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Nebraskan Killed On Third Tour In
Afghanistan

Benjamin Prange
July 28, 2014 Associated Press
HICKMAN (AP) — A 30-year-old Army staff sergeant from Nebraska is being
remembered as a devoted family man after his death in Afghanistan.
The Lincoln Journal Star reported that Benjamin G. Prange of Hickman died Thursday
after the vehicle he was riding in hit an explosive device.

Prange was on his third tour in Afghanistan when he died. Another soldier — Pfc. Keith
M. Williams, 19, of Visalia, Calif. — was also killed in the same explosion.
Both soldiers were based in Fort Collins, Colo., with the 1st Battalion, 12th Infantry
Regiment, 4th Brigade Combat Team, 4th Infantry Division.
Prange would have celebrated his 11th anniversary with his wife, Liz Prange, on
Saturday. The two were high school sweethearts at Norris High School south of Lincoln
and have two sons.
Former neighbor Josh Hicks remembers Prange as a nice guy.
“He worked hard and took care of his family,” Hicks said. “He was a really great father.”
Prange was raised near Hickman by his grandparents because his parents died when he
was young. He joined the Army in 2007, and had been scheduled to return home this
fall.
“He was loyal, devoted, family oriented,” said Devin Wilson, a friend of Liz Prange.
Courtney Brewthouwer, who went to school with Prange at Norris, said the news has
been hard on people in Hickman who knew Prange.
Roy Baker, who was superintendent of Norris Public Schools when Prange was in
school, remembered him as “just a good, solid kid.”

Army Ranger Remembered For Kind
Heart, Service

August 13, 2014 By WENDY VICTORA, Daily News
The last time Daniel Jonke messaged his former teammate on Facebook, he thanked
Sam Hairston for his service to this country and urged him to stay safe. “I would give it
all to make sure people like you get to enjoy the freedoms we all too often take for
granted,” Hairston responded.

Tuesday, the 35-year-old Army Ranger gave it all in Afghanistan.
And friends like Jonke mourned as they considered a world without him.
“I just wish he didn’t mean it,” Jonke said, through tears, of his friend’s willingness to die
for his country.
The Shalimar native was killed by small arms fire on the most recent of many
deployments.
The 1997 Choctawhatchee High School graduate leaves behind his wife, Tawana, and
step son, Hayden in Fayetteville, N.C.
His parents, Bernette and Josephine Hairston still live in Shalimar, where Sam attended
local schools. He also has three brothers, Junnee Cardama, Broady Hairston and TJ
Hairston.
As news spread, the community mourned his death, remembering a talented young
athlete whose smile lit up the room.
“Sam, he was exceptional from Day No. 1,” said Jeremy Griffith, who played football with
him in high school and college. “Everyone was drawn to Sam. Not only was he an
unbelievable athlete, he was kind hearted about it.
“He would rip your face off and tell you how much he cared about you,” he added. Sam
played on the defensive line at Choctawhatchee High School as part of a team so closeknit that three of them went on to play at the same Division 1 college.
Coach Dean Vinson remembered Sam as an intense young man with an unforgettable
smile. He called Sam part of the glue that held the team together. “They did things you
can’t coach and that’s called loving and caring about one other,” says Vinson, now
athletic director at Bruner Middle School.
“They’re still just kids to me,” he added, breaking down. “They’re 35 years old, but
they’re your players.”
After Sam graduated in 1997, he and two of his teammates – Griffith and Patrick Boatner
– went to the University of Houston to continue their football careers.
Boatner said that Sam had wanted to follow his father and brother into the military, and
that once he committed, he dedicated himself to success.
At the time of his death, he had reached the rank of Sgt. 1st Class and was a
paratrooper and platoon sergeant with the 82nd Airborne Division of Fort Bragg, North
Carolina.
Coaches and friends say the same outstanding work ethic that made him successful in
school and sports helped him move up the ranks quickly in the military.
He reenlisted about three years ago, not long after he stood up at Boatner’s wedding.

He was recently married himself, happy, physically fit and in a good place spiritually,
Boatner said.
There was no question about whether Sam was in the right field. “You would thank him
for serving his country and he was like, ‘This is what I wanted to do; you don’t have to
thank me.’

Nearly 750 Taliban Militants Launched
Coordinated Attacks On Security Check
Posts In Azra District
Aug 17 2014 By Ghanizada, Khaama Press
According to local authorities in central Logar province of Afghanistan, nearly 750
Taliban militants launched coordinated attacks on security check posts in Azra district
early Sunday morning.
Provincial security chief, Abdul Hakim Ishaqzai, said clashes sparked around 2:00 am
local time after Talban militants launched attacks on security check posts.

