


Flip Burgers or Die

ngry white guys have been complaining
a lot lately that they are an oppressed
group. Until the Newt Congress, it was
too easy to dismiss this rage, both as
silly (after all, white guys rule the
world), and as harmless (displays of
political chest thumping and boy bond-
ing around sports or guns.) No more. These guys are dan-
gerous and armed, some literally, some with a hatred so
acid it consumes the fabric of society. Although the me-
dia hype would have us believe that this vocal minority
represents all white men, according to polls, most people
in this country support social programs far more progres-
sive and compassionate than those passed by the cur-
rent Congress.

But at the same time, politicians and the media are
manipulating a very real and growing undercurrent of
rage and alienation to justify their agenda. And it is not
as if some white guys don’t have reason to be mad.
While it is certainly clear that those who dominate most
of the industrialized world are white and male, still,
most white guys are relatively poor, alienated, and pow-
erless. And why not. They are part of a system that
ensures inequity not only of circumstance but of oppor-
tunity. True, they are its most privileged part, but the
world is changing. The advantages they saw as their
God-givenright are drying up at the same time as women
and people of color are demanding their fair share.

It’s quite a shock to these guys who were schooled
in the myth that their skin/gender/religion entitled
them to grow up to be president — or at least, to a sta-
ble upwardly mobile job, a house, an education for the
kids, and a decent retirement. Now they have lost faith
that they will be better off than their fathers and they
fear their children will be worse off still.

They are starting to see the world as those not privi-
leged by gender and race have long seen it. It’s a lousy,
limited view; no wonder they are not smiling. And even
as they look out on it, the paths leading up to the Ameri-
can dream are being constricted or closed off. The U.S. is
de-industrializing: High-pay low-skill jobs like those that
brought a generation of male industrial workers into
the middle class are being automated or exported to the
Third World for $3 a day. Higher education — another
road out paved by the GI bill and student loan programs
— is now priced beyond the range of all but the very
comfortable, and even then is no guarantee for the future.
The majority of new jobs are in the low-pay low-status
service sector. These angry white guys fear their future
will be: Flip burgers or die, This belief feeds a vast empti-
ness neither consumer goods, brain-deadening televi-
sion, nor the bosom of the nuclear family can fill.

CAQ apologizes to Carol Halebian for not crediting
her for the cover photo on the Winter 1994-95 issue.

So they are pissed, these white guys, and who can
blame them.

The problem is whom they can blame. With the new
Congress piling on fuel, this white male anger is an en-
gine aimed at people of color, immigrants, women, the
disbled, gays and lesbians. Those who stand in its path
are in danger of being mowed down. Those who don't,
risk becoming “good Germans.”

The pattern of scapegoating is all too familiar. The
politicians and mainstream media have successfully di-
verted attention from the fundamental problems, the
ones that disadvantage all races and genders (but least
of all white men): This country has a political economy
incapable of supporting full employment; the distribu-
tion of wealth is already one of the most disparate in
the world, and it is increasingly concentrated in a few
elite hands; the environment is a toxic shrine to corpo-
rate greed and government expedience; the legal system
imprisons the poor and rewards corporate thieves and
killers; and the political system is run by elites for
elites. The politicians and media, along with the Chris-
tian right, distract the victims from these systemic
flaws with a well-honed technique: They assume a pose
of self-righteous innocence and point at scapegoats. The
current atmosphere is redolent of the misogyny, racism,
anti-Semitism, and homophobia that the politicians, me-
dia, and Christian right have used to their advantage.
So what else is new?

Well, recently a whiff of fascism has begun to foul
the air. The rise of citizen militias willing to avenge per-
ceived grievances with guns (p. 20); the passage of Prop
187 and attacks on affirmative action (p. 15); and links
between neo-Nazi movements and anti-abortion fanat-
ics (p. 26) speak of profound alienation and a search for
someone to blame. The angry white guy lashes out
against affirmative action (women and African Ameri-
cans took his job, his prospects); he demands immigra-
tion and welfare “reform” (foreigners and welfare cheats
stole his tax dollars, created the deficit); excoriates big
government (without its interference, he would be free
to prosper); denounces abortion (women who make
choices rob him of domination in the one arena in which
he may be able to exercise control — the family).

These angry white men believe they can stay above
water by standing on the backs of those even more vic-
timized than they. Instead, they need to recognize who
really benefits from the current distribution of wealth
and rights. Unless they do, and help pull the plugon a
fundamentally unjust system, everyone may drown in
the greed and hatred that serves the few. @

Cover Photo: Rwandan refugee camp.
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ILLUSTRATIONS BY MATT WUERKER

With a Defense
Like That
Perhapsit’s a good thing that
Clarence Thomas — well-
named Strange Justice by
the Mayer-Abramson book
— isbest-known on the court
for keeping his mouth shut.
After the hearings in which
Anita Hill detailed Thomas’
proclivities for porno, puerile
sex talk, and sexual harass-
ment, Clarence had a heart-
to-heart with his mom, Leona
quoted in the New York Re-
view of Books. She recounted
how herboy defended himself':

“Mama, what kind of
woman do I like?” asked
Thomas, “... what color was
Kathy [his first wife, part
Japanese]?”

“She was brown.”

“And the others?”

“They’ve all been light-
skinned, too.”

“Right. So what would I
want with a woman as
black as Anita Hill?”

His mother, by the way,
is dark-skinned.

Trick and Treat

So, Oscar Wilde was at a posh
gathering and the conversa-
tion turned to what people
would do for money. “Would
you sleep with someone for
money?” Wilde asked his be-
jeweled hostess. “Oh no!” she
winced. “Well,” asked Wilde
slyly, “How about if he of-
fered you a million pounds?”
“Possibly,” she allowed. “And
for two shillings?” queried
Wilde. The matron puffed
with indignation, “Sir, what
doyou think I am?”

“Madam,” said Wilde, “we
have already established
what you are; we are merely
haggling over price.”

It is a story not likely to
draw chuckles at a gather-
ing of PR hacks. After Indo-
nesian government troops
opened fire on unarmed
demonstrators in East Ti-
mor, killing several hun-
dred people (see CAQ,
Spring 1992), the giant PR
firm Hill and Knowlton wor-
ried about its ability to spin

control the bad PR. “We spe-

cifically backed away from
that issue,” said Tony Whit-
tingham who had handled
H&K’s Indonesia account
for eight years while the
firm defended numerous
government-sponsored
massacres. Whittingham
said he “racked his brain”
before deciding “it was not
in our interest as a firm to
take on an issue like this. It
would have made us look ve-
nal, like the kind of organi-
zation that would take on
anything for a buck.”

Other firms were less
squeamish than H&K,
which was distracted with
its own damage control af-
ter the firm was caught fab-
ricating testimony before
Congress. (To help rouse
Gulf war fever for its client,

the Kuwaitiregime, H&K
had an “anonymous” woman
testify that she witnessed
invading Iragi troops dump
Kuwaiti babies out of incu-
bators. It turned out she
was the Kuwaiti ambassa-
dor’s daughter, was living
inthe U.S., and the “atrocity”

never happened.)
Burson-Marstel-
\ ler’s Patrick Ford
= stepped into H&K’s
breech, announc-
ing: “We are proud to be as-
sociated with the govern-
ment of Indonesia. It isone
ofthe great success stories
ofthe developing world.”
Amnesty International esti-
mates that during Indone-
sia’s 19-year occupation of
East Timor, the regime “suc-
cessfully” wiped out 20,000
East Timorese, abused hu-
man rights workers, and
shut down media critical of
U.S.-backed Pres. Suharto.
Washington-based KCM
International is also appar-
ently willing to take on any-
thing for a buck, or in this
case an annual 460,000
bucks. Says KCM’s Vincent
Coates, Jr., “Ifthe U.S.
were to apply the standards
[that have been applied to
Indonesia] to every country,
we’d probably have trouble
withsome of the U.S.’s clos-
est allies.” '
Couldn’t have

said it better ’T

ourselves.

Three Strokes and
You're Out

The Christian right has
revived the campaign it
aborted when Clinton fired
Surgeon General Joycelyn
Elders and has taken aim at
Nashville obstetrician-
gynecologist, Henry Foster,
her potential successor. The
get-Elders campaign had
only entered the foreplay
stage before Clinton went
flaccid and terminated the
surgeon general. Eveninits
embryonic stage, the right’s
witch hunt had spawned
bumper stickers, a petition
drive, and a massive muster
of Christian media outlets.
Rep. Cliff Stearns (R-Fla.)
had already gathered 87 sig-
natures for a sense-of-the-
Congress resolution calling
for Elders’resignation.

Now Foster tops the
Christian right’s hit list,
but he is not alone.

Until his nomination
loosed the scent of blood,
the conservative sharks
were circling HHS head
Donna Shalala and starting
to nibble on openly gay
Housing official Roberta
Achtenberg (whom Jesse
Helms described as “not your
garden-variety lesbian.
She’s a militant-activist-
mean lesbian, working her
whole career to advance the
homosexual agenda.”) The
Christian Coalition’s Ralph
Reed promised to “make an
issue of [Achtenberg’s] pres-
ence in the administration.
We'd like to look at the pos-
sibility of seeing the admini-
stration remove her.”
not asking for a
purge,” re-
assured
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C oA the Traditional Values Coa-
lition. “Ifyou do that, it be-
comes mean spirited.”
Rather, he said of the El-
ders firing, “We created the
groundswell that led to her
losing her job.”

Now the ground doesn’t even
_— have to pimple before
&, 4™ Clinton
dives for
cover.The

:\ Helms to Pay

told James Hormel, who ex-
pected to be ambassador to
Fiji, that his name will not
be submitted to the Senate
for confirmation because
Clinton “wants to avoid a

. possible fight over homo-

! sexuality” with Foreign Re-
lations Committee Chair

! Jesse Helms (R-N.C). Hormel,
the San Francisco meatpack-
ing heir, philanthropist, and
Democratic Party stalwart,
would have been the U.S.’s
first openly gay ambassador.

i

|

|

’ Clinical
, Schizophrenia

i Whoever the new surgeon
!

general is, his or her first act
should be to order psychiat-

By
X, admini-
~ N . stra-

ric examinations for some of
this country’s conservatives.

