is obsolete.'®



CHAPTER 7

We Hired Hitler!

“If you want a picture of the future, imagine a boot stamping on a human
face—forever ... And remember that it is forever. The face will always be
there to be stamped upon. The heretic, the enemy of society, will always be
there, so that he can be defeated and humiliated over again.

—George Orwell, 1984

“The very first essential for success is a perpetually constant and regular
employment of violence.”

—Adolf Hitler, Mein Kampf

Fascism, like most political shifts in history, does not scream, “I’m here.”
Its ascension is very subtle and incremental.

Indeed, fascism does not seek to overthrow the major institutions of society
such as businesses and commercial establishments, family, religious
centers, and civic traditions.? It seeks to control them and the social order
by “celebrating it, uplifting it, centralizing it, cartelizing it, politicizing it,
and using it in the glorification of a central father figure who makes them



work together toward the unified goal of building the greatness of the
national identity and mission.”*

Thus, the lure of fascism is the “planned society.” And by preserving that
which was politically valued by the masses, fascism presents the illusion
that it does not somehow destroy democratic traditions but rather provides
“a new and more scientific way of managing national life.”®

Of course, this is fascism’s appeal to the middle and corporate classes and
the reason it is tolerated and even venerated by the religious
establishments.® Fascism is generally lauded—at first, that is—for bringing
all institutions under government control and because it promises financial
prosperity and an array of civic and cultural improvements. As author
Jeffrey Tucker argues:

The New York Times profiled Benito Mussolini as a genius of central
planning. Churchill praised him as the man of the hour. Fascist theorists
wrote for American books and were lovingly interviewed by all the major
journals. Even as late as 1941, Harper’s Magazine was praising the glories
of “the German financial revolution” and the magic of the fascist system.’

Think of this: by 1941, the German concentration camps were in full swing
and known by the world. Germany was also on the cusp of a major world
war because of its aggressive, imperialistic tendencies. At the same time,
Germany was being praised for its fascist “financial revolution.” What?

Contrary to public opinion today, within his own time, Hitler enjoyed great
popularity and was admired as a genius by various Western leaders and rode
in on the coat tails of the major corporate and business concerns.



By creating the illusion that it preserves democratic traditions, fascism
creeps slowly until it consumes the political system. And in times of
“crisis,” expediency is upheld as the central principle—that 1s, in order to
keep us safe and secure, the government must militarize the police, strip us
of basic constitutional rights and criminalize virtually every form of
behavior. Pictured: Meeting of Adolf Hitler and Benito Mussolini in Stepina
(Aug. 27, 1941).

In fact, in the midst of the German depression in the early 1930s, Hitler, the
only nationalist with a mass following, rose to the top of the political
system by promising full employment and prosperity. As former
presidential advisor Bertram Gross explains:



Privately meeting with the largest industrialists, he [Hitler] warned, “Private
enterprise cannot be maintained in a democracy.” On January 30, 1933, he
was invited to serve as a chancellor of a coalition cabinet. “We hired
Hitler!” a conservative leader reported to a business magnate.®

From there, Hitler rose to the top.

Backing the Regime

The Nazi regime came into power in one of the most culturally advanced
countries of its time. German art, film, painting, and writing were not only
influential in their own time; they still cast a shadow on modern art today.
However, the German people were not oblivious to the concentration camps
that dotted the landscape. In fact, media reports concerning the
concentration camps flooded the country. As professor Robert Gellately
writes:

[A]nyone in Nazi Germany who wanted to find out about the Gestapo, the
concentration camps, and the campaigns of discrimination and persecutions
need only read the newspapers. Nazi Germany was in fact a modern media
society, and for its day was in the vanguard of modernity.... [M]oreover
Hitler’s regime did everything possible to put a radio in every home, and
used newsreels and movies to get across their messages.®

The warning signs were definitely there—incessantly blinking like large
neon signs. “Still,” Gellately writes, “the vast majority voted in favor of
Nazism, and in spite of what they could read in the press and hear by word
of mouth about the secret police, the concentration camps, official anti-



Semitism, and so on.... [T]here is no getting away from the fact that at that
moment, ‘the vast majority of the German people backed him.**’1°

Incredibly, a half-century later, the wife of a prominent German historian,
neither of whom were members of the Nazi party, opined: “[O]n the whole,
everyone felt well.... And there were certainly eighty percent who lived
productively and positively throughout the time. ... We also had good
years. We had wonderful years.”"!

Within his own time, Adolf Hitler enjoyed great popularity and rode in on
the coat tails of the major corporate and business concerns. Pictured: Adolf
Hitler is greeted by an admiring throng (Aug. 27, 1941).

Even various leaders from across the world became enamored with the rise
of the Nazi state. When invitations were sent out to police agencies
worldwide as a way of showing off the modernity of German police, among



those who accepted was Edmund Patrick Coftey, an assistant to J. Edgar
Hoover of the FBI. During his 1938 visit, Coffey visited various police
facilities, and expressed his “great pleasure” about the work of the German
police. He hoped that Hoover would visit during the following summer. The
“Nazi police,” as Gellately notes, “had won the FBI’s seal of approval.”?

Indeed, so impressed was the FBI with the Nazi order that, as the New York
Times revealed, in the decades after World War II the FBI, along with other
government agencies, aggressively recruited at least a thousand Nazis,
including some of Hitler’s highest henchmen, brought them to America,
hired them on as spies and informants, and then carried out a massive
cover-up campaign to ensure that their true identities and ties to Hitler’s
holocaust machine would remain unknown. Moreover, anyone who dared to
blow the whistle on the FBI’s illicit Nazi ties found himself spied upon,
intimidated, harassed, and labeled a threat to national security.'?

Fascism Anyone?

By creating the illusion that it preserves democratic traditions, fascism
creeps slowly until it consumes the political system. And in times of
“crisis,” expediency is upheld as the central principle—that is, in order to
keep us safe and secure, the government must militarize the police, strip us
of basic constitutional rights and criminalize virtually every form of
behavior. And then there are the prisons to house all of us nonviolent
criminals.

What we must come to terms with is whether America could eventually
evolve into a fascist state. After all, there are clear indications that we are
now ruled by an oligarchic elite of governmental and corporate interests,
but are we there yet?

The following are a few of the necessary ingredients for a fascist state:



The government is managed by a powerful leader (even if he or she
assumes office by way of the electoral process). This is the fascistic
leadership principle (or father figure).

The government assumes it is not restrained in its power. This is
authoritarianism, which eventually evolves into totalitarianism.

The government ostensibly operates under a capitalist system while being
undergirded by an immense bureaucracy.'*

The government through its politicians emits powerful and continuing
expressions of nationalism.

The government has an obsession with national security while constantly
invoking terrifying internal and external enemies.

The government establishes a domestic and invasive surveillance system
and develops a paramilitary force that is not answerable to the citizenry.

The government and its various agencies (federal, state, and local) develop
an obsession with crime and punishment. This is overcriminalization.

The government becomes increasingly centralized while aligning closely
with corporate powers to control all aspects of the country’s social,
economic, military, and governmental structures.'®



The government uses militarism as a center point of its economic and
taxing structure.

The government is increasingly imperialistic in order to maintain the
military-industrial corporate forces.'®

Do you get the drift? Just look around at modern government policies.
“Every industry is regulated. Every profession is classified and organized,”
writes Jeffrey Tucker. “Every good or service is taxed. Endless debt
accumulation is preserved. Immense doesn’t begin to describe the
bureaucracy. Military preparedness never stops, and war with some evil
foreign foe, remains a daily prospect.”” In other words, the government in
America today does whatever it wants.

Does this sound like a republic, a democracy, or a proto-fascistic form of
government? It doesn’t take a political scientist to recognize that there are
ominous parallels to past dictatorial or fascist regimes in America today.

Pathocracy

Curiously, those at the helm of totalitarian regimes—fascist states included
—share many of the same behavior traits as psychopaths: cold-hearted,
lacking in empathy, grandiose, manipulative, conning, unwilling to take
responsibility for one’s actions, and lacking in remorse. The two hallmarks
of psychopathy are a calculating mind and a seemingly easy charm.'®

In fact, psychopaths are peculiarly adept at politics. As James Silver writing
for the Atlantic recognizes:



Research has shown that disorder may confer certain advantages that make
psychopaths particularly suited for life on the public stage and able to
handle high pressure situations: psychopaths score low on measures of
stress reactivity, anxiety and depression, and high on measurers of
competitive achievement, positive impressions on first encounters, and
fearlessness. Sound like the description of a successful politician and
leader?'?

What is more startling is that such leaders eventually create pathocracies—
totalitarian societies bent on power, control, and destruction of both
freedom in general and those who exercise their freedoms.

Worse, this mental disease is not confined to those in high positions of
government but can be spread to the populace. As author James G. Long
recognizes: “Mental disorders among political leadership distort
perceptions, attitudes, and actions among citizens.”?® And historically
psychopaths have attracted large numbers of vulnerable followers.

Once psychopaths gain power, the result is usually some form of totalitarian
government or a pathocracy. “At that point, the government operates against
the interests of its own people except for favoring certain groups,” Long
notes. “We are currently witnessing deliberate polarizations of American
citizens, illegal actions, and massive and needless acquisition of debt. This
is typical of psychopathic systems, and very similar things happened in the
Soviet Union as it overextended and collapsed.”!

Does Fear Lead to Fascism?

For the final hammer of fascism to fall, it will require the most crucial
ingredient: the majority of the people will have to agree that it’s not only



expedient but necessary. But why would a people agree to such an
oppressive regime? The answer is the same in every age: fear.

Fear is the method most often used by politicians to increase the power of
government. And, as most social commentators recognize, an atmosphere
of fear permeates modern America: fear of terrorism, fear of the police, fear
of our neighbors, and so on.

However, 1s such fear rational? After all, crime, as the FBI tell us, i1s at a
forty-year low.>

Let’s take terrorism, for starters. While it might seem to be a rational fear,
the statistics from the National Security Council and the Census Bureau,
among other federal agencies, say otherwise. For example: You are 17,600
times more likely to die from heart disease than from a terrorist attack. You
are 11,000 times more likely to die from an airplane accident than from a
terrorist plot involving an airplane. You are 1,048 times more likely to die
from a car accident than a terrorist attack. You are 404 times more likely to
die in a fall than from a terrorist attack. You are 12 times more likely to die
from accidental suffocating in bed than from a terrorist attack. You are 9
more times likely to choke to death in your own vomit than die in a terrorist
attack. You are 8 times more likely to be killed by a police officer than by a
terrorist.?

The list goes on and on. The point is that the government’s endless
jabbering about terrorism is propaganda—the propaganda of fear—and this
has been used since time immemorial by those who want to gain control.

Of course there are crises which need to be met with appropriate remedies.
However, with such low risks of terrorism, there is no reason for Americans
to live their lives as if they’ll be wiped out any moment by a terrorist.
Sporadic acts of terrorism are meant to terrorize, to cower the population.

The physical limitation on freedom, as we have seen, is growing. But
there’s also a psychological factor involved that government propagandists
are well aware of. The emotional panic that accompanies fear actually shuts
down the prefrontal cortex or the rational thinking part of our brains. In
other words, when we are consumed by fear, we stop thinking. “In this



light, it should not be surprising that our public figures and our cause
advocates often describe tragic outcomes,” reports Reason magazine.
“Rarely do we hear them quote probabilities.”?* The truth, as they say, be
damned.

Loving Big Brother?

George Orwell understood all too well how fear could—and would—be
used to manipulate the populace in so-called free societies into compliance.
In his classic novel Nineteen-Eighty Four, Orwell describes a torture scene
involving the resistor Winston Smith, who has an overwhelming fear of
rats. O’Brien, his government interrogator, uses this bit of knowledge in
attempting to force Smith to submit and convert his hatred of the
government into an uncritical love of Big Brother.

O’Brien’s plan, he tells Winston, is to strap a mask on his face that has a
cage with rats in it. The rats, he says, will eventually be let loose on
Winston’s face. As O’Brien tells Winston:

The mask will fit over your head, leaving no exit. When I press this other
lever, the door of the cage will slide up. These starving brutes will shoot out
of it like bullets. Have you ever seen a rat leap through the air? They will
leap onto your face and bore straight into it. Sometimes they attack the eyes
first. Sometimes they burrow through the cheeks and devour the tongue.”?*

As O’Brien moves the cage nearer to Winston’s face, Winston goes into a
spastic state of panic and fear. “The rats were coming now. ... Winston
could see the whiskers and the yellow teeth. Again the blank panic took
hold of him. He was blind, helpless, and mindless.”?® Winston, the



unrepentant resistor, was now fading. “For an instant he was insane, a
screaming animal.”?’

Will Winston break? Will he love Big Brother? Will he alter his view of
reality? Will he “rat” out Julia, his only true friend? The mask inches closer
to Winston’s face. “The wire brushed his cheek. And then—no, it was not
relief, only hope, a tiny fragment of hope. Too late, perhaps too late, but he
had suddenly understood that in the whole world there was just one person
to whom he could transfer his punishment—one body that he could thrust
between himself and the rats.”?®

That is when Winston began shouting, frantically shouting, over and over:
“Do it to Julia! Do it to Julia! Not me! Julia! I don’t care what you do to
her. Tear her face off, strip her to the bones. Not me! Julia! Not me!””>°

In the totalitarian future at our doorsteps, the futuristic technologies once
reserved for movie blockbusters such as drones, tasers, and biometric
scanners will be used by the government to track, target and control the
populace, especially dissidents. (“Big Brother Is Watching You” illustration
by Frederic Guimont)



George Orwell understood all too well how fear could—and would—be
used to manipulate the populace in so-called free societies into compliance.

This scenario presented by Orwell is nothing new. It has been implemented
in past fascistic regimes, and it now operates in our contemporary world—
all of which raises fundamental questions about us as human beings and
what we will give up in order to perpetuate the illusions of safety and
security. In the words of psychologist Erich Fromm:

[C]an human nature be changed in such a way that man will forget his
longing for freedom, for dignity, for integrity, for love—that is to say, can
man forget he is human? Or does human nature have a dynamism which



will react to the violation of these basic human needs by attempting to
change an inhuman society into a human one?3°






“Never in the civilised world have so many been locked up for so little.”

1

—*“Rough Justice in America,”

The Economist



Reality Check

FACT: Asset forfeitures can certainly be lucrative for cash-strapped
agencies and states. In the fiscal year ending September 2012, the
federal government seized $4.2 billion in assets. Despite the fact that 80
percent of these asset forfeiture cases result in no charge against the
property owner, challenging these “takings” in court can cost the owner
more than the value of the confiscated property itself. As a result, most
property owners either give up the fight or chalk the confiscation up to
government corruption, leaving the police and other government
officials to reap the benefits.>

FACT: It is estimated that 2.7 million children in the United States have
at least one parent in prison, whether it be a local jail or a state or
federal penitentiary, due to a wide range of factors ranging from
overcriminalization and surprise raids at family homes to roadside
traffic stops.?

FACT: The school security industry, which includes everything from
biometrics to video surveillance, is estimated to be worth $4.9 billion by
2017.4

FACT: Despite the fact that women only make up 8 percent of the
prison population, they are more likely to be strip searched, though not
more likely to carry contraband.®

FACT: Since 2001 Americans have spent $10.5 million every hour for
numerous foreign military occupations, including in Iraq and



Afghanistan.® There’s also the $2.2 million spent every hour on
maintaining the United States’ nuclear stockpile,” and the $35,000
spent every hour to produce and maintain our collection of Tomahawk
missiles.® And then there’s the money the government exports to other
countries to support their arsenals, at the cost of $1.61 million every
hour for the American taxpayers.®



CHAPTER 8

The Building Blocks Are in Place

“First they came for the Socialists, and I did not speak out—Because I was
not a Socialist. Then they came for the Trade Unionists, and I did not speak
out—Because I was not a Trade Unionist. Then they came for the Jews, and
I did not speak out—Because I was not a Jew. Then they came for me—and
there was no one left to speak for me.”"

—MARTIN NIEMOLLER

What we are witnessing today is nothing short of a war against the
American citizenry waged by a run-away government hyped up on its own
power, whose policies are dictated more by paranoia than need. Making
matters worse, “we the people” have become so gullible, so easily
distracted, and so out-of-touch that we are ignoring the warning signs all
around us and failing to demand that government officials of all stripes—
the White House, Congress, the courts, the military, law enforcement, the
endless parade of bureaucrats—respect our rights and abide by the rule of
law.

For those who can read the writing on the wall, it’s all starting to make
sense: the military drills carried out in major American cities,? the VIPR
inspections at train depots and bus stations,* the SWAT team raids on
unsuspecting homeowners, the Black Hawk helicopters patrolling American
skies,* the massive ammunition purchases by various federal agencies such
as the Department of Homeland Security, the Department of Education,® the



IRS,® and the Social Security Administration,’ the overcriminalization, the
growth in private prisons, and the endless surveillance.

Viewed in conjunction with the government’s increasing use of involuntary
commitment laws to declare individuals mentally ill and lock them up in
psychiatric wards® for extended periods of time, the National Defense
Authorization Act’s (NDAA) provision allowing the military to lock up
“detainees”—that is, American citizens—who might be deemed extremists
or terrorists (the government likes to use these words interchangeably) for
criticizing the government only codifies this unraveling of our
constitutional framework.

