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Hello, this is Blase Bonpane with World Focus coming to you from KPFK/ Los Angeles.  We’re 

podcast and available 24/7 on kpfk.org where we’re heard internationally.   

 

Today I’m privileged to have Medea Benjamin as a guest.  Medea is co-founder, both of the 

international human rights organization Global Exchange (www.globalexchange.org) and 

CODEPINK (www.codepink.org), a women-initiated grassroots peace and social justice 

movement; and she’s been described by the Los Angeles Times as “one of the high profile 

leaders of the peace movement.”  Now Medea has a most recent book, “Drone Warfare:  Killing 

by Remote Control.” 

 

Welcome, Medea Benjamin. 

 

Medea:  Hi Blase;  thanks for having me. 

 

Blase:   Well, you’ve been down at SouthCom today and I noticed they have a coat of arms 

which states, 

“USSOUTHCOM traces its origins to 1903, when the first U.S. Marines arrived in Panama 

to protect the Panama Railroad connecting the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans…”  

That sounds rather fascinating.  So, it’s still there? 

http://www.globalexchange.org/
http://www.codepink.org/
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Medea:    You did more homework than I did, Blase!   I knew it had some kind of imperial 

beginnings. 

Blase:   It’s utterly amazing; in their coat of arms it states,  

“Today, USSOUTHCOM is the unified command responsible for all U.S. Military activities on 

the land mass of Latin America, south of Mexico; the waters adjacent to Central and South 

America; the Caribbean Sea, with its 13 island nations, European and U.S. territories; the 

Gulf of Mexico; and a portion of the Atlantic Ocean.” 

  

Now, has it changed much? 

 

Medea:  Well, I think we just have to add a particular emphasis on Guantanamo prison in there. 

 

Blase:   Indeed; that, in itself, is beyond description, taking us back to the Spanish-American 

war.  What was the event today, Medea? 

 

Medea:  Well, there’s a group of progressive folks down here in Miami that have joined in the 

yearly demonstrations to commemorate the opening of the Guantanamo Bay prison and this is 

the 11th anniversary.  I was with folks in DC this week who are part of Witness Against Torture 

as they have been doing a week of activities and then came down and joined with the people in 

Miami today as we’re having a forum this evening and a number of activities in the next couple 

of days.  But it’s good that, in LA, San Francisco, even in London, that there are still 

commemorations of this day.  Most of the world has forgotten that there are still prisoners in 

Guantanamo although maybe the Zero Dark Thirty film reminds people that they use torture 

whether they think it’s a good thing.  But it is important to recognize that there still are 168 

people stuck in Guantanamo,  many of them are supposed to be released but are still held 

indefinitely. 

 

Blase:     Well, this is certainly a call for international objection and this base is really a sore 

point since the first President of Cuba after the Spanish-American war was US General Leonard 
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Wood, 1902, and then they gave us the Platt Amendment where we had a right to intervene in 

Cuba for any reason at any time, basically, controlling the country until the revolution of Fidel 

Castro.  But this whole situation of Guantanamo today is something that seems to mark our 

current politics.   We’re flaunting international law, right? 

 

Medea:   Well yes, I think that so many people around the world wonder how we are able to 

take this piece of land that is not in our country and certainly it is an irony that Cuba, a country 

that has been so opposed to US policies, gets stuck with not only having US control of this piece 

of land, but then on top of that, to put in a prison that has represented around the world the 

opposite of the norms of a democracy where torture and indefinite detention, and part of the 

Reagan years that the US has felt that it could pick up anybody, not even on the battlefield in 

places like Afghanistan and Pakistan and throw them into prison with a bounty on their heads 

that meant that somebody was anxious to turn somebody in so that they could get the money 

and then, yes, Cuba, is stuck with having this go on on its land. 

 

Blase:     We can compare and contrast the Cuba, aside from Guantanamo, and we’ve seen 

press for over 50 years, complaining about Cuba’s prisons.  And it’s not a matter of saying 

they’re the best in the world but if we compare and contrast Cuba’s prisons with Guantanamo I 

haven’t read that they’ve allowed anyone to go on a fast for 400 days and force-fed them for 

400 days, which is really a horrible thing to do.  I think that Cuba’s prisons can’t match what is 

taking place in our name on Guantanamo.  Any thoughts on that? 