FORWARD OBSERVATIONS

“At a time like this, scorching irony, not convincing argument, is needed. Oh had
I the ability, and could reach the nation’s ear, I would, pour out a fiery stream of
biting ridicule, blasting reproach, withering sarcasm, and stern rebuke.
“For it is not light that is needed, but fire; it is not the gentle shower, but thunder.
“We need the storm, the whirlwind, and the earthquake.”
“The limits of tyrants are prescribed by the endurance of those whom they
oppose.”
Frederick Douglass, 1852
There is no democracy without socialism and no socialism without democracy.
-- Rosa Luxemburg

Intel Accuracy Increases 272% After
Analysts Begin Reading Entrails

Photo Credit: U.S. Army
June 29, 2014 by Dick Scuttlebutt, The Duffle Blog
FORT HUACHUCA, Ariz. — Surprising some in the intelligence community, newlyreleased data show that Army intelligence estimates have become almost 300 percent
more accurate after analysts began the practice of reading animal entrails.
“It’s a bit of a shock for some, but those of us who’ve been giving analysis in Afghanistan
recently know from experience, it’s much better than the old methods,” said Master Sgt.
Jed Begley, an instructor at the U.S. Army Intelligence Center and former intelligence
section leader for 2nd Brigade, 82nd Airborne Division.
“In theater, we knew right away that the entrails were working when our targeting
packages starting yielding some actual arrests and kills,” he continued. “After my OIC

wrote a couple of papers about it, the Army took notice and allowed us to do some proofof-concept tests during (Combat Training Center) rotations.”
After Begley’s tests were complete, the data was parsed and sure enough, entrails were
ranked the most effective and accurate source of actionable intelligence.
The analyzed data show that entrails have increased accuracy of 63% over tea leaves,
86% over horoscopes, and 111% over the “consulting the bones” method as practiced
by the High Aldwyn in the movie “Willow.”
Calls to Madam Cleo were still very productive, only losing out to the new entrails
method by four percent.
Tied for dead last in productive intel analytic methods were Palantir and hard data,
however.
Top Army officials are hesitant to place such an unconventional technique at the top of
the collection pyramid, but many have privately admitted that entrail reading is too good
to ignore. One confirmed that he has already informally asked a group of peers to look
into the possibility of awarding intelligence analysts an additional skill identifier of Z9
“Haruspex,” the technical term for one who reads entrails.
“As a former brigade and division commander, I can tell you that the Intel estimates and
targeting data were so bad, we would frequently just set Outlook to automatically delete
the S-2’s emails,” said one current Army Chief of Staff, who asked to remain
anonymous.
“But seeing the entrails-reading tests is a real eye-opener, and hopefully we can get it
into doctrine and start teaching it to our analysts soon.”
For now, hunched over a stainless steel table borrowed from the medical examiner’s
office, Fort Huachuca students learning haruspicy pay rapt attention to Master Sgt.
Begley as he points out various portions of viscera spread across the surface.
These students have been getting an informal “quick look” at the practice since
TRADOC policy forbids formal instruction prior to doctrinization of a new concept.
Despite the informal setting, however, the students have proven quick learners.
“Look at this kink in the small intestine, and how it complements the three chakra on the
inside of the gut lining,” said Private First Class Tanna Yasmine, poking at the slimy
tubing with her rubber-gloved hand. “You can tell that the Taliban is definitely ramping up
for … ”
She broke off as another portion of entrails caught her attention, and she leaned close,
examining it minutely and whispering under her breath.
“Oh, shit!” Yasmine exclaimed, straightening back up, eyes wide. “There’s gonna be a
piss test tomorrow morning!”

ANNIVERSARIES
[Some late because of computer problems. T]

August 14, 1980:
Polish Workers Strike Against
Dictatorship:
“They Had Illusions In The Army,
And Did Not Make Any Serious
Effort To Win Over Rank-And-File
Soldiers”

After months of labor turmoil, more than 16,000 Polish workers seized control of the
Lenin Shipyards in Gdansk.
Carl Bunin Peace History August 13-19 [Excerpts]
******************************************
9 August 2000 BY CHRIS SLEE, Green Left Weekly [Excerpts]