. The way they confuse fact

and fantasy leads one to
wonder if being out of touch
with reality is a prerequisite
for aleadership positionin
the right wing. Setting a
high standard of loopiness,
Ronald Reagan vividly re-
called his stint with a bomb-
er crew in WWII when he held
his dying buddy in his arms,
and his further excellent ad-
ventures when he helped lib-
erate a concentration camp.
Both incidents turned out to
have been Grade-B movie
roles. Then Dan Quayle
chastised Murphy Brown —
a TV character. Last year,
the Moonies presented an
evening in Washington hon-
oring great fictional parents
of the ideological ’50s:
Florence Henderson (The
Brady Bunch), Barbara Bill-
ingsley (Leave It to Beaver),
Phylicia Rashad (The
Cosby Show), and
X Harriet Nelson

X\ ( Ozzie and Har-
riet). When Dan

bill in Congress to make Par-
ents’Day official, critics
claimed he was trying to le-
gitimate Moon’s belief that
the Rev. and his wife

are the “True Spiri-

tual Parents ofall
Mankind.” Moon, owner of
the right-wingWashington .
Times, whoserved a year in
jail for income tax fraud, con-
siders himself the son of God.

Now, Sen. Phil Gramm (R-

Texas) has denounced the
Henry Foster nomination on
ABC'’s This Week, by suggest-
inginstead “a Dr. Welby, M.D.,
who can work with every
element of American soci-
ety.” Noted David Brinkley:
“He’s not running.”

Bordering on Insanity
Those pessimists who pre-
dicted that NAFTA wouldn’t
create U.S. jobs were wrong.
At least one sector is boom-
ingin the wake of the new

U.S.-Mexico alliance. On
Jan. 8, soon after the
peso and

Mexican
economy ‘
collapsed, the Clinton
administration announced
that it will reinforce the bor-
der with 1,200 new Border
Patrol agents, INS inspec-
tors, and other personnel.
The INS, already granted an
unprecedented 25% budget
increase by the 1993 Crime
Bill, is growing like mold on
month-old bread. Rep. Lamar
Smith (R-Texas) plans to re-
introduce a 1993 bill, co-
sponsored by Newt Gingrich
(R-Ga.), that would raise the
number of Border Patrol
agents to 10,000, double the -
total mandated by Clinton’s
additions.

And then, perhaps the
U.S. can hire the jobless to
line up along the West
Coast to hold back what
Robert Perito, the State De-
partment’s coordinator for
the prevention ofalien
smuggling, called “the tidal
wave of Chinese alien smug-
gling which is breaking
against our shores.”

OxyMoron
If an interview with the new
chair of the House Perma-
nent Select Committee on
Intelligence is any indica-
tion, putting Rep. Larry
Combest (R-Texas) in charge
of intelligence gives new
meaning to the word oxymo-
ron. Inan interview in the
Washington Post headlined
“A 21st Century Intelligence
Test,” Combest flunked.

The manis a little syntac-
tically challenged. “Budget-
driven choices,” he says,

“force peo-
ple to elimi-
nate programs
because of cost
rather than pro-
posing them and per-
haps doing something else
that already is being done.”
For a man overseeinga
$28 billion budget, his
grasp of math and planning
is also a bit shaky: “Some
projects may be needed ten
years from now,” he says,
“and they may need five
years to complete, so we
need to start on them now.”
He bemoaned “negative
publicity” given spooks.
There were headlines on the
World Trade Center bomb-
ing, he said, but when the
FBI prevented other bomb-
ings in New York, “That
didn’t get alot of attention
because it didn’t happen.”
But the Rep. does have a
flair for vivid images. Not-
ing Gen. Michael Carns’
nomination for DCI, Com-
best said, “There is a real
need for somebody to sink
their teeth into the intelli-
gence area and come forward
and start dealing with it.”
And he lamented Woolsey’s
ouster. “They left him dan-
gling out there.” Perhaps by
the teeth he too sank into
the intelligence area.

callin%a Spade a
Silver Spoon

Says Washington Post dep-
uty editorial page editor
Stephen S. Rosenfeld about
the Russian proclivity for in-
tervention: “Let us stipulate
that it comes naturally to a
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US. COMPLICITY BY SILENCE

year ago, Rwanda did not figure

on the horizon of U.S. foreign

olicy; strategic and commercial
interests in the little central African
country were insignificant. No State
Department mandarin had made a ca-
reer out of shining at the Rwanda desk;
no diplomat savored a posting to Kigali.
Itis questionable even whether the U.S.

_ever had a “policy” toward Rwanda.

On April 6, 1994, Hutu extremists
unleashed a genocide in which perhaps
800,000 people were murdered in one
hundred days. Before, during, and after
the meticulously planned slaughter, ac-

Rakiya Omaar,and Alex de Waal are co-directors of
African Rights, a human rights organization based in
London, 11 Marshalsea Rd., London SE1 1EP.

Photo: Refugees from Rwanda in Goma, Zaire, 1994.

by Rakiya Omaar and Alex de Waal

tions by the U.S. government were a
highly significant factor in the unfold-
ing ofevents. And the effects of those ac-
tions were almost universally malign.

The U.S. Ambassador to Rwanda,
David Rawson, played a key role. Inthe
absence of higher directives, the posi-
tions taken by this single man came to
have a grossly disproportionate impact.
The sympathy and support he showed
for former President Juvénal Habyari-
mana and his coterie of extremists was
no accident. They reflect the way anum-
ber of European organizations — pri-
marily Belgian Catholic groups —
played a similar game, with even more
disastrous consequences.

The genocidal maniacs who ruled

- Rwanda chose an opportune moment to

launch their “final solution.” In April,
powerfulindividualsinthe U.S. govern-
ment were actively rewriting the rules
of international politics. They imple-
mented changes that went beyond
merely revising the ground rules for
peacekeeping so that the dispatch of
United Nations troops to the world’s
trouble spots would be almost impossi-
ble. They knowingly stood by while
genocide occurred. By this inaction,
they systematically began to unravel
the great achievements of humanitar-
ian law of this century — most of them
gained in the period 1945-51 by men
and women driven by the visceral shock
of Auschwitz and Dresden.The genocide
in Rwanda — one of the greatest crimes
against humanity in the second half of
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the twentieth century! — was an ironi-
cally opportune moment for these revi-
sionists to stake their claim.

Rwanda is a tiny country of only
26,000 square kilometers (about the
size of Maryland) but a pre-genocide
population of seven million. Known as
“the land of a thousand hills,” it has a
balmy climate with excellent soil. In the
late 1980s, one of Africa’s most promis-
ing economies began to slide,
accompanied by authoritarian
politics. President Habyari-
mana, avowing a policy of eth-
nic “balance” that supposedly
allotted school places and jobs
according to the national ra-
tion of 85 percent Hutu and 15
percent Tutsi, was in fact a
Hutu supremacist who re-
served the spoils of Rwanda’s
wealth for his own family.

In 1990, Rwandan exiles in
neighboring Uganda formed
the Rwandese Patriotic Front
(RPF) and invaded, plunging
the country into civil war and
avicious cycle of humanrights
abuse. By 1992, there had
been several large-scale mas-
sacres, and political assassinations
were commonplace. International in-
vestigations concluded that responsi-
bility lay in the president’s office.? But
in mid-1993, it seemed as though anin-
ternationally mediated peace agree-
ment would bring the countryback from
the brink. The government, the RPF,
and civil opposition parties (almost all of
the latter Hutu-led) signed a set of Ac-
cords in Arusha, Tanzania, that ap-
peared to provide a model for transition
to democracy.

The Ungodly Missionary Legacy
It was around this time, in 1993, that
David Rawson, after a stint in Somalia
(1986-88), became U.S. ambassador to
Rwanda. He was no stranger to U.S.
complicity in slaughter or to the region
itself. In 1988, when he was deputy

1. Under the Dec. 9, 1948 Convention on the Prevention
and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide, whether in
time of peace or war, genocide includes: “any of the fol-
lowing acts commmited with intent to destroy, in whole
or in part, a national ethnic or religious group, as such:
a) killing members of the group; b) causing serious bod-
ily or mental harm to members of the group; c) deliber-
ately inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated
to bring about its physical destruction inwhole or part..."
Included as a crime punishable under the Convention is
“complicity in genocide.”

2. “International Commission of Inquiry into Human
Rights Violations in Rwanda since October 1, 1990,” Re-
port, March 1993, p. 9.

chiefof mission in Somalia, the U.S. de-
livered $1.4 million worth of arms to the
dictator, Siad Barre. The June 28, 1988
shipment, part ofbroad U.S. support for
the regime, arrived precisely at thetime
Barre’s army was waging indiscrimi-
nate warfare against the Issacclan fam-
ily. Barre used the weapons in the early
summer campaign in which 10,000
were killed, a half million were made

refugees (out of a population of 1.5 mil-
lion), and two cities leveled.? So Rawson,

from his post at the U.S. embassy, could -

be deemed something of an expert, on
crimes against humanity.

Nor was the Somalia post his first ex-
perience in the region; he had grown up
as a child of Protestant missionaries in
Burundi. Speaking Kirundi and some
Kinyarwanda, Rawson claimed special
insight into the politics and society of
Rwanda and Burundi. But his back-
ground also left him captive to the poli-
tics of missionary Christianity in the
region. In order to understand his sym-
pathy for Hutu extremism, it is neces-
sary todelve into the extraordinary way
in which Rwandese society is a product
of a century of Christian evangelism. In
particular, the bizarre racist ideology
that passes under the bland name
“Hutu extremism” is the bastard off-
spring of nineteenth century European
racial theories, refracted through mis-
sionary teachings.

For a century, the most powerful
force shaping Rwandese society has
been the White Fathers order of the Ro-
man Catholic Church. The missionaries
had arrived in the 1880s and staked

3. Africa Watch, “A Government at War with Its Own Peo-
ple,” New York and London, 1990.

their religious claim in the German col-

ony Ruanda-Urundi. In 1919, as part of
the Versailles Treaty, Rwanda was
awarded to Belgium as a League of Na-
tions trust territory. Living in a secular
Western society, it is difficult to appreci-
ate the impact of this relationship and
the depth of the emotional ties that still
bind the Belgian Catholic Church and
parts ofthe Rwandese Hutu political es-

tablishment.

