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

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

 

I’m very privileged today to have Congressman Dennis Kucinich as my guest.  Dennis Kucinich is 

a passionate and articulate leader for peace and disarmament.  He led an effort in Congress to 

establish a US Department of Peace.  He was also an early supporter of the nuclear abolition 

movement.  During his 16 years in Congress he was a spokesperson for US participation in many 

disarmament treaties, including the biological and chemical weapons conventions.  He was an 

advocate for the US joining the International Criminal Court and a driving force in the effort to 

stop the US from attacking Iraq.  He also led the efforts in Congress to end the wars in Iraq and 

Afghanistan.  Welcome, Dennis Kucinich. 

 

Dennis:  Blase, it’s great to be with you.  How are you? 

 

Blase:  Just fine, thank you, and we’re looking forward to your lecture on Friday, February 8th, 

2013 at 7:30 pm at the Lobero Theater in Santa Barbara.  This is a free lecture and I think 

people are very fortunate to be able to come to hear you in Santa Barbara.  And that, of course, 

is sponsored by the Nuclear Age Peace Foundation. 

 

Your title is “Restoring Hope for America’s Future by Developing a Culture of Peace.” 

 

Now Dennis, that sounds like the moral revolution that Dr. King spoke of? 
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Dennis:  Yes, and it’s a call that’s coming from many quarters, not just from me.  When we see 

the moment where our country is on the path to perpetual war, not withstanding what the 

administration says at any given moment.  When we come to an understanding that our 

government has, as a formal policy, assassination, that we are still working under a declaration 

of emergency that was declared on 9/11, just after that date in 2001.  When we understand 

that we have a militarization of society that, frankly, was reflected in this recent decision to 

permit women to emphasize that women will now be in combat.  We see the society changing 

and the time for sounding the warning has past.  Now it takes real action, not just to stand up 

and speak out – to become visible, to be seen, to be marching and challenging these decisions 

that are being made in Washington in our name that put us on a path of alienation from each 

other and from the rest of the world. 

 

Blase:  Indeed, I know that even on Inauguration Day there was a drone die-in the same day in 

Washington.  These demonstrations are everywhere and we’re extremely excited about how 

people have come out and rallies and marches were honoring Dr. King during the same day as 

the Inauguration and I think that’s wonderful. 

 

Dennis:  I want to share something with you.  Throughout the city on the day of the 

Inauguration, around Washington, DC, in public areas – not on the Capitol complex itself, way 

beyond the Capitol complex – you had military vehicles parked with MPs in them and to me, 

there’s no legal justification for it.  It seems to be in violation of the Posse Comitatus law which 

restricts the military from civilian law enforcement.  And, to me, this is just another example of 

this not-so-subtle movement towards a society which is increasingly militarized, where the 

government now has taken upon itself the power of life and death over any citizen of the 

United States or of anybody anywhere in the world, where due process is tossed out the 

window.  I don’t care if it’s a Democrat or a Republican in the White House.  I do care if they 

follow the Constitution.  And we have administrations of both parties who have not only 

ignored the Constitution, but have set precedents for the slow and steady destruction of rights 



3 

 

that have been guaranteed to Americans over a period of 200 years.  I might be out of Congress 

but I haven’t lost my voice and I haven’t lost common sense about the direction the country is 

going in which I am not happy about. 

 

 

Blase:  Well, I think you’re going to have a greater voice, Dennis, because most people get their 

news from media and you’ll be reaching people internationally that you couldn’t reach as well 

through Congress so I think this is a new and important development that’s going on here, 

don’t you? 

 

Dennis:  Well, all of us have the ability to the best of our ability to move forward to try to be 

heard.  And I’m fortunate to have many opportunities including this show, and I’m taking them.  

And I’m making sure that the point of view which has become well known that I’ve expressed 

over a period of 16 years in the United States Congress will continue to find place of expression.  

I’m not just going to preach to the choir.  I received, as you know, an opportunity to be a 

contributor on FOX.  While FOX has been generous with their invitations over the years for me 

to be on the air, what I’ve found is that we’ve had an energetic exchange of views and I’ve 

never backed down and I think that it’s important to be able to meet the challenge of those 

who may disagree strongly with you. 

 

 

Blase:  I think it’s a very important moment because it’s going to be in bringing, and I hate these 

lines – the left and the right – together.  It seems that any rational person can understand that 

we’re in danger of nuclear elimination.  And we need to bring these sides together so that they 

understand that we’re going way beyond Republican and Democrat. 