Twenty years ago, on August 14, a strike began at the Lenin shipyards in Gdansk,
Poland, which led to the birth of the independent Solidarity trade union movement. This
movement went on to play a crucial and contradictory role in the restoration of capitalist
rule in Poland at end of the 1980s.
The initial issues that sparked the shipyards strike were wages and the sacking of a
militant worker, Anna Walentinowicz. The strike quickly spread to other workplaces,
reflecting the widespread discontent with the system of bureaucratic “socialism”
established in Poland in the late 1940s.
The authorities were forced to negotiate and, in an agreement signed at Gdansk on
August 31, conceded a list of demands including the right to form independent trade
unions. Solidarity was formally established as a trade union on September 17.
Solidarity developed into a mass social movement challenging Poland’s Stalinist regime.
It was violently suppressed in December 1981 when martial law was declared by
General Jaruzelski, who held the posts of Communist Party first secretary, prime
minister and defence minister.
Remnants of the movement continued to organise illegally, re-emerging into legality in
the late 1980s. The movement was then converted into a right-wing political party which
won the elections in June 1989 and formed a government that set out to restore
capitalism.
How did a movement that grew out of a working-class struggle against Stalinism become
an agent of capitalist restoration?
Part of the answer lies in the ideological limitations of the leadership. Lech Walesa, the
main leader of the Gdansk strike and subsequently the central leader of the union, was a
militant worker, but also a socially conservative Catholic. The same was true of many
other working-class activists in the union. The striking workers at Gdansk sang hymns
and held mass in the shipyard.
Religious beliefs do not necessarily prevent political leaders from playing a progressive
role. But the fact that the dominant section of Solidarity’s leadership belonged to a
church committed to the defence of private property, and hailed its right-wing social
teachings, was a problem. It became an even bigger problem when this leadership
became the government of Poland and began to implement those teachings.
Another component of Solidarity’s leadership was a group of intellectuals who had been
active in KOR (the Committee for the Defence of the Workers), an organisation that had
carried out solidarity with workers’ struggles during the 1970s.
The key figure in this group was Jacek Kuron. In the 1960s he and Karol Modzelewski
had called for the seizure of power by the working class. But by the time Solidarity was
formed, Kuron had modified his ideas, replacing the perspective of revolutionary
overthrow of the Stalinist bureaucracy with one of gradually reforming the state under
pressure from mass organisations and struggles.
At that time, Kuron’s perspective was still one of reforming the socialist state rather than
restoring capitalism. Pressure for reform came mainly from Solidarity, which was then a

mass workers’ movement imbued with the idea that workers were entitled to control the
factories and play a leading role in society.
But after this movement was crushed by Jaruzelski’s repression, Solidarity’s leadership
(including both its Catholic and “leftist” components) adopted a perspective of capitalist
restoration. (Kuron himself later became minister of labour in Walesa’s pro-capitalist
government). The adoption of a policy of capitalist restoration by Solidarity’s leadership
was made easier by the confused political outlook of most Solidarity activists.
During 1980-81, Solidarity grew to include 10 million members. The consciousness of
the activists was mixed. They fought for immediate economic demands (e.g., wage
rises) and democratic demands (e.g., freedom of speech). They also struggled for
control of the factories, in many cases voting the factory directors out of office and
replacing them with new ones.
These demands and struggles represented a progressive response to Stalinist
bureaucratic rule. Yet there were also some less progressive elements in the workers’
consciousness.
In addition to the socially conservative attitudes promoted by the Catholic church, many
workers were impressed by the relative prosperity and democratic rights existing in the
advanced capitalist countries and failed to see that the prosperity and freedom of a few
imperialist countries is based on the exploitation and repression of people in the Third
World.
Not understanding imperialism, they failed to solidarise with Third World struggles for
national liberation. While expressing a general sympathy with workers everywhere, most
did not take much interest in workers’ struggles in the West. Solidarity’s newspaper had
hardly any international news.
Solidarity lacked a clear program and strategy for overthrowing the bureaucratic regime
and creating a democratic worker-ruled society. The organisation’s draft program made
reference to socialism as one source of inspiration, along with Christianity and
democracy.
Solidarity activists carried out a struggle for self-management in many workplaces, but
did not have a clear understanding of the need for socialist planning.
They had illusions in the army, and did not make any serious effort to win over
rank-and-file soldiers.
While Solidarity was not a consciously socialist organisation, neither was it consciously
anti-socialist. As British academic Martin Myant observed in Poland: a Crisis for
Socialism (1982): “It advocated equality and was particularly emphatic about the need
for an adequate assured minimum income and an end to special privileges for a wealthy
minority. Many of the specific demands were, even if the authors of the program
avoided making the point, quite incompatible with capitalism.”
During 1980-81, neither the government nor the leadership of Solidarity could
have carried out a program of capitalist restoration, even if they had wanted to.

This was because the workers would not have allowed it. Workers in the factories
were attempting to bring the enterprises under their own control, and would not
have accepted handing them over to capitalist owners.
The crushing of this working-class upsurge created the conditions in which
capitalist restoration could be carried out with little resistance a few years later.
In the demoralisation following martial law, pro-capitalist attitudes were able to
become dominant in Polish society.
Today, there is a lot of discontent with the results of the restoration of capitalism in
Poland and other former Stalinist-ruled states, but still no mass revolutionary parties with
a clear socialist perspective.
A mass upsurge of working class and popular discontent is necessary but not sufficient.
A struggle to win the movement to a clear socialist perspective is necessary.