Before colonial rule,

“Hutu” and “Tutsi” were not

ethnic groups as they exist to-

_day. The relationship be-

tween different Rwandese

peoples was complex and mu-

table. At the hub of the state

was a powerful, centralizing

court, based on the Nyiginya

(Tutsi) lineage. In the coun-

tryside, “Tutsi” were cattle-

owners and representatives

of the court; “Hutu” were

farmers. “Hutu” could, and

did, become “Tutsi” as chiefs

were incorporated into the

ruling elite, or farmers be-

came wealthy and acquired

cattle. Rwanda was certainly

an unequal society, but the ethnic
boundary was permeable, and Nyiginya
Tutsi dominance was mitigated by social

institutions that gave much authority
to certain Hutu chiefs, and imposed cer-
tain obligations on Tutsi administrators.
Colonial rule transformed this pat-
tern. The Belgians made the Tutsi the
privileged intermediaries in their rule.
No mere cynical “divide and rule” strat-
egy, this intervention reflected the rac-

ist thinking that was axiomatic of
European imperialism. Since the Euro-
pean conquerors held that no civiliza-
tion could have existed in black Africa,
the centralized state of Rwanda was an

anomaly that challenged a premise of
colonial legitimacy. Colonial bishops, an-
thropologists, and soldier-administrators
explained it away with a racial fantasy:
the so-called “Hamitic hypothesis.”
Long-since discredited, it held that all
“civilized” institutions in central Africa
were the result of an invasion by
“Hamites” — variously identified as
“plack Caucasians” and “African Aryans.”
In the period from 1910 to 1940, the
White Fathers, led by Bishop Léon
Classé, developed this Hamitic ideol-
ogy. Classé and his acolytes then re-
wrote Rwandese history to conform to
it, designating the Tutsis as Hamites,
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inventing a Christian origin for them,
and arguing that they were “lapsed”
Ethiopians destined for a privileged
place in Christian evangelism.* The
theory coincided neatly with colonial
anthropologists’ quest for racial topolo-
gies — Tutsis were on the whole taller,
thinner, and more “European”-looking
than Hutus.

In Rwanda, Hamitic ideology legiti-
mized a rigid pseudo-racial hierarchy
which had profound and long-reaching
political consequences. The elevation of
the Tutsi meant the relegation of the
Hutu to the status of Bantu serfs, and of
the Twa (a small group of potters and
hunter-gatherers) to the lowest position
of aboriginal “pygmoids” — supposedly
remnants of an earlier stage of human
evolution. Under the Belgians, Tutsi
dominance was extended; Tutsi powers
and privileges intensified; and the en-
tire population was required to be regis-
tered as Hutu, Tutsi, or Twa. Such was
the slender basis of this formal racial
classification that the authorities were
obliged to use cattle ownership as their
criterion — people with ten or more
cows were Tutsi (in perpetuity); those
with fewer were Hutu. These same ID
cards tell modern-day killers whom to
kill and whom to spare.

Toward the end of the colonial era,
the Roman Catholic Church, and then
the colonial authorities, reversed their
preferences and inverted the hierarchy.
The new generation of Belgian mission-
aries who arrived in Rwanda brought
with them another strand of Catholic
teaching — the social justice theory of
the Young Christian Workers. These
priests and colonial officers — most of
them Flemish — turned away from the
Tutsi who were a dominant minority. In-
stead, they readily identified with the
oppressed Hutu majority, just as Hutu
teachers and priests readily latched
onto the new religious politics — egali-
tarian but conservative.? Thus, as inde-
pendence approached in the 1950s, the
racial classification remained, but it
was the Hutu who reaped the rewards.

4. Edith Sanders, “The Hamitic hypothesis: Its origins
and functions in time perspective,” Journal of African
History, v. 10,1969, pp. 524-26. Ian Linden, Church and
Revolution in Rwanda, Manchester University Press, 1977,
5. Another influence behind the Roman Catholic
Church'’s reversal was the growing presence of Protes-
tant evangelists — like Rawson’s parents — who con-
centrated on converting the Hutu. In the neighboring
country of Burundi, where the Catholics remained much
more closely wedded to the still-dominant Tutsi, Protes-
tant missions — notably the Baptists — became more
and more closely identified with the Hutu ca/use.

Amb. Rawson (1), Rwanda’s new Vice President and Minister of Defense
Paul Kagame, and U.S. Secretary of Defense William Perry (back to camera).

In 1959, Belgian paratroopers presided
over a bloody uprising in which ten
thousand Tutsi were slaughtered and
over a hundred thousand driven
abroad. In 1962, Gregoire Kayibanda,
secretary to the Archbishop and foun-
der of the Hutu supremacist Parme-
hutu party, duly became the first
president of independent Rwanda.

The Flow of Hatred

The legacy of the missions lives on —
not merely in the huge and beautiful
churches that dot the hillsides, not just
in the fact that the late archbishop,
Msgr. Vincent Nsengiyumva served for
15 years onthe central committee of the
ruling party,® but also in the way the
Hamitic ideology underpinned that re-
gime’s racist extremism. These Hutu
extremists took the “Ethiopian inva-
sion” hypothesis, turned it back in the
face of the Tutsi, and called for them to

6. From 1975 to 1990, the National Republican Move-
ment for Development (MRND) was the sole party in
Rwanda. In 1973, the country’s leadership changed
hands when Kayibanda overthrew Habyarimana in a
putsch, but the ideology remained much the same.

return “home.” A prominent Hutu ide-
ologue, Leon Mugesera (recently ar-
rested in Canada and likely to be
charged with crimes against humanity),
repeatedly incited Hutu peasants to send
the Tutsi “back” to Ethiopia. Showing a
contempt for geography equal to his dis-
regard for history, Mugesera enjoined
his followers to throw the Tutsi in the
Nyabarongo river.” The order was not
taken metaphorically. Last April and
May, perhaps 40,000 corpses made the
watery journey to Lake Victoria. In late
1992, Hassan Ngeze, the extremists’
leadingjournalist (currently in Nairobi,
Kenya), published the extremist mani-
festo, “The Hutu Ten Commandments.”
Commandment number two says that
Hutu women are more beautiful and
make better wives and secretaries;
number eight commands the Hutu to

- “stop having mercy on the Tutsi.”®

The Belgian church and political es-
tablishment deny the legacy of their
ideologies and policies at work in the
content and idiom of Hutu extremism.

7. “International Commission...Rwanda ...,” op. cit., p.9.
8. Kangura, “The Hutu Ten Commandments,” Dec. 10, 1990.
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On the contrary, many Belgian priests,
academics, and politicians remain closely
wedded to Hutu politics and continue to
espouse the Hutu extremists’ political
cause with an extraordinary fervor. The
European Internationale Democrate
Chretien (IDC, related to the Christian
Democratic Party), repeatedly en-
dorsed the program of the government
of Juvénal Habyarimana, stating as re-
cently as 1992 that “there is no alterna-
tive to the MRND [his party].”?
In October 1994, Belgian Senator
Dr. Jab Van Erps traveled to the ex-
tremists’ headquarters in Zaire to coor-
dinate meetings with the menprimarily
responsible for the genocide. An aca-
demic at the Catholic University of Leu-
ven, objecting to an account that the
genocide was centrally planned, echoed
the mass killers’own words when he de-
scribed the slaughter as “a people’s geno-
cide” mounted in spontaneous response
to the supposed provocation of the
Rwandese Patriotic Front.!® His words
were closely echoed in a sermon by Arch-
bishop Nsengiyumva in which the geno-
cide was obliquely justified as a means of
ensuring democratic majority rule.!!
Equally firm in their commitment to
Hutu extremism — equating it with
majoritarian rule and thus “democracy”

9. Andre Louis, Secretary-General of IDC, “La democra-
tisation du Rwanda: a situation au debut de I'annee
1992,” February 1992.

10. Jan-Luc Vellut, “Ethnicity and genocide in Rwanda,”
Times Literary Supplement (London), July 15, 1994.
11. RTLM radio transcript, May 23, 1994.

Refugees from Rwanda succumb to disease and privation. Goma, Zaire, 1994.

in a crude sense — are some of the Prot-
estant missions, particularly those ac-
tive in Burundi.!? After the genocide,
some foreign missionaries echoed the
extremist propaganda, blaming the en-
tire slaughter on “provocation” by the
Tutsis. At a press conference held after
they were evacuated to Europe, a group
of Danish Baptists who had worked
among Burundi refugees were among
those who refused to blame Hutu ex-
tremists for the genocide.!3

Ambassador Rawson and the
Unleashing of the Apocalypse

U.S. Ambassador David Rawson had
much in common with those who contin-
ued to view the complex political and
cultural landscape through the distort-
ing lens of the colonial legacy. Like them,
he failed to rise above the limitations of
his background. While giving a sophis-
ticated, balanced line in public, he con-
sistently espoused the simplistic
majoritarian politics of the government.!¢

12. Over the last 30 years, the Tutsi-dominated Burundi
army has repeatedly carried out mass killings of Hutu,
especially educated people. Escaping the massacres, tens
of thousands of Burundi Hutu fled to Rwanda in 1972,
1988, and 1993, nursing hatred of the Tutsi. Not surpris-
ingly, during the 1994 Rwandese genocide, Burundi refu-
gees were among the worst killers. Sometimes when local
Rwandese were reluctant to follow orders to execute their
Tutsineighbors, they simply drove them toward the nearest
Burundi refugee camp, secure in the knowledge that the
refugees would kill everyone. Among the murderers were
a number of Protestant priests. (African Rights, Rwanda:
Death, Despair and Defiance, London, 1994, pp. 523-24.)

13. Danish Committee for Solidarity with the People of
Burundi, Burundi Newsletter, April 1994.

14. Interview with Rwandan minister, Jan. 1995.

At another time, such bias might not
have mattered as much. But when
Rawson arrived in December 1993,
Rwandese politics rested on a knife
edge. Four months earlier, the Habyari-
mana government, the rebel Rwandese
Patriotic Front (RPF), and the civilian
opposition parties had signed a compre-
hensive agreement in Arusha, Tanzania.
It would have ensured a multi-party
system, power-sharing with the main
opposition groups, anindependent judi-
ciary with respect for human rights, in-
tegration of the RPF into the national

army, and an abolition of the extremist -

paramilitary forces. This step toward
peace and democracy was successfully
negotiated with the apparent support of
African and Western governments, and
guaranteed by the troops ofthe U.N. As-
sistance Mission to Rwanda (UNAMIR).
The U.S. government, under former
Undersecretary of State for African Af-
fairs Herman Cohen, had also put its
weight behindthe process thatled to the
Arusha agreement. But Habyarimana —
under pressure from the extremists he
had promoted to dominant positions in
the army and government — repeat-
edly stalled in implementing the provi-
sions of the accords.!® The extremists
within the MRND and the CDR opposed
the accords because they would have
meant power-sharing and an end to
their unfettered power and privilege.
According to moderate ministers in
the government, Rawson, knowingly or
not, encouraged the extrem-
ists in derailing the peace
process by echoing their
claims that it was the RPF
that had created all the obsta-
cles to peace. Senior RPF
members report that when

they presented evidence of the

planned genocide, the ambas-
sador dismissed them with the
charge that they were just look-
ing for a pretext to restart the
war.!® Most jsfiportant, Rawson
endorsed the demand by the
ultra-extremist Coalition for
the Defense of the Republic for
a seat in the new National As-
sembly. Since the CDR was
explicitly committed to eradica-
tion of the Tutsis (even before
the April genocide) and de-

15. African Rights, Rwanda: Death ... , op.
cit., Chap.2.
16. Interviewwith RPF Central Comumittee mem-
ber, Feb. 1995.
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. stroying the treaty, Rawson’s support

amounted to collaboration with a
stratagem designed to derail the peace
process.!?