 

Dennis:  Blase, you’re absolutely right.  We’re in a post-partisan era which is why it is urgent 

that we exchange views with people who may strongly disagree with us.  We have to have 

communication.  We have to have dialogue.  We are enjoined by the Scriptures to make peace 
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with our brothers and our sisters.  You can’t do that if you’re not willing to extend yourself and 

talk to people, if you’re not willing to seek out commonalities.  If you’re not willing to come 

from a place of understanding that the essential truth of our time is unity, that we’re all one, 

that we’re interconnected and interdependent.  The false thinking of us versus them that 

separates us, alienates us, causes us to be at odds against each other while massive challenges 

are unfolding themselves with respect to the environment, peace in the world.  And this is why 

we need to unite, to be able to have the glorious promise, not only of a nation that serves all of 

its people, but also of a country which can be a shining city on a hill for all, but we’re not there 

right now. 

 

Blase:   We have to think globally; we have to get beyond the frames of the Beltway that frame 

things in a very narrow fashion.  And I think people are capable of this, especially if they’re 

going to hear it from “the voice of God”, which is the media and I say that jokingly, but the 

point is that’s where people get their information.  If they understand that the National Rifle 

Association is causing a tremendous amount of proliferation of arms in the United States, I 

think they can begin to understand that the Pentagon is the National Rifle Association to the 

world and that the greatest weapon of mass destruction in the world today, excluding nuclear 

bombs which haven’t been used since 1945, is the assault weapon.  That’s internationally and 

that is a fact. 

 

Dennis:  The same type gun that was used to kill all those children and adults in Newtown, 

Connecticut is a gun that was copied after the M-16.   When the M-16’s patent expired, they 

created this gun for civilian use, the Bushmaster AR-15, and it is used by over 100 police 

departments by militaries in over 50 countries.  We are seeing the militarization of our society 

running apace with the weaponization of our society.  And what’s interesting, Blase, is that it’s 

important to know the historical precedent involving the evolution of the 2nd Amendment 

because the first concern of those earliest Americans was the tyranny of the government.  They 

understood what George, III was about.  That’s what their Declaration of Independence was 

about.  We crafted our Constitution in part as a response to what the conditions were, what the 
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colonists had to deal with, and what people who fled from England had to deal with who came 

to the United States.  They didn’t want a tyrannical government so they kept militias available 

to be armed to resist the government.  That’s part of the historical precedent.   

 

Today it remains and some people, who don’t trust the government, have to make sure they 

have a gun to protect themselves against the government.  Now, people can listen thoughtfully 

to that or they can roll their eyes but the fact is that there are people who think that way.   

 

The other thing is that we are the same government which people are skeptical of or mistrust.  

Our tax dollars are being funded for a massive armament build-up.  That government, which 

people have some mistrust and fear of, is becoming more powerful.  And while I think the 

government has salutary purposes in the life of individuals and in the life of the nation, we also 

have to recognize that if we don’t have enough vigilance that government can become a 

monster and can become something that is profoundly undemocratic, that invades people’s 

privacy, cancels their civil liberties, keeps the country on a permanent path to war, keeps the 

country on a path of fear.   

 

So we’re in a moment in time where there is a mix of sentiments about security, fear, 

protecting people’s person, their family and their property, and we have to go way beyond the 

argument of whether guns are appropriate in the life of the nation.  With 100 million gun 

owners – that’s already been decided.  What we have to ask, “How can we create a less violent 

society?”  “How can we create a nonviolent society?”  How can we recapture the dream of Dr. 

King, of Gandhi, of Christ and others who understood our highest potential and that’s what I’m 

going to be talking about in Santa Barbara. 

 

Blase:  Well, we’re certainly looking forward to it.  We’re talking about this upcoming talk on 

Friday, February 8th , 7:30 pm at the Lobero Theater in Santa Barbara and that’s a free event.  

This is done by the Nuclear Age Peace Foundation, which has awarded Dennis Kucinich and so 

many others.  We have this problem; I think it’s time for us to look at cooperation, Dennis.  I 
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hear the word ‘compete’ fifty times a day and I’m tired of it.  I’ve seen the beauty of 

cooperation.  I saw it in the Occupy Movement which still continues.  We’ve seen great 

examples throughout the United States of new co-ops all over the country that are quietly 

developing.  Cooperative banks, cooperative approaches.  This is smaller government but its 

government that concerns itself with the common good which is what government is about.  