August 15, 1876:
Historic Betrayal

Lakota Sioux watch as their Black Hills are invaded. Painting by Howard Terpning
Carl Bunin Peace History
August 15, 1876:
Congress passed a law to remove the Lakota Sioux and their allies from the Black
Hills country of South Dakota after gold was found there. Often referred to as the
“starve or sell” bill, it provided that no further appropriations would be made for
1868 Treaty-guaranteed rations for the Sioux unless they gave up their sacred
Black Hills, or Paha Sapa. That treaty had granted them the territory and hunting
rights in exchange for peace.
****************************************************

[Excerpts]
STATEMENT OF MARIO GONZALEZ, ATTORNEY, CHEYENNE RIVER AND PINE
RIDGE WOUNDED KNEE SURVIVORS’ ASSOCIATIONS AND OGLALA SIOUX
TRIBE, SUPPORTING PROPOSALS TO ESTABLISH A MEMORIAL AND HISTORIC
SITE TO COMMEMORATE THE EVENTS SURROUNDING THE 1890 INDIAN
MASSACRE AT WOUNDED KNEE CREEK, SOUTH DAKOTA, IN THE HEARING OF
SEPTEMBER 25,1990, BEFORE THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS,
U.S. SENATE, WASHINGTON, D.C.
[Excerpts]
Mr. Chairman, and honorable Members of the Committee, my name is Mario Gonzalez. I
am an enrolled member of the Oglala Sioux Tribe and a descendant of Chief Lip’s Band.
I am appearing here today as the attorney for the Wounded Knee Survivors’
Associations and the Oglala Sioux Tribe. I am honored to appear before the Committee
to discuss events surrounding the December 29, 1890 Wounded Knee Massacre.
I am also related by blood to some of the victims and survivors of the massacre. Dewey
Beard , the last survivor of the Battle of the Little Bighorn and an 1890 Massacre
survivor, was a first cousin to my great-great-grandmother, Rattling Hawk. Dewey’s real
mother, Seen By Her Nation, and my great-great-great-grandmother, Jealous Of Her,
were sisters.
One cannot understand what happened at Wounded Knee without understanding
something about the Sioux people and their history.
The term “Sioux” should be distinguished from the word “Siouan,” which refers to a
linguistic stock that the Sioux are a part of. Other Siouan peoples include such Tribes as
the Mandan, Omaha, Otoe, Winnebago and Osage. The Sioux refer to themselves as
“Lakota,” “Dakota,” or “Nakota,” depending on whether the “L,” “ D” or “N” dialect is used.
It is also important to understand that the term “Sioux Nation” has been used to refer to
different entities at different times. According to the Indian Claims Commission, the
Sioux people were divided into seven divisions:
Mdewakantons
Sissetons
Wahpakootas
Wahpetons
Yanktonais
Yanktons
Tetons
The Mdewakantons, Sissetons, Wahpakootas, and Wahpetons, or eastern Sioux, are
sometimes referred to as “Santee” or “Mississippi” Sioux and speak with the “D” dialect.
The Yanktonais also speak with the “D” dialect. The Yanktons speak with the “N” dialect
and the Tetons with the “L” dialect.
The Tetons, or the western Sioux, were sub-divided into seven bands:

Blackfeet
Brule
Hunkpapa
Minneconjou
Oglala
Saris Arc (No Bows)
Two Kettle
The Teton Bands held aboriginal title to a vast territory west of the Missouri River in what
are now the States of North and South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Montana, Wyoming
and Colorado. Much of this territory was held jointly with the Cheyenne and Arapaho
Nations. The Big Horn Mountains were the western boundary. The Yellowstone and
Missouri Rivers were the northern boundary. The Republican River was the southern
boundary.
In 1874 the United States Army planned and undertook a military expedition into the
Black Hills portion of the Great Sioux Reservation. The expedition was led by Lt. Col.
George Armstrong Custer, who sent out glowing reports of gold.
This led to an invasion of the Hills by white miners and settlers in violation of the 1868
Treaty and created intense pressure on Congress to open the Hills for settlement. The
influx of miners and settlers into the Hills increased when President Grant refused to
enforce the Treaty and remove these trespassers. In the winter of 1875 and 1876, most
of the Sioux were residing on the Great Sioux Reservation, keeping the peace they
promised to maintain under the 1868 Treaty.
Others were exercising their hunting rights with their Cheyenne and Arapahoe allies near
the Big Horn Mountains. Contrary to the terms of the Treaty, the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs sent instructions to the hunting parties that if they did not return to the Great
Sioux Reservation by January 31,1876, they would be declared “hostile.” The Sioux
were under no legal obligation to return and could not return because of the weather.
They were attacked, but defeated General Crook at the Battle of Rosebud and
annihilated Lt. Col. Custer at the Battle of the Little Bighorn on June 25, 1876.
The U.S. violated Articles 11 and 16 of the 1868 Treaty by attacking the Sioux while they
were exercising their right to hunt near the Bighorn Mountains. Although some refer to
the Battle of the Little Bighorn as a “massacre,” it was clearly a battle in which the
Indians were defending their families against an egocentric Indian fighter who planned to
capitalize on the event and become President of the United States.
The United States Government resented its defeat at the Battle of the Little Bighorn. The
Battle, therefore, marked the beginning of a course of dishonorable dealings by the
federal government with the Sioux people to [get] revenge [for] Custer’s defeat. This
course has continued down to the present time.
On August 15, 1876, Congress passed an appropriations bill, often referred to as
the “starve or sell” bill, which provided that no further appropriations would be
made for the subsistence of the Sioux under the 1868 Treaty unless they gave up
the Black Hills and reached an accommodation with the United States that would
enable them to become self-supporting.

To accomplish this cession, Congress requested the President to appoint a
commission to negotiate an agreement with the Sioux to buy the Hills.
The 1876 Commission, however, could not obtain the requisite number of
signatures required by Article 12 of the 1868 Treaty, so Congress took matters
into its own hands and enacted the proposed “Agreement” into law on February
28, 1877. This enactment confiscated the Black Hills, the 1851 Treaty lands, and
hunting rights recognized under the 1868 Treaty.

August 16, 1819:
Horrible Anniversary:
The Peterloo Massacre;
“The Government’s Attitude Was Made
Clear By Its Total Endorsement Of The
Massacre”

[spartacus.schoolnet.co.uk]

‘Rise, like lions after slumber.
In unvanquishable number!

Shake your chains to earth like dew,
Which in sleep had fallen on you!
Ye are many- they are few!’
[Thanks to Max Watts, who sent this in.]
When all the contingents had arrived and assembled in the centre of Manchester,
something like 12 per cent of the population of the county of Lancashire, and over
half that of its industrial South East were present. It was the largest assembly
England had ever seen.
As soon as all the contingents had filled St Peter’s Field, to the point where,
according to a contemporary report, people were packed in so tightly that ‘their
hats seemed to touch’, the area was ringed by 1,500 troops with cannon.
1981 By Graham Milner, Unpublished
On August 16, 1819, mounted regular troops and yeomanry of the British army,
acting on the instructions of Government officials, attacked without warning a
mass meeting of over 100,000 people drawn from the industrial centres of
Lancashire in the north-west of England.
The meeting, held on St Peter’s Field in the centre of Manchester, the major
industrial city of Lancashire, had been organised as part of a national campaign to
win a radical reform of the British parliament and to redress the economic
grievances of working people.
Over four hundred men, women and children were killed or seriously injured as a
result of this ‘action’.
One of the cavalry units involved - the 11th Hussars - had been present at the Battle of
Waterloo, which had occurred four years earlier. As soon as the massacre became
known to the public, the savage sobriquet ‘Peterloo’ was universally adopted.
The August 16 massacre in Manchester was one outcome of an extraordinarily
powerful and determined agitation for social and political justice in England which
at times approached pre-revolutionary proportions. The primary social force
behind this mass agitation was the new working class.
This new class, the industrial proletariat, emerged from the industrial revolution, a
transformation of economic and social relations that began towards the end of the 18th
century, primarily in parts of north-west England. The cradle of this revolution was in
fact south-east Lancashire, and Manchester in particular.
Here, technological innovations developed in the latter third of the 18th century, such as
the steam engine, the power loom and the spinning jenny, were applied to the
previously-dispersed, domestic-based cotton industry then existing. The ‘putting-out’
system, whereby spinners and weavers worked at home at more or less their own pace,
was replaced by vast factories employing hundreds or thousands of workers.