Habyarimana’s failure toimplement
the accords was abetted not only by
Rawson, but by an international cli-
mate which was auspicious for any dic-
tator wishing to wriggle out of

commitments to the world community. .

Following the military debacle of the
U.S.-UN operations in Somalia in Octo-
ber 1993, assertive peacekeeping was
deeply unpopular in both Washington
and New York. One of the first casual-
ties of Gen. Aidid’s Mogadishu triumph
was Rwanda.

Once burned, the U.S. acted to con-
strain the UN’s peacekeeping role, thus
undermining international efforts led
by Belgium and Tanzania (with support
from other forces) to prevent the crisis
in Rwanda. First, U.S. Ambassador to
the UN Madeleine Albright pushed a
proposal to downsize UNAMIR. Security
Council Resolution 872 invited UN Sec-
retary General Boutros Boutros Ghali
to “consider ways of reducing the total
maximum strength of UNAMIR” and
asked him to “seek economies.” Second,
U.S. Presidential Decision Directive
No. 25 of March 1994 greatly limited the
peacekeeping operations that the U.S.
would support — not just those to which
it would contribute troops, but those to
which it would give financial support
and its vote in the Security Council.

In the prevailing climate, President
Habyarimana and the extremists who
surrounded him hoped thatif they could
prevaricate until UNAMIR’s mandate
expired on April 5, 1994, the Security

"Council would lose patience and with-

draw the force. They would then have a
free hand to dispose of the opposition
and indeed the entire Tutsi population.

On April 4, the day before the dead-
line, the Security Council was scheduled

toreviewthe progress madeby UNAMIR .

and the Rwandese parties’ commit-
ments to the Arusha Accords. Rwanda
and its close ally and patron, France,
were doing their best to undermine
chances for a renewal of the mandate.
The U.S. was at best lukewarm. But in-
tense lobbying by Belgium — which had

17. The CDR is an ultranationalist Hutu party-cum-para-
military force. It had refused to participate in the Arusha
conference, rejecting the whole peace process, and had
thus forfeited its change to obtain a seat in the new Na-

tional Assembly. If the CDR were admitted to the assem- -

bly, it would have opened the door to all sorts of delaying
stratagems devised by Habyarimana, e al.

contributed the largest number of
troops to UNAMIR and had undertaken
to underwrite the peace agreement
with aid funds — ensured that the
Rwandese extremists’ expectations

_were confounded. On April 5, at a meet-

ingin Dar es Salaam, Tanzania, African
heads of state reaffirmed their commit-
ment to the Arusha Accords and insisted
that Habyarimana cease his delaying
tactics and implement the power-shar-
ing formula to which he agreed. On the
way back to Kigali, Habyarimana’s own
handpicked extremists in the Presiden-
tial Guard shot down his plane and set
in motion their final solution.!®

U.S. Fiddles
While Rwanda Burns

What followed was a carefully planned
extermination. The government spe-
cially trained and mobilized its militia,
the interahamwe, compiled in advance
a list of targets, and dismissed all-ad-
ministrators seen as moderates, replac-
ing them with extremists. The
extremist Hutu radio RTLM and the
state-sponsored Radio Rwanda broad-
cast calls inciting mass murder. Interim
president, Theodore Sindikukwabo,

What followed was a
carefully planned
extermination with the
extremist Hutu radio
RTLM and the state-
sponsored Radio
Rwanda calling for
mass murder.

also made incendiary speeches on radio
and in person around the country con-
gratulating the killers on ajob well done
and telling those in places such as Bu-
tare, where the killing had not yet
started, that they should “set to work.”
Within 48 hours of this zero hour,
France and Belgium found enough
troops to mount an evacuation of foreign

18. The interim government prevented any examination
of the wreckage of the downed presidential plane, includ-
ing the black box. Circumstantial evidence points irrefu-
tably to the culpability of the Presidential Guard, who
must have fired the fatal missile from their Kanombe
base close to the international airport.

nationals from Kigali. But, after ten of
their soldiers were killed protecting
(Hutu, moderate) Prime Minister
Agathe Uwilingiyamana, Belgium or-
dered its soldiers home — without even
first informing the UN. On April 19,
even as the slaughter escalated, the UN
Security Council voted to reduce the
UNAMIR force from 4,500 to 270 men and
torestrict its activities to the bare mini-
mum. Literally minutes after the UN
troops abandoned their base at a former
school, which had become refuge for sev-
eral thousand Rwandese Tutsis and op-
position Hutu, the interahamwe militia
andthe Presidential Guard stormed the
compound and began to massacre those
who had taken shelter there.
Ambassador Rawson stayed in
Rwanda for ten days after the genocide
was first unleashed, before returning to
Washington. It wasonlyonApril28 —a
full three weeks into the slaughter —
that he officially declared a “state of dis-
aster.” Then he characterized the geno-
cide as tribal killings — exactly the
description the killers wanted as a
smokescreen for their program of exter-
mination.!? Had he or any other official
invoked the word “genocide,” all nations
who were signatories of the 1948 con-
vention on genocide would have been
obligated by the terms of that treaty to
condemn the slaughter and act to stop it.
Rawson’s views need not have car-
ried such weight. But there was a policy
vacuum in Washington and officials
who knew what was happening and
could have sounded the alarm were
more concerned with avoiding-risks to
their careers than with preventing
slaughter in little Rwanda. At the State
Department, Undersecretary of State
for African Affairs George Moose fo-
cused on elections in South Africa and
delegated responsibility to a deputy as-
sistant secretary, Prudence Bushnell.
Her insistence on adhering to the minu-
tiae ofbureaucratic procedure has come
under widespread criticism, despite her
subsequent attempts to portray her role
as that of a vigorous exponent of action
thwarted by others’ obstruction.2’ In
any case, Bushnell is a junior official
easily outranked by those at the Na-
tional Security Council and the Penta-
gon, who were even more hostile to any

19. In fact, it was not only Tutsi who were targeted and
killed. Any moderate Hutu who either opposed the gov-
ernment or refused to take part in the killing was also
marked for death.

20, Interview with humanitarian activists in Washing-
ton, July 1994.
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assertive U.S. policy. Since Clinton de-
layed in appointing a senior director for
Africa at the NSC, responsibility was
taken — or not taken — by the acting
director, Col. MacArthur DeShazer.
Even after Don Steinberg took up the
position in February 1994, confusion
continued for months as the State De-
partment issued policy statements that
contradicted those of the White House.

In any case, Rwanda became a test
case for the new presidential policy of
caution in all peacekeeping affairs. The
director of peacekeeping at the NSC,
Richard Clark, was one of the lead sup-
porters of U.S. non-action. The Penta-
gonreportedly insisted that there was a
slippery slope between UN involvement
and the dispatch of U.S. troops, so that
even though nobody had as much as
suggested the idea of sending U.S. sol-
diers, Pentagon representatives op-
posed any multilateral involvement at
all. These positions fed into strong U.S.
advocacy for the April 19 pullout of
UNAMIR.

The UN’s Scuttle Diplomacy

The UN’s “scuttle diplomacy” became
an international scandal and by April
29, Rwanda was again on the agenda of
the Security Council. The secretary
general pleaded for the deployment of
enough troops to save some of the
Rwandese civilians taking refuge in
churches, hospitals, and football stadi-
ums. The Ghanaian contingent of
UNAMIR, just evacuated, was ready to
return at any moment; it just needed
transport and armored cars. The Ethio-
pians offered a fully equipped contin-
gent, lacking only transport. And the
remaining 450 UN soldiers (the com-
plete reduction to 270 was never carried
out) under the energetic and courageous
leadership of the Canadian Gen. Romeo
Dallaire, grossly handicapped by the
lack of fuel and spare parts, were re-
duced to improvising to keep at least
some vehicles running. Nonetheless,
they managed to save some people.
Over the following weeks and
months, U.S. parsimony and insistence
on the utmost caution impeded the dis-
patch of UN troops to Rwanda. In fact,
all the troops involved were African,
and the U.S. financial commitment
amounted merely to a contribution to
the UN peacekeeping budget. Finally,
despite U.S. recalcitrance and after con-
siderable delay, the secretary general
seemed to have cobbled together an

\

One of the millions of refugees.

agreement todispatch 4,000 troops. But
thensuddenly, Ambassador Albright in-
sisted on a more modest plan — only
850 troops and observers to prepare the
ground for a full force to follow at some
unspecified date. On May 16, the Security
Council acceded to this U.S. proposal,
adopting Resolution 918. Still three
weeks would pass until the UN worked
out the precise terms of the deployment
— a U.S. precondition for action under
Presidential Decision Directive No. 25.
Only on June 8 did the Security Council
give the final authorization to a deploy-
ment that had been accorded the “ut-
most urgency” on April 29. In the
intervening five weeks, at least 100,000
died; probably well over 200,000. Each
day’s delay in April and May meant at
least 10,000 more people dead.

Then, the pressing issue became how
to transport the troops and equip them
with armored personnel carriers (APC)
so that they could evacuate trapped ci-
vilians. Gen. Dallaire had publicly ap-
pealed to the U.S. for APCs.2! The U.S.
agreed — but introduced tough new
preconditions. The Pentagon raised its
price for leasing 60 APCs, and then in-
sisted that the UN also pay for return-

21, Associated Press, cited in “UN commander in
Rwandaasks U.S. AID,” New York Times, June 2, 1994.