There are exciting things going on in the infrastructure.  Have you noticed that? 

 

Dennis:  You’re right; it happens at a community level where life comes alive, where people 

care for each other, where individuals get to know each other, and that process is something 

that we should cherish.  It’s part, not only of our past, but a signpost in our future to a better 

world.  We are admonished to think globally but act locally and so the process you’re talking 

about is an exemplification of action at a local level, of relationship at a local level, which has 

implications for the world. 

 

Blase:    I think that this can help us to get out of our isolation.  It’s a very strange thing.  

Isolationists used to be called people who didn’t want to engage in war overseas, but I think we 

are, at this moment, one of the most isolated people on the planet because we weep with the 

death of our children but ignore the death of the children I have on this page; I have a list of 

every child that has been killed by US drone strikes, the names and ages.  Is this not something 

to weep about?  What is our problem? 

 

Dennis:  It is our separation from compassion, the inability to refer to the suffering of others 

which causes us to lock ourselves in isolation and put up barriers around our heart and deny 

our own humanity.  When we come to an understanding that those children who are being 

killed by drone strikes are our children.  When we can see and look at them as our children, 

when we can imagine our children suffering and think of these children that our suffering.  I 

think of all innocent people which our nation has been involved in inflicting injury, and death 

and destruction upon them and their families.  How can we not hear the cry of the children, the 

cry of the world? 
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Blase:    I’m concerned today; I’m reminded of the French in Vietnam and they were in a state 

of defeat at Dien Bien Phu in 1954.  We were helping them to retain their colony and they were 

at the end of their rope.  And now we said, just a little assistance, some advice, some training, 

and behold, for the following 21 years, we were engaged in a futile attempt to defeat Vietnam 

and its neighbors.  And now the French are in trouble again and they’re calling us to help them.  

Is Mali our new Vietnam? 

 

Dennis:  Mali is a symptom of a foreign policy gone wrong.  The most recent detour that we 

took was in 2011 when the United States decided to join France and Great Britain in an attack 

upon Libya.  We opened the door for Al-Qaeda in Libya which did not have a presence there.  

And when we knocked off the Libyan government, arms poured into Libya and through Libya’s 

porous borders and through Algeria, into Mali, into Cote d’Ivoire and other countries, set the 

stage for an empowering of the fundamentalists and for a cycling up of more violence.  Our 

foreign policy’s been a disaster and you can draw a straight line from the policies of George 

Bush to the policies of the Obama administration.   There’s not much difference at all.  People 

can say what they want but the fact of the matter is that the so-called “Global War on Terror” 

declared by George Bush is alive and well under the Obama Administration. 

 

Blase:    You know Dennis, it seems to me that our technology is ten thousand years ahead of 

our humanity and the study of Humanities are suffering terribly in the United States in our 

universities – so much has gone  for technology that the Humanities, the Classics, History, 

Language, Literature, the Performing Arts, Music, Theater, Religion, Philosophy, all of this is 

suffering. 

 

Dennis:  Blase, you’re right, but you have to remember that it’s human beings who are 

executing these policies  When you have an assassination manual where the practice of killing 

people by drones has become so commonplace that they have to write a manual.   It kind of 

reminds you of the CIA manuals that were written for how to dispense with populations when 
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their political actions were found burdensome.  I think that, put aside the Democrat/ 

Republican stuff right away because when I come to Santa Barbara, I’m not coming as a 

Democrat.  I’m not coming as someone opposed to Republicans.  I’m coming as an American, 

someone very concerned that our country continues to make choices that separate us from our 

hearts, from our spirit as a country, from our Constitution.  They lose their meaning because 

they’re not consistent with practices that celebrate our human potential instead of annihilating 

it. 

 

Blase:      Well, our founders loved the word “self-evident” and it seems to me that normal 

people who are not having their minds warped in some way would understand that the use of 

things like drones, it’s self-evident, that this is an evil act taking the lives of non-combatants, 

and even coming up with cute little words like “signature strikes” which is just a warning that 

“we’re going to kill a few of you” to let you know we’re in the area. 

 

Dennis:  It also has taken to mean that the activity that is going on on the ground has the 

signature of what could constitute terrorist activity which, at this point, is anybody who 

disagrees with the United States, unfortunately.  And all adult males or all combat-age males 

have become suspect and therefore can be targeted.  This is being done in our name.  It’s not 

only repugnant, and I believe illegal, but it will cause us to inherit the wind. 