 

Medea:  Well, the US puts itself out there as this beacon of democracy then to disregard 400 

years of civilization with people having fought throughout the world for the right to habeas 

corpus as first codified in the Magna Carta and to violate all of that, at the same time 

continuing to criticize Cuba for, not only for its prisons but for its violations of human rights in 

general, shows the tremendous hypocrisy of the US.  But sometimes, Blase, it’s important to 

note that while the worst of the abuses in Guantanamo went on during the Bush administration 

and that Obama administration has not been putting new people in Guantanamo, although 



4 

 

Obama campaigned to close Guantanamo and hasn’t done it, the solution of the Obama 

administration has been to just kill people with drones, instead of capturing and putting them 

in Guantanamo.  So, certainly nothing better. 

 

Blase:   We have continuity with the Bush era and the Obama era.  There seems to be very little 

difference.  But you did stress this in your new book, the matter of the use of drones.  Could 

you explain what led you to write the book? 

 

Medea:  I saw how the US population had become tired of war, in Iraq and in Afghanistan, and 

how the solution has been to continue the wars by other means – to withdraw the troops and 

hopefully the troops will be withdrawn from Afghanistan although I don’t know why it has to 

take another two years to do that but the way of waging war behind the backs of the American 

people is to use these remote-controlled airplanes that we’ve been using now since 2002 in 

Afghanistan and Iraq, which were more open wars, as well as in Pakistan, Yemen, Somalia and 

potentially now in Mali and other parts of North Africa.  And I think it’s the most undemocratic 

way of fighting a war because it’s done by covert agencies like the CIA and the American people 

have no idea how many strikes have been carried out, how many people have died, what are 

their criteria for targeting people.  This is very much related to today’s commemoration of 

another year of Guantanamo because as I have mentioned it has been, not only the way that 

the Obama administration has dealt with people that it considers militants but just like 

Guantanamo was a recruiting tool for the militant groups, so is the drone attacks and they are 

creating more enemies than we can kill and keeping us in the state of perpetual of war. 

 

Blase:   How is it that Mr. Brennan differs so greatly with you?  At one point he told us that 

there had been no collateral killings with these – it’s obvious to me that there’s a lot of lying 

going around here.  I keep thinking of Rasputin every time I think of Mr. Brennan and his new 

role and his role in the history of drone warfare.  Would you care to comment on that? 
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Medea:  Well, it’s important for your listeners in case they don’t know that Brennan has been 

nominated to be head of the CIA and in the meantime, under the Obama administration, he has 

been the counter-terrorism chief that has been the architect of the drone program.  And so, as 

you mention his ridiculous statements to the American public, in 2011, he said there had been 

no innocent people killed by drone attacks.  Then he changed his mind and said it was just 

single digits.  And then we learn that that’s because they say that any male of military age in the 

places we’re using drones is a militant.  We know that there are hundreds, if not thousands, of 

innocent people killed by the drones that John Breenan is responsible for the Terror Tuesday 

meetings where they come up with the kill list.  He’s responsible for having expanded that to be 

not only a kill list where they go after individuals but OK’ing the signature strikes which means 

that they can go after people on the basis of suspicious behavior; and that these activities that 

have gone on under his watch will certainly go on when he becomes head of the CIA.  And 

what’s been so shocking to me, Blase, is the lack of outcry about his nomination from the 

people in Congress, and particularly the Senate, who are going to be charged with confirming 

his nomination. 

 

Blase:   Well, the history is truly amazing because he was once forced to withdraw his 

consideration, in the Bush administration, when he had supported enhanced interrogation 

techniques and extraordinary rendition so there was one time previously that he was supposed 

to be appointed and he was not. 

 

Medea:  Well, that’s right so what sense does that make that he had been tainted by his 

connections to torture and extraordinary rendition during the Bush years so he withdrew his 

nomination under criticism the first time Obama wanted to appoint him and now after he has 

been in charge of this horrendous drone activity and so, adding to his resume, the murder of so 

many people and suddenly he becomes a person qualified to take on the role of CIA.  Of course 

some people think the role of CIA is to murder and cheapen lives, so why shouldn’t he be the 

head of it?  Well, I think we want something else in terms of our government officials, and 



6 

 

certainly this last four years of the Brennan rule is something that we should be trying to move 

away from instead of rewarding. 

 

Blase:     Indeed and this goes together with so many other things, and quietly on December 

30th there was a new five year extension of the FISA Amendment Act of 2008 which made it 

legal for National Security Agency to perform warrantless wiretapping.  That originated under 

Bush and now it’s continuing under Obama so there is a continuity here; is there not? 