The building blocks are already in place for such an eventuality: the
surveillance networks, fusion centers, and government contractors already
monitor what is being said by whom; government databases track who
poses a potential threat to the government’s power; the militarized police,
working in conjunction with federal agencies,’ coordinate with the federal
government when it’s time to round up the troublemakers; the courts
sanction the government’s methods, no matter how unlawful; and the
detention facilities, whether private prisons'® or FEMA internment camps,
lock up the troublemakers.

Throw in the profit-driven corporate incentive to jail Americans in private
prisons, as well as the criminalizing of such relatively innocent activities as
holding Bible studies in one’s home!" or sharing unpasteurized goat cheese'?
with members of one’s community, and it becomes clear that “we the
people” have become enemies of the state. Thus, it’s no longer a question of
whether the government will lock up Americans for First Amendment
activity but when. (It’s particularly telling that the government’s lawyers,
when pressed in federal court for an assurance that those exercising their
First Amendment rights in order to criticize the government would not be
targeted under the NDAA, refused to provide one."?)

History shows that the U.S. government is not averse to locking up its own
citizens for its own purposes. One need only go back to the 1940s, when the
federal government proclaimed that Japanese-Americans, labeled potential
dissidents, could be put in concentration (a.k.a. internment) camps based



only upon their ethnic origin, to see the lengths the federal government will
go to in order to maintain “order” in the homeland. The U.S. Supreme
Court validated the detention program in Korematsu v. U.S. (1944),
concluding that the government’s need to ensure the safety of the country
trumped personal liberties. That decision has never been overturned.

Although Supreme Court Justice Antonin Scalia has argued that the
Korematsu decision was “wrong,” in a 2014 speech he predicted that a
similar detention camp scenario might be upheld in the future: “[Y]ou are
kidding yourself if you think the same thing will not happen again.... In
times of war, the laws fall silent.” As Scalia explained:

That’s what was going on—the panic about the war and the invasion of the
Pacific and whatnot. That’s what happens. It was wrong, but I would not be
surprised to see it happen again—in time of war. It’s no justification but it is
the reality.'?

Detention Camps

In fact, the creation of detention camps domestically has long been part of
the government’s budget and operations, falling under the jurisdiction of the
Federal Emergency Management Agency. FEMA’s murky history dates
back to the 1970s, when President Carter created it by way of an executive
order merging many of the government’s disaster relief agencies into one
large agency. During the 1980s, however, reports began to surface of secret
military-type training exercises carried out by FEMA and the Department
of Defense. Code named Rex-84,'° thirty-four federal agencies, including
the CIA and the Secret Service, were trained on how to deal with domestic
civil unrest.



Japanese Americans boarding a train bound for one of ten American
concentration camps, April 1942

(Photography by Russell Lee)

FEMA'’s role in creating top-secret American internment camps is well
documented. But be careful whom you share this information with: it turns
out that voicing concerns about the existence of FEMA detention camps is
among the growing list of opinions and activities which may make a federal
agent or government official think you’re an extremist (a.k.a. terrorist), or
sympathetic to terrorist activities,'® and thus qualify you as a detainee for
indefinite detention under the NDAA. Also included in that list of
“dangerous” viewpoints are advocating states’ rights, believing the state to
be unnecessary or undesirable, “conspiracy theorizing,” opposition to war,'’
organizing for “economic justice,”'® frustration with “mainstream



ideologies,” opposition to abortion, opposition to globalization, and
ammunition stockpiling.'®

Of course, if you’re going to have internment camps on American soil,
someone has to build them. Thus, in 2006, it was announced that Kellogg
Brown and Root, a subsidiary of Halliburton, had been awarded a $385
million contract to build American detention facilities. Although the
government and Halliburton were not forthcoming about where or when
these domestic detention centers would be built, they rationalized the need
for them in case of “an emergency influx of immigrants, or to support the
rapid development of new programs” in the event of other emergencies
such as “natural disasters.”?°

Of course, these detention camps will have to be used for anyone viewed as
a threat to the government, and that includes political dissidents. So it’s no
coincidence that the U.S. government has, since the 1980s, acquired and
maintained, without warrant or court order, a database of names and
information on Americans considered to be threats to the nation. This
database, reportedly dubbed “Main Core,” is to be used by the Army and
FEMA in times of national emergency or under martial law to locate and
round up Americans seen as threats to national security.?! As of 2008, there
were some eight million Americans in the Main Core database.*

Fast forward to 2009, when the Department of Homeland Security (DHS)
released two reports, one on “Rightwing Extremism,”* which broadly
defines rightwing extremists as individuals and groups “that are mainly
antigovernment, rejecting federal authority in favor of state or local
authority, or rejecting government authority entirely,” and one on “Leftwing
Extremism,” which labeled environmental and animal rights activist
groups®* as extremists. Both reports use the words terrorist and extremist
interchangeably. That same year, the DHS launched Operation Vigilant
Eagle, which calls for surveillance of military veterans returning from Iraq
and Afghanistan, characterizing them as extremists and potential domestic
terrorist threats because they may be “disgruntled, disillusioned or suffering
from the psychological effects of war.”?®



These reports indicate that for the government, so-called extremism is not a
partisan matter. Anyone seen as opposing the government—whether they’re
Left, Right, or somewhere in between—is a target, which brings us back
full circle to where we started with the NDAA’s indefinite detention
provision, whose language is so broad and vague as to implicate anyone
critical of the government.

Again, if history acts as a guidepost for the future, then the scenario we face
is frightening. As author Richard Rubenstein writes in his analysis of the
Nazi regime:

Initially, the concentration camps were established to accommodate
detainees who had been placed under “protective custody” by the Nazi
regime. Those arrested were people whom the regime wished to detain
although there was no clear legal justification for doing so. ... In the early
stages of the Nazi regime, there was no formula in law to cover all the
political prisoners the Nazis wanted to arrest. This problem was solved by
holding them under “protective custody” and setting up camps outside of
the regular prison system to receive them.?®

Coming Full Circle

Unfortunately, we seem to be coming full circle on many fronts. Consider
that a decade ago we were debating whether non-citizens—for example, so-
called enemy combatants being held at Guantanamo Bay and Muslim-
Americans rounded up in the wake of 9/11—were entitled to protections
under the Constitution, specifically as they relate to indefinite detention.
Most Americans weren’t overly concerned about the rights of non-citizens
then. Now, however, it is the citizenry in the unenviable position of being
targeted as detainees for indefinite detention by our own government.



Having bought into the false notion that the government does indeed know
what’s best for us and can ensure not only our safety but our happiness and
will take care of us from cradle to grave—that is, from daycare centers to
nursing homes—we have in actuality allowed ourselves to be bridled and
turned into slaves at the bidding of a corporate-run government that cares
little for our freedoms or our happiness. (Illustration by Caroline Jonik)

Similarly, most Americans weren’t unduly concerned when the U.S.
Supreme Court gave Arizona police officers the green light to stop, search,
and question anyone—ostensibly those fitting a particular racial profile—
whom they suspect might be an illegal immigrant. Two years later, the cops
have carte blanche authority to stop any individual, citizen and non-citizen
alike, they suspect might be doing something illegal (mind you, in this age
of overcriminalization, that could be anything from feeding the birds to
growing exotic orchids).

Likewise, you still have a sizeable portion of the population today
unconcerned about the government’s practice of spying on Americans,



having been brainwashed into believing that if you’re not doing anything
wrong, you have nothing to worry about. It will only be a matter of time
before they learn the hard way that in a police state, it doesn’t matter who
you are or how righteous you claim to be—eventually, you will be lumped
in with everyone else and everything you do will be “wrong,” suspect, and
cause to have you rounded up by government agents.

Are We Recreating the Third Reich?

Martin Niemoller learned that particular lesson the hard way. A German
military officer turned theologian, Niemoller was an early supporter of
Hitler’s rise to power. It was only when Hitler threatened to attack the
churches that Niemoller openly opposed the regime. For his efforts,
Neimoller was arrested, charged with activities against the government,
fined, detained, and eventually interned in concentration camps from 1938
to 1945.

As Niemoller reportedly replied when asked by his cellmate why he ever
supported the Nazi party:

I find myself wondering about that too. I wonder about it as much as |
regret it. Still, it is true that Hitler betrayed me.... Hitler promised me on his
word of honor, to protect the Church, and not to issue any anti-Church laws.
He also agreed not to allow pogroms against the Jews.... Hitler’s assurance
satisfied me at the time.... [ am paying for that mistake now; and not me
alone, but thousands of other persons like me.?”



CHAPTER 9

The Very Definition of Tyranny

“The accumulation of all powers, legislative, executive, and judiciary, in the
same hands, whether of one, a few, or many, and whether hereditary, self-
appointed, or elected, may justly be pronounced the very definition of
tyranny.”"

—JAMES MADISON



Surveillance cameras, government agents listening in on your phone calls,
reading your emails and text messages and monitoring your spending,
mandatory health care, sugary soda bans, anti-bullying laws, zero tolerance
policies, political correctness: these are all outward signs of a government
—1.e., a societal elite—that believes it knows what is best for you and can
do a better job of managing your life than you can. This is the tyranny of
the Nanny State: marketed as benevolence, enforced with armed police, and
inflicted on all those who do not belong to the elite ruling class that gets to
call the shots. (Illustration by Gary Varvel)

Surveillance cameras, government agents listening in on your phone calls,
reading your emails and text messages, and monitoring your spending;
mandatory health care, sugary soda bans, anti-bullying laws, zero tolerance
policies, and political correctness: these are all outward signs of a fascistic



government—i.e., a societal elite—that believes it knows what is best for
you and can do a better job of managing your life than you can.

This is tyranny disguised as “the better good” while being marketed as
benevolence, enforced with armed police, and inflicted on all those who do
not belong to the elite ruling class that gets to call the shots. This is the
farce that passes for law and order in America today, where crime is low,?
surveillance is high, militarized police activity is on the rise,* and
Americans are being penalized for living off the grid,* feeding wild
animals,® growing vegetables in their front yard,® collecting rainwater,” and
filming the police.®

To our detriment, the world is a far more dangerous place than it was a short
time ago. However, it’s the government that poses the gravest threat to our
freedoms and way of life, and no amount of politicking, parsing, or
pandering will change that.

A Two-Tiered System of Governance

Making matters worse, we now live in a two-tiered system of governance in
which there is one set of laws for the government and its corporate allies,
and another set for you and me.

The laws which apply to the majority of the population allow the
government to do things like sending SWAT teams crashing through your
door in the middle of the night, rectally probing you during a roadside
stop,® or listening in on your phone calls and reading all of your email
messages,'® confiscating your property, or indefinitely detaining you in a
military holding cell.!* These are the laws which are executed every single
day against a population which has up until now been blissfully ignorant of
the radical shift taking place in American government.

Then there are the laws constructed for the elite, which allow bankers who
crash the economy to walk free.'? They’re the laws that allow police



officers to avoid prosecution when they shoot unarmed citizens, strip search
non-violent criminals,'? taser pregnant women on the side of the road,'* or
pepper spray peaceful protesters.'®

These are the laws of the new age we are entering, an age of neofeudalism,
in which corporate-state rulers dominate the rest of us. We have moved into
an age where we are the slaves and they are the rulers.'®

Unfortunately, this two-tiered system of government has been a long time
coming. The march towards an imperial presidency, congressional
intransigence and impotence, corporate takeover of the mechanisms of
government, and the division of America into have and have-nots, has been
building for years.

We’re All Criminals and OQutlaws

Having allowed our fears to be codified and our actions criminalized, we
now find ourselves in a strange new world where just about everything we
do is criminalized.!” Thanks to an overabundance of 4,500-plus federal
crimes and 400,000-plus rules and regulations,'® it’s estimated that the
average American actually commits three felonies a day without knowing
it.'?

The list of individuals who have suffered at the hands of a runaway legal
system is growing, ranging from the orchid grower jailed for improper
paperwork?® and the lobstermen charged with importing lobster tails in
plastic bags rather than cardboard boxes?' to the former science teacher
labeled a federal criminal for digging for arrowheads in his favorite
campsite.?

Robin Speronis was threatened with eviction from her own Florida home
for daring to live off the grid, independent of city utilities such as water and



electricity. City officials insisted the Cape Coral resident’s chosen way of
life violates international property maintenance codes and city ordinances.??

Mary Musselman, also a Florida resident, was held in jail without bond for
“feeding wild animals.” The 81-year-old Musselman, on probation after
being charged with feeding bears near her home, was arrested after officers
discovered her leaving bread out for crows.?*

Brandy Berning was forced to spend a night in jail after recording her
conversation with an officer who pulled her over for a routine traffic stop.?®

Nicole Gainey was arrested and charged with child neglect for allowing her
7-year-old son to visit a neighborhood playground located a half-mile from
their house.?® For the so-called “crime” of allowing her son to play at the
park unsupervised, Gainey was interrogated, arrested, and handcuffed in
front of her son and transported to the local jail where she was physically
searched, fingerprinted, photographed, and held for seven hours and then
forced to pay almost $4,000 in bond in order to return to her family. She
also faced a third-degree criminal felony charge that carries with it a fine of
up to $5,000 and five years in jail.?’



Nicole Gainey was arrested for allowing her 7-year-old son to visit a
playground located a half mile from their house.

(Photography by Nicole Gainey)



Meanwhile, for Denise Stewart, just being in the wrong place at the wrong
time, whether or not she had done anything wrong, was sufficient to get her
arrested.?® The 48-year-old New York grandmother was dragged half-naked
out of her apartment and handcufted after police mistakenly raided her
home when responding to a domestic disturbance call. Although it turns out
the 911 call came from a different apartment on a different floor, Stewart
faced charges of assaulting a police officer and resisting arrest.?®

Then there are those equally unfortunate individuals who unknowingly
break laws they never even knew existed. For example, John Yates, a
commercial fisherman, was sentenced to thirty days in prison and three
years of supervised release for throwing back into the water some small fish
which did not meet the Florida Fish and Wildlife Commission’s size
restrictions. Incredibly, Yates was charged with violating a document-
shredding provision of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act.>°

Finally, you have the rash of parents getting charged with criminal
negligence and arrested for leaving their kids alone for any amount of time,
whether at a park,’! in a store,*? in a car,* or in their front yard**—another
sign of what C.S. Lewis referred to as tyranny exercised by “omnipotent
moral busybodies.’”*®

Following the Money Trail

As awful as these incidents are, however, it’s not enough to simply write
them off as part of the national trend towards overcriminalization—the
overuse of criminal laws to make harmless behavior illegal—although it is
certainly that. Nor can we just chalk them up as yet another symptom of an
overzealous police state in which militarized police attack first and ask
questions later—although it is that, too. Nor is the problem that we’re a
crime-ridden society. In fact, it’s just the opposite. The number of violent
crimes in the country is down substantially, the lowest rate in forty years,*®



while the number of Americans being jailed for nonviolent crimes, such as
driving with a suspended license, are skyrocketing.?’

So what’s really behind this drive to label Americans as criminals? How did
we go from enacting laws that make our worlds safer to being saddled with
a government that polices our social decisions and arrests Americans for
absurd “violations”? Mind you, we’re not talking tickets or fines or even
warnings being issued to these so-called “lawbreakers.” We’re talking
felony charges, handcuffs, police cars, mug shots, pat downs, jail cells, and
criminal records.

As with most things, if you want to know the real motives behind any
government program, follow the money trail. When you dig down far
enough, you quickly find that those who profit from Americans being
arrested are none other than the police who arrest them, the courts which try
them, the prisons which incarcerate them, and the corporations which
manufacture the weapons and equipment used by police, build and run the
prisons, and profit from the cheap prison labor.

Talk about a financial incentive.

First, there’s the whole make-work scheme. In the absence of crime, in
order to keep the police and their related agencies employed, occupied, and
utilizing the many militarized “toys” passed along by the Department of
Homeland Security, one must invent new crimes and new criminals to be
spied on, targeted, tracked, raided, arrested, prosecuted, and jailed. Enter
the police state.

Second, there’s the profit-incentive for states to lock up large numbers of
Americans in “private” prisons. Just as police departments have quotas for
how many tickets are issued and arrests made per month*®—a number tied
directly to revenue—states now have quotas to meet for how many
Americans go to jail. Having outsourced their inmate population to private
prisons run by corporations such as Corrections Corp of America and the
GEO Group, ostensibly as a way to save money, increasing numbers of
states have contracted to keep their prisons at 90 to 100 percent capacity.>®
This profit-driven form of mass punishment has, in turn, given rise to a $70
billion private prison industry?° that relies on the complicity of state



governments to keep the money flowing and their privately run prisons
full.#* No wonder the United States has the largest prison population in the
world.#?

But what do you do when you’ve contracted to keep your prisons full when
crime rates are falling? Easy. You create new categories of crime and render
otherwise law-abiding Americans criminals. Notice how we keep coming
full circle back to the point where it’s average Americans like you and me
being targeted and turned into enemies of the state?