 

Blase:    Something is changing; when we opposed the war in ’65, we were the devil.  We were 

demonized everywhere and what is shocking to me right now while we travel around, speaking 

on behalf of peace, people are agreeing with us.   I’m not used to this.  Something’s going on in 

our culture.  People are hungry for what you’ll be speaking about which is “Restoring Hope for 

America’s Future through Developing a Culture of Peace.”  That’s coming up February 8th at 

7:30 pm in Santa Barbara.   So there’s something brewing at this time in the culture.  I have 

never seen so many people so tired of war as I find being on the stump.  Have you noticed this? 
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Dennis:  It really comes down to an individual commitment that merges with collective 

expression of a desire for a nation and a world which can walk the talk.  We’ve had such a 

disconnect from what is said about what American policy is and what actually occurs that the 

average citizen doesn’t have any clue what’s being done in their name.  And we need to tell the 

truth.   And we need to do it from a position of love of country.  I’m an American and I’m proud 

of being an American but my pride in my country doesn’t blind me from what is being done in 

the name of my country.  In fact, it requires me to stand up and say “no” and to protest and to 

object and to challenge those who would take our country to be redefined as the policemen of 

the world as the executioner of the world.  America has a higher calling, as a nation among 

nations – it still can be the indispensable nation.  But we can’t do that by waging war anytime 

we please against anyone we please.  We have to regain the cherished values which brought 

about the founding of this nation and reconnect with the highest aspirations that we share for 

our nation, and to defend the true interests of America, as contrasted with the interests of a 

few who would use the United States for their own financial gain.   

 

I’m looking forward to coming to Santa Barbara because it will be an opportunity, not only for 

people to hear me speak, but for me to hear from the people about their concerns and to talk 

together in an important dialogue about new directions for the country. 

 

Blase:    The new direction, Dennis, is that we can take the 190 nations ask them to look at the 

danger to the globe through climate change.  And if we look and see that this little speck of 

sand in the universe that we call Earth could fade away very quickly and it’s time for us to hold 

hands.   

 

As Bradbury said before he died, “You know, we live on a rock moving around the sun.  We 

should be holding hands.”  We’re only 4% of people in the United States.   We are not going to 

run the rest of the globe.  I think this time has arrived. 
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Dennis:  Well, it has, and I certainly appreciate being on this interview with you, Blase, and I’m 

looking forward to seeing you and Theresa again and it will be my pleasure to be able to greet 

any of your listeners here as we begin a new chapter into seeking a newer world to finding the 

underlining potential of America to cast it out there in the world and use it to tame that savage 

beast of war, and to use it to create communities of peace. 

 

Blase:      Thanks so much, Dennis, we’re looking forward to seeing you Friday, February 8th, in 

Santa Barbara.  We’ll continue with World Focus after a brief break. 

 

Commercial Interlude 

 

Blase:  This friends, is the moral revolution of Dr. Martin Luther King carried on at this time, at a 

time when we see new and dumber wars constantly on the horizon.  We now see a very great 

tragedy developing in Mali.  So just 13 days after starting the war, France was massively 

escalating its troops in Mali.  There were reports of escalating ethnic killings by French-backed 

Malian troops.  On Tuesday, the Malian regime extended the state of emergency and at the 

same time, French and Malian troops set up positions in central Mali around the strategic 

airfield in Sévaré.  So this looks to be the beginning of something huge and at the same time we 

have so many troops now and plans for constant maneuvers in Africa, it seems that Mali is 

becoming our African Vietnam and that’s the tragic nature of what is taking place at this time. 

 

         

The hostage crisis that broke out on Wednesday in Algeria—where more than 40 

Westerners were taken captive at a gas plant by al Qaeda fighters—ostensibly has its 

roots in Mali, Algeria's neighbor to the southwest. The hostage-takers claim that they 

acted in response to France's intervention last week in Mali to combat gains by a jihadist 

insurrection. But the story actually begins in Libya, where unintended consequences of 

the Arab Spring are now roiling North Africa and West Africa. When NATO forces 

decided to support the Libyan rebellion against Moammar Gadhafi in 2011, they could 
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scarcely have predicted the impact of their involvement on the region's labyrinth of 

competing ethnic and confessional interests. 