 

Medea:  Well, there is a continuity and there’s also a continuity in the fact that Obama signed 

the NDAA and signed it with the provision that money could not be used to transfer people in 

Guantanamo into the United States so not only is there a continuity, but in some ways, Blase, 

the policy is worse when it comes to the violation of international law and the taking of lives 

without any kind of judicial process because we did not have this level of murder under the 

Bush administration when it came to the use of the pilotless weapons when it came to places 

where we are not at war.  There were maybe 50 drone strikes in the 8 years under the Bush 

administration and there have been over 300, in Pakistan alone, under the Obama 

administration. 

 

Blase:     You know, Medea, it seems the only way to get out of all of this, this constant state 

terrorism, is to pull the world together, all of the 190 nations to try to save the planet from 

non-existence at this time.  It seems that this could be the swing of the pendulum to take 

attention off of perpetual war system and to focus our attention on the fact that the planet is 

becoming uninhabitable.  Do you think there’s a possibility of making that transition, to seeing 

beyond the little island that we live on.  I consider the United States a very isolated place 

because we live here and we feel we can kill anybody anywhere with impunity so in order to 

transcend that horrible position of isolation, can we change the way of thinking to say, “Hey, 

the planet isn’t working.” 
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Medea:  I don’t know Blase, I certainly hope so.  When it comes to the specifics around drones 

there has been an opposition and this wasn’t happening a year ago and we’re also reaching out 

to our brothers and sisters in places like Pakistan and Yemen, which is a positive development 

and folks in Europe who are horrified about this drone warfare.  The larger question you asked, 

well, we’re a very violent society.  It’s interesting that, now there is momentum in the United 

States, and I commend the Obama administration for taking lead right now in pushing for 

regulations to deal with the incredible level of gun violence in this country.  Grassroots 

organizers should get behind this momentum and make sure something happens as a result of 

it.  But then it would be good to connect the dots between trying to come to terms with, and 

decrease, the level of gun violence in the United States and trying to decrease the level of war-

making that we do as a nation so hopefully we’ll be able to try to connect these things more 

and bring the momentum that’s being mobilized now around gun violence to stopping violence 

in general. 

 

Blase:  I think that can be done because if we speak about gun control we certainly should be 

speaking about nuclear weapons control, in other words international control of gun violence.  

We know that the assault rifle is the greatest instrument of mass murder on the planet today, 

excluding nuclear war,  which of course, we’ve been the only nation to use those weapons.  

But, in terms of the de facto killing going on on the planet the assault rifle is #1 in deaths 

internationally.  So, I think we have to look at gun control in an international fashion.  As the 

world would like to do, as the UN would like to do. 

 

Medea;   Well, I think that makes sense especially since the United States is such a major 

exporter of weapons around the world, so it’s not only what we allow to be sold here at home, 

but the way that we push weapons in other countries as well. 

 

Blase:   So, here’s a problem that I think you’re dealing with directly today.  The CIA has been 

found guilty by the European Court of torture, abuse, and secretly imprisoning people.  US 

drones have maimed and killed thousands of people in Yemen, Somalia, Pakistan, Iraq, Libya, 
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Afghanistan.   This year alone, there have been over 333 strikes in Afghanistan.  Together with 

this, we have 60 Guantanamo prisoners who have been cleared for release but remain captive 

by the US indefinitely.  You, and all of us, are asking that the CIA be opposed in the use of these 

drones, that are used in extrajudicial killings and the secret rendition that still goes on, 

indefinite detention, torture, and to close the Guantanamo prison and the only logical step, 

give that space back to Cuba.  We have been paying a few dollars a month rent on Guantanamo 

since the beginning of the 20th century but Cuba refuses to cash those checks. 

 

Medea:  That’s right.  Wouldn’t it be nice if the base in Guantanamo were turned into an 

international peace center.  Just as we were in front of the US Southern Command this morning 

we were dreaming about how it would be nice to have a center for peace there as well.  I think 

there needs to be this grand transition and it would be nice to take those places that have been 

a symbol of imperial might and turn them into a society and the world we want to live in. 

 

Blase:  I think that’s entirely possible because what I’m noticing, and perhaps you are as well, as 

we go around speaking publicly, it is obvious that our people, our citizens, are really sick and 

tired of these endless wars.  And this was not true as we protested in the 60’s, when we 

protested Indo-China wars, we were looked upon as the devil.  I’m not accustomed to having 

people agree with me, but that’s what seems to be happening today.  Have you noticed a 

transition there? 