That brings me to the third factor contributing to Americans being arrested,
charged with outrageous “crimes,” and jailed: the corporate state’s need for
profit and cheap labor. Not content to just lock up millions of people,
corporations have also turned prisoners into forced laborers.*?

According to professors Steve Fraser and Joshua B. Freeman, “All told,
nearly a million prisoners are now making office furniture, working in call
centers, fabricating body armor, taking hotel reservations, working in
slaughterhouses, or manufacturing textiles, shoes, and clothing, while
getting paid somewhere between 93 cents and $4.73 per day.”** Tens of
thousands of inmates in U.S. prisons are making all sorts of products, from
processing agricultural products like milk and beef, packaging Starbucks
coffee, and shrink-wrapping software for companies like Microsoft to
sewing lingerie for Victoria’s Secret.*®

What some Americans may not have realized, however, is that America’s
economy has come to depend in large part on prison labor. “Prison labor
reportedly produces 100 percent of military helmets, shirts, pants, tents,
bags, canteens, and a variety of other equipment. Prison labor makes circuit
boards for IBM, Texas Instruments, and Dell. Many McDonald’s uniforms
are sewn by inmates. Other corporations—Boeing, Motorola, Compagq,
Revlon, and Kmart—also benefit from prison labor.””4® The resulting prison
labor industries, which rely on cheap, almost free labor, are doing as much
to put the average American out of work as the outsourcing of jobs to China
and India.*”



No wonder America is criminalizing mundane activities, arresting
Americans for minor violations and locking them up for long stretches of
time. There’s a significant amount of money to be made by the police, the
courts, the prisons, and the corporations.

Finally, as is the case with most of the problems plaguing us in the
American police state, “we the people” are the source of our greatest
problems. As journalist Gracy Olmstead recognizes, the problem arose
when we looked “first to the State to care for the situation, rather than
exercising any sort of personal involvement.... These actions reveal a more
passive, isolated attitude. But here, again, we see the result of breakdown in
modern American community—without a sense of communal closeness or
responsibility, we act as bystanders rather than as stewards.”4®

Unfortunately, even in the face of outright corruption and incompetency on
the part of our elected officials, Americans in general remain relatively
gullible, eager to be persuaded that the government can solve the problems
that plague us—whether the problem is terrorism, an economic depression,
an environmental disaster, how or what we eat, or even keeping our
children safe.



Jewish women from Subcarpathian Rus who have been selected for forced
labor at Auschwitz-Birkenau, march toward their barracks after disinfection
and headshaving.

(Photography: United States Holocaust Memorial Museum, courtesy of Yad
Vashem)

Auschwitz Redux?

What we’re witnessing is the expansion of corrupt government power in the
form of corporate partnerships that increase the reach of the state into our



private lives while also adding a profit motive into the mix, with potentially
deadly consequences.

This perverse mixture of government authoritarianism and corporate profits
is the prevailing form of organization in American society today. We are not
a nation dominated by corporations, nor are we a nation dominated by
government. We are a nation dominated by corporations and government
together, in partnership, against the interests of individuals, society, and
ultimately our freedoms.

If it sounds at all conspiratorial, the idea that a government would jail its
citizens so corporations can make a profit, then you don’t know your
history very well. It has been well documented that Nazi Germany forced
inmates into concentration camps such as Auschwitz to provide cheap labor
to BASF, Bayer, Hoechst, and other major German chemical and
pharmaceutical companies,*? much of it to produce products for European
countries. Viktor Frankl, a laborer in four Nazi concentration camps, notes:

At one time my job was to dig a tunnel, without help, for a water main
under a road. I was presented with a gift of so-called “premium coupons,”
exchangeable for cigarettes, issued by the construction firm to which we
were practically sold as slaves: the firm paid the camp authorities a fixed
price per day, per prisoner.>°

Unfortunately, we have relinquished control over the most intimate aspects
of our lives to government officials who, while they may occupy seats of
authority, are neither wiser, smarter, more in tune with our needs, more
knowledgeable about our problems, nor more aware of what is really in our
best interests. Yet having bought into the false notion that the government
does indeed know what’s best for us and can ensure not only our safety but
our happiness and will take care of us from cradle to grave—that is, from
daycare centers to nursing homes—we have in actuality allowed ourselves
to be bridled and turned into slaves at the bidding of a corporate-run
government that cares little for our freedoms or our happiness.



CHAPTER 10

Robbed Blind by the Government

“No power on earth has a right to take our property from us without our
consent.”!

—JOHN JAY, first Chief Justice of the United States

“This is the problem when police officers and police departments have a
financial interest in doing their job. We got rid of bounty hunters because
they were not a good thing. This is modern day bounty hunting.”>

—Public Defender JOHN REKOWSKI



Under the guise of civil asset forfeiture, a revenue scheme wherein
government agents (usually the police) seize private property they “suspect”
may be connected to criminal activity, Americans are finding themselves
robbed by the very individuals charged with protecting them from such
crimes.

(I1lustration by Russmo)

We labor today under the weight of countless tyrannies, large and small,
carried out in the name of the national good by an elite class of government
officials who are largely insulated from the ill effects of their actions. We,
the middling classes, are not so fortunate. We find ourselves badgered,
bullied, and browbeaten into bearing the brunt of their arrogance—paying
the price for their greed, suffering the backlash for their militarism,
agonizing as a result of their inaction, feigning ignorance about their



backroom dealings, overlooking their incompetence, turning a blind eye to
their misdeeds, cowering from their heavy-handed tactics, and blindly
hoping for change that never comes.

What we have yet to come to terms with is our absolute subjugation at the
hands of the government elite. Yet the reality of our oppression is
undeniable. After all, if the government can arbitrarily take away your
property without your having much say about it, you have no true rights. If
the government can tell you what you can and cannot do within the privacy
of your home, whether it relates to what you eat, what you smoke, or whom
you love, you no longer have any rights whatsoever within your home.

If government officials can fine and arrest you for growing vegetables in
your front yard,? installing solar panels on your roof,* and raising chickens
in your backyard,® you’re no longer the owner of your property. If school
officials can punish your children for what they do or say while at home® or
in your care, your children are not your own—they are the property of the
state.

If government agents can invade your home,” break down your doors,2 kill
your dog,? damage your furnishings, and terrorize your family, your
property is no longer private and secure—it belongs to the government.
Likewise, if police can forcefully draw your blood,'® strip search you,'! and
probe you intimately,'* your body is no longer your own, either.

The End of Private Property

Long before Americans charted their revolutionary course in pursuit of
happiness, it was “life, liberty, and property” which constituted the golden
triad of essential rights that the government was charged with respecting
and protecting.'® To the colonists, smarting from mistreatment at the hands
of the British crown, protection of their property from governmental abuse
was just as critical as preserving their lives and liberties. As the colonists



understood, if the government can arbitrarily take away your property, you
have no true rights. You’re nothing more than a serf or a slave.

Vegetable gardens have become easy targets for city officials on the prowl
for “violators.”

(Source: WKMGQG)

The Fifth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution was born of this need to
safeguard against any attempt by the government to unlawfully deprive a
citizen of the right to life, liberty, or property without due process of law.
Little could our ancestral forebears have imagined that it would take less
than three centuries of so-called “independence” to once again render us
brow-beaten subjects in bondage to overlords bent on depriving us of our
most inalienable and fundamental rights.

Yet slowly but surely, the yoke around the neck of the average American
has tightened with every new tax, fine, fee, and law adopted by our so-



called representatives. Meanwhile, the three branches of government
(Executive, Legislative, and Judicial) and the agencies under their
command—Defense, Commerce, Education, Homeland Security, Justice,
Treasury, etc.—have switched their allegiance to the corporate state with its
unassailable pursuit of profit at all costs and by any means possible.

As a result, we are now ruled by a government consumed with squeezing
every last penny out of the population and seemingly unconcerned if
essential freedoms are trampled in the process, including the right to private
property. Examples of the government’s growing disregard for the sanctity
of private property abound, in regard to one’s home, one’s possessions, and
one’s person. Included in the mix of profit-driven government programs are
the preponderance of asset forfeiture schemes and school truancy courts.
Even the traffic safety programs with red light cameras, sold to
communities as a means of minimizing traffic accidents at intersections,'#
are in fact little more than a way to impose stealth taxes on drivers.

Asset Forfeiture Schemes

Under the guise of civil-asset forfeiture, a revenue scheme wherein
government agents (usually the police) seize private property they “suspect
may be connected to criminal activity, Americans are finding themselves
robbed by the very individuals charged with protecting them from such
crimes.'® Despite the fact that 80 percent of these asset forfeiture cases
result in no charge against the property owner, the government keeps the
citizen’s property, often divvying it up with local police.'®

29

As you might guess, asset forfeitures are a lucrative business for
governments at all levels.'” Often these governmental property grabs take
the form of highway robbery (literally), where police officers extract
money, jewelry, and other property from unsuspecting motorists during
routine traffic stops. Some states are actually considering expanding the use
of asset forfeiture laws to include property seized in cases of minor crimes



such as harassment, possession of small amounts of marijuana, and
trespassing in a public park after dark.'®

Comparing police forfeiture operations to criminal shakedowns, journalist
Radley Balko paints a picture of a government so corrupt as to render the
Constitution null and void:

Police in some jurisdictions have run forfeiture operations that would be
difficult to distinguish from criminal shakedowns. Police can pull motorists
over, find some amount of cash or other property of value, claim some
vague connection to illegal drug activity and then present the motorists with
a choice: If they hand over the property, they can be on their way.
Otherwise, they face arrest, seizure of property, a drug charge, a probable
night in jail, the hassle of multiple return trips to the state or city where they
were pulled over, and the cost of hiring a lawyer to fight both the seizure
and the criminal charge. It isn’t hard to see why even an innocent motorist
would opt to simply hand over the cash and move on.'?



Red light camera protesters (Source: The Newspaper)

Traffic Safety Schemes

Red light cameras, little more than intrusive, money-making scams for
states, have been shown to do little to increase safety while actually
contributing to more accidents. Nevertheless, they are being inflicted on
unsuspecting drivers by revenue-hungry municipalities, despite revelations
of corruption, collusion, and fraud.

The cameras, which are triggered by sensors buried in the road, work by
taking photos of drivers who enter intersections after a traffic light turns
red. What few realize, however, is that you don’t actually have to run a red
light to get “caught.” Many drivers have triggered the cameras simply by
making a right turn on red or crossing the sensor but not advancing into the
intersection. Soon thereafter they receive a traffic ticket in the mail
demanding payment of the fine.

Indeed, these intricate red light camera systems—which also function as
surveillance cameras—placed in cities and towns throughout America
ostensibly for our own good, are in reality simply another means for
government and corporate officials to fleece the American people. Follow
the money trail beyond the local governments working with the Australian
corporation Redflex to inflict these cameras on drivers, and you’ll find
millions of dollars in campaign funds flowing to politicians from lobbyists
for the red light camera industry.?°

Studies show that lengthening the time of yellow lights actually serves to
minimize accidents.?’ One particularly corrupt practice aimed at increasing
the incidence of red light violations (and fines) involves the shortening of
the time of yellow lights in intersections with red light cameras. An
investigative report by a Tampa Bay news station revealed that Florida
officials conspired to reduce the length of yellow light time at key
intersections in order to collect more fines via red light cameras. By



reducing the length of yellow lights by a mere half-second, Florida officials
doubled the number of citations issued.?> Contrast that with what happened
when the yellow light time was increased from 3 seconds to the minimum
requirement of 4.3 seconds at one Florida intersection: traffic citations
dropped by 90 percent.?

Truancy Court Schemes

Yet another ploy to separate taxpayers from their hard-earned dollars and
render them criminals, are school truancy laws. While disguised as well-
meaning attempts to resolve attendance issues in the schools, they are
nothing more than stealth maneuvers aimed at enriching school districts and
court systems alike through excessive fines and jail sentences.** Much like
the profit incentives behind privatized prisons and red light traffic cameras,
there are also profit motives driving most of the state truancy laws and
courts.

Under this increasingly popular system of truancy enforcement, instead of
giving students detention or some other in-school punishment for
“unauthorized” absences, schools are now opting to fine parents and force
them or their kids to serve jail time. (“Unauthorized” is the key word here,
of course, since schools retain the right to determine whether an absence
sanctioned by a parent or even a doctor is acceptable.) For example,
California students are fined $250 for being late to school.?® Parents in
Florida can be charged with a second-degree misdemeanor and face up to
two months in jail if their kids have fifteen or more unexcused absences
from school over the course of three months.?® Truancy laws in Alabama,
Texas, and North Carolina, among other states, have also resulted in parents
doing jail time for their kids’ absenteeism.

Serfs in Bondage



This is what a world without any real rule of law looks like—one where the
lines between private and public property have been so blurred that private
property is reduced to little more than something the government can use to
control, manipulate, and harass you to suit its own purposes, and you, the
homeowner and citizen, have been reduced to little more than a tenant or
serf in bondage to an inflexible landlord. It is also a world where the
government lays claim to your property, your children, and you. In other
words, it is quickly becoming a totalitarian regime.



CHAPTER 11

Ravaged, Raped,
and Stripped of Our Dignity

“The Fourth Amendment was designed to stand between us and arbitrary
governmental authority. For all practical purposes, that shield has been
shattered, leaving our liberty and personal integrity subject to the whim of
every cop on the beat, trooper on the highway and jail official. The framers
would be appalled.”’—HERMAN SCHWARTZ, The Nation

Police carry out a roadside cavity search on a woman “suspected” of
littering.



We in America get so focused on the Fourth Amendment’s requirement of a
warrant before government agents can invade our property (a requirement
that means little in an age of kangaroo courts and rubberstamped warrant
requests) that we fail to properly appreciate the first part of the statement
declaring that we have a right to be secure in our “persons, houses, papers,
and effects.”

What this means is that the Fourth Amendment’s protections were intended
to not only follow us wherever we go but also apply to all that is ours—
whether you’re talking about our physical bodies, our biometric data, our
possessions, our families, or our way of life. While the literal purpose of the
amendment is to protect our property and our bodies from unwarranted
government intrusion, the moral intention behind it is to protect our human
dignity. However, at a time when the government routinely cites national
security as the justification for its endless violations of the Constitution, the
idea that a citizen can actually be “secure” or protected against such
government overreach seems increasingly implausible.

Government-Sanctioned Humiliation and Degradation

In a judicial and bureaucratic environment in which concerns for privacy
and human dignity have been largely discounted, the courts have
increasingly erred on the side of giving government officials—especially
the police—vast discretion when it comes to doing their jobs.

Strip searches, government-sanctioned exercises in humiliation and
degradation, embody all that is wrong with the American dream-turned-
nightmare. In the past, strip searches were resorted to only in exceptional
circumstances where police were confident that a serious crime was in
progress. In recent years, however, strip searches have become routine
operating procedures in which everyone is rendered a suspect and, as such,
is subjected to treatment once reserved for only the most serious of
criminals.



SCOTUS Up the Wazoo (Illustration by Pat Bagley)

Thanks to the U.S. Supreme Court’s ruling in Florence v. Bd. of Chosen
Freeholders of County of Burlington, these strip searches can be carried out
for a broad range of violations, no matter how minor. In that case, the
justices ruled that any person who is arrested and processed at a jail house,
regardless of the severity of his or her offense (i.e., they can be guilty of
nothing more than a minor traffic offense), can be subjected to a virtual
strip search by police or jail officials, which involves exposing the genitals
and the buttocks.? This “license to probe” is now being extended to roadside
stops, as police officers throughout the country have begun performing
roadside strip searches—some involving anal and vaginal probes—without
any evidence of wrongdoing and without a warrant.



Examples of minor infractions which have resulted in strip searches include
individuals arrested for driving with a noisy muffler, driving with an
inoperable headlight, failing to use a turn signal, riding a bicycle without an
audible bell, making an improper left turn, and engaging in an antiwar
demonstration (the individual searched was a nun, a Sister of Divine
Providence for fifty years).? Police have also carried out strip searches for
passing a bad check, dog leash violations, filing a false police report, failing
to produce a driver’s license after making an illegal left turn, having
outstanding parking tickets, and public intoxication.* A failure to pay child
support could also result in a strip search.

The cases are legion.

Leila Tarantino was subjected to two roadside strip searches during a
routine traffic stop in plain view of passing traffic, while her two children—
ages one and four—waited inside her car. During the second strip search,
presumably in an effort to ferret out drugs, a female officer “forcibly
removed” a tampon from Tarantino. No contraband or anything illegal was
found.®

A North Carolina public school allegedly strip-searched a 10-year-old boy
in search of a $20 bill lost by another student, despite the fact that the boy,
J.C., twice told school officials he did not have the missing money. The
assistant principal reportedly ordered the fifth grader to disrobe down to his
underwear and subjected him to an aggressive strip-search that included
rimming the edge of his underwear. The missing money was later found in
the school cafeteria.®

Suspecting that Georgia Tech alum Mary Clayton might have been
attempting to smuggle a Chik-Fil-A sandwich into the football stadium, a
Georgia Tech police officer allegedly subjected the season ticket-holder to a
strip search that included a close examination of her underwear and bra. No
contraband chicken was found.”