 

Gadhafi had long drawn mercenaries from among the Tuareg, a nomadic ethnic group 

known as the Kurds of Africa because they are spread across five countries without a 

state of their own. In the early 2000s, Gadhafi began offering his Tuareg mercenaries 

privileges, including residency permits. When the Arab Spring spread from Tunisia and 

Egypt to Libya two years ago, and as his own regular forces began to defect, Gadhafi 

enlisted support from thousands of Tuareg fighters to suppress the rebellion. 

 

Gadhafi was killed in October 2011, but death failed to halt the malignant spread of his 

influence, which was already well known to his African neighbors. His Tuareg forces—

armed, trained and on the receiving end of much hostility in post-revolutionary Libya—

retreated to redoubts in Mali, bringing with them caches of sophisticated arms, 

including heavy weaponry and antiaircraft missiles. 

 

For decades, the Tuareg people have accused Mali's government of neglect, corruption 

and a failure to apply the rule of law. The influx of disaffected fighters from Libya 

revived their hopes of self-determination and culminated in October 2011 with the 

creation of the National Movement for the Liberation of Azawad, known as the MNLA. 

Last spring, this militia overran several towns in northern Mali and declared 

independence. 

 

Although the MNLA's ascendancy highlighted the grievances of many northern Malians, 

the militia's success wasn't universally welcomed. Competing ethnic groups in the 

region, including the Songhai, Peuhl, Bella and Arabs, didn't necessarily want to be ruled 

by Tuaregs. 
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Political expediency makes for strange bedfellows, particularly when exacerbated by the 

privations of war. Last spring, the MNLA—though secular and principally concerned with 

ethno-nationalist interests—tacitly joined forces with jihadists who operate across the 

Sahel, a band of semi-arid land that stretches across Africa along the southern Sahara. 

The MNLA's new Islamist allies included al Qaeda in the Islamic Maghreb, Ansar Dine, 

and the Movement for Unity and Jihad in West Africa (though most of the fighting was 

done by Ansar Dine). Their goal: ensure that Malian government forces would be 

incapable of launching a revanchist campaign against the rebel-held north. 

 

Like the Tuareg fighters, the jihadists benefited from the Libyan civil war—a vast arsenal 

flooded the black market after Gadhafi's demise. Remarkably, much of the money for 

the arms purchases comes from Western governments. Jihadists in the Sahel—who 

have typically drawn less attention than their counterparts in the Middle East and South 

Asia—have focused less on high-profile attacks than on kidnapping Western tourists and 

holding them for ransom. Spain, Germany, Switzerland and Canada have all paid millions 

of dollars for the release of their nationals over the years. 

 

By June 2012, the MNLA-jihadist alliance had effectively removed all traces of 

government control in northern Mali, creating an environment where Islamists can 

thrive: lawlessness, a lack of political authority, and weak civil leaders. The jihadists 

seized the opportunity to unravel their alliance with the MNLA and establish a 

semiautonomous Islamic state in the north. A draconian administration subjected 

Malians to a brutal interpretation of Shariah law, including executions for adultery and 

amputations for theft. 

- Shiraz Maher: The Jihadist Eruption in Africa – Wall Street Journal 

 

Sounds like Saudi Arabia and we don’t seem to have a problem with them.  This gets so 

complex that it could easily become an African Vietnam. 
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Internet forums linked to al Qaeda cheered the developments in Mali: Jihadists have 

never before directly controlled so much territory—nearly 700,000 square miles, an 

area the size of Texas. 

 

The entire Malian state was in danger of succumbing to an onslaught from the north 

before last week, when the interim administration of President Dioncounda Traore 

called on the French to intervene. Jihadist forces were readying themselves to seize 

Mali's capital, Bamako. 

 

American military strategists are known to have helped their French counterparts plan 

Operation Serval, which is trying to stem the Islamist push. The military dimension of 

the campaign is straightforward enough: kill or capture jihadists in the north, destroy 

their networks and deny them havens. The efforts by 1,400 French troops—supported 

by tanks, air power and likely some 1,000 more troops to come—is still in its early days, 

and counterterrorism, as the world knows well, can be a long and difficult undertaking.  

 

Blase:    So, what we have here is the beginning of something extremely dangerous and the 

United States was very rapid to become involved.  They say the Pentagon and the White House 

have some differences on this matter but we still have troops there, we’re sending  troops to 

Africa.  We have 35 maneuvers planned for African, most of them in areas where there are no 

signs of Al-Qaeda.  So we have a need for this moral revolution which will take a good look at 

our past and not repeat it for to repeat the past is to betray the past.  The past is marked by 

ignorance, stupidity, violence, and nonsense.  To reverence the past is to change, to change our 

way of thinking, change our way of acting, and yet the repetitious nature of our militarism 

seems to live in the past.   