 

Medea:   Well, it’s happened now over ten years.  Standing on the street corner in Miami, I 

remember being here in earlier years when we’d get a lot of middle fingers as we stood there. 

We didn’t get one of them today, so certainly the mood of the country has changed.  And the 

other thing we haven’t mentioned, Blase, is that we can’t afford it and people recognize that 

and iIn the next couple of months while Congress is debating what important social program 

they’ll cut, this is the time for us to be talking about the elephant in the room and that is this 

incredibly bloated Pentagon budget.  So we can cut the Pentagon significantly and be safer and 

have money for the things that people really need. 
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Blase:    I think there’s no question about that because we can see the deterioration at home.  

Cuba is a poor country, a small country.  Healthcare is free.  Education is free.  We can’t do that 

because we’re spending trillions of dollars on unnecessary, illegal, immoral wars.  It should be 

an embarrassment to realize that a small, poor country can deliver healthcare, can deliver 

education, you can get your doctorate for free if you do the work.  It should be, as our founders 

said, “self-evident”, that we are deteriorating terribly with huge payments necessary for tuition 

in colleges with a deterioration of our infrastructure all of this going on at the same time.  I 

think there’s going to be a moment of truth here.  We were happy about the election but  

there’s so much remaining to be done at this time.  And I just want to call attention to a great 

prize that you just received.  I think it’s very impressive that you were called upon to receive the 

US Peace Memorial Foundation prize.  Congratulations on that.  That was in recognition of 

“your creative leadership on the front lines of the anti-war movement.”  Proud to hear that and 

I know you’ve received so many other honors that you’ve deserved and you’re kind of a one 

person army and we’re really happy about that. 

 

Medea:   Well, thank you Blase, but I learned from the best of them and that includes you.  It 

really is wonderful that you have been, not only doing this work as an activist, but also 

educating the community for so long and when we see in places like Los Angeles, a very large, 

progressive community, it’s because we have KPFK and programs like yours. 

 

Blase:    Well, thanks and today we have David Clennon, Martin Sheen and Ed Asner all speaking 

out so strongly about Zero Dark Thirty.  In the past if you say slavery is terrible, but it is 

necessary.  This is our economic system.  War is terrible, but it is necessary.  This is how we 

protect ourselves.  Now we have torture is really terrible but it is necessary in order to get the 

truth.  All of these are lies and I think that this film simply attempts to promote that falsehood.  

Do you have any thoughts on it. 
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Medea:   I think it is very sad that the day we commemorate the opening of the Guantanamo 

prison, millions of people around this country will have no idea about that but they will know 

that there is a film that has opened up and lots of people going to see it and receiving potential 

awards, and people will leave the movie theater thinking that torture is something that 

produces results and it may not be nice to do, but hey, you’ve got to do it to get the bad guys.  

So, it’s very sad that these things are happening but I’m very happy today to hear that 

prominent members of the Hollywood community are speaking out. 

 

Blase:    Yes, they are speaking out to the Academy.  David Clennon is speaking today saying, 

that,  

“I firmly believe that the film Zero Dark Thirty promotes acceptance of the crime of 

torture as a legitimate weapon in America’s so-called “War on Terror.”  In that belief, 

following my conscience, I will not vote for Zero Dark Thirty in any category including 

Best Picture, Best Screenplay, Best Actress, etc.” 

 

So, it is important that people speak out and we’re really proud of them for doing that.  I hope 

you’ll continue your great work, Medea.  Any final thoughts for us today? 

 

Medea:  Well, just that I think that in the months ahead as we have these very serious votes 

that will be coming down in Congress that will determine our economic future that we really 

weigh in saying that our country cannot prosper and our young people cannot have a future full 

of options and our planet cannot have a future if we don’t really invest in the important things 

our country needs - the green jobs, the infrastructure, and the only way we can do that is by 

winding down the wars, bringing our troops home, stopping the drone warfare, slashing the 

Pentagon budget, closing our overseas bases and really looking at the things that are important 

for us as a nation and particularly, for our young people so that they have a much better future. 

 

Blase:  Well, with people like you doing what you’re doing, this is going to happen.  We were so 

upset with Washington dealing with the so-called Fiscal Cliff.  They confined their discussion to  
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Social Security and to Medicare, things that are so unrelated and they fail to make an issue of 

the trillions of dollars that are wasted in perpetual war.  The rest of the world is not as confined 

to the Beltway as Washington is.  They know the truth of the matter.  And what you’re doing is 

helping the world to see that. 