CRISPIN HUGHES/IMPACT VISUALS

ing the vehicles to their base in Ger-
many. The whole exercise was priced at
$15 million, with $11 million for trans-
port.?2 The APCs finally arrived in
Uganda on June 23 and the Ghanaians
begantraining to use them. OndJuly 2-3,
while the vehicles were still being
readied for action, the Rwandese gov-
ernment collapsed. On July 9, the
Rwandese Patriotic Front took power
and halted the genocide. Three months
had passed since Habyarimana’s plane
was shot down. The death toll had
reached 800,000.

What Genocide?

Did the U.S. have a policy, or did it sit on
its hands out of bureaucratic inertia,
racist contempt for “tribal” warfare, or
simple confusion? Certainly, there was
a minimalist imperative at work: Do as
little as possible without provoking se-
rious condemnation, especially at
home. Throughout this protracted epi-
sode of dithering and caution, the-State
Department was in tune with U.S. pub-
lic opinion — at least as it was repre-
sented by the mainstream media. An
April 13 Newsday éditorial asked,
“What is tobe done?” and recommended
“nothing.” The New York Times was
scarcely more subtle: “No member ofthe
United Nations with an army strong
enough to make a difference is willing to
risk centuries-old history of tribal war-
fare and deep distrust of outside inter-
vention.”?® Later, in support of the
administration’s position, the Times
wrote: “...to enter this conflict without a
defined mission or a plausible military
plan risks a repetition of the debacle in
Somalia.”?*

The lesson of Somalia might have led
the New York Times and the administra-
tion to a different conclusion.?® In that
case, stinginess was combined with fear
of setting a monetary precedent for the
level of U.S. contributions to future
militarized humanitarian operations.
The human cost of this penny-pinching

22. Michael R. Gordon, “U.S. to supply 60 vehicles for UN
troops in Rwanda,” New York Times, June 16, 1994.

23. Elaine Sciolino, “Rwanda Is Not Worth the Political
Candle,” April 15, 1994, p. A3.

24. “Look before plunging into Rwanda,” May 18, 1994, p. A 22.
25, Inearly 1992, when the Somali crisis first came to the
(belated) attention of the Security Council, the UN mis-
sion to Somalia recommended immediate deployment of
500 UN guards for humanitarian assistance. Since the
operation was classified as a peacekeeping operation,
the U.S. share would have been 30 percent. The U.S.
blocked the effort, insisting that the operation be labeled
a humanitarian initiative — which would keep its con-
tribution to about 25 percent. The difference in funds
amounted to something under a million dollars.
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became evident later in the year when
200,000 Somalis died in a famine that
could have been prevented.

For Rwanda, the point of principle
was somewhat different, but here, too,
avoiding precedent was key. In 1948,
the U.S. had signed the Convention
against Genocide. Atriumphofinterna-
tional humanitarian law, this Conven-
tion obliges contracting parties to
prevent and punish the crime of geno-
cide. In previous post-World War 11
cases — such as Cambodia under Pol
Pot — the U.S. could pretend that it did
not know about the genocide while it
was being perpetrated. It could then
fudge the issue of punishing those re-
sponsible, ostensibly in the name of
seeking a peaceful political settlement.
In Rwanda, no one could claim igno-
rance. But the U.S. did not want to act
and its failure to condemn and take ac-
tion to prevent genocide endorsed a
more horrific precedent: flaunting an
international law designed to never
again allow a holocaust to happen while
the world stood by.

Legal Nicety Lost on the Dead

Secretary of State Warren Christopher,
an accomplished lawyer, instructed his
staff to avoid calling the situation in
Rwanda genocide, but merely to say
that “acts of genocide may have been
committed.” Ambassador Rawson went

one better: “As a responsible govern-
ment, you don’t just go round hollering
‘genocide.’ You say that acts of genocide
may have occurred and they need to be
investigated.” The media rightly
mocked this piece of legal obfuscation,
and Christopher disingenuously con-
ceded, “If there is any particular magic
in calling it genocide, I have no hesi-
tancy in saying that.”?6 (Rawson has
since compared the killings to a war
crime, carefully avoiding the term
“genocide.”)?’

Christopher’s new-found lack of
hesitancy was probably related to a policy
statement, issued by the State Depart-
ment, that the Genocide Convention

U.S. policy had broken

a solemn covenant
undertaken nearly

a half century ago that
never again would

the civilized world allow
genocide to occur.

26. Douglas Jehl, “Officials told to avoid calling Rwanda
killings ‘genocide,’ " New York Times, June 10, 1994.
27. Interviewed in “A culture of murder,” Panorama,
BBC1-TV (U.K.), August 22, 1994.
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“enables” contracting states to re-
spond.? This required an imaginative
interpretation of the term “obligation,”
but was not beyond Christopher’s legal
expertise or moral adaptability.

When the White House claimed on
July 15 that “As the crisis in Rwanda
has unfolded, the United States has
taken a leading role in efforts to protect
the Rwandan people and ensure hu-
manitarian assistance,”? it was, as the
Britishsay, “economical with the truth.”
By that point, the genocide was over
and the U.S. government could concen-
trate its moral energies on saving refu-
gee children in Goma, Zaire, from
cholera. The war had driven about 2
million refugees to overcrowded camps
across the border. They certainly
needed help, but, in fact, much of the as-
sistance was gratefully appropriated by
the Hutu extremists who had master-
minded both the genocide and the mass
exodus.

Like the killers in exile in neighbor-
ing countries, the U.S. government is
hoping that the bodies will stay buried
and that it can resume business as
usual in central Africa. On July 16, the
Clinton administration expelled the
Rwandese ambassador to Washington.
Washington had waited until that re-
gime was militarily defeated and a new
RPF-headed government was about to
take power. Then, suddenly, the admini-
stration was indignant: “The United
States,” said President Clinton, “cannot
allow representatives of a regime that
supports genocidal massacres to re-
main on our soil.”%® Taken in April, the
gesture and the words might have had
meaning; in July they reeked of oppor-
tunism and hollow moralizing. The U.S.
had broken a solemn covenant under-
taken nearly a half century ago that
neveragain would the civilized world al-
low genocide to occur. President Clinton
may utter words in commemoration of
Auschwitz, but there is little consola-
tion to the survivors of the Rwandan
holocaust of the 1990s. Meanwhile,
around the world, dictators have noted
the U.S. reaction, takingsolace from the
policy of non-action. Silence in the face
of genocide, with no outcry of “never
again” should disturb us all. @

28. Testimony of Jeff Drumtra, U.S. Committee for Refu-
gees, “U.S. response to the crisis in Rwanda/Central Af-
rica,” before the Senate Foreign Relations Subcommittee
on African Affairs, July 26, 1994, p. 6.

29. The White House, Office of the Press Secretary, July
15, 1994.

30. Ibid.
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Galifornia Uber Alles?

Backed by the wall that separates Tijuana and San Diego, a U.S. border

by Mike Davis

guard chases a would-be immigrant crossing from Mexico.

he famous radical writer Upton

Sinclair, who lived in Pasadena,

once predicted that if fascism
ever came to the United States, it would
appear first inthe “land of sunshine and
vigilantes” cloaked in nativism. In this
sense, the crushing victory in the No-
vember elections of Proposition 187 —
California’s ethnic cleansing initiative
— is certainly a dark omen. Like a huge
sewage spill, it has polluted state and
national politics, perhaps irreversibly,
with its strident bigotry.

Prop 187 isbrutally terse. It “Save[s]
Our State” (official title) by denying
public education and non-emergency
medicine (including prenatal examina-
tions) to an estimated two million un-
documented immigrants. At the same
time, it conscripts school teachers and
health-care workers as involuntary
Border Patrol agents by requiring them
toreport all “suspected aliens.”

Local police and sheriffs’ departments
are likewise mandated to check the im-

migration status of every suspect or ar- _

restee for possible deportation.
Although some 187 supporters half-
heartedly claim that the law will be ap-
plied equally to Irish and Canadian, as
well as Mexican and Salvadoran, ille-
gals, no one really expects to see the
cops trawling the streets for red-haired,
freckle-faced mojados.

Asone ofthe proposition’s key organiz-
ers — a homeowners’ leader in the San
Fernando Valley — publicly acknow-
ledged, the real issue is the “reconquest of
the American Southwest by foreign His-
panics [sic] ... Someoneis goingtobeleav-
ing the state. It will either be them or us.”

The “Brown Peril”

This perverse, upside-down view of Cali-
fornia history — where the Anglo invad-
ers are now portrayed as the endangered
indigenous population — received its in-
itial endorsement in the affluent, white-
flight suburbs, mostly former citrus and
agricultural towns, that surround L.A.

Mike Davis is a labor historian and author of City of
Quartz: Excavaling the Future of Los Angeles (New
York: Vintage, 1991).

NUMBER 52

CovertAction

15




The first seeds were planted in the
acid soil of Orange County, the tradi-
tional heartland of California conserva-
tism, where the “brown peril” has
recently supplanted the defunct “com-
munist menace” as the dominant obses-
sion. Local pro-187 newsletters, for
example, spewed Himmlerian com-
plaints about the “stench of urination,
defecation, narcotics, savagery and
death” supposedly associated withLatino
and Asian immigration. Rep. Dana
Rohrabacher (R-Huntington Beach)
warned that “if this doesn’t pass, the
flood of illegal immigrants will turninto
a tidal wave, and a huge neon sign will
be lit above the state of California that

The real point is not

to deport every last
undocumented
immigrant, but to
restore a reign of terror
in the underground
labor markets and strip
away any meager
entitlements that might
give immigrants’
children some sense of
hope or social mobility.

reads “Come and Get It!"” The proposi-
tion’s major strategist, fittingly, was the
mayor of Yorba Linda, home of the Rich-
ard Nixon Museum and Mausoleum.

Other organizing centers of xenopho-
bia included the old John Birch Society
suburbs of the San Gabriel Valley; north-
ern San Diego County, where thousands
of migrant workers livein primitivebrush
encampments a stone’s throw from mil-
lion-dollar homes; and Simi Valley, site of
the original Rodney King beating trial
and home to more than two thousand cops
and sheriff’s deputies.

In the former Ozzie-and-Harriet
neighborhoods of the western San Fer-
nando Valley, moreover, support for

Workers remove the paper shielding
from young pepper plants.