Sixty-nine-year-old Gerald Dickson was handcuffed and taken into custody
(although not arrested or charged with any crime) after giving a ride to a
neighbor’s son, whom police suspected of being a drug dealer. Despite
Dickson’s insistence that the bulge under his shirt was the result of a



botched hernia surgery, police ordered Dickson to “strip off his clothes,
bend over and expose all of his private parts. No drugs or contraband were
found.”®

In Chicago, a 15-year-old boy accused by an anonymous tipster of holding
drugs was taken to a locker room by two security guards, a Chicago police
officer, and a female assistant principal, and made to stand against a wall
and drop his pants while one of the security guards inspected his genitals.
No drugs were found.®

Four Milwaukee police were charged with carrying out rectal searches of
suspects on the street and in police district stations over the course of
several years. One of the officers was accused of conducting searches of
men’s anal and scrotal areas, often inserting his fingers into their rectums.!°
Half way across the country, the city of Oakland, California, has agreed to
pay $4.6 million to 39 men who had their pants pulled down by police on
city streets between 2002 and 2009."!

Thirty-eight-year-old Angel Dobbs and her 24-year-old niece, Ashley, were
pulled over by a Texas state trooper on July 13, 2012, allegedly for flicking
cigarette butts out of the car window.'? Insisting that he smelled marijuana,
the trooper proceeded to interrogate them and search the car. Despite the
fact that both women denied smoking or possessing any marijuana, the
police officer then called in a female trooper, who carried out a roadside
cavity search, sticking her fingers into the older woman’s anus and vagina,
then performing the same procedure on the younger woman, wearing the
same pair of gloves.'* No marijuana was found.

The Reality of Our Age

The reality of our age is this: if the government chooses to crash through
our doors, listen to our phone calls, read our emails and text messages, fine
us for growing vegetables in our front yard, forcibly take our blood and



saliva, and probe our vaginas and rectums, there’s little we can do to stop
them. At least, not at that particular moment.

When you’re face to face with a government agent who is not only armed to
the hilt and inclined to shoot first and ask questions later but also woefully
ignorant of the fact that he works for you, if you value your life, you don’t
talk back.

This sad reality did not simply creep up on us. It came about as a result of
our being asleep at the wheel. We failed to ask questions and hold our
representatives accountable to abiding by the Constitution, while the
government amassed an amazing amount of power over us, and backed up
that power-grab with a terrifying amount of military might and weaponry,
and got the courts to sanction their actions every step of the way.

However, once the dust settles and you’ve had a chance to catch your
breath, I hope you’ll remember that the Constitution begins with those three
beautiful words, “We the people.” In other words, there is no government
without us: our sheer numbers, our muscle, our economy, our physical
presence in this land. There can also be no police state—no tyranny—no
routine violations of our rights without our complicity and collusion—
without our turning a blind eye, shrugging our shoulders, allowing
ourselves to be distracted, and our civic awareness diluted.

If there has ever been a wake-up call, it is now. But if we continue to sleep,
when we do wake up, the beast that will be staring us down will be
unstoppable.



CHAPTER 12

Lessons in Indoctrination and Compliance

“Is 1t surprising that prisons resemble factories, schools, barracks, hospitals,
which all resemble prisons?”™!

—MICHEL FOUCAULT

“[The aim of public education is not] to fill the young of the species with
knowledge and awaken their intelligence. ... Nothing could be further from
the truth. The aim ... is simply to reduce as many individuals as possible to
the same safe level, to breed and train a standardized citizenry, to put down
dissent and originality. That is its aim in the United States.”

—HENRY MENCKEN, American Journalist (April 1924)

How do you persuade a nation of relatively freedom-loving individuals to
march in lock step with a police state? You start by convincing them that
they’re in danger, and only the government can protect them. Keep them
keyed up with constant danger alerts, and the occasional terrorist incident,
whether real or staged. Distract them with wall-to-wall news coverage
about sinking ships, disappearing planes, and pseudo-celebrities spouting
racist diatribes. Use blockbuster movies, reality shows, and violent video
games to hype them up on military tactics, and then while they’re distracted



and numb to all that is taking place around them, indoctrinate their young
people to your way of thinking, relying primarily on the public schools and
popular culture.

After all, public education the world over has always been the vehicle for
statist propaganda of one sort or another, whether it’s religion, militarism,
democracy, or totalitarianism, and America is no exception. In fact, today’s
public schools, far from being bastions of free speech, are merely
microcosms of the world beyond the schoolhouse gates, and increasingly
it’s a world hostile to freedom.

Microcosms of the Police State

Within America’s public schools can be found almost every aspect of the
American police state that plagues those of us on the “outside”: metal
detectors,? surveillance cameras,* militarized police, drug-sniffing dogs,®
tasers, cyber-surveillance, random searches—the list goes on. Whether it
takes the form of draconian zero-tolerance policies, overreaching anti-
bullying statutes, police officers tasked with tasering and arresting so-called
unruly children,® standardized testing with its emphasis on rote answers and
political correctness, or the extensive use of surveillance systems cropping
up in schools all over the country, young people in America are first in line
to be indoctrinated into compliant citizens of the new American police
state.

Zero-tolerance policies, which punish all offenses severely, no matter how
minor, condition young people to steer clear of doing anything that might
be considered out of line, whether it’s pointing their fingers like a gun,’
drawing on their desks,® or chewing their gum too loudly.®

Surveillance technologies, used by school officials, police, NSA agents, and
corporate entities to track the everyday activities of students, accustom
young people to life in an electronic concentration camp, with all of their



movements monitored, their interactions assessed, and their activities
recorded and archived. For example, the Department of Education (DOE),
along with colleges and state agencies such as the Department of Labor and
the offices of Technology and Children and Family Services, has created a
system to track, archive, and disseminate data on every single part of a
child’s educational career. The system relies on a database called inBloom,
which is funded by corporate magnates such as the Bill and Melinda Gates
Foundation and Rupert Murdoch’s News Corp. DOE has also received $40
million from various state and federal agencies to help fund the program.'®

Metal detectors at school entrances and police patrolling school hallways
acclimatize young people to being viewed as suspects. Funded in part by
federal grants, school districts across the country have “paid local police
agencies to provide armed ‘school resource officers’ for high schools,
middle schools and sometimes even elementary schools.”'! As the New
York Times reports, “Hundreds of additional districts, including those in
Houston, Los Angeles and Philadelphia, have created police forces of their
own, employing thousands of sworn officers.”!? In fact, security guards now
outnumber high school teachers in the United States.!?



America’s school-to-prison pipeline is fully operational and busy churning
out newly minted citizens of the American police state who have been
taught the hard way what it means to comply and march in lockstep with
the government’s dictates.

(Illustration by Khalil Bendib)

The problem, of course, is that the very presence of these police officers in
the schools results in greater numbers of students being arrested or charged
with crimes for nonviolent, childish behavior. In Texas, for example, school
police officers write more than 100,000 misdemeanor tickets a year, each
ticket amounting to hundreds of dollars in court fines'*—a convenient
financial windfall for the states. All too often, these incidents remain on
students’ permanent records, impacting college and job applications.

Weapons of compliance, such as tasers that deliver electrical shocks lethal
enough to kill, not only teach young people to fear the police—the face of
our militarized government—but teach them that torture is an accepted
means of controlling the population. It’s a problem that has grown
exponentially as the schools have increasingly clamored for—and hired on
—their own police forces. One high school student in Texas suffered severe
brain damage and nearly died after being tasered. A 15-year-old disabled
North Carolina student was tasered three times, resulting in punctured
lungs. A New York student was similarly tasered for lying on the floor and

crying.'®

Standardized testing and Common Core programs, which discourage
students from thinking for themselves while rewarding them for
regurgitating whatever the government, through its so-called educational
standards, dictates they should be taught, is creating a generation of test-
takers capable of little else, molded and shaped by the federal government
and its corporate allies into what it considers to be ideal citizens. Analytical
thinking, once the basis of the education system, is virtually gone.
Incredibly, despite the fact that the United States invests more money in



public education (roughly $8,000 per child per year) than many other
developed countries, America ranks 27th in the world for school
educational achievement.'®

Overt censorship, monitoring, and enforcing values of “political
correctness,” which manifest themselves in a variety of ways from Internet
filters on school computers to sexual harassment policies, habituate young
people to a world in which nonconformist, divergent, and politically
incorrect ideas and speech are treated as unacceptable or dangerous. In such
an environment, a science teacher criticizing evolution can get fired for
insubordination,'” a 9-year-old boy remarking that his teacher is “cute” can
be suspended for sexual harassment,'® students detected using their smart
phones during class time can be reported for not paying attention in class,
and those accused of engaging in “bullying, cyber-bullying, hate and
shaming activities, depression, harm and self harm, self hate and suicide,
crime, vandalism, substance abuse and truancy” on social media such as
Twitter or Facebook, will have their posts and comments analyzed by an
outside government contractor.'®

So far I’ve only mentioned what’s happening within the public schools. It
doesn’t even begin to touch on extracurricular activities such as the
Explorers program, which trains young people—*“ages 14 to 21 who have a
C average”—to be future agents of the police state.?® Explorers meet
weekly, train for competitions, and spend their weekends working on
service projects. In one Border Patrol training exercise, teenagers as young
as 14, suited up in military gear with lethal-looking airsoft guns, were
“instructed on how to quiet an obstreperous lookout,” reports the New York
Times. “Put him on his face and put a knee in his back,” a Border Patrol
agent explained. “I guarantee that he’ll shut up.”*!

Then there’s the military’s use of video games and blockbuster movies to
propagandize war and recruit young people. Thanks to a collaboration
between the Department of Defense and the entertainment industry, the
American taxpayer is paying for what amounts to a propaganda campaign
aimed at entrenching the power of the military in American society.?? As
author Nick Turse points out, “Today, almost everywhere you look, whether
at the latest blockbuster on the big screen or what’s on much smaller



screens in your own home—Ilikely made by a defense contractor like Sony,
Samsung, Panasonic or Toshiba—you’ll find the Pentagon or its corporate
partners.”*?

As if military propaganda weren’t enough, American schools have also
been eager participants in the government’s surplus military recycling
program. For example, a growing number of school districts have received
free military surplus gear, mine-resistant armored vehicles, grenade
launchers and M 16 assault rifles.?* The most common justification for such
equipment is that it is necessary in order to avoid another Columbine or
Newtown school shooting.?®

The School-to-Prison Pipeline

The ramifications of training children to live in a police state are obviously
far-reaching. But the trend is also to treat them like hard-core criminals, as
well. As Emily Bloomenthal, writing for the New York University Review
of Law & Social Change, explains:

Studies have found that youth who have been suspended are at increased
risk of being required to repeat a grade, and suspensions are a strong
predictor of later school dropout. Researchers have concluded that
“suspension often becomes a ‘pushout’ tool to encourage low-achieving
students and those viewed as ‘troublemakers’ to leave school before
graduation.” Students who have been suspended are also more likely to
commit a crime and/or to end up incarcerated as an adult, a pattern that has
been dubbed the “school-to-prison pipeline.”?®

There is no shortage of examples in which children are suspended,
handcuffed, arrested, and even tasered for what used to be considered



childlike behavior. Case in point: in Pennsylvania, a ten-year-old boy was
suspended for shooting an imaginary “arrow” at a fellow classmate, using
nothing more than his hands and his imagination.?” In Colorado, a six-year-
old boy was suspended and accused of sexual harassment for kissing the
hand of a girl in his class whom he had a crush on.?® In Alabama, a diabetic
teenager was slammed into a filing cabinet and arrested after falling asleep
during an in-school suspension.?? Seven North Carolina students were
arrested for throwing water balloons as part of a school prank.3°

What is particularly chilling is how effective these lessons in compliance
are in indoctrinating young people to accept their role in the police state,
either as criminals or prison guards. For six years, sociologist Alice
Goffman lived in a low-income urban neighborhood, documenting the
impact of such an environment—a microcosm of the police state—on its
residents. Her account of neighborhood children playing cops and robbers
speaks volumes about how constant exposure to pat downs, strip searches,
surveillance and arrests can result in a populace that meekly allows itself to
be prodded, poked, and stripped:

Goffman sometimes saw young children playing the age-old game of cops
and robbers in the street, only the child acting the part of the robber
wouldn’t even bother to run away: I saw children give up running and
simply stick their hands behind their back, as if in handcufts; push their
body up against a car without being asked; or lie flat on the ground and put
their hands over their head. The children yelled, “I’m going to lock you up!
I’m going to lock you up, and you ain’t never coming home!” I once saw a
six-year-old pull another child’s pants down to do a “cavity search.”!

‘Your Child Belongs to Me Already’



What’s really unnerving are the similarities between our own system of
youth indoctrination and that of Nazi Germany with its Hitler Youth
programs and overt campaign of educational indoctrination. In fact, the
United States Holocaust Memorial Museum provides some valuable insight
into education in the Nazi state, which was responsible for winning
“millions of German young people ... over to Nazism in the classroom and
through extracurricular activities.”** The similarities are startling, ranging
from the dismissal of teachers deemed to be “politically unreliable” to the
introduction of classroom textbooks that taught students obedience to state
authority and militarism.*® “Board games and toys for children served as
another way to spread racial and political propaganda to German youth.
Toys were also used as propaganda vehicles to indoctrinate children into
militarism.”** And then there was the Hitler Youth, a paramilitary youth
group intended to train young people for future service in the armed forces
and government.*®



Pictured here, young “Explorers” carry out a terrorism training drill as part
of a Boy Scouts-affiliated program that prepares young people for future
careers in law enforcement. (Photo by Todd Krainin for The New York
Times)

Hitler himself recognized the value of indoctrinating young people. As he
noted, “When an opponent declares, ‘I will not come over to your side, and
you will not get me on your side,’ I calmly say, ‘Your child belongs to me
already. A people lives forever. What are you? You will pass on. Your
descendants however now stand in the new camp. In a short time they will
know nothing else but this new community.’”*¢



CHAPTER 13

Snitches for the Police State

“There were relatively few secret police, and most were just processing the
information coming in. I had found a shocking fact. It wasn’t the secret
police who were doing this wide-scale surveillance and hiding on every
street corner. It was the ordinary German people who were informing on
their neighbors.”'—Professor ROBERT GELLATELY



If you see something suspicious, says the Department of Homeland
Security, say something about it to the police, call it in to a government
hotline, or report it using a convenient app on your smart phone. The “See
Something, Say Something” poster has appeared for more than a decade
throughout the New York City Subway system.

(Source: Dept. of Homeland Security)

The police state could not ask for a better citizenry than one that carries out
its own policing. After all, the police can’t be everywhere. So how do you
police a nation when your population outnumbers your army of soldiers?
How do you carry out surveillance on a nation when there aren’t enough



cameras, let alone viewers, to monitor every square inch of the country
24/7? How do you not only track but analyze the transactions, interactions,
and movements of every person within the United States?

The answer is simpler than it seems: You persuade the citizenry to be your
eyes and ears. You hype them up on color-coded “terror alerts,” keep them
in the dark about the distinctions between actual threats and staged
“training” drills so that all crises seem real, desensitize them to the sight of
militarized police walking their streets, acclimatize them to being surveilled
“for their own good,” and then indoctrinate them into thinking that they are
the only ones who can save the nation from another 9/11.

As historian Robert Gellately points out, a Nazi-like order requires at least
some willing collaborators to succeed.? In other words, this is how you turn
a people into extensions of the omniscient, omnipotent, omnipresent police
state, and in the process turn a citizenry against each other.

It’s a brilliant ploy, with the added bonus that while the citizenry remains
focused on and distrustful of each other and shadowy forces from outside
the country, they’re incapable of focusing on more definable threats that fall
closer to home—namely the government and its cabal of Constitution-
destroying agencies and corporate partners.

Community Policing

For more than a decade now, the DHS has plastered its “See Something,
Say Something” campaign on the walls of metro stations, on billboards, on
coffee cup sleeves, at the Super Bowl, and even on television monitors in
the Statue of Liberty.> Now colleges, universities,* and even football teams
and sporting arenas® are lining up for grants to participate in the program.

If you see something suspicious, says the Department of Homeland
Security, say something about it to the police, call it in to a government
hotline, or report it using a convenient app on your smart phone. (If you’re



a whistleblower wanting to snitch on government wrong-doing, however,
forget about it—the government doesn’t take kindly to having its dirty
deeds publicized® and, God forbid, being made to account for them.)

This is what 1s commonly referred to as community policing. Yet while
community policing and federal programs such as “See Something, Say
Something” are sold to the public as patriotic attempts to be on guard
against those who would harm us, they are little more than totalitarian
tactics dressed up and repackaged for a more modern audience as well-
intentioned appeals to law and order and security.

This DHS slogan is nothing more than the government’s way of
indoctrinating “we the people” into the mindset that we’re an extension of
the government and, as such, have a patriotic duty to be suspicious of, spy
on, and turn in our fellow citizens.