The new machine industry was concentrated in these factories. Raw materials and fuel
for the machines came from the coal and iron extraction industries then emerging in
other parts of England and Scotland. Around the factories grew up large industrial
towns such as Rochdale, Stockport, Oldham and Blackburn, as well as the world’s first
industrial city - Manchester.
The previously-existing social order broke up in Lancashire and other emergent
industrial districts, and was replaced by a new one.
Ties of dependence descended from feudalism - a deferential hierarchy linking ‘masters’
and ‘men’; the static, rigid order overseen by landlord and parson; all this was burst
asunder and replaced by the cut-throat world of capitalist competition.
In these regions the whole pattern of life was revolutionised.
By 1800, of English cities, Manchester was second only to London in size.
Near to the centre of Manchester, in large opulent houses, lived the new rich - the
capitalist factory owners. Surrounding the factories lived the workers and their families.
Many of these workers were ruined hand-loom weavers or hand spinners forced to seek
work in factory towns like Manchester, as competition from cheap, machine-produced
goods forced them out of their traditional occupations.
Many capitalists made quick fortunes raising jerry-built, back-to-back slums to house the
workers. Almost without exception these slums were overcrowded, damp, ill-lit, without
sanitation, and without running water or gardens.
Many who sought employment were denied it by the frequent slumps that punctuated
the evolution of capitalist industry. Those who did find work were faced with ruthless
exploitation and appalling working conditions.
Long hours - fourteen hours per day was quite usual - abysmally low wages, child
labour and dangerous, unguarded machinery were the norm. Sexual abuse of
women by foremen and capitalists was rampant. Immigrant workers, especially
those from Ireland, fared particularly badly.
The new working class was by no means a ‘dormant, passive mass’ in the face of these
conditions of life and work. It hit back at its oppressors in an increasingly intelligent,
organised and effective way.
Working class radicalism in England was on the rise when the French Revolution broke
out in 1789. Jacobin democratic clubs sprang up across the country during the 1790s,
inspired by the Revolution in France, and by widely-circulated books such as Tom
Paine’s ‘The Rights of Man’.
The Government’s repression of domestic radicalism, which it combined with a
reactionary war against the French republic, was strongly and widely opposed by
workers.

The historian Edward Thompson, in his book ‘The Making of the English Working
Class’ reveals how the English workers fought back during the period of the
French wars, by organising unions and secret societies in defiance of the
Combination Acts, and by burning mills and smashing the machines that
threatened their livelihoods.
By 1815 the revolutionary ferment brewing underground burst forth in the mass
radicalism that was to come to a head in 1819.
At this time Manchester and its surrounding area was, among governing circles,
considered to be the most ‘turbulent and seditious’ in the country. The mass
movement as a national force directed itself towards achieving first political
rights, and secondly social and economic justice.
Political rights included first and foremost a democratic, representative parliament, and it
included the sweeping away of ‘Old Corruption’. Under that system bribery and
patronage of electors were rife.
Old Sarum, which had been the parliamentary seat of William Pitt the Elder, consisted of
a few tufts of grass, while Manchester, with its population of 200,000, went
unrepresented. Repeal of the Test and Corporation Acts, under which religious
minorities - Jews, Roman Catholics and Non-Conformists in particular - faced
discrimination in public life, was another major issue.
Repeal of the anti-trade union Combination Acts, and the monopolistic Corn Laws also
were major focuses of organised agitation.
The ongoing economic struggle for improved wages, shorter hours and better working
conditions was made more imperative by the acute distress of the post-war years in
England.
Industry and trade slumped.
Unemployment rose and was swelled by the return of demobilized troops from
Continental Europe.
Wages fell. Actual starvation faced many working-class communities.
Joseph Johnson, a shareholder in the Radical newspaper the ‘Manchester Observer’,
wrote of conditions in Manchester in 1819, the year of Peterloo: ‘Everything is almost at
a standstill, nothing but ruin and starvation stare one in the face. The state of the
district is truly dreadful.’
The Government in power at this time, that of the Tory Prime Minister Lord Liverpool,
has been described as one of the most reactionary and repressive in British history. It
represented the interests of no more than a narrow ruling class of big landowners, City
financiers and merchants.
Liverpool and his closest advisors were firmly convinced that England was on the brink
of revolution.