 

We’ve all been focused on children since the terrible disaster in Connecticut and, as I 

mentioned to Dennis Kucinich, I have a list in front of me of all of the children murdered by 

drone strikes at the hands of our President.  And our President claims to like children; he 
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surrounds himself with them constantly to help bolster his political agenda.  When it comes to 

children who get in the way of his political agenda however, it’s a different story.  Hundreds of 

children have been murdered in US drone strikes on Pakistan, Yemen, ordered by the President, 

and that’s in his first term.  The age of these children range from one to 19 years of age.  The 

Bureau of Investigative Journalism which estimates that there have been approximately 399 to 

500 strikes to date, that is drone strikes – the research group found that around 3,000 

individuals have been killed by these drones, many of them innocent civilians.  In Pakistan 

alone, 891 civilians have been killed by US drones since 2004.  Pakistan’s President told our 

Ambassador Richard Olsen that drone strikes are not only in violation of Pakistan’s sovereignty 

but are counter-productive and I don’t think anything could be more true.  They’re creating the 

enemy and we’re creating enemies all over the world. 

 

Yesterday, another 7 people were killed in Yemen in a drone strike.  It was the fourth strike in 

five days, marking what a senior official called, “marking a significant escalation in the US-

Yemeni campaign against Al-Qaeda and Al-Qaeda-affiliated militants.”  That word “affiliated” is 

so loose; it’s kind of like that word “suspected”.  These people at the wedding are “suspected” 

of being terrorists so we’ll kill everybody at the wedding.  This is the type of thing that’s 

happening.  The same day, that went relatively unreported in the mainstream western media, 

another nine people were killed, two of those were children.  The CIA and Obama 

administration officials have declined to comment on the strikes.  That’s unfortunate.  We don’t 

want to talk about it, but we know about it.  We want to have some explanation of why you 

think you can get away with this.   

 

We see the President in Yemen praising these operations and giving babble saying that we 

pinpoint the target and have “zero margin of error” if you know what target you’re aiming at.  

There’s no zero margin of error.  These lists of children that are in front of me are not zero 

margin of error.  They have just as much a right to live as the children in Connecticut or 

anywhere else in the world.  We have lists of children – 2 years old, 3 years old, 10 years old, 

etc.  That is what we have to avoid. 
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In the midst of all this, we have an economy that has a few problems, and we’re happy that one 

of the great aid organizations of the world, Oxfam, has tried to look at the situation and has 

given us a report saying that profits of the world’s wealthiest 100 people could end poverty 

four times over.  This is Oxfam and they’re noted for their accuracy.  It helps us to see that what 

economists talk about in the United States which we call “growth” is not what we need.  We 

don’t need growth; we need equitable distribution and equitable distribution doesn’t 

necessarily imply growth.   

 

 

The profits of the world's one hundred most wealthy individuals last year would be 

enough to wipe out world poverty, says a new report. And not just once over, or twice 

over, but the vast amount of money that has flowed to the top of the world's financial 

food chain would be enough to eradicate the worst kind of poverty a full four times 

over. 

 

If we interfered with the rights of 100 people to help 7 billion people, would that not be 

democracy? 7 billion to one hundred? 

 

Barbara Stocking, Oxfam's chief executive, who said world leaders should commit to 

reducing inequality at least to 1990 levels. Such an explosion in extreme wealth and 

income inequality represented by these numbers is exacerbating and hindering the 

world’s ability to tackle poverty, warns international aid group Oxfam International in a 

new analysis published ahead of the World Economic Forum starting in Davos this week. 

 

According to the report, ‘The cost of inequality: how wealth and income extremes hurt 

us all,’ the $240 billion net income in 2012 of the richest 100 billionaires would be 

enough to eliminate extreme poverty four times over. In releasing the report, Oxfam is 

http://www.oxfam.org/en/pressroom/pressrelease/2013-01-19/annual-income-richest-100-people-enough-end-global-poverty-four-times
http://www.oxfam.org/sites/www.oxfam.org/files/cost-of-inequality-oxfam-mb180113.pdf
http://www.oxfam.org/sites/www.oxfam.org/files/cost-of-inequality-oxfam-mb180113.pdf
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calling on world leaders to curb today’s income extremes and commit to bringing back 

inequality levels to at least those experienced in the early 1990's. 