Community policing did not come about as a feel-good, empowering
response to individuals trying to “take back™ their communities from crime
syndicates and drug lords. Rather, “Community-Oriented Policing” or
COPs (short for Community Partnerships, Organizational Transformation,
and Problem Solving)’ is a Department of Justice (DOJ) program designed
to foster “partnerships” between local police agencies and members of the
community.? In reality, this program turns “local” police agencies into
extensions of the federal government. (Remember, this is the same Justice
Department which, in conjunction with the DHS, has been providing
funding and equipping local police agencies across the country with
surveillance devices and military gear. These same local police have been
carrying out upwards of 80,000 SWAT team raids a year on individuals,®
some of whom are guilty of nothing more than growing tomatoes and
breeding orchids without the proper paperwork.)

What’s Wrong with Community Policing?



The problem with community policing schemes is that they are not, in fact,
making America any safer. Instead, they’re turning us into a legalistic,
intolerant, squealing, bystander nation content to report a so-called violation
to the cops and then turn a blind eye to the ensuing tragedies. Curiously
enough, there’s rarely little indignation over the police state’s partners-in-
crime—the neighbors, the clerks, the utility workers—who turn in their
fellow citizens for little more than having unsightly lawns and voicing
controversial ideas.

Apart from the sheer idiocy of arresting people for such harmless “crimes”
as letting their kids walk to the park alone, peeling the bark off a tree, and
living off the grid, there’s also the unfortunate fact that once the police are
called in, with their ramped up protocols, battlefield mindset, militarized
weapons, uniforms and equipment, and war zone tactics, it’s a process that
1s nearly impossible to turn back and one that too often ends in tragedy for
all those involved.

For instance, when a neighbor repeatedly called the police to report that 5-
year-old Phoenix Turnbull was keeping a pet red hen (nickname: Carson
Petey) in violation of an Atwater, Minnesota, city ordinance against
backyard chickens, the police chief got involved.!® In an effort to appease
the complaining neighbor and “protect a nearby elementary school from a
chicken on the loose,” the police chief walked onto the Turnbull’s property,
decapitated the hen with a shovel, deposited the severed head on the
family’s front stoop, and left a neighborhood child to report the news that
“the cops killed your chicken!”"!

Community Partners in the Policing Scheme

In much the same way the old African proverb “it takes a village to raise a
child” was used to make the case for an all-encompassing government
program of social welfare,'? the DHS and the DOJ are attempting to make
the case that it takes a nation to catch a terrorist. To this end, the Justice



Department identifies five distinct “partners” in the community policing
scheme: law enforcement and other government agencies, community
members and groups, nonprofits, churches and service providers, private
businesses, and the media.

Together, these groups are supposed to “identify” community concerns,
“engage” the community in achieving specific goals, serve as “powerful”
partners with the government, and add their “considerable resources” to the
government’s already massive arsenal of technology and intelligence. The
mainstream media’s role, long recognized as being a mouthpiece for the
government, is formally recognized as “publicizing” services from
government or community agencies or new laws or codes that will be
enforced, as well as shaping public perceptions of the police, crime
problems, and fear of crime."?

Amazingly, the Justice Department guidelines sound as if they were taken
from a Nazi guide on how to rule a nation. “Germans not only watched out
for ‘crimes’ and other deviations” of fellow German citizens, Robert
Gellately writes, “but they watched each other.”'4



CHAPTER 14

The Double Standard in Defense

“A well regulated militia, being necessary to the security of a free state, the
right of the people to keep and bear arms, shall not be infringed.”

—The Second Amendment to the U.S. Constitution

“That rifle hanging on the wall of the working-class flat or labourer’s
cottage is the symbol of democracy. It is our job to see that it stays there.”>
—GEORGE ORWELL



When considered in the context of prohibitions against the government, the
Second Amendment reads as a clear rebuke against any attempt to restrict
the citizenry’s gun ownership.

(I1lustration by Yogi Love)

You can largely determine where a person will fall in the debate over gun
control and the Second Amendment based on their view of government and
the role it should play in our lives. Those who want to see government as a
benevolent parent looking out for our best interests tend to interpret the
Second Amendment’s “militia” reference as applying only to the police and
the military.



To those who see the government as inherently corrupt, the Second
Amendment is a means of ensuring that the populace will always have a
way of defending themselves against threats to their freedoms. And then
there are those who view the government as neither good nor evil but
merely a powerful entity that, as Thomas Jefferson recognized, must be
bound “down from mischief by the chains of the Constitution.”* To this
group, the right to bear arms is no different from any other right enshrined
in the Constitution, to be safeguarded, exercised prudently, and maintained
in order to limit and curtail government power.

Unfortunately, while these divergent viewpoints continue to jockey for
supremacy, the American government has adopted a “do what I say, not
what I do”” mindset when it comes to Americans’ rights overall. Nowhere is
this double standard more evident than in the government’s attempts to arm
itself to the teeth, all the while viewing as suspect anyone who dares to
legally own a gun, let alone use one.

The Technicalities of Gun Ownership

Indeed, while it still technically remains legal to own a firearm in America,
possessing one can now get you pulled over,* searched,® arrested,®
subjected to all manner of surveillance,” treated as a suspect without ever
having committed a crime,® shot at,® and killed. (This same rule does not
apply to law enforcement officials, however, who are armed to the hilt and
rarely given more than a slap on the wrists for using their weapons against
unarmed individuals.)

In 2014, for example, the U.S. Supreme Court refused to hear the case of a
Texas man whose home was subject to a no-knock, SWAT-team style
forceful entry and raid based solely on the suspicion that there were legally-
owned firearms in his household. Making matters worse, police panicked
and opened fire through a solid wood door on the homeowner, who had
already gone to bed.!°



Earlier that same year, a Florida man traveling through Maryland with his
wife and kids was stopped by a police officer and interrogated about the
whereabouts of his registered handgun. Despite the man’s insistence that the
handgun had been left at home, the officer spent nearly two hours searching
through the couple’s car, patting them down along with their children, and
having them sit in the back of a patrol car.!' No weapon was found.

In 2011 a 25-year-old Philadelphia man was confronted by police, verbally
threatened, and arrested for carrying a gun in public, which is legal within
the city. When Mark Fiorino attempted to explain his rights under the law to
police, a cop ordered him to get on his knees or else “I am gonna shoot ya.”
Fiorino was later released without charges.!?

A provision in a Washington State bill would have authorized police to
search and inspect gun owners’ homes yearly."* Connecticut has adopted a
law banning the sale of large-capacity magazines and assault weapons.'4
And a bill before the New Jersey legislature proposed to reduce the number
of bullets an ammunition magazine could hold from 15 to 10.'°

Then there’s the Department of Health and Human Services, which wants
anyone seeking mental health treatment—mno matter how benign—to be
entered into the FBI’s criminal background check system and have their
Second Amendment rights restricted.'® They would join the ranks of some
175,000 veterans who have been barred from possessing firearms based
solely on the fact that they received psychiatric treatment through the
Department of Veterans Affairs."”

A Shackle on the Government’s Powers

It’s no laughing matter, and yet the joke is on us. “We the people” have
been so focused on debating who or what is responsible for gun violence—
the guns, the gun owners, or our violent culture—and whether the Second
Amendment “allows” us to own guns that we’ve overlooked the most



important and most consistent theme throughout the Constitution: the fact
that it is not merely an enumeration of our rights but was intended to be a
clear shackle on the government’s powers.

When considered in the context of prohibitions against the government, the
Second Amendment reads as a clear rebuke against any attempt to restrict
the citizenry’s gun ownership. As such, it is as necessary an ingredient for
maintaining that tenuous balance between the citizenry and their republic as
any of the other amendments in the Bill of Rights, especially the right to
freedom of speech, assembly, press, petition, security, and due process.

Supreme Court Justice William O. Douglas understood this tension well.
“The Constitution is not neutral,” he remarked. “It was designed to take the
government off the backs of people.”'® In this way, the freedoms enshrined
in the Bill of Rights in their entirety stand as a bulwark against a police
state. To our detriment, these rights have been steadily weakened, eroded,
and undermined in recent years. Yet without any one of them, including the
Second Amendment right to own and bear arms, we are that much more
vulnerable to the vagaries of out-of-control policemen, benevolent dictators,
genuflecting politicians, and overly ambitious bureaucrats.

When all is said and done, the debate over gun ownership really has little to
do with gun violence in America. Eliminating guns will not necessarily
eliminate violence. Those same individuals sick enough to walk into an
elementary school'® or a movie theater?® and open fire using a gun can and
do wreak just as much havoc with homemade bombs made out of pressure
cookers?' and a handful of knives.?

It’s also not even a question of whether Americans need weapons to defend
themselves against any overt threats to our safety or well-being, although a
study by a Quinnipiac University economist indicates that less restrictive
concealed gun-carry laws save lives, while gun control can endanger
them.? In fact, journalist Kevin Carson, writing for Counter Punch,
suggests that prohibiting Americans from owning weapons would be as
dangerously ineffective as Prohibition and the War on the Drugs:



[W]hat strict gun laws will do is take the level of police statism, lawlessness
and general social pathology up a notch in the same way Prohibition and the
Drug War have done. I’d expect a War on Guns to expand the volume of
organized crime, and to empower criminal gangs fighting over control over
the black market, in exactly the same way Prohibition did in the 1920s and
strict drug laws have done since the 1980s. I’d expect it to lead to further
erosion of Fourth Amendment protections against search and seizure,
further militarization of local police via SWAT teams, and further expansion
of the squalid empire of civil forfeiture, perjured jailhouse snitch testimony,
entrapment, planted evidence, and plea deal blackmail.**

Who Gets to Call the Shots?

Truly, the debate over gun ownership in America is really a debate over
who gets to call the shots and control the game. In other words, it’s that
same tug-of-war that keeps getting played out in every confrontation
between the government and the citizenry over who gets to be the master
and who i1s relegated to the part of the servant.

The Constitution is clear on this particular point, with its multitude of
prohibitions on government overreach. As author Edmund A. Opitz
observed in 1964:

No one can read our Constitution without concluding that the people who
wrote it wanted their government severely limited; the words “no” and
“not” employed in restraint of government power occur 24 times in the first
seven articles of the Constitution and 22 more times in the Bill of Rights.?®



As police forces across the country acquire military-grade hardware in
droves, Americans are finding their once-peaceful communities
transformed into military outposts, complete with tanks, weaponry, and
other equipment designed for the battlefield. Pictured is the North Penn
Tactical Response Team of Montgomery County, Pennsylvania, practicing
Cellular Team Tactics. (Photography by Tim McAteer)

In a nutshell, then, the Second Amendment’s right to bear arms reflects not
only a concern for one’s personal defense, but serves as a check on the
political power of the ruling authorities. It represents an implicit warning
against governmental encroachments on one’s freedoms, the warning shot
over the bow to discourage any unlawful violations of our persons or
property. As such, it reinforces that necessary balance in the citizen-state
relationship.

Certainly, dictators in past regimes have understood this principle only too
well. As Adolf Hitler noted, “The most foolish mistake we could possibly



make would be to allow the subject races to possess arms. History shows
that all conquerors who have allowed their subject races to carry arms have
prepared their own downfall by so doing.”?¢ It should come as no surprise,
then, that starting in December 1935, Jews in Germany were prevented
from obtaining shooting licenses, because authorities believed that to allow
them to do so would “endanger the German population.”?’ In late 1938,
special orders were delivered barring Jews from owning firearms, with the
punishment for arms possession being twenty years in a concentration
camp.?®

The rest, as they say, is history. Yet it is a history that we should be wary of
repeating.



CHAPTER 15

Who’s to Blame for Battlefield

America?

“The tools of conquest do not necessarily come with bombs and explosions
and fallout. There are weapons that are simply thoughts, attitudes,
prejudices—to be found only in the minds of men. For the record,
prejudices can kill and suspicion can destroy, and a thoughtless, frightened
search for a scapegoat has a fallout all its own—for the children and the
children yet unborn. And the pity of it is that these things cannot be
confined to The Twilight Zone.”"

—ROD SERLING, The Twilight Zone

So well-oiled and interconnected are the cogs, wheels, and gear shifts of the
government machinery that it can be near to impossible to decipher where
the fault lies when something goes awry. What some are slowly coming to
realize, however, is that the mechanism itself has changed. Its purpose is no
longer to keep the republic running smoothly. To the contrary, this
particular contraption’s purpose is to maintain control and keep the
corporate police state in power. Thus, when hiccups, belches, whinges, and
jams arise, they are not being caused by the mechanism itself becoming
faulty—its various parts are already a corrupt part of the whole. Rather,
that’s the sound of someone jamming the mechanism and interrupting the
smooth flow of the corporate state.



Just consider how insidious and incestuous the various “parts” of the
mechanism have become.

Perhaps the most notorious offenders and most obvious culprits in the
creation of the corporate state, Congress has proven itself to be both inept
and avaricious,? oblivious champions of an authoritarian system that is
systematically dismantling their constituents’ fundamental rights. Congress’
most grievous behavior, however, is its failure to hold the president
accountable, enabling him to routinely operate above the law. The precedent
set of Congress going along with senseless and illegal White House policies
has turned the office of the president into an untouchable, unstoppable
force.

What began with the passage of the USA Patriot Act in October 2001 has
snowballed into the eradication of every vital safeguard against government



overreach, corruption, and abuse. (Illustration by Caroline Jonik)

The Executive Branch is no better, no matter which party occupies the
White House. For example, despite having ridden into office on a wave of
optimism and the promise of a new America free of civil liberties abuses,
Barack Obama has proven to be a more effective manipulator of the
American people than his predecessors. His presidency will be defined by
“kill lists;”® the murder of civilians (including women and children) in
secret drone strikes abroad, including drone strikes against at least four
American citizens living outside the country;* the championing of
warrantless surveillance of American citizens; and the funneling of arms to
al-Qaeda backed rebels in Syria.®

The U.S. Supreme Court—once the last refuge of justice, the one
governmental body really capable of rolling back the slowly emerging
tyranny enveloping America—has instead become the champion of the
American police state, absolving government and corporate officials of their
crimes while relentlessly punishing the average American for exercising his
or her rights. In one month alone in 2013, the justices determined that
criminal suspects, who are supposed to be treated as innocent until proven
guilty, may have their DNA forcibly extracted from them by police;® that
staying silent while the police question you may be considered evidence of
guilt, despite the Fifth Amendment’s protection against self-incrimination
and the well-established “right to remain silent”;” and that it operates in a
zone in which First Amendment protections cease to exist, as they have
unilaterally barred protests outside the Supreme Court building, countering
a federal court decision that determined that activities on the Supreme Court
grounds are protected by the First Amendment. These are just three
examples of a Court that, like the rest of the government, places profit,
security, and convenience above our basic rights.

The military now largely operates as its own branch of the government,
controlled less by Congress and the White House than by the profit-driven
motives of the corporate state. Indeed, the coup d’état wresting control of
our government from civilians and delivering it into the hands of the



military industrial complex happened decades ago while our backs were
turned and our minds distracted. Consequently, we now find ourselves in
the unenviable position of longing for an elusive peace while trying to rein
in a runaway militarized government with a gargantuan and profit-driven
appetite for war.®

President Barack Obama greets Supreme Court Justice Ruth Bader
Ginsburg prior to his State of the Union address in front of a joint session of
Congress on Tuesday, Jan. 24, 2012, at the Capitol in Washington.
(Photography by Associated Press)

Of course, this quadrumvirate of total control would be completely
ineffective without a propaganda machine provided by the world’s largest
corporations. Besides shoving drivel down our throats at every possible
moment, the so-called news agencies, which are supposed to act as



bulwarks against government propaganda, have instead become the mouth-
pieces of the state. One need only look at the media’s behavior post-9/11 to
understand what [ mean. From championing the invasion of Iraq based
upon absolute fabrications,® to the fanatic support of all government
surveillance policies and the demonization of whistle blowers, the pundits
who pollute our airwaves are at best court jesters and at worst propagandists
for the false reality created by the American government.

In some instances, as legendary journalist Carl Bernstein shows, members
of the media have also served as extensions of the surveillance state, with
reporters actually carrying out assignments for the CIA. “Reporters shared
their notebooks with the CIA,” Bernstein writes. “Some of the journalists
were Pulitzer Prize winners,” with some being “full-time CIA employees
masquerading as journalists abroad.”'® Executives with CBS, the New York
Times and Time magazine also worked closely with the CIA to vet the
news. Bernstein continues:

Other organizations which cooperated with the CIA include the American
Broadcasting Company, the National Broadcasting Company, the
Associated Press, United Press International, Reuters, Hearst Newspapers,
Scripps-Howard, Newsweek magazine, the Mutual Broadcasting System,
the Miami Herald and the old Saturday Evening Post and New York Herald-
Tribune.!

In other words, the “news” we receive is routinely edited by government
surveillance agents.

The Complicity of the Nobodies



Finally, there can be no discounting the role of the American people in
bringing about our own ruin. As Nazi concentration camp survivor Hannah
Arendt suggests, it is the sheepish masses who mindlessly march in
lockstep with the government’s dictates—expressing no outrage,
demanding no reform, and issuing no challenge to the status quo—who are
to blame for the prison walls being erected around us. The author of The
Origins of Totalitarianism, Arendt warned that “the greatest evil perpetrated
is the evil committed by nobodies, that is, by human beings who refuse to
be persons.”'?