The Home Secretary, Sidmouth, who had control of the police, militia and army
units stationed in England, had organised an elaborate network of spies to disrupt
the radical movement.
Castlereigh, another of Liverpool’s ministers, had been instrumental in the suppression
of the Irish Rebellion of 1798 and the subsequent terror campaign and forced Union of
Ireland with Britain.
Control of Manchester itself was in the hands of the descendents of the same
local landed clique that had ruled this once small market town in pre-industrial
times. Landowners and clergymen dominated the local magistracy - this body
was to have direct responsibility for instigating the Peterloo massacre.
A local levy of merchants, manufacturers, publicans and shopkeepers, all rabid
enemies of the working-class radical movement, formed the backbone of the
‘Manchester and Salford Yeomanry Cavalry’ - the body that charged into the
assembly at St Peter’s Field.
Although one of the powerhouses of the mass movement for radical reform was
centered in the industrial districts of Lancashire, by 1819 a coordinated national effort
was well under way, based on mass mobilisations in all the major cities.
1817 had witnessed a huge meeting of workers, mainly spinners and weavers,
assembling on St Peter’s Field to see off the famous ‘March of the Blanketeers’ from
Manchester to London. The march sought redress of economic grievances.
1818 had been a year of mass strikes aimed at restoring falling wage levels. These
strikes showed a great capacity by workers for discipline and organisation, with
meetings, marches and pickets in Manchester and Stockport.
A new feature of these actions was the increasing participation of women workers.
Union Societies were founded to develop basic education in the working class and to
circulate the ideas of radicalism in an organised way. Women had their own separate
Union Societies.
The workers’ press advanced the ideas of radicalism with imagination and tenacity. The
most widely-read newspapers among radicals and radical sympathisers were William
Cobbett’s ‘Political Register’, as well as ‘The Black Dwarf’.
A typical issue of the Radical ‘Manchester Observer’, founded in 1818, included
alongside a demand for the impeachment of Sidmouth, coverage of the republican
revolution in Venezuela.
Mass meetings for parliamentary reform and for the repeal of the hated Corn Laws,
which artificially inflated the price of bread, took place in Stockport and Manchester in
the first half of 1819.
By July thousands of workers had begun drilling on the moors and in the fields
outside working-class districts in Lancashire. The same thing occurred in other
parts of the country. In July as many as 2000 workers paraded in semi-military
formation along the High Rd from Manchester to Rochdale.

These preparations were primarily aimed at improving organisation for the planned
August mass meeting at St Peter’s Field, to which contingents from surrounding towns
were to march. The planned assembly in Manchester was part of a broader national
effort for July-August 1819, which organised large meetings in Birmingham, Leeds and
London.
The reactionary oligarchy controlling the city of Manchester made preparations in
league with Sidmouth and the national Government for what amounted to the
waging of civil war on the workers expected to pour into Manchester to demand
reform of parliament.
In July the magistracy formed an ‘Armed Association for the Preservation of the Peace’
and enrolled special constables.
Military units in the S.E. Lancashire areas were mobilised as part of a national
military alert. As soon as instructions came through, the yeomanry sent its
sabres to be sharpened.
On the final weekend before the rally at St Peter’s Field the city magistracy sat in almost
continuous session to discuss ways and means of dealing with the mobilisation.
In the weeks before the St Peter’s Field meeting, which as everyone expected would be
the largest meeting ever seen in England, Manchester’s streets and buildings were
covered with posters and placards, and thousands of leaflets and fliers were distributed.
The publicising and organisation of the assembly was a major achievement of
communication and organisation. Assembly points were announced from which people
in the towns and districts surrounding Manchester could gather and from there march in
disciplined contingents to the rally.
August 16 in Lancashire was a lovely summer day with a cloudless sky and a hot sun
shining. There was a confident, cheerful and festive atmosphere as the contingents
gathered and prepared to march.
Bands played, and the beautiful banners, woven and embroidered with great care, were
unfurled. Oldham’s banner was of pure white silk, emblazoned with the inscriptions
‘Universal Suffrage, Annual Parliaments - Election by Ballot’, and ‘No Combination Acts:
Oldham Union’.
Saddleworth’s was jet black, with the inscription ‘Equal Representation or Death’ in
white over two joined hands and a heart. One of the banners carried by the Stockport
contingent read ‘Success to the Female Reformers of Stockport’. Many red caps of
liberty were carried.
When all the contingents had arrived and assembled in the centre of Manchester,
something like 12 per cent of the population of the county of Lancashire, and over
half that of its industrial South East were present. It was the largest assembly
England had ever seen.