Proposition 187 illustrated the awe-
some continuity of right-wing suburban
populism. The major anti-immigrant
group, the Sherman Oaks Homeowners
Association, was also the original or-
ganizer of the massive 1970s protests
against school busing, as well as the
first sponsor of Proposition 13 — the
Howard Jarvis tax-cut initiative that
opened the floodgates to Reaganomics.
Ironically, the social core of the new
nativism consists of affluent communi-
ties that utterly depend upon the do-
mestic peonage of Latino immigrants.
Travel far and wide through the subur-
ban tractlands, and you will no longer
see Anglo youths mowinglawns or raking
leaves. Like Victorian England or white
South Africa, upper-middle-class Cali-
fornia has become slavishly addicted to

the labor-intensive convenience of the
vast army of servants and day laborers
who clean its homes, prepare its meals,
and wipe its babies’ behinds.

The underlying thrust of Proposition
187, therefore, is somewhat different
from similar immigrant-bashing legis-
lation in parts of Europe. The real point
is not to deport every last undocu-
mented immigrant, but to restore a
reignof terror in the underground labor
markets and strip away any meager en-
titlements that might give immigrants’
children some sense of hope or social
mobility. Its essence is a superbly hypo-
critical meanness that aims to preserve
abloated supply of cheap labor while re-
ducing the fiscal cost of its reproduction
to near zero. It arrives, moreover, as the
second wave in a protracted attack on
entitlements and human rights that be-
gan three years ago with Governor Wil-

son’s slashing denunciation of a “para- .

sitic welfare class.”

By itself, of course, Proposition 187
might have exploded in the face of its
competing egos and eccentric agendas,
some of them linked to the political
shadow-world of white supremacism.
But two forces intervened to give “Save
Our State” unprecedented legitimacy.
First, Pete Wilson — anunpopular gov-
ernor on the verge of drowning in the
opinion polls — grasped nativism as
his political life-preserver. Secondly, the
Democrats voluntarily (and disas-
trously) shifted the immigration debate
toward the right.

For months, California’s Democratic
leadership, including Latinos, sat on its
hands while Proposition 187 accumu-
lated a frightening momentum in the
angry edge cities of Southern California
and the Central Valley. They allowed it
to become a lightning rod for middle-
class rage displaced from the deeper is-
sues that neither party will dare
confront, particularly the post-Cold-
War collapse of high-wage defense em-
ployment and the attendant sense that
traditional suburbs are in danger of be-
coming crabgrass slums.

Whenthe Democrats finally wheeled
“Taxpayers Against Proposition 187"
into action, it was with the bizarre strat-
egy of fighting the racists with their own
racist logic. The conservative political
consultants who managed the cam-
paign (they had previously defeated
California’s “Big Green” pro-environ-
ment initiative) explicitly validated the
other side’s demonic image of an uncon-
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trollable population of illegal aliens. Ex-
pensive television and radio ads warned
voters that Propostion 187 would merely
dump undocumented youth into the
streets where they would pose a larger
criminal and public health menace. -

The Democrats’ own “alternative,”
moreover, was to dramatically put Sena-
tor Dianne Feinstein with hundreds of
heavily armed INS reinforcements
along the California-Mexico border at
Tijuana. “Operation Gatekeeper,” with
its new excesses of Border Patrol arro-
gance and brutality, immediately pro-
voked an international incident. The
Mexican government formally com-
plained about “abusive and unjustified
acts of force.” In Mexico City, too, had a
boisterous demonstration against bor-
der fascism and Proposition 187. Mean-
while, proud Tijuanenses, led by local
activists of the opposition Democratic
Revolutionary Party (PRD), responded
with mass protests and a boycott of San
Diego businesses (“Operacién Dignidad”).
Yet, with Proposition 187 hurtling down
thetracks, not asingle Latino Democratic
elected official stood up to denounce the
Clinton administration’s ominous esca-
lation of border militarization.

This bipartisan investment in immi-
grant-baiting may help explain the ap-
parent paradox of why little more than
half of registered Latino voters — that
is to say, a mere 10 percent of Califor-
nia’s nine million Spanish-surname
residents — bothered to vote. At the
same time the state Democratic Party,
pleading destitution after wasting mil-
lions on futile television spots, cut off
funds that were targeted to turn out vot-
ers in crucial Latino constituencies.
Perhaps the cruelest disappointment of
the election, as aresult, was the success
of Governor Pete Wilson and Proposi-
tion 187 in such predicted “break-
through” areas of an-emergent Latino
majority as South-central L..A. and the
giantSanta Anabarrio in Orange County.

Indeed, the one superficial “victory”
for Latinos — the election of Miguel
Pulido as the first Spanish-surname
mayor of Santa Ana — only demon-
strated the one-sidedness of the election.
Pulido, the proprietor of a muffler-shop
exploiting minimum-wage labor, pro-
moted himself as tougher-than-tough on
the immigration question. “Proposition
187 Does Not Go Far Enough!” shrieked
the cover of his mailer financed by contri-
butions from the Santa Ana police union.
Inside, the candidate promised to work

hand-in-glove with the INS to deport
aliens, and with the police to evict the
homeless. “I pledge to all the citizens of
Santa Ana that taxpayers are my pri-
mary-concern and I will fight to ensure
their safety from violent criminals, gov-
ernment waste, and illegal aliens.”

"“Hell No, We Won't Go!”

In the end, it was left to the school kids.
— the principal target of California’s
new Nuremburglaw — to defend them-
selves and their families. Shouting
“Hell No, We Won't Go!” and “We Didn’t
Cross the Border — It Crossed Us!"

they began demonstrating outside their

high schools at the beginning of Octo-
ber. The movement began in the gritty
industrial suburbs southeast of Down-
town, where 230,000 Mexican immi-
grants constitute the backbone of Los
Angeles’sweatshop industrial economy.
Overcrowded South Gate High
(home turf'to the rap group, Cypress Hill)
was the first campus to walk out, fol-
lowed by Huntington Park and Bell
high schools. In Paramount, sheriff’s
deputies fired “stingball” grenades (ex-
plosive devices that emit rubber pellets)
into the faces of 750 kids blockading Alon-
dra Boulevard. Meanwhile, just across
the Los Angeles River, 1,200 students
were attacked by phalanxes of police
and sheriff’s deputies as they tried to
march through the center of Compton.
As former INS commissioner and
Proposition 187 author Harold Ezell de-
nounced the protesters as “savages,”
the movement spread like wildfire. For

California has become
slavishly addicted

to the labor-intensive
convenience of the vast
army of servants and
day laborers who

‘clean its homes,

prepare its meals, and
wipe its babies’ behinds.

six weeks — despite mass suspensions
and the provocations of shotgun-toting
riot police — students rocked the state
with their brave, boisterous and sur-
prisingly disciplined walkouts. In Riv-
erside County, hundreds of Latino
students walked out when Dan Quayle
tried to speak at Centennial High
School in Corona. (Some were later ex-
pelled.) Eighteen-wheel rigs from the
Latin American Truckers Association
provided a formidable escort to thou-
sands of junior and senior high school
students who surrounded Los Angeles
City Hall. In Southern California alone,
at least 50,000 youths participated in
the demonstrations: almost ten times
the number involved in the famous
high-school “blow-outs” that launched
the original “Chicano Power” civil
rights movement in 1969.
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The children of Los Angeles’ immi-
grant barrios and blue-collar suburbs
were also the heart and soul of the great
demonstration — the largest in the
city’s history — that flowed like molten
lava down Cesar Chavez Boulevard in
mid-October. Despite frantic efforts by
leading Latino Democrats like County
Supervisor Gloria Molina to stop the
march, which they feared would alien-
ate Anglo voters, more than 100,000
protesters crossed the river from the
Eastside to symbolically “capture” the
Ronald Reagan State Office Building in

At dusk, as Mexican nationals wait for night to slip into San Diego,

Disassembling California

It would be foolish to underestimate the
dangers posed by California’s latest gift
to national politics. Even as the courts
temporarily enjoin the implementation
of the new law on the grounds that it
may conflict with the supremacy of Con-
gress to make immigration policy, the
new Republican majority in Washing-
ton is promising to pass a federal ver-
sion of Proposition 187, perhaps with
the connivance of the demoralized and
rightward-moving Clinton White

a U.S. border control agent orders them home.

Downtown. It was a stunning revela-
tion of the social weight and potential
power of the Latino working class.

Indeed, the battle over Prop 187,ina
profound sense, counterposed Califor-
nia’s future to its past. The major com-
batants last fall were separated by a
half-century of social and demographic
change. On one hand, the active elector-
ate on November 8 — 81 percent white
and 85 percent over 30 years old — was
a living fossil of California circa 1960.
No less than two-thirds of Gov. Wilson’s
supporters were middle-income or higher
Anglos over 50. On the other hand, the
student protesters represented Califor-
nia 2010, when Latinos are projected to
become the largest ethnic group in the
state (as they already are in L.A.).

House. Meanwhile, several hundred
thousand Salvadorean refugees with
expired residential status — mostly
concentrated in Los Angeles and Wash-
ington, D.C. — now face the threat of
the same kind of summary and brutal
deportation that is being enforced
against Haitian and Cuban refugees in
Guantéanamo and Panama.

Proposition 187 has also raised Pete
Wilson from the dead. The one-time po-
litical corpse is now considered a viable
contender for the Republican presiden-
tial nomination. Symbolically, his first
act after reelection was tosign anexecu-
tive order ending prenatal services for
immigrant women. (Its implementa-
tion has been temporarily enjoined by a
federal judge.) This has been followed

by renewed efforts — despite a recent
tax surplus — to roll back welfare and
slashsocial spending. The principal tar-
gets of Wilson’s so-called “tough love” are
constituencies with minimal political
voice: unwed mothers and their chil-
dren, farmworkers, the blind and dis-
abled, indigent senior citizens, and
disabled drug victims.

Wilson has also given his benedic-
tion to the grotesquely misnamed “Cali-
fornia Civil Rights Initiative” which
would outlaw affirmative action poli-
cies in state government and higher

' education. The initiative
has been targeted for the
1996 presidential prima-
ries, when presumably it
would act as the booster
rocket to Wilson’s candi-
dacy. Although the cam-
paign is still in the early

signature-gathering stage, -

ithas already ignited tre-
mendous national excite-
ment among Republicans
and conservative Demo-
crats who think that the
abolition of affirmative
action will be the crucial
wedge issue in the next
election.

Meanwhile, an ex-
perimental model of Wil-
son’s ultimate California
is being created in Or-
ange County, where
bankruptcy hasbecome a
pretext for contracting
out government services
and eliminating tradi-

tional social programs.