This is where so-called “free” nations fall to ruin, and bureaucracy and
tyranny prevail.

The most superior engine in the world still requires some form of energy to
bring it to life and maintain it, and in this particular mechanism, “we the
people” serve that vital function. We are the petrol that powers the motor,
for good or bad. We now belong to a permanent underclass in America. It
doesn’t matter what you call us—chattel, slaves, worker bees—it’s all the
same. What matters is that we are expected to march in lockstep with and
submit to the will of the state in all matters, public and private.

Through our complicity in matters large and small, we have allowed an out-
of-control corporate-state apparatus to take over every element of American
society. Our failure to remain informed about what is taking place in our
government, to know and exercise our rights, to vocally protest, to demand
accountability on the part of our government representatives, and at a
minimum to care about the plight of our fellow Americans, has been our
downfall. Having allowed ourselves to descend into darkness, refusing to
see what is really happening, happily trading the truth for false promises of
security and freedom, we have allowed the police state to emerge and to
flourish.

Too many of us willingly, knowingly, and deliberately comprise what
Arendt refers to as “cogs in the mass-murder machine.” These cogs are
none other than those of us who have turned a blind eye to the government
corruption, or shrugged dismissively at the ongoing injustices, or tuned out
the mayhem in favor of entertainment distractions. Just as guilty are those
who have traded in their freedoms for a phantom promise of security, not to



mention those who feed the machine unquestioningly with their tax dollars
and partisan politics.

And then there are those who work for the government, either directly or as
contractors for federal, state, or local governments. These government
employees—the soldiers, the cops, the technicians, the social workers, etc.
—are neither evil nor sadistic. They’re simply minions being paid to do a
job, whether that job is to arrest you, spy on you, investigate you, crash
through your door, etc.'* However, we would do well to remember that
those who worked at the Nazi concentration camps and ferried the victims
to the gas chambers were also just “doing their jobs.”

A Fearful People

Living in a free society means not having to look over your shoulder to see
whether the government is watching or fearing that a government agent
might perpetuate violence upon you. Unfortunately, subjected as we are to
government surveillance from body scanners, militarized police, roadside
strip searches, SWAT team raids, drones, and other trappings of a police
state, “we the people” do not live in a free society any longer.

Not only are we no longer a free people but we have become a fearful
people, as well, helped along in large part by politicians eager to capitalize
on our fears. As Julie Hanus writes for Utne: “Since the 1980s, society at
large has bolted frantically from one panic to the next. Fear of crime
reduced us to wrecks, but before long we were also howling about deadly
diseases, drug abusers, online pedophiles, avian flu, teens gone wild, mad
cows, anthrax, immigrants, environmental collapse, and—Iet us not forget
—terrorists.”!*



A member of the Wichita Falls SWAT team conducts a rifle drill at a law
enforcement shooting range March 14, 2013. The exercise was a part of a
joint exercise with an Air Force Explosive Ordinance Disposal team from
the 366th Training Squadron. (Photography by Jelani Gibson)

Now thanks to a militarized police force, a weaponized bureaucracy, a
technologically adept surveillance state, and a corporate elite that reigns
over all, we’ve got a few more fears to add to that growing list, and with
good reason: fear of the police—local, state, and federal agents—fear of our
own government, and fear that we are little more than prisoners in this
police state.

A Psychopathic Government



Modern government in general—ranging from the militarized police in
SWAT team gear crashing through our doors to the rash of innocent citizens
being gunned down by police to the invasive spying on everything we do—
is acting illogically, even psychopathically.'® (Again, the characteristics of a
psychopath include a “lack of remorse and empathy, a sense of grandiosity,
superficial charm, conning and manipulative behavior, and refusal to take
responsibility for one’s actions, among others.”¢)

When our own government no longer sees us as human beings with dignity
and worth but as things to be manipulated, maneuvered, mined for data,
manhandled by police, conned into believing it has our best interests at
heart, mistreated, jailed if we dare step out of line, and then punished
unjustly without remorse—all the while refusing to own up to its failings—
we are no longer operating under a constitutional republic. Instead, what we
are experiencing is a pathocracy: tyranny at the hands of a psychopathic
government, which “operates against the interests of its own people except
for favoring certain groups.”!”

Unfortunately, the faceless, nameless, bureaucratic government machine
that relentlessly erodes our freedoms through a million laws, statutes, and
prohibitions is nearly impossible to shut down once it has been erected and
set into motion. Obedience is the precondition to totalitarianism, and the
precondition to obedience is fear. Regimes of the past and present
understand this. “The very first essential for success,” Hitler wrote in Mein
Kampf, “is a perpetually constant and regular employment of violence.”'®

Slaves in Thrall to the Machine

If there 1s any glimmer of hope to be found, it will take a citizenry willing
to be active at the local level. Clearly we cannot wait for things to get
completely out of control. If you wait to act until the SWAT team is



crashing through your door, until your name is placed on a terror watch list,
until you are reported for such outlawed activities as collecting rainwater or
letting your children play outside unsupervised, then it will be too late.

This much I know: we are not faceless numbers. We are not cogs in the
machine. We are not slaves. We are people, and free people at that. As the
Founders understood, our freedoms do not flow from the government. They
were not given to us, to be taken away at the will of the State; they are
inherently ours. In the same way, the government’s appointed purpose is not
to threaten or undermine our freedoms, but to safeguard them.

Until we can get back to this way of thinking, until we can remind our
fellow Americans what it really means to be a free American, and until we
learn to stand our ground in the face of threats to those freedoms and
encourage our fellow citizens to stop being cogs in the machine, we will
continue to be treated like slaves in thrall to the bureaucratic police state.






“The greatest evil is not now done in those sordid ‘dens of crime’ that
Dickens loved to paint. It is not done even in concentration camps and
labour camps. In those we see its final result. But it is conceived and
ordered (moved, seconded, carried, and minuted) in clean, carpeted,
warmed and well-lighted offices, by quiet men with white collars and cut
fingernails and smooth-shaven cheeks who do not need to raise their voices.
Hence, naturally enough, my symbol for Hell is something like the
bureaucracy of a police state or the office of a thoroughly nasty business
concern.”!

— C.S. Lewis,

The Screwtape Letters

“There are always risks in challenging excessive police power, but the risks
of not challenging it are more dangerous, even fatal.”>

— Hunter S. Thompson,

Kingdom of Fear: Loathsome Secrets of a Star-Crossed Child in the Final
Days of the American Century

“It’s an oppressive organization now controlled by one percent of corporate
America. Corporate America is using police forces as their mercenaries.”

— Ray Lewis,

former Philadelphia police captain



Reality Check

FACT: At least 400 to 500 innocent people are killed by police officers
every year.? Indeed, Americans are now eight times more likely to die
in a police confrontation than they are to be Kkilled by a terrorist.®
Americans are 110 times more likely to die of foodborne illness than in
a terrorist attack.®

FACT: There has been a notable buildup in recent years of SWAT
teams within non-security-related federal agencies such as the
Department of Agriculture, the Railroad Retirement Board, the
Tennessee Valley Authority, the Office of Personnel Management, the
Consumer Product Safety Commission, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, and the Education Department.”

FACT: On an average day in America, over 100 Americans have their
homes raided by SWAT teams.®

FACT: For the first time in history, Congress is dominated by a
majority of millionaires who are, on average, fourteen times wealthier
than the average American.® According to a scientific study by
Princeton researchers, the United States of America is not the
democracy that it purports to be, but rather an oligarchy, in which
“economic elites and organized groups representing business interests
have substantial independent impacts on U.S. government policy.”'®



FACT: Police officers are more likely to be struck by lightning than be
made financially liable for their wrongdoing.'



CHAPTER 16

A Country at War with Itself

“Soldiers and police are supposed to be different. ... Police look inward.
They’re supposed to protect their fellow citizens from criminals, and to
maintain order with a minimum of force. It’s the difference between Audie
Murphy and Andy Griffith. But nowadays, police are looking, and acting,
more like soldiers than cops, with bad consequences. And those who suffer
the consequences are usually innocent civilians.”'—Journalist GLENN
REYNOLDS

“In case you haven’t noticed, America, and Europe, we are presently locked
into a permanent state of war, or war state. The question is, against who? As
the existential enemy becomes ever harder to sell to the public and risks
fading into irrelevance, the state i1s developing an unhealthy fixation—on its
own people.”>—Journalist PATRICK HENNINGSEN

Violence has become our government’s calling card.

Indeed, the greatest perpetrator of violence in American society and around
the world is none other than the U.S. government. America even exports
violence worldwide, with one of this country’s most profitable exports
being weapons.

From the endless wars waged abroad in the name of fighting terrorism by
America’s military empire to the more than 80,000 SWAT team raids
carried out every year on unsuspecting Americans,® the U.S. government
has a troubling tendency to use violence as a means to an end. This is true,



whether in matters of foreign or domestic policy, when heavily armed
agents enforce a myriad of arcane, bureaucratic regulations that impinge on
Americans simply going about their business, such as the goat farmers
whose homes were raided by SWAT teams with the Food and Drug
Administration* or those attempting to exercise their constitutional rights,
such as the Occupy protesters who were subjected to all manner of
violence.®

Communities across America are finding themselves “gifted” with drones,
tanks, grenade launchers and other military equipment better suited to the

battlefield. And it’s all being done through federal programs that allow the
military to “gift” battlefield-appropriate weapons, vehicles and equipment
to domestic police departments across the country. Pictured: United States
Marshals Service Tools. (Source: U.S. Marshals)

It 1s no coincidence that the assault weapons used by killer Adam Lanza in
the Newtown, Conn., Sandy Hook school shooting in 2012 were military-
grade weapons.® These weapons, commonly wielded in video games, action
movies, and by invading SWAT teams, go hand in hand with the steady diet
of violence that permeates everything in our culture. What is more



significant, however, is that these weapons are not just the stuff of celluloid
fantasy. In the hands of government agents, whether they are members of
the military, law enforcement or some other government agency, these
weapons have become routine parts of America’s day-to-day life, a
byproduct of the rapid militarization of government agents over the past
several decades.

This is what happens when you turn a nation into a police state: weapons of
war become accepted instruments of tyranny, whether in the hands of
government agents or in the hands of raging lunatics. We are a country at
war with itself.

Militarized Police

It all started back in 1997 when Congress launched the 1033 Program to
allow the Department of Defense to transfer surplus military goods to state
and local police agencies. Since then, this federal “recycling” program has
transferred more than $4.3 billion in military equipment to police agencies
in all fifty states and U.S. territories.” In 2013 alone, local police agencies
received more than half a billion dollars’ worth of assault rifles, grenade
launchers, bayonets, combat knives, night-vision equipment, bomb
detonator robots, airplanes, helicopters, and “deception equipment” such as
camouflage gear.®

The 1033 program allows small towns like Rising Star, Texas, with a
population of 835 and only one full-time police officer, to acquire $3.2
million worth of goods and military gear from the federal government.®
Included among the military equipment sent to local police departments are
high-powered weapons, assault vehicles, tactical gear, and Mine-Resistant
Ambush Protected (MRAP) armored vehicles that are used in foreign
warzones to engage insurgents.'® Police agencies also receive a variety of
other toys and gizmos, including “aircraft, boats, Humvees, body armor,
weapon scopes, infrared imaging systems and night-vision goggles,” not to



mention more general items such as “bookcases, hedge trimmers,
telescopes, brassieres, golf carts, coffee makers, and television sets.”!!

Military equipment for local police (Source: Dept. of Defense)

In addition to equipping police with militarized weapons and equipment,
the government has also instituted an incentive program of sorts, the Byrne
Formula Grant Program, which awards federal grants based upon “the
number of overall arrests, the number of warrants served or the number of



drug seizures.”'? A sizable chunk of taxpayer money has kept the program
in full swing over the years."?

Armed and Ready to Kill

This armory of weaponry designed for war is not limited to local law
enforcement agencies. All levels of government, including regulatory
agencies within the federal government, are in possession of high-powered
weapons, including hollow point bullets. Hollow point bullets, which
explode on contact and wreak havoc on the human body, have been held in
violation of international law and are banned in some countries.'* Well
aware of this fact, however, defense contractor ATK agreed to produce 450
million hollow point rounds to be used by the Department of Homeland
Security (DHS) and its Immigration and Customs Enforcement office.'®
DHS placed another order for 750 million rounds of various ammunition in
August 2012.'® In August 2012 the Social Security Administration (SSA)
placed an order for 174,000 rounds of hollow point ammunition.!” The SSA
distributed ammunition to 41 locations throughout the United States,
including major cities such as Los Angeles, Detroit, and Philadelphia,
among others.'®



Hollow point bullets, which explode on contact and wreak havoc on the
human body, have been held in violation of international law and are
banned in some countries. (Photography by Oleg Volk)

No wonder many Americans are armed to the hilt. Many feel the need to
protect themselves against their own government.

Who Will Protect You from the Police?

What we are faced with is a dangerous paradigm shift in which civilians
(often unarmed and defenseless) not only have less rights than militarized
police, but also one in which the safety of civilians is treated as a lower
priority than the safety of their police counterparts. Moreover, the privacy
of civilians is negligible in the face of the government’s various missions,
and the homes of civilians are no longer the refuge from government
intrusion that they once were.

It wasn’t always this way, however. There was a time in America when a
man’s home really was a sanctuary where he and his family could be safe
and secure from the threat of invasion by government agents. Those agents
were held at bay by the dictates of the Fourth Amendment, which protects
American citizens from unreasonable searches and seizures.

The Fourth Amendment was added to the U.S. Constitution by colonists
still smarting from the abuses they had been forced to endure while under
British rule, among these were home invasions by the military under the
guise of writs of assistance. These writs were nothing less than open-ended
royal documents which British soldiers used as a justification for barging
into the homes of colonists and rifling through their belongings. James Otis,
a renowned colonial attorney, “condemned writs of assistance because they
were perpetual, universal (addressed to every officer and subject in the
realm), and allowed anyone to conduct a search in violation of the essential



principle of English liberty that a peaceable man’s house is his castle.”'® As
Otis noted:

Now, one of the most essential branches of English liberty is the freedom of
one’s house. A man’s house is his castle; and whilst he is quiet, he is as well
guarded as a prince in his castle. This writ, if it should be declared legal,
would totally annihilate this privilege. Custom-house officers may enter our
houses when they please; we are commanded to permit their entry. Their
menial servants may enter, may break locks, bars, and everything in their
way; and whether they break through malice or revenge, no man, no court
can inquire. Bare suspicion without oath is sufficient.?®

To our detriment, we have now come full circle, returning to a time before
the American Revolution when government agents—with the blessing of
the courts—could force their way into a citizen’s home with seemingly little
concern for lives lost and property damaged in the process.

Actually, we may be worse off today than our colonial ancestors when one
considers the extent to which courts have sanctioned the use of no-knock
raids by police SWAT teams; the arsenal of lethal weapons available to
local police agencies; the ease with which courts now dispense search
warrants based often on little more than a suspicion of wrongdoing; and the
inability of police to distinguish between reasonable suspicion and the
higher standard of probable cause, the latter of which is required by the
Constitution before any government official can search an individual or his

property.

The Hammer and the Nail



We’re entering the final phase of America’s transition to authoritarianism, a
phase notable for its co-opting of civilian police as military forces.
American police forces were never supposed to be a branch of the military,
nor were they meant to be private security forces for the reigning political
faction. Instead, they were intended to be an aggregate of countless local
police units, composed of citizens like you and me that exist for a sole
purpose: to serve and protect the citizens of each and every American
community.

However, as a result of the increasing militarization of the police in recent
years, the police now not only look like the military, but they function like
them as well. Thus we no longer have a civilian force of peace officers
entrusted with serving and protecting the American people. Instead, today’s
militarized law enforcement officials have shifted their allegiance from the
citizenry to the state, acting preemptively to ward off any possible
challenges to the government’s power, unrestrained by the boundaries of the
Fourth Amendment.

The phenomenon we are experiencing with the police is what philosopher
Abraham Kaplan referred to as the law of the instrument,*' which
essentially says that to a hammer, everything looks like a nail. In the
scenario that has been playing out in recent years, we the citizenry have
become the nails to be hammered by the government’s henchmen, a.k.a. its
guns for hire, a.k.a. its standing army, a.k.a. the nation’s law enforcement
agencies. Indeed, there can no longer be any doubt that armed police
officers are the end product of a merger between the government (federal,
local, and state) and law enforcement agencies. The result is a “standing” or
permanent army composed of full-time professional soldiers who do not
disband. Yet these permanent armies are exactly what those who drafted the
U.S. Constitution and Bill of Rights feared as tools used by despotic
governments to wage war against its citizens.??



CHAPTER 17

Vigilantes with a Badge

“Police are specialists in violence. They are armed, trained, and authorized
to use force. With varying degrees of subtlety, this colors their every action.
Like the possibility of arrest, the threat of violence 1s implicit in every
police encounter. Violence, as well as the law, is what they represent.”'—
Author KRISTIAN WILLIAMS

“Well, what is a vigilante man?

Tell me, what is a vigilante man?

Has he got a gun and a club in his hand?
Is that a vigilante man?