 

Thanks so much for being with us today. 

 

Medea:  Well, thank you and I hope we can mobilize an effective response and if people want 

to get involved with Code Pink, it’s codepink.org and we need everybody working together, 

independent of political parties, that will build a kind of effective movement that will take us on 

the path we’ve been talking about.   

 

Thanks for having me on the show, Blase. 

* * * 

 

Blase:  You know, friends, thanks to an Office of the Americas benefactor, we’re able to offer 

copies of my new book, “Imagine No Religion” and we can offer that to you as a gift.  Supply is 

limited so if you wish a free copy, please send an e-mail request to ooa@igc.org.  This is a free 

offer for as long as we have the free books. 

 

Well, it’s a continuation of a discussion of religion being used politically to get people to kill 

each other and I think that it’s so important to deal with at this time as we see religion being 

used for slaughter internationally.  That’s one of the reasons I wrote the book, “Imagine No 

Religion.”  We have to consider so many things in looking at the role of religion and authenticity 

or error.  For example, what is faith?  Is that a formula?  Many people think it is, something you 

recite and this is a formula, my faith.  I don’t think it is.  Faith is what we’re willing to do, what 

we’re willing to take on, what we’re willing to trust.  There’s a problem with most religions right 

there in trying to say that their religion is a formula.  The formula is the problem, not the 

solution.  Life is not just a list of statements about believing in certain divinity, virginity, 

mailto:ooa@igc.org
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ascension, assumption, infallibility, all of these things - that is not it.  It is a matter of a lifestyle 

that shows by its fruits that we are living a meaningful life in sync with the rest of the world.  

That’s one of the reasons I wrote the book.  It is an autobiography and it’s called “Imagine No 

Religion” and I do want to offer you some free copies that were made possible by a benefactor 

to the Office of the Americas and you can get that by sending an e-mail to ooa@igc.org for a 

free book as long as the books are available. 

 

Friends, we have some thoughts here from Glenn Greenwald which he expressed in the 

Guardian. 

“The policies adopted by the Obama administration just over the last couple of years 

leave no doubt that they are accelerating, not winding down, the war apparatus that 

has been relentlessly strengthened over the last decade. In the name of the War on 

Terror, the current president has diluted decades-old Miranda warnings; codified a new 

scheme of indefinite detention on US soil; plotted to relocate Guantanamo to Illinois; 

increased secrecy, repression and release-restrictions at the camp; minted a new theory 

of presidential assassination powers even for US citizens; renewed the Bush/Cheney 

warrantless eavesdropping framework for another five years, as well as the Patriot Act, 

without a single reform; and just signed into law all new restrictions on the release of 

indefinitely held detainees.  

 

Does that sound to you like a government anticipating the end of the War on Terror any 

time soon? Or does it sound like one working feverishly to make their terrorism-justified 

powers of detention, surveillance, killing and secrecy permanent? About all of this, the 

ACLU's Executive Director, Anthony Romero, provided the answer on Thursday: 

"President Obama has utterly failed the first test of his second term, even before 

inauguration day. His signature means indefinite detention without charge or trial, as 

well as the illegal military commissions, will be extended." 

 

mailto:ooa@igc.org
http://www.nytimes.com/2011/03/25/us/25miranda.html
http://www.aclu.org/blog/national-security/president-obama-signs-indefinite-detention-law
http://www.aclu.org/national-security/creating-gitmo-north-alarming-step-says-aclu
https://www.commondreams.org/headline/2012/12/12-7
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/09/07/us/judge-rejects-limits-on-lawyers-access-to-guantanamo-prisoners.html
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2013/01/03/ndaa-obama-indefinite-detention_n_2402601.html
http://www.theatlanticwire.com/national/2012/03/holder-due-process-doesnt-necessarily-mean-courtroom/49509/
https://www.commondreams.org/headline/2012/12/31-1
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2011/05/27/patriot-act-extension-signed-obama-autopen_n_867851.html
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2013/01/03/ndaa-obama-indefinite-detention_n_2402601.html
http://www.aclu.org/national-security/updated-ndaa-prevents-closing-guantanamo-could-lead-claims-right-discriminate
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There's a good reason US officials are assuming the "War on Terror" will persist 

indefinitely: namely, their actions ensure that this occurs. The New York Times' 

Matthew Rosenberg this morning examines what the US government seems to regard 

as the strange phenomenon of Afghan soldiers attacking US troops with increasing 

frequency, and in doing so, discovers a shocking reality: people end up disliking those 

who occupy and bomb their country: 

 

"Such insider attacks, by Afghan security forces on their Western allies, became 'the 

signature violence of 2012', in the words of one former American official. The surge in 

attacks has provided the clearest sign yet that Afghan resentment of foreigners is 

becoming unmanageable, and American officials have expressed worries about its 

disruptive effects on the training mission that is the core of the American withdrawal 

plan for 2014. . . .  