Proposition 187 supporters
— including local franchises of the
Rush Limbaugh National Fan Club and
Ross Perot’s United We Stand America
— have recycled themselves as the
“Committees of Correspondence,” advo-
cating the radical privatization, even
total dismantlement, of county govern-
ment. , :

Their views are echoed by the local
robber barons and Republican officials
who comprise the Lincoln Club — tra-
ditional seat of Orange County’s “invis-
ible government.” While preserving
huge public subsidies for Disneyland
expansion and toll road construction,
conservatives would shift the burden
of the bond debacle onto the blue-col-
lar, and heavily Latino, communities
of north county.
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In Porterville, a central California farming community, 1,000 students walk
out of school on election day to protest Proposition 187 (above), and tens

of thousands more march in Los Angeles (right).

But the most epochal accomplish-
ment of 12 years of Republican rule and
Democratic complicity in California has
been the transformation of the state
into a vast prison camp. In addition to
Proposition 187, California voters also
recently passed — without significant
Democratic opposition — Proposition
184, which makes the state’s “three
strikes” law virtually unrepealable by
future legislatures. Since 1980, Califor-
nia’s inmate population has exploded
from under 20,000 to more than
130,000. It is currently the third largest
prison system on earth, exceeded only
by China and the rest of the United
States. Now, as a result of sentencing
policies locked on auto-pilot, room will
have to be found for an additional
200,000 inmates, primarily African
American and Latino, within an al-
ready overcrowded and hyperviolent
system. As a recent Rand Corporation
study warned, the Legislature will have
no choice but to strip funds from higher
education in order to finance this ex-
panded gulag.

With poverty andincarcerationasits
industrial policy for the 1990s, it is not
surprising that California seems to be
slipping back into the nineteenth cen-
tury. Rated by student-teacher ratios,
for example, public schools in the once
“Golden State” are now next-to-last in
the nation. In terms of per capita Medi-
caid reimbursements (a ¢rucial index of
health-care accessibility), California
is dead last, providing only one-third
of the care per recipient as New York
does. o

Meanwhile, the state’s modern men-
tal-health system has collapsed so com-
pletely that prisons and county jails
now are the principal custodians of the
mentally ill. And, perhaps most tell-
ingly, hunger and malnutrition have re-
turned on a shocking scale: Nearly two
million school children now meet the
federal requirements for free school
meals. This helps explain why the April
1992 uprising in Los Angeles partially
took the form of a “bread riot” as thou-
sands of poor people looted supermar-
kets.

The state’s history has now arrived
at a great divide. Wilsonand the Repub-
licans, as well as ideologically cloned
Democrats like Dianne Feinstein, are
trying to lead a gerontocratic secession
from California’s inevitable multicultu-
ral future. But the decisive battles, less
likely to be fought in the courts than in
the streets, still lie ahead. The mass stu-
dent protests have given birth to a new
civil rights movement for the 1990s.
The victory of Proposition 187 must be
seen merely as the opening salvo — the
moral Fort Sumter — inalongcivil war
for the very soul of California. @
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Angry White Guys With Guns:

The Rise of the Militias

inter is .
' western
tana. ¢

days, bitter cold

heavy snows enfor

the isolation of tt

small towns ar

lonely ‘ranche;

scattered among

the broad river

valleys and high

peaks of the

Northern Rock-

ies. But in Feb-

ruary 1994 — tl

dead of winter —

wave of fear ar

paranoia stro

enough to persi

Montanans to bre

elements swept through the re-
gion. Hundreds of people poured into
meetings in small towns to hear tales of
mysterious black helicopters sighted

_throughout the United States and for-

eign military equipment moving via rail
and flatbed truck across the country, in
preparation for an invasion by a hostile
federal government aided by U.N. troops
seeking to impose a New World Order.

In Hamilton (pop. 1,700), at the base
of the Bitterroot Mountains dividing
Idaho and Montana, 250 people showed
up; 200 more gathered in Eureka (pop.
1,000), ten miles from the Canadian
border. And 800 people met in Kalispell,
at the foot of Glacier National Park.
Meeting organizers encouraged their
audiences to form citizens’ militias to
protect themselves from the impending
military threat.! ' ‘

Most often, John Trochmann, a wiry,
white-haired man in his fifties, led the

Daniel Junas is a Seattle-based political researcherand |

author of “The Religious Right in Washington State,”
published by the ACLU of Washington. Research assis-
tance by Paul de Armond and David Neiwert.

1. Montana Human Rights Network, “A Season of Discon-
tent: Militias, Constitutionalists, and The Far Right in
Montana,” May 1994.

by Daniel Junas

meetings. Trochmann lives near the
Idaho border in Noxon (pop. 270), a
townwell-suited for strategic defense. A
one-lane bridge over the Clark Fork
River is the only means of access, and a
wall of mountains behind the town

“If we can’t get you at
the ballot box, we’ll get
you with a bullet. We
have a militia of 10,000.”

makes it a natural fortress against in-
vasion. From this bastion, Trochmann,
his brother David, and his nephew
Randy run the Militia of Montana
(MOM), a publicity-seeking outfit that
has organized “militia support groups”?
and pumped out anarray of written and
taped tales of a sinister global conspir-

2. Paramilitary formations are illegal in Montana. Militia
organizers skirt the law by forming “support groups.”

rolling the U.S. gov-
ent. MOM also pro-
s “how to” materials
r organizing citizens’
nilitias to meet this
dark threat. ‘
Militia Mania
It is difficult tojudge

from attendance at
public ‘meetings

how many militias’

and militia mem-
bers there might
be in Montana, or
if, as is widely ru-
nored, they are con-
iucting military
raining and exer-
s. The same applies

aviuss the country; there is&

little hard information on how many
are involved or what they are actually
doing. )

But the Trochmanns are clearly not
alone in raising fears about the federal
government nor in sounding the call to
arms. By January, movement watchers
hadidentified militia activity in at least
40 states, with a conservatively esti-
mated hard-core membership of at least
10,000 — and growing.3

The appearance of armed militias
raises the level of tension in a region al-
ready at war over environmental and
land use issues.

Athreat explicitly tied to militias oc-
curred in November 1994, at a public
hearing in Everett, Washington. Two
men approached Ellen Gray, an
Audubon Society activist. According to
Gray, one of them, later identified as
Darryl Lord, placed a hangman’s noose
onanearby chair, saying, “Thisis ames-
sage for you.” He also distributed cards
witha picture of a hangman’s noose that
said, “Treason = Death” on one side, and

3. Interview with Chip Berlet, Dec. 21, 1994.
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“Eco fascists go home” on the
other. The other man told
Gray, “If we can’t get you at the
ballot box, we’ll get you with a
bullet. We have a militia of
10,000.”* In a written state-
ment, Lord later denied mak-
ing the threat, although he
admitted bringing the hang-
man’s noose to the meeting.’

Militias, “Patriots,”
and Angry White Guys

As important as environ-
mental issues are in the West,
they are only part of what is
driving the militia movement.
The militias have close ties to
the older and more broadly
based “Patriot” movement,
from which they emerged, and
which supplies their world-
view. According to Chip Berlet,
an analyst at Political Re-
search Associates in Cam-
bridge, Massachusetts, who
hasbeen tracking the far right
for over two decades, this
movement consists of loosely-
linked organizations and indi-
viduals who perceive a global
conspiracy in which key politi-
cal and economic events are
manipulated by a small group
of elite insiders.

Onthe far right flank of the
Patriot movement are white
supremacists and anti-Sem-
ites, who believe that the
world is controlled by a cabal of Jewish
bankers. This position is represented
by, among others, the Liberty Lobby and
its weekly newspaper, the Spotlight. At
the other end of this relatively narrow
spectrum is the John Birch Society,
which has repeatedly repudiated anti-
Semitism, but hews to its own paranoid
vision. For the Birchers, it is not the
Rothschilds but such institutions as the
Council on Foreign Relations, the
Trilateral Commission, and the U.N.
which secretly call the shots.®

This far-right milieu is home to a va-
riety of movements, including Identity

4. Diane Brooks, “Threats Replace Debate at Hearing,”
Seattle Times, Snohomish edition, Nov. 15, 1994, p. B1;
interview with Ellen Gray by Paul de Armond, Nov. 22,
1994.

5. Statement to the press, Nov. 16, 1994.

6. For Birch Society theories, see its magazine, The New
American; also James Perloff, The Council on Foreign
Relations and the American Decline (Belmont, Mass.:
Western Islands, 1988), and Dan Smoot, The Invisible
Government (Belmont, Mass.: Western Islands, 1965).

John Trochmann, leader of the Militia of Montana at a
December 1994 meeting in Noxon, Montana.

Christians, Constitutionalists, tax pro-
testers, and remnants of the semi-se-
cret Posse Comitatus. Members of the
Christian right who subscribe to the
conspiratorial world view presented in
Pat Robertson’s 1991 book, The New
World Order, also fall within the move-
ment’s parameters.” Berlet estimates
that as many as five million Americans
consider themselves Patriots.?

While the Patriot movement has
long existed on the margins of U.S. soci-
ety, it has grown markedly in recent
years.? Three factors have sparked that
growth.

One is the end of the Cold War. For
over 40 years, the “international com-

7. Pat Robertson, The New World Order (Irving, Tex.:
New Publishers, 1991).

8. Berlet interview, op. cit.

9. Ibid. Berlet notes that the John Birch Society has re-
bounded from a low of 20,000 members and claims to
have doubled its membership in recent years. Berlet be-
lieves membership has probably increased by 10,000.

munist conspiracy” held plot-
minded Americans in thrall.
But with the collapse of the
Soviet empire, their search for
enemies turned toward the
federal government, long an
object of simmering resent-
ment.

The other factors are eco-
nomic and social. While the
Patriot movement provides a
pool of potential recruits for
the militias, it in turn draws
its members from a large and
growing number of U.S. citi-
zens disaffected from and al-
ienated by a government that
seems indifferent, if not hos-
tile, to their interests. This

-predominantly white, male,
and middle- and working-
class sector has been buffeted
by global economicrestructur-
ing, with its attendant job
losses, declining real wages
and social dislocations. While
under economic stress, this
sector has also seen its tradi-
tional priviléges and status
challenged by 1960s-style so-
cial movements, such as femi-
nism, minority rights, and
environmentalism.