Oh, why does a vigilante man,

Why does a vigilante man

Carry that sawed-off shot-gun in his hand?

Would he shoot his brother and sister down?’*

—WOODY GUTHRIE, “Vigilante Man”



Here’s a recipe for disaster: Take a young man, raise him on a diet of
violence, hype him up on the power of the gun in his holster and the
superiority of his uniform, render him woefully ignorant of how to handle a
situation without resorting to violence, and train him well in military tactics.
At the same time, allow him to be illiterate about the Constitution, and
never stress to him that he is to be a peacemaker and a peacekeeper,
respectful of and subservient to the taxpayers, who are in fact his masters
and employers.

Once you have fully indoctrinated this young man (or woman) with the idea
that the police belong to a brotherhood of sorts, with its own honor code
and rule of law, this person is then placed in situations where he will
encounter individuals who knowingly or unknowingly challenge his
authority, where he may, justifiably or not, feel threatened, and where he
will have to decide between firing a weapon or—the more difficult option
—adequately investigating a situation in order to better assess the danger
and risk posed to himself and others. And then he or she will act on it by
defusing the tension or de-escalating the violence.



A police tactical team moves in to disperse a group of protesters in
Ferguson, Mo.

(Photography by Associated Press)

I’m not talking about a situation so obviously fraught with risk that there is
no other option but to shoot, although I am hard pressed to consider what
that might be outside of the sensationalized Hollywood hostage crisis
scenario. I’'m talking about the run-of-the mill encounters between police
and citizens that occur daily. In an age when police are increasingly
militarized, weaponized, and protected by the courts, these once-routine
encounters are now inherently dangerous for any civilian unlucky enough to
be in the wrong place at the wrong time.

I’m not the only one concerned, either. Indeed, I’ve been contacted by many
older police officers who are equally alarmed by the attitudes and behaviors
of younger police today, the foot soldiers in the police state. Yet this is what
happens when you go from a representative democracy in which all
members are subject to the rule of law to a hierarchical one in which there
is one set of laws for the rulers and another, far more stringent set, for the
ruled.

Peace Officers or Vigilantes?

Seldom does a day go by without reports of police officers overstepping the
bounds of the Constitution and brutalizing, terrorizing, and killing the
citizenry. Indeed, the list of incidents in which unaccountable police abuse
their power and leave taxpayers bruised, broken, and/or killed grows longer
and more tragic by the day to such an extent that Americans are now eight



times more likely to die in a police confrontation than they are to be killed
by a terrorist.?

Making matters worse, when these officers, who have long since ceased to
be peace officers, violate their oaths by bullying, beating, tasering,
shooting, and killing their employers—*“we the people,” the taxpayers to
whom they owe their allegiance—they are rarely given more than a slap on
the hands before resuming their patrols.

Ironically, even when the victims are awarded multi-million dollar
settlements to compensate for the injuries suffered at the hands of out-of-
control police, amped up on the power of the badge and the gun, it’s the
taxpayer-funded government that pays for their transgressions. All the
while, the officers, never held accountable for their actions, continue to
collect regular paychecks, benefits, and pensions.

Consider, for example, the sad scenario that played out when police used a
battering ram to break into the home of 92-year-old Kathryn Johnson,
mistakenly believing the house to be a drug den. Fearing that burglars were
entering her home, which was situated in a dangerous neighborhood,
Johnson fired a warning shot when the door burst open. Police unleashed a
hail of gunfire, hitting Johnson with six bullets.* She was killed.

Eighty-year-old Eugene Mallory suffered a similar fate when deputies with
the Los Angeles Sheriff’s Department, claiming to have smelled chemicals
related to the manufacture of methamphetamine, raided the multi-unit
property in which Mallory lived. Thinking that his home was being invaded
by burglars, Mallory allegedly raised a gun at the intruders, who shot him
six times. Mallory died. “The lesson here,” observed the spokesman for the
sheriff’s department, “is don’t pull a gun on a deputy.”>



What exactly are young officers being taught in the police academies when
the slightest thing, whether it be a hand in a pocket, a man running towards
them, a flashlight on a keychain, or a dehumanizing stare, can ignite a
strong enough “fear for their safety” to justify doing whatever is deemed
necessary to neutralize the threat, even if it means firing on an unarmed
person? (Illustration by Caroline Jonik)

In Fort Worth, Texas, two rookie police officers sent to investigate a
possible burglary circled 72-year-old Jerry Waller’s house with flashlights
shining. Waller, concerned that his home was being cased, went to his
garage, armed with a gun for self-defense. The two officers snuck up on
Waller, who raised his gun on the intruders. When Waller failed to obey
orders to lower his gun, the officers shot and killed him. It turned out the



officers had gone to the wrong address. They blamed the shooting death on
“poor lighting.”®

During a raid in Ogden, Utah, police dressed in black and carrying assault
rifles charged into a darkened home. Upon entering the hallway and
encountering a man holding a shiny object that one officer thought was a
sword, police opened fire. Three shots later, 45-year-old Todd Blair fell to
the floor dead. In his hands was a shiny golf club.”

In Sarasota, Florida, after receiving a tip about a child rape suspect, a
mixture of federal and local police converged on the apartment complex
where Louise Goldsberry lived. Unaware of police activity outside, Louise
was washing dishes in her kitchen when a man wearing what appeared to be
a hunting vest pointed a rifle at her through her window. Fearing that she
was about to be attacked, Louise retrieved her revolver from her bedroom.
Meanwhile, the man began pounding on Louise’s front door, saying, “We’re
the f@#S$ing police; open the f@#%$ing door.”® Identifying himself as a
police officer, the rifle-wielding man then opened the door, pointed a gun at
Goldsberry and her boyfriend, who was also present, and yelled, “Drop the
f@#$ing gun or I'll f@#$ing shoot you.”® Ironically, the officer later
justified his behavior on the grounds that he didn’t like having a gun
pointed at him.'®

Badly Trained, Illiterate and Ignorant

Before I go any further, let me say this: the problem is not that all police are
bad. The problem is that increasing numbers of police officers are badly
trained, illiterate when it comes to the Constitution (especially the Fourth
Amendment), and, in some cases, willfully ignorant about the fact that they
are supposed to be peacekeepers working for us, the taxpayer.

When police officers take advantage of their broad discretion and
repeatedly step beyond the bounds of the law, ignoring their responsibility



to respect the Bill of Rights, they become little more than vigilantes—albeit
vigilantes with a badge, backed by the corporate state. A vigilante is one
who may act on behalf of the state but who steps beyond the moral
boundaries of acceptable human behavior while terrorizing the citizenry.

Our communities are presently overrun by individuals entrusted with
enforcing the law who are allowed to operate above the law and break the
laws with impunity. This lawlessness on the part of law enforcement, an
unmistakable characteristic of a police state, is made possible in large part
by police unions that routinely oppose civilian review boards and resist the
placement of names and badge numbers on officer uniforms;'! police
agencies that abide by the Blue Code of Silence, the quiet understanding
among police that they should not implicate their colleagues for their crimes
and misconduct;'? prosecutors who treat police offenses with greater
leniency than civilian offenses;" courts that sanction police wrongdoing in
the name of security;'4 and legislatures that enhance the power, reach, and
arsenal of the police.

That said, the police officers who make headlines for vigilante-style
behavior are not necessarily any different from the rest of the citizenry. Just
like you and me, these officers have spouses and children to care for, homes
to maintain, bills to pay, and worries that keep them up at night. Like most
of us, they strive to do their jobs as best as they know how, but that’s where
the problems arise. Clearly, they have been poorly trained in how to
determine what is a real threat. They have also been indoctrinated into the
mindset that they have a right to protect themselves at all cost and are
empowered to shoot first and ask questions later with a veritable arsenal of
military artillery provided by the federal government.

The Disease Has Spread

Unfortunately, whereas shootings of unarmed individuals by what Slate
terms “trigger happy’’'® cops once took place primarily in big cities, that



militarized, urban-warfare mindset among police has spread to smalltown
America. No longer is this just a problem for immigrants, or people of
color, or lower income communities, or young people who look like
hooligans out for trouble. We’re all in this together, black and white, rich
and poor, urban and suburban, guilty and innocent alike. We’re all viewed
the same by the powers that be: as potential lawbreakers to be viewed with
suspicion and treated like criminals.



CHAPTER 18

When Police Shoot First and Ask Questions Later

“I watched the police break down doors, search houses and question, arrest,
or chase people through houses fifty-two times. Nine times, police
helicopters circled overhead and beamed searchlights onto local streets. 1
noted blocks taped off and traffic redirected as police searched for evidence
... seventeen times. Fourteen times during my first eighteen months of near
daily observation, I watched the police punch, choke, kick, stomp on, or
beat young men with their night-sticks.”'—Sociologist ALICE GOFFMAN,
On the Run: Fugitive Life in an American City

If you don’t want to get probed, poked, pinched, tasered, tackled, searched,
seized, stripped, manhandled, arrested, shot, or killed, don’t say, do, or even
suggest anything that even hints of noncompliance. This is the new “thin
blue line” which you must not cross in interactions with police if you want
to walk away with your life and freedoms intact.

The growing tension inherent in most civilian-police encounters today is
due to a transformation in the way police view themselves and their line of
duty and, more critically, the use of militarized police to perform relatively
routine tasks, resulting in situations fraught with danger to both civilians
and police alike.

Whether it’s full SWAT teams executing no-knock search warrants on the
homes of law-abiding citizens over nothing more than a suspicion that the
occupant owns a gun? or drivers being shot by police during routine traffic
stops merely for reaching for their license and registration,®> we’re dealing



with a skewed shoot-to-kill mindset in which police are increasingly
responding to challenges to their “authority” by using their weapons.

Trained to view themselves as warriors or soldiers in a war, whether it’s a
war against drugs, terror, or crime, police shoot first and ask questions later
in order to get the “bad” guys—i.e., anyone who is a potential target—
before the “bad” guys get them. For example, consider what happened
when two Cleveland police officers mistook the sounds of a backfiring car
for gunfire and immediately began pursuing the car and its two occupants.
Within 20 minutes, more than 60 police cars, some unmarked, and 115
officers had joined the pursuit, which ended in a middle school parking lot
with more than 140 bullets fired by police in less than 30 seconds. The
“suspects”—dead from countless bullet wounds—were unarmed.*

In Long Beach, California, police responded with heavy firepower to a
perceived threat by a man holding a water hose.® The 35-year-old man had
reportedly been watering his neighbor’s lawn when police, interpreting his
“grip” on the water hose to be consistent with that of someone discharging a
firearm, opened fire.® The father of two was pronounced dead at the scene.”

File photo 1s from a December 2010 press conference where Long Beach
Police Department officers and Chief Jim McDonnell address the media

near a photo of the water nozzle held by Douglas Zerby when he was shot
and killed.

(Source: Long Beach Post)



Thirteen-year-old Andy Lopez was shot and killed after two sheriff’s
deputies, a mere 20 feet away, saw him carrying a toy BB gun in public.®
Lopez was about 20 feet away from the deputies, his back turned to them,
when the officers took cover behind their car and ordered him to drop the
“weapon.” When Lopez turned around, toy gun in hand, one of the officers
—a 24-year veteran of the force—shot him seven times. The time span
between the deputies calling in a suspicious person sighting and shooting
Lopez was a mere ten seconds. The young boy died at the scene.® Clearly,
no attempt was made to use less lethal force.

Rationalizing the shooting incident, Lt. Paul Henry of the Santa Rosa Police
Department explained, “The deputy’s mindset was that he was fearful that
he was going to be shot.” Yet as commentator William Norman Grigg
points out:

[T]he preoccupation with “officer safety” ... leads to unnecessary police
shootings. A peace officer is paid to assume certain risks, including those
necessary to de-escalate a confrontation with someone believed to be a
heavily armed suspect in a residential neighborhood. A “veteran” deputy
with the mindset of a peace officer would have taken more than a shaved
fraction of a split-second to open fire on a small male individual readily
identifiable as a junior high school student, who was carrying an object that
is easily recognizable as a toy—at least to people who don’t see themselves
as an army of occupation, and view the public as an undifferentiated mass
of menace.'®

Don’t Cross the Thin Blue Line

The following incidents and many more like them serve as chilling
reminders that in the American police state, “we the people” are at the



mercy of law enforcement officers who have almost absolute discretion to
decide who is a threat, what constitutes resistance, and how harshly they
can deal with the citizens they were appointed to “serve and protect.”"!

For example, 16-year-old Kimani Grey was fired at eleven times and shot
seven times, including three times in the back, after “anticrime” police
officers noticed him adjusting “his waistband in a manner the officers
deemed suspicious.” Reportedly, the teenager was unarmed and
unthreatening.'?

Police arrested Chaumtoli Huq because she failed to promptly comply when
ordered to “move along” while waiting outside a Ruby Tuesday’s restaurant
for her children, who were inside with their father, using the bathroom.
NYPD officers grabbed Huq, a lawyer with the New York City Public
Advocate’s office, flipped her around, pressed her against a wall,
handcuffed her, searched her purse, arrested her, and told her to “shut up”
when she cried out for help, before detaining her for nine hours." Huq was
charged with obstructing governmental administration, resisting arrest, and
disorderly conduct.'



Police detain human rights lawyer Chaumtoli Hugqg.

(Photography by Charles Meacham)

Oregon resident Fred Marlow was jailed and charged with interfering and
resisting arrest after he filmed a SWAT team raid that took place across the
street from his apartment and uploaded the footage to the Internet.'® The
footage shows police officers threatening Marlow, who was awoken by the
sounds of “multiple bombs blasting and glass breaking” and ran outside to
investigate only to be threatened with arrest if he didn’t follow orders and
return inside.'®

Eric Garner, 43 years old, asthmatic and unarmed,'” died after being put in a
chokehold by NYPD police, allegedly for resisting arrest over his selling
untaxed, loose cigarettes. Video footage of the incident shows little
resistance on Garner’s part. Indeed, the man was screaming, begging and
insisting he couldn’t breathe. And what was New York Mayor Bill De
Blasio’s advice to citizens in order to avoid a similar fate? Don’t resist
arrest.'® (Mind you, the NYPD arrests more than 13,000 people every year
on charges of resisting arrest, although only a small fraction of those
charged ever get prosecuted.'?)

Then there was Marine Brandon Raub, who was questioned at his home by
a swarm of DHS, FBI, Secret Service agents, and local police. He was then
tackled to the ground, handcuffed, and forcibly transported to a police
station. Raub was subsequently detained against his will in a psychiatric
ward, without being provided any explanation, having any charges levied
against him, or being read his rights—all allegedly because of controversial
song lyrics and political views posted on his Facebook page. Incredibly,
police insisted that Raub was not in fact under arrest.?°

Of course, Raub was under arrest. When your hands are handcuffed behind

you, when armed policemen are tackling you to the ground and transporting
you across town in the back of a police car, and then forcibly detaining you

against your will, you’re not free to walk away.



Neutralizing a Threat

Frankly, it doesn’t matter whether it’s a casual “show your ID” request on a
boardwalk, a stop-and-frisk search on a city street, or a traffic stop for
speeding or just to check your insurance: if you feel like you can’t walk
away from a police encounter of your own volition—and more often than
not you can’t, especially when you’re being confronted by someone armed
to the hilt with all manner of militarized weaponry and gear—then for all
intents and purposes, you’re under arrest from the moment a cop stops you.

So do Americans really have any recourse at all when it comes to obeying
an order from a police officer, even if it’s just to ask a question or assert
one’s rights, or should we just “surrender quietly’”*'?

The short answer is that anything short of compliance may get you arrested
and jailed. The long answer is a little more complicated, convoluted and full
of legal jargon and dissonance among the courts, but the conclusion is still
the same: anything short of compliance is being perceived as “threatening”
behavior or resistance to be met by police with extreme force resulting in
injury, arrest, or death for the resistor. The key word, of course, is comply:
meaning to obey, submit, or conform.

If you do attempt to walk away, be warned that the consequences will likely
be even worse, as Tremaine McMillian?? learned the hard way. Miami-Dade
police slammed the 14-year-old boy to the ground, putting him in a
chokehold and handcuffing him after he allegedly gave them
“dehumanizing stares” and walked away from them, which the officers
found unacceptable. According to Miami-Dade Police Detective Alvaro
Zabaleta, “His body language was that he was stiffening up and pulling
away. ... When you have somebody resistant to them and pulling away and
somebody clenching their fists and flailing their arms, that’s a threat. Of
course we have to neutralize the threat.”*



This mindset that any challenge to police authority is a threat that needs to
be “neutralized” is part of a dangerous nationwide trend that sets law
enforcement officers beyond the reach of the Fourth Amendment guarantee
against unreasonable search and seizure by government agents. It also
serves to chill the First Amendment’s assurances of free speech, free
assembly, and the right to petition the government for a redress of
grievances. Equally problematic is the trend in the courts that acquits
officers involved in such shootings.

Safety at All Costs

What exactly are young officers being taught in the police academies when
the slightest thing, whether it be a hand in a pocket, a man running towards
them, a flashlight on a keychain, or a dehumanizing stare can ignite a strong
enough “fear for their safety” to justify doing whatever is deemed necessary
to neutralize the threat, even if it means firing on an unarmed person?