 

Well, it’s obvious that the very troops we’re training in Afghanistan are mutinying against us 

and I think Greenwald would like us to see this. 

 

"But behind it all, many senior coalition and Afghan officials are now concluding that 

after nearly 12 years of war, the view of foreigners held by many Afghans has come to 

mirror that of the Taliban. Hope has turned into hatred, and some will find a reason to 

act on those feelings. 

 

Well, I think this should be obvious.  Twelve years of war against one of the poorest nations on 

earth that has no CIA, has no Pentagon, has no Air Force.  It simply has people who defeated 

the Soviet Union and bankrupted the Soviet Union as it defeated them and now it’s doing the 

same.  We are becoming bankrupt and our Congress is afraid to admit the fact that that’s the 

Fiscal Cliff, that’s the deficit as well.  We have simply spent our heritage on needless war. 

http://www.nytimes.com/2013/01/04/world/asia/afghan-soldiers-journey-from-friend-to-killer-of-americans.html?hp&_r=0&gwh=8C67C47FC5FDA9FEC816BB0F87AF4EF0
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So, we are being viewed as infidels for what we have done to their country and to their 

children.  Why should we be surprised at this unless we are beginning to believe our own 

propaganda. 

In other words, more than a decade of occupying and brutalizing that country has 

turned large swaths of the population into the "Taliban", to the extent that the 

"Taliban" means: Afghans willing to use violence to force the US and its allies out of 

their country. As always, the US - through the very policies of aggression and militarism 

justified in the name of terrorism - is creating the very "terrorists" those policies are 

supposedly designed to combat. It's a pure and perfect system of self-perpetuation. 

 

Exactly the same thing is happening in Yemen, where nothing is more effective at 

driving Yemenis into the arms of al-Qaida than the rapidly escalated drone attacks under 

Obama. This morning, the Times reported that US air strikes in Yemen are carried out in 

close cooperation with the air force of Saudi Arabia, which will only exacerbate that 

problem. Indeed, virtually every person accused of plotting to target the US with 

terrorist attacks in last several years has expressly cited increasing US violence, 

aggression and militarism in the Muslim world as the cause. 

 

There's no question that this "war" will continue indefinitely. There is no question that 

US actions are the cause of that, the gasoline that fuels the fire. The only question - and 

it's becoming less of a question for me all the time - is whether this endless war is the 

intended result of US actions or just an unwanted miscalculation.  

It's increasingly hard to make the case that it's the latter. The US has long known, and its 

own studies have emphatically concluded, that "terrorism" is motivated not by a 

"hatred of our freedoms" but by US policy and aggression in the Muslim world. This 

causal connection is not news to the US government. Despite this - or, more accurately, 

because of it - they continue with these policies. 

http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/yemen
http://www.businessinsider.com/obamas-covert-drone-war-in-yemen-prompting-more-terror-2012-5
http://news.antiwar.com/2012/12/26/yemen-fears-backlash-as-drone-strike-victims-side-with-al-qaeda/
http://www.thetimes.co.uk/tto/news/world/americas/article3647656.ece
http://www.salon.com/2010/10/06/terrorism_27/
http://www.salon.com/2009/10/20/terrorism_6/
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One of the most difficult endeavors is to divine the motives of other people (divining our 

own motives is difficult enough). That becomes even more difficult when attempting to 

discern the motives not of a single actor but a collection of individuals with different 

motives and interests ("the US government"). 

 

But what one can say for certain is that there is zero reason for US officials to want an 

end to the war on terror, and numerous and significant reasons why they would want it 

to continue. It's always been the case that the power of political officials is at its 

greatest, its most unrestrained, in a state of war. Cicero, two thousand years ago, 

warned that "In times of war, the law falls silent" (Inter arma enim silent leges). John 

Jay, in Federalist No. 4, warned that as a result of that truth, "nations in general will 

make war whenever they have a prospect of getting anything by it . . . for the purposes 

and objects merely personal, such as thirst for military glory, revenge for personal 

affronts, ambition, or private compacts to aggrandize or support their particular families 

or partisans." 