 

“Concentration of resources in the hands of the top one per cent depresses economic 

activity and makes life harder for everyone else – particularly those at the bottom of the 

economic ladder," said Jeremy Hobbs, Oxfam's executive director. 

 

“We can no longer pretend that the creation of wealth for a few will inevitably benefit 

the many – too often the reverse is true," he said. “In a world where even basic 

resources such as land and water are increasingly scarce, we cannot afford to 

concentrate assets in the hands of a few and leave the many to struggle over what’s 

left.” 

 

In addition, Barbara Stocking, Oxfam's chief executive, says the world's extremity of 

wealth inequality is "economically inefficient, politically corrosive, socially divisive and 

environmentally destructive". 

 

Oxfam is calling for a 'new global deal' which would stabilize the world's economic 

systems and bring equality back in way that would benefit all humanity. 

 

“From tax havens to weak employment laws, the richest benefit from a global economic 

system which is rigged in their favour. It is time our leaders reformed the system so that 

it works in the interests of the whole of humanity rather than a global elite.” 

 

The group estimates that closing tax havens – which hold as much as $32 trillion or a 

third of all global wealth – could yield an additional $189bn in additional tax revenues. 

In addition to a tax haven crackdown, elements of the "global new deal" Oxfam 

envisions would include: 

 a reversal of the trend towards more regressive forms of taxation; 

http://www.guardian.co.uk/society/2013/jan/19/super-rich-fight-poverty-oxfam?INTCMP=SRCH


17 

 

 

Now we see that in our own country at this time.  The states are trying to cut down or eliminate 

income tax and increase sales taxes.  Now anyone who can do the math knows that a sales tax 

is one of the worst regressive taxes possible.  Those who have little pay far more of their 

income on sales taxes than those who have more.  Sales taxes are terrible for the poor.  And 

that’s what the states are trying to increase because what do they care for the poor? 

 

 a global minimum corporation tax rate; 

 measures to boost wages compared with returns available to capital; 

 increased investment in free public services and safety nets. 

 

 

All of that is what Oxfam is calling for and there’s a great deal of wisdom in this.  It is really not 

so much an ideological rant; it is simply saying what we can do right now to make things better 

and that’s why we should pay attention to Oxfam. 

 

Friends, we’re looking forward to the visit of Dennis Kucinich and his free lecture coming up in 

Santa Barbara on February 8th.  You can give a call to find out more information at 805 965-

3443. 

 

So much has come from the Nuclear Age Peace Foundation.  I was just delighted to see the 

beautiful piece done by Richard Falk and David Krieger about President Obama. 

They state here: 

 

Shortly after assuming office in 2009, President Obama demonstrated this boldness in a 

widely acclaimed speech in Prague. To rousing applause, he said, “So today, I state 

clearly and with conviction America's commitment to seek the peace and security of a 

world without nuclear weapons.” 
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Unfortunately, in the next breath, he reversed direction, offering a familiar reassurance 

to the military-industrial-governmental complex: “I'm not naïve,” he said. “This goal will 

not be reached quickly -- perhaps not in my lifetime. It will take patience and 

persistence.” Before finishing this coded message to the security establishment back 

home, he reversed direction once again, declaring, “But now we, too, must ignore the 

voices who tell us that the world cannot change. We have to insist, ‘Yes, we can.’” 

In a matter of seconds, less time than it would take to launch America’s civilization-

destroying (or omnicidal) nuclear arsenal, the new President seemed to engage in a 

debate with himself. America has a commitment to zero nuclear weapons. However, it 

won’t happen quickly. But, on the other hand, the world can change and it can happen. 

It was perhaps an unintended glimpse of the incoherence that results from trying to 

blend Obama the visionary with Obama the realist. 

 

The principal missing elements for realizing the goal of a world free of nuclear weapons 

are political will and clarity of intention. In President Obama’s first term the realist side 

of his geopolitical bipolarity clearly emerged as dominant. We can only hope that in his 

second term the visionary side will gain ascendancy, which also happens to coincide 

with what will best contribute to American security and world peace. President Obama 

has an unparalleled opportunity to realize his vision to move the world boldly toward 

nuclear zero.  

 

These are thoughts from Richard Falk and David Krieger; very important thoughts. 

 