This is exactly what Jerome Skolnick and James Fyfe explore in their book
Above the Law: Police and the Excessive Use of Force:

[P]olice work is often viewed by those in the force as an us-versus-them
war rather than a chance for community-oriented engagement and problem
solving. The authors also point to a lack of accountability as one of the
reasons why police violence persists. They acknowledge that, yes, police
officers are placed in dangerous situations that at times require immediate
responses. But they maintain that that doesn’t excuse using more force than
is needed to subdue someone, the lack of professional training that leads to
such fear-based responses, or treating citizens as enemy combatants.?*



Unfortunately, this police preoccupation with ensuring their own safety at
all costs—a mindset that many older law enforcement officials find
abhorrent in light of the more selfless code on which they were trained—is
spreading like a plague among the ranks of police officers across the
country with tragic consequences for the innocent civilians unlucky enough
to be in the wrong place at the wrong time. Yet the fatality rate of on-duty
patrol officers is reportedly far lower than many other professions,
including construction, logging, fishing, truck driving, and even trash
collection. In fact, police officers have the same rate of dying on the job as
do taxi drivers.?®

Nevertheless, according to the Bureau of Justice Statistics, 400 to 500
innocent people are killed by police officers every year.?® That does not
include the number of unarmed individuals shot and injured by police
simply because they felt threatened or feared for their safety. This is the
danger of having a standing army (which is what police forces, increasingly
made up of individuals with military backgrounds and/or training, have
evolved into) that has been trained to view the citizenry as little more than
potential suspects, enemy combatants, and insurgents.



Occupations with high fatal injury rates (Source: U.S. Bureau of Labor
Statistics)

What we’re dealing with is what author Kristian Williams describes as the
dual myths of heroism and danger: “The overblown image of police
heroism, and the ‘obsession’ with officer safety, do not only serve to justify
police violence after the fact; by providing such justification, they
legitimize violence, and thus make it more likely.”*’

Targets of the Day

Just as troubling as this “shoot first, ask questions later” mindset is what
investigative journalist Katie Rucke uncovered about how police are being
trained to use force without hesitation and report their shootings in such a
way as to legally justify a shooting.?® Rucke reports the findings of one
concerned citizen, “Jack,” who went undercover in order to attend 24 hours
of law enforcement training classes organized by the private, for-profit law
enforcement training organization Calibre Press.?®

“Jack says it was troubling to witness hundreds of SWAT team officers and
supervisors who seemed unfazed by being instructed to not hesitate when it
comes to using excessive, and even deadly, force,” writes Rucke. “‘From
my personal experience, these trainers consistently promote more
aggression and criticize hesitation to use force,” Jack said. ‘They argue that
the risk of making a mistake is worth it to absolutely minimize risk to the
officer. And they teach officers how to use the law to minimize legal
repercussions in almost any scenario. All this is, of course, done behind the
scenes, with no oversight from police administrators, much less the
public.””3°



Police train on a shooting range.

Rucke continues:

According to the learning materials, ... there isn’t time for logic and
analysis, encouraging officers to fire multiple rounds at subjects because
“two shots rarely stops ‘em,” and outlines seven reasons why ‘“excessive
use of force” is a myth. Other lessons Jack learned from the “Anatomy of
Force Incidents” training ... include a need to over-analyze one’s
environment for deadly threats by using one’s imagination to create “targets
of the day” who could be “reasonably” shot, to view racial profiling as a
legitimate policing technique, even if the person is a child, pregnant woman
or elderly person, and to use the law to one’s advantage to avoid
culpability.?!



Police have been insulated from accusations of wrongdoing for too long and
allowed to operate in an environment in which whatever a cop says, goes.
The current practice is to let the police deal with these transgressions
internally by suspending the officer involved with administrative pay,
dragging out the investigation until the public forgets about the incident,
and then eventually declaring the shooting incident justified based on the
officer’s fear for his safety, and allowing him to go back to work as usual.
And if, on the off-chance, a shooting incident goes before the courts, the
judiciary defers to police authority in almost all instances. For example, in a
2014 ruling, the U.S. Supreme Court declared that police officers who used
deadly force to terminate a car chase were immune from a lawsuit. The
officers were accused of needlessly resorting to deadly force by shooting
multiple times at a man and his passenger in a stopped car, killing both
individuals.*

Master or Slave?

There comes a time when law and order are in direct opposition to justice.
This tension is at the heart of the issue over police brutality. It is carried out
by individuals who may not themselves be evil but are merely following
orders, marching in lockstep with a government machine that views us as
less than human.

When police officers cease to look and act like civil servants or peace
officers but instead look and act like soldiers occupying a hostile territory, it
alters their perception of “we the people.” Those who founded this country
believed that we were the masters and that those to whom we pay salaries
from our hard-earned tax dollars are our servants.

If daring to question, challenge, or even hesitate when a cop issues an order
can get you charged with resisting arrest or disorderly conduct, you’re not
the master in a master-servant relationship. In fact, you’re not even the
servant—you’re the slave.



This 1s not freedom. This 1s not even a life. This is a battlefield, a war zone,
if you will, governed by martial law and disguised as a democracy. No
matter how many ways you fancy it up with shopping malls, populist
elections, and Monday night football, the fact remains that “we the people”
are little more than prisoners in the American police state, and the police
are our jailers and wardens.



CHAPTER 19

In the War Zone

“We have historically been a paramilitary organization. And we serve
whoever sits in that chair, regardless of race, gender, creed, or political
party. I don’t know what we would do if we had to go to battle, and we had
to make a determination, based on past practices, whether or not we wanted
to go into battle. ... I am a soldier in an army.”"

—Indianapolis Police Chief RICK HITE



Evolution of the police uniform

(I1lustration by John Darkow)

It’s 3 a.m. You’ve been asleep for hours when suddenly you hear a loud
“Crash! Bang! Boom!” Based on the yelling, shouting and mayhem, it
sounds as if someone, or several someones, are breaking through your front
door.

With your heart racing and your stomach churning, all you can think about
is keeping your family safe from the intruders who have invaded your
home. You have mere seconds before the intruders make their way to your
bedroom. Desperate to protect your loved ones, you scramble to lay hold of



something—anything—that you might use in self-defense. It might be a
flashlight, your son’s baseball bat, or that still unloaded shotgun you
thought you’d never need.

In a matter of seconds, the intruders are at your bedroom door. You brace
for the confrontation, a shaky grip on your weapon. In the moments before
you go down for the count, shot multiple times by the strangers who have
invaded your home, you get a good look at your attackers.

It’s the police.

Horror Stories

With every passing week, there are more and more horror stories in which
homeowners are injured or killed simply because they mistook a SWAT
team raid by police for a home invasion by criminals. Never mind that the
unsuspecting homeowner, woken from sleep by the sounds of a violent
entry, has no way of distinguishing between a home invasion by a criminal
as opposed to a government agent.

Even dogs aren’t spared. Family dogs are routinely shot and killed during
SWAT team raids,? even if the SWAT team is at the wrong address or the
dog is in the next yard over.?

Too often, the destruction of life and property wrought by the police is no
less horrifying than that carried out by criminal invaders. For instance,
when an Atlanta SWAT team attempted to execute a no-knock drug warrant
in the middle of the night by launching a flashbang grenade into the
targeted home, the grenade landed in a crib where a 19-month-old baby lay
sleeping. The grenade exploded in the baby’s face, burning his face,
lacerating his chest, and leaving him paralyzed. He ended up in the hospital
in a medically induced coma.*



If this were the first instance of police overkill, if it were even the fifth,
there might be hope of reforming our system of law enforcement. But what
happened to this baby, whose life will never be the same, has become par
for the course in a society that glorifies violence, turns a blind eye to
government wrongdoing, and sanctions any act by law enforcement, no
matter how misguided or wrong. Indeed, this state-sponsored violence is a
necessary ingredient in any totalitarian regime to ensure a compliant,
cowed, and fearful populace.

A Georgia SWAT team launched a flash-bang grenade into the house in
which Baby Bou, his three sisters and his parents were staying. The grenade
landed in the 2-year-old’s crib, burning a hole in his chest and leaving him
with scarring that a lifetime of surgeries will not be able to easily undo.

Where Was the Outrage?



Each time we as a rational, reasoning, free-minded people fail to be
outraged by government wrongdoing—whether it’s the SWAT team raids
that go awry, the senseless shootings of unarmed citizens,® the stockpiling
of military weapons and ammunition by government agencies (including
small-town police),® the unapologetic misuse of our taxpayer dollars for
graft and pork, the incarceration of our fellow citizens in forced labor
prisons’—we become accomplices in our own downfall.

There’s certainly no shortage of things to be outraged about, starting with
this dangerous mindset that has come to dominate police agencies and the
courts that protecting the lives and safety of police officers (of all stripes) is
more important than the lives and safety of the citizenry. This mindset holds
true even if it means that greater numbers of innocent civilians will get hurt
or killed (police kill roughly five times more often than they are killed®),
police will become laws unto themselves, and the Constitution will be
sidestepped, or worse disregarded, at every turn.

For example, where was the outrage when a Minnesota SWAT team raided
the wrong house in the middle of the night, handcuffed the three young

children, held the mother on the floor at gunpoint, shot the family dog, and
then “forced the handcuffed children to sit next to the carcass of their dead
pet and bloody pet for more than an hour” while they searched the home?°

Or what about the SWAT team that drove an armored Lenco Bearcat into
Roger Serrato’s yard, surrounded his home with paramilitary troops
wearing face masks, threw a fire-starting flashbang grenade into the house,
then when Serrato appeared at a window, unarmed and wearing only his
shorts, held him at bay with rifles? Serrato died of asphyxiation from being
trapped in the flame-filled house, and the county was ordered to pay $2.6
million to Serrato’s family. It turns out the father of four had done nothing
wrong. The SWAT team had mis-identified him as someone involved in a
shooting.!® Even so, the police admitted no wrongdoing.!!

And then there was the police officer who tripped and “accidentally” shot
and killed Eurie Stamps, who had been forced to the floor of his home at
gunpoint while a SWAT team attempted to execute a search warrant against
his stepson.'? Equally outrageous was the four-hour SWAT team raid on a



California high school where students were locked down in classrooms,
forced to urinate in overturned desks and generally terrorized by heavily
armed, masked gunmen searching for possible weapons that were never
found.*

The problem with all of these incidents, as one reporter rightly concluded,
is “not that life has gotten that much more dangerous, it’s that authorities
have chosen to respond to even innocent situations as if they were in a
warzone.”'4

Waging War on America’s Military Veterans

This battlefield mindset takes an even deadlier turn when military veterans
are involved, due in large part to government protocols that portray veterans
as ticking time bombs in need of intervention. In 2012, for instance, the
Justice Department launched a pilot program aimed at training SWAT teams
to deal with confrontations involving highly trained combat veterans.'®

Unfortunately, as we’ve seen in recent years, the problem with depicting
veterans as potential enemy combatants is that any encounter with a
military veteran can escalate very quickly into an explosive and deadly
situation—at least, on the part of law enforcement.

John Edward Chesney, a 62-year-old Vietnam veteran, was killed in 2014
by a SWAT team allegedly responding to a call that the Army veteran was
standing in his San Diego apartment window waving what looked like a
semi-automatic rifle. SWAT officers locked down Chesney’s street, took up
positions around his home, and fired 12 rounds into Chesney’s apartment
window. It turned out that the gun Chesney reportedly pointed at police
from three stories up was a “realistic-looking mock assault rifle.”®



Police “standoft” with a man holding a toy gun

(Photography by CBS News 8)

Thankfully, Ramon Hooks’ encounter with a Houston SWAT team did not
end as tragically, but it very easily could have. Hooks, a 25-year-old Iraq
war veteran, was using an air rifle gun for target practice outside when a
Homeland Security agent, allegedly house shopping in the area, reported



him as an active shooter. It wasn’t long before the quiet neighborhood was
transformed into a war zone, with dozens of cop cars, an armored vehicle
and heavily armed police. Hooks was arrested, his air rifle pellets and toy
gun confiscated, and charges filed against him for “criminal mischief.”!”

Battlefield Mindset

This battlefield mindset has so corrupted law enforcement agencies that the
most routine tasks, such as serving a search warrant—intended to uncover
evidence of a suspected crime—becomes a death warrant for the alleged
“suspect,” his family members and his pets once a SWAT team, trained to
kill, is involved.

Unfortunately, SWAT teams are no longer reserved exclusively for deadly
situations. Owing to the militarization of the nation’s police forces, SWAT
teams are now increasingly being deployed for relatively routine police
matters, with some local SWAT teams sent out as much as five times a
day.'® For example, police in both Baltimore and Dallas have used SWAT
teams to bust up poker games. A Connecticut SWAT team was sent into a
bar that was believed to be serving alcohol to underage individuals. In
Arizona, a SWAT team was used to break up an alleged cockfighting ring.'®
An Atlanta SWAT team raided a music studio, allegedly out of a concern
that it might have been involved in illegal music piracy.?°

In 1980, there were roughly 3,000 SWAT team-style raids in the US. By
2001, that number had grown to 45,000*' and has since swelled to more
than 80,000 SWAT team raids per year.?? In fact, there are few communities
without a SWAT team on their police force today.?

The problem, of course, is that as SWAT teams and SWAT-style tactics are
used more frequently to carry out routine law enforcement activities,
Americans find themselves in increasingly dangerous and absurd situations.



For example, in late July 2013, a no-kill animal shelter in Kenosha,
Wisconsin, was raided by nine Department of Natural Resources (DNR)
agents and four deputy sheriffs. The raid was prompted by tips that the
shelter was home to a baby deer that had been separated from its mother.
The shelter officials had planned to send the deer to a wildlife rehabilitation
facility in Illinois. However, the agents, who stormed the property
unannounced, demanded that the deer be handed over because citizens are
not allowed to possess wildlife. When the thirteen agents entered the
property “armed to the teeth,” they corralled the employees around a picnic
table while they searched for the deer. When they returned, one agent had
the deer slung over his shoulder in a body bag, ready to be euthanized.**

Pulaski County police in Arkansas received an MRAP, part of the military’s

recycling program. (Photography by KTHV-TV)



When asked why they didn’t simply ask shelter personnel to hand the deer
over instead of conducting an unannounced raid, the DNR Supervisor
compared their actions to drug raids, saying “If a sheriff’s department is
going in to do a search warrant on a drug bust, they don’t call them and ask
them to voluntarily surrender their marijuana or whatever drug that they
have before they show up.”?®

If these raids are becoming increasingly common and widespread, you can
chalk it up to the “make-work” philosophy, in which you assign at-times
unnecessary jobs to government agents to keep them busy or employed. In
this case, however, the make-work principle is being used to justify the use
of sophisticated military equipment®® and, in the process, qualify for federal
funding.?’

Moreover, when it comes to SWAT-style tactics being used in routine
policing, the federal government is one of the largest offenders, with
multiple agencies touting their own SWAT teams, including the Fish and
Wildlife Service, the Consumer Product Safety Commission, NASA, the
Department of Education, the Department of Health and Human Services,
the National Park Service, and the FDA.?8

Occupied Territory

Clearly, the government has all but asphyxiated the Fourth Amendment.
However, what about the Third Amendment, which has been interpreted to
not only prohibit the quartering of soldiers in one’s home and martial law
but also standing armies?

A vivid example of this took place on July 10, 2011, in Henderson, Nevada,
when local police informed homeowner Anthony Mitchell that they wanted
to occupy his home in order to gain a “tactical advantage” in dealing with a
domestic abuse case in an adjacent home. Mitchell refused the request, but
this didn’t deter the police, who broke down Mitchell’s front door using a



battering ram. Five officers pointed weapons at him, ordering him to the
ground, where they shot him with pepper-ball projectiles.?®

The point is this: America today is not much different from the America of
the early colonists who had to contend with British soldiers who were
allowed to “enter private homes, confiscate what they found, and often keep
the bounty for themselves.”*° This practice is echoed today through SWAT
team raids and the execution of so-called asset forfeiture laws, “which
allow police to seize and keep for their departments cash, cars, luxury
goods and even homes, often under only the thinnest allegation of
criminality.””!

It 1s this intersection of law enforcement and military capability which so
worried the founding fathers and which should greatly concern us today.
What Americans must decide 1s what they’re going to do about this
occupation of our cities and towns by standing armies operating under the
guise of keeping the peace.



CHAPTER 20

America’s Standing Armies

“The argument for up-armoring is always based on the least likely of
terrorist scenarios. Anyone can get a gun and shoot up stuff. No amount of
SWAT equipment can stop that.”

—MARK RANDOL, former terrorism expert with the

Congressional Research Service



Police are increasingly resembling standing armies.

(Photography by Associated Press)

Despite the steady hue and cry by government agencies about the need for
more police, more sophisticated weaponry, and the difficulties of preserving
the peace and maintaining security in our modern age, the reality is far
different. Violent crime in America has been on a steady decline, ? a clear
referendum on the fact that communities would be better served by smaller,
demilitarized police forces. Nevertheless, police agencies throughout the
country are dramatically increasing in size and scope.

For those who