 

If you were a US leader, or an official of the National Security State, or a beneficiary of 

the private military and surveillance industries, why would you possibly want the war on 

terror to end? That would be the worst thing that could happen. It's that war that 

generates limitless power, impenetrable secrecy, an unquestioning citizenry, and 

massive profit.  

 

These are thoughts from Glenn Greenwald and it seems that the only way to get off this tack, 

this rut of international war is to look at the reality, to the dangers to the globe because of 

global warming and, if we can pull the world together in fighting global warming, rather than 

http://avalon.law.yale.edu/18th_century/fed04.asp
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killing each other, I think that maybe we can end this by realizing that there is only one race on 

this globe.  And we have only one opportunity to save it. 

 

We’ve been trying to reach Kathy Kelly in Afghanistan and we’ve had some trouble with the 

phone and also, with her health, but I understand she’s doing much better now, and she does 

write the following, representing Voices for Creative Nonviolence (www.vcnv.org).  She states 

that: 

 

The people of Afghanistan have only seen cosmetic improvement in their living 

conditions. UNICEF reports that 36% of the people live in poverty and that over one 

million children suffer from acute malnourishment. According to available World Bank 

figures, about 73 percent of people in Afghanistan lack access to clean drinking water 

and 95 percent do not have access to sufficient sanitation. Limited access to medical 

facilities and the absence of knowledge, skills and the ability to effectively manage these 

diarrheal diseases usually leads to the death of 48,545 children each year, - 

approximately 133 children per day.  

 

In and around Kabul alone, there are an estimated 35,000 internally displaced refugees, 

living in 50 camps. We’ve seen the wretched conditions there and walked away feeling 

ashamed of our warm clothes and easy access to food and potable water. 

 

Kabul appears secure, but it is merely a fragile “bubble” where people feel relatively 

removed from fighting, compared to areas of the country afflicted by regular Taliban 

and NATO/ISAF attacks. A young Pashto friend of ours spoke to us with frustration, 

yesterday, about how little understanding people in Kabul have for people in his 

province, called Wardak, where people live in constant fear of drone attacks and night 

raids. 

 

http://edition.cnn.com/2012/10/16/world/asia/afghan-unicef-starving-girls/index.html
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/12/31/world/asia/cold-afghan-camps-receive-some-aid-but-shortages-loom.html?_r=0
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Those are the two greatest creators of opposition and resistance that I can imagine – drone 

attacks and night raids.  Just think of the terror of having someone break into your home in the 

middle of the night, terrorize your entire family, take some of the males away, and terrorize the 

females.  Is that not going to create resistance?  Well, it has and it does and it will.  So, Kathy 

states: 

 

The U.S. Congress doesn’t seem to believe in non-military solutions. The occupying 

powers here, and the Western media, are projecting an image benefitting few but the 

military-industrial complex of each participating nation. Over the past ten years of 

occupation, the United States could have assumed a responsibility to help establish a 

sustainable economy and infrastructure. Instead, although billions were spent, (in 

October, 2012 the office of the SIGAR (Special Inspector General for Afghanistan 

Reconstruction) released its 17th and latest report on reconstruction reported that after 

a decade of spending the U.S. government spending approaches the $100 billion mark) 

the U.S. forces will leave behind many millions of war-weary, exhausted and 

economically desperate people.  

 

So, this was Kathy speaking to us from Kabul, trying to get us to understand how bad the 

situation is and how counter-productive our wars have been.  

 

We have some wonderful thoughts on this film we were talking about, coming from Marjorie 

Cohn. 

 

On January 11, eleven years to the day after George W. Bush sent the first detainees to 

Guantanamo, the Oscar-nominated film Zero Dark Thirty is making its national debut. 

Zero Dark Thirty is disturbing for two reasons. First and foremost, it leaves the viewer 

with the erroneous impression that torture helped the CIA find bin Laden’s hiding place 
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in Pakistan. Secondarily, it ignores both the illegality and immorality of using torture as 

an interrogation tool. 

The thriller opens with the words “based on first-hand accounts of actual events.” After 

showing footage of the horrific 9/11 attacks, it moves into a graphic and lengthy 

depiction of torture. The detainee “Ammar” is subjected to waterboarding, stress 

positions, sleep deprivation, and confined in a small box. Responding to the torture, he 

divulges the name of the courier who ultimately leads the CIA to bin Laden’s location 

and assassination. It may be good theater, but it is inaccurate and misleading. 