Someone must be to blame.
But in the current political
context, serious progressive
analysis is virtually invisible,
while the Patriot movement
provides plenty of answers.

Unfortunately, they are dangerously

wrong-headed ones.1?

Ruby Ridge and Waco

Two recent events inflamed Patriot pas-
sions and precipitated the formation of
the militias. The first was the FBI’s
1992 confrontation with white su-
premacist Randy Weaver at Ruby
Ridge, Idaho, in which federal agents
killed Weaver’s son and wife. The sec-
ond was the federal government’s de-
struction of David Koresh and his
followers at the Branch Davidian com-
pound in Waco, Texas, in April 1993.11

CRAIG BUCK

10. This analysis is based on interviews with long-time
movement watcher Chip Berlet, Feb. 6, 1995.

11. The behavior of federal law enforcement agencies
merits criticism. Weaver and actual shooter Kevin Harris

“were acquitted of murder charges in the death of a fed-

eral agent during the siege. A December 1993 Justice
Department report on the Weaver stand-off found that
FBI agents violated both bureau policies and constitu-
tional guidelines when they issued “rules of engage-
ment” allowing agents to shoot any armed adult. An
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Key promoters of the militia movement
repeatedly invoke Ruby Ridge and
Waco as spurs to the formation of mili-
tias to defend the citizenry against a
hostile federal government.

The sense of foreboding and resent-
ment of the federal government was
compounded by the passage of the
Brady Bill (imposing a waiting period
and background checks for the pur-
chase of a handgun) followed by the
Crime Bill (banning the sale of certain
types of assault rifles). For some mem-
bers of the Patriot movement, these
laws are the federal government’s first
stepindisarming the citizenry, to be fol-
lowed by the much dreaded United Na-
tions invasion and the imposition of the
New World Order.}?

But while raising apocalyptic fears
among Patriots, gun control legislation
also angered more mainstream gun
owners. Some have become newly re-
ceptive to conspiracy theorists and mili-
tia recruiters, who justify taking such a
radical step with the Second Amend-
ment:

A well-regulated Militia, being nec-
essary to the security of a free State,
the right of the people to keep and
bear Arms, shall not be infringed.

Right-wing organizers have long
used the amendment to justify the crea-
tion of armed formations. The Ku Klux
Klan began as a militia movement, and
the militia idea has continued to circu-
late in white supremacist circles. It has
also spread within the Christian right.
In the early 1990s, the Coalition on Re-
vival, an influential national Christian
right networking organization, circu-
lated a 24-plank action plan. It advo-
cated the formation of “a countywide
‘well-regulated militia’ according to the
U.S. Constitution under the control of
the county sheriff and Board of Super-
visors,”13 '

Like the larger Patriot movement,
the militias vary in membership and
ideology. In the East, they appear closer
to the John Birch Society. In New

Idaho prosecutor’s investigation continues, and FBI
head Louis Freeh expects two agents to be indicted.
(Jerry Seper, “Probe of federal agents in siege killings
continues,” Washington Times, Feb. 13, 1995, p. A3).
Similarly, the Justice Department’s Report to the Dep-
uly Attorney General on the Evenls al Waco, Texas,
February 28 to April 19, 1993 faulted BATF and FBI
performance, but found no cause for indictments.

12. See “Under the Law of the Gun,” Taking Aim (Militia
of Montana newsletter), v. 1, n. 7, 1994, pp. 1-3.

13. Fred Clarkson, “HardCOR,” Church and State, Jan.
1991, p. 26.

Hampshire, for example, the 15-mem-
ber Constitution Defense Militia re-
portedly embraces garden variety U.N.
conspiracy fantasies and lobbies
against gun control measures.!* In the
Midwest, some militias have close ties
to the Christian right, particularly the
radical wing of the anti-abortion move-
ment. In Wisconsin, Matthew Trew-
hella, leader of Missionaries to the
Preborn, has organized paramilitary
training sessions for his churchmem-
bers.!? .

And in Indianapolis, Linda
Thompson, the self-appointed “Acting
Adjutant General of the Unorganized
Militia of the U.S.A.,” called for an

armed march on Washington last Sep-

tember to demand an investigation of
the Waco siege. Although she canceled
the march when no one responded, she

Some people angered
by gun control
legislation are
receptive to
conspiracy theorists
and militia recruiters.

remains an important militia pro-
moter.!® While Thompson limits her ti-
rades to U.S. law enforcement and the
New World Order, her tactics have
prompted the Birch Society to warn its
members “to stay clear of her
schemes.”!”

Despite slight variations in their mo-
tivations, the militias fit within the
margins ofthe Patriot movement. And a
recurring theme for all of them is a
sense of deep frustration and resent-
ment against the federal government.

Nowhere has that resentment been
felt more deeply than'in the Rocky
Mountain West, a hotbed of such atti-
tudes since the frontier era. The John

14. Anti-Defamation League, Armed and Dangerous: Mi-
litias Take Aim at the Federal Government, 1994, p. 20.
15. John Goetz, “Missionaries’ Leader Calls for Armed
Militia,” Front Line Research, Aug. 1994, pp. 1, 3-4; Beth
Hawkins, “Patriot Games,” Metro Times (Detroit), Oct.
12-18, 1994, pp. 12-16.

16. Adam Parfrey and Jim Redden, “Patriot Games,” Vil-
lage Voice, Oct. 11, 1994, pp. 26-31.

17. Cited in Anti-Defamation League, op. cit., p. 12.

-

Birch Society currently has alarger pro-
portional membership in this region
thaninany other.!® Similarly, the Rocky
Mountain West is where anti-govern-
ment presidential candidate Ross Perot
ran strongest.

And nowhere in the West is anti-gov-
ernment sentiment stronger than along
the spine of wild mountains that divide
the Idaho panhandle from Montana. In
the last two decades, this pristine set-
ting has become a stomping ground for
believers in Christian Identity, a reli-
gious doctrine that holds that whites
are the true Israelites and that blacks
and other people of color are subhuman
“mud people.”!?

In the mid-1970s, Richard Butler, a
neo-Nazi from California who is carry-
ing out a self-described war against the
“Zionist Occupational Government,” or
“ZOG,” relocated to the Idaho panhan-
dle town of Hayden Lake to establish
his ‘Aryan Nations compound. He saw

. the Pacific Northwest, with its rela-

tively low minority population, as the
region where God’s kingdom could be
established. Butler also believed that a

_racially pure nation needs an army.?’

.. Butleris aging, and his organization
_is mired in factional disputes. But he
‘has helped generate a milieu in which

militias can thrive. In May 1992, one of
his neighbors and supporters, Eva Vail
Lamb, formed the Idaho Organized Mi-
litia. During the same year, Lamb was
also.a key organizer for presidential
candidate Bo Gritz (rhymes with
“whites”), another key player in the mi-
litia movement.?

Bo Gritz and the
Origins of the Militias

A former Green Beret, Ret. Lt. Col.
Gritz is a would-be Rambo, having led
several private missions to Southeast
Asia to search for mythical U.S. POWs.
He also has a lengthy Patriot pedigree.

18. Charles Jeffrey Kraft, “A Preliminary Socio-Eco-
nomic and State Demographic Profile of the John Birch
Society,” Political Research Associates, 1991.

19. Leonard Zeskind, “The ‘Christian Identity’ Move-
ment,” National Council of Churches, 1986.

20. In 1984, Butler's vision briefly materialized in the
form of an Aryan Nations offshoot led by Robert Jay Mat-
thews. The Order committed a series of crimes, including
bank robberies, bombings, and the murder of Denver ra-
dio talk show host Alan Berg. Matthews himself died in a
shootout with police in December 1984 on Whidbey Is-
land, in Puget Sound near Seattle. See Robert Crawford,
S. L. Gardiner, Jonathan Mozzochi, and R. L. Taylor, The
Northwest Imperative (Portland, Ore.: Coalition for Hu-
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- tions congresses at least three times.

With well-documented ties to white su-
premacist leaders, he has asserted that
the Federal Reserve is controlled by
eight Jewish families.?? In 1988, he ac-
cepted the vice-presidential nomina-
tion of the Populist Party, an electoral
amalgam of neo-Nazis, the Ku Klux Klan,
and other racist and anti-Semitic or-
ganizations.? His running mate was ex-
Klansman David Duke. Gritz later
disavowed any relationship with
Duke, but in 1992, Gritz was back as
the Populist Party’s candidate for
president.

He has emerged as a mentor for the
militias. During the 1992 campaign, he
encouraged his supporters to form mili-
tias,?* and played a key role inone of the
events that eventually sparked the mi-
litia movement, the fedéral assault on
the Weaver family compound at Ruby
Ridge, Idaho.

In the mid-1980s, Randy Weaver, a
machinist from Waterloo, Iowa, moved
to Ruby Ridge in Boundary County, the
northernmost county in the panhandle.
A white supremacist who subscribed to
anti-government conspiracy theories,
heattended Richard Butler’s Aryan Na-
25
And acting on the long-held far right no-
tion that the county ought to be the su-
preme level of government, he evenran
for sheriff of Boundary County.

But in 1991, after being arrested on
gun charges, Weaver failed to show up
for trial and holed up in his mountain
home. In August 1992, abelated federal
marshals’ effort to arrest him led to a
seige in which FBI snipers killed
Weaver’s wife and son, and Weaver as-
sociate Kevin Harris killed a federal
marshal. Gritz appeared on the scene
and interposed himself as a negotiator
between the FBI and Weaver. He even-
tually convinced Weaver to surrender
and end the 11-day standoff. The epi-
sode gave Gritz national publicity and
made him a hero on the right.26

He moved quickly to exploit both his
new-found fame and the outrage gener-
ated by the Weaver Kkillings. In Febru-
ary 1993, Gritz initiated his highly
profitable SPIKE training — Specially

22. Crawford, et al., Northwest Imperalive, op. cit., p.
2.25; I Gritz nonetheless denies that he is a white su-
pr;r;\acist. Phone interview by David Neiwert, Nov. 10,
1994.

23. Crawford, et al., Northwest Imperative, p. 1.32.

24. Montana Human Rights Network, op. cit., p. 7.

25. Philip Weiss, “Off the Grid,” New York Times Maga-
zine, January 8, 1995, pp. 24-33.

26. Weiss, op. cit., Crawford, et al., Northwest Impera-
tive, op. cit., p. 2.27

Prepared Individuals for
Key Events. The ten-part
traveling program draws
on Gritz’s Special Forces
background and teaches a
rigorous c