The statement “based on first-hand accounts of actual events” is deceptive because it 

causes the viewer think the story is accurate. All it really means, however, is that the CIA 

provided Hollywood with information about events depicted in the movie. Acting CIA 

Director Michael Morrell wrote a letter to the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence 

in which he admitted the CIA engaged extensively with the filmmakers. After receiving 

his letter, Senators John McCain, Dianne Feinstein and Carl Levin requested information 

and documents related to the CIA’s cooperation. 

The senators sent a letter to Morrell saying they were “concerned by the film’s clear 

implication that information obtained during or after the use of the CIA’s coercive 

interrogation techniques played a critical role in locating Usama Bin Laden (UBL).” They 

noted, “the film depicts CIA officers repeatedly torturing detainees. The film then 

credits CIA detainees subjected to coercive interrogation techniques as providing critical 

lead information on the courier that led to the UBL compound.” They state 

categorically: “this information is incorrect.” 

The letter explains that after a review of more than six million pages of CIA records, 

Feinstein and Levin made the following determination: 
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The CIA did not first learn about the existence of the UBL courier from CIA detainees 

subjected to coercive interrogation techniques. Nor did the CIA discover the courier’s 

identity from CIA detainees subjected to coercive techniques. No CIA detainee reported 

on the courier’s full name or specific whereabouts, and no detainee identified the 

compound in which UBL was hidden. Instead, the CIA learned of the existence of the 

courier, his true name, and location through means unrelated to the CIA detention and 

interrogation program. 

In a speech on the Senate floor, McCain declared, “It was not torture, or cruel, inhuman, 

and degrading treatment of detainees that got us the major leads that ultimately 

enabled our intelligence community to find Osama bin Laden.” McCain added: “In fact, 

not only did the use of ‘enhanced interrogation techniques’ on Khalid Sheik Mohammed 

not provide us with the key leads on bin Laden’s courier, Abu Ahmed; it actually 

produced false and misleading information.” 

Many high-level interrogators, including Glenn L. Carle, Ali Soufan and Matthew 

Alexander, report that torture is actually ineffective and often interferes with the 

securing of actual intelligence. A 2006 study by the National Defense Intelligence 

College concluded that traditional, rapport-building interrogation techniques are very 

effective even with the most recalcitrant detainees, but coercive tactics create 

resistance. 

Moreover, torture is counter-productive. An interrogator serving in Afghanistan told 

Forbes, “I cannot even count the amount of times that I personally have come face to 

face with detainees, who told me they were primarily motivated to do what they did, 

because of hearing that we committed torture . . . Torture committed by Americans in 

the past continues to kill Americans today.” 

Very simple, friends.  By using torture, we are creating far more resistance to our actions. 
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Torture is also illegal and immoral – important points that are ignored in Zero Dark 

Thirty. After witnessing the savage beating of a detainee at the beginning of the film, the 

beautiful heroine “Maya” says “I’m fine.” As he’s leaving Pakistan, Maya’s colleague Dan 

tells her, “You gotta be real careful with the detainees now. Politics are changing and 

you don’t want to be the last one holding the dog collar when the oversight committee 

comes.” 

Torture is illegal in all circumstances. The Convention Against Torture and Other Cruel, 

Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment, a treaty the United States ratified 

which makes it part of U.S. law, states unequivocally: “No exceptional circumstances 

whatsoever, whether a state of war or a threat of war, internal political instability or any 

other public emergency, may be invoked as a justification of torture.” The prohibition of 

torture is absolute and unequivocal. Torture is never lawful. 

These thoughts were put together by a very wonderful lawyer, Marjorie Cohn, who was 

formerly president of the National Lawyers Guild and I think it’s very important that we reflect 

on this and don’t accept the false information given by this film that torture is necessary.  No, 

it’s terrible and unnecessary, same as slavery and unnecessary, while people said it was 

necessary. 

Well friends, I want you to know that we do have an offer from an Office of the Americas 

benefactor.  We’re able to offer you a free copy of my new book, “Imagine No Religion” as a 

gift.  If you’d like a copy please send an e-mail to ooa@igc.org.  It’s a free offer as long as we 

have the free books and I don’t know how long that will be but while we’re able to do that we’ll 

continue to do it. 

Thank you very much for being with us today. 

 

mailto:ooa@igc.org