As soon as all the contingents had filled St Peter’s Field, to the point where,
according to a contemporary report, people were packed in so tightly that ‘their
hats seemed to touch’, the area was ringed by 1,500 troops with cannon.
No-one in the crowd, least of all the organisers, suspected that an attempt to physically
disperse the meeting was planned. Meetings such as this, even if smaller and without
the same evident discipline and organisation, had been held many times before up and
down the country.
The ensuing massacre was completely unexpected and unprovoked, and met with little
organised resistance.
The city magistrates had even gone to the lengths in their preparations for the massacre
of employing scavengers to remove every stone, brick or possible missile from the Field
and surrounding streets, so that the meeting’s participants were thus left entirely without
defence.
Barely had Hentry Hunt, the main featured speaker, begun to address the meeting when
mounted troopers of the yeomanry charged the hustings to arrest him and others on the
platform.
At first the crowd, which had not been aware of the presence of the troops, did not panic
and Hunt shouted: ‘Stand firm, my friends: there are only a few soldiers, and we are a
host against them’.
But as the yeomanry, many of whom were drunk, charged with sabres drawn, slashing
and cutting their way through the crowd and trampling and crushing many people, chaos
and panic gripped the field.
According to witnesses cited in Joyce Marlow’s account ‘The Peterloo Massacre’,
the yeomanry, having tasted blood, went berserk. They dragged the speakers
and organisers from the hustings and would have killed Hunt had he not been
quickly whisked away to jail. The yeomanry continued to slash and cut
indiscriminately at men, women and children alike, while smashing wagons and
platforms, and tearing the banners and the caps of liberty.
The regular cavalry then moved onto the field to complete the work. Hundreds
more people suffered serious injuries from the slashing sabres and flying hooves,
or were smothered under piles of falling bodies.
Ten minutes from the first charge it was all over. Samuel Bamford, the Lancashire poet,
described the scene:
‘...the field was an open and almost deserted space. The hustings remained, with a few
broken and hewed flagstaves erect, and a torn and gashed banner or two drooping;
whilst over the whole field were strewed the caps, bonnets, hats, shawls and shoes and
other parts of male and female dress; trampled, torn and bloody. The yeomanry had
dismounted - some were easing their horse’s girths and some were wiping their sabres’
Many more people were killed and maimed as the troops continued to ‘disperse’
the crowd through surrounding streets.

That night one person was shot dead and several injured in clashes between soldiers
and crowds of angry workers.
The Government’s attitude was made clear by its total endorsement of the
massacre.
The Prince Regent, then disporting himself on his yacht, made it known, through
Sidmouth, what great satisfaction he had derived from the magistrate’s ‘prompt, decisive
and efficient measure for the preservation of public tranquility’. Despite repeated and
widely-voiced demands for one, there was never an official inquiry into the Peterloo
Massacre.
An immense wave of anger swept across England in the wake of the massacre.
The mass movement for reform was not appreciably set back by the Peterloo
massacre. A huge crowd estimated by the conservative ‘Times’ at 300,000 lined
the streets of London to greet Hunt after his release from jail.
Meetings were spurred all over England by the events at St Peter’s Field,
especially in the North East counties, where over 50,000 miners marched into
Newcastle from surrounding districts.
Loyalist forces in this area began arming, and the pitmen took up arms to defend
themselves. In the months of October and November, according to Edward
Thompson, workers across the country stocked pikes and other weapons to
defend themselves and their meetings.
Drilling and armed demonstrations were reported in Newcastle, Wolverhampton,
Wigan, Bolton and Blackburn.
Divisions within the Radical movement’s leadership between constitutionalists
and revolutionaries were not resolved, and this crisis of leadership, combined
with renewed Government repression and an economic upturn brought this early
phase of mass working class struggle to a close.
The events in Manchester on August 16, 1819 however, will remain forever
inscribed in the collective memory of the international working class.
Shelley’s poem ‘The Masque of Anarchy’ was written just after Peterloo, and its
final stanza carries the fighting sentiments of thousands of workers:

‘Rise, like lions after slumber.
In unvanquishable number!
Shake your chains to earth like dew,
Which in sleep had fallen on you!
Ye are many- they are few!’
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DANGER: POLITICIANS AT WORK

Immigration Authorities In
Tacoma, Wash. Accused Of
“Putting Detainees In Solitary
Confinement After They Staged
A Work Stoppage And Hunger
Strike”
“I Went From Making $15 An Hour
As A Chef To $1 A Day In The
Kitchen In Lockup And I Was In
The Country Legally”

“‘They’re Making Money On Us While
We Work For Them,’ Said Jose
Moreno Olmedo, 25, A Mexican
Immigrant Who Participated In The
Hunger Strike”
“Then They’re Making Even More Money
On Us When We Buy From Them At The
Commissary”
[Report delayed by computer problems. T]
Mr. Guzmán said that he had been required to work even when he was running a
fever, that guards had threatened him with solitary confinement if he was late for
his 2 a.m. shift, and that his family had incurred more than $75,000 in debt from
legal fees and lost income during his detention.
A Guatemalan native, he was released in 2011 after the courts renewed his visa,
which had mistakenly been revoked, in part because of a clerical error. He has
since been granted permanent residency.
MAY 24, 2014 by Ian Urbina, The New York Times [Excerpts]
HOUSTON — The kitchen of the detention center here was bustling as a dozen
immigrants boiled beans and grilled hot dogs, preparing lunch for about 900 other
detainees.
Elsewhere, guards stood sentry and managers took head counts, but the detainees were
doing most of the work — mopping bathroom stalls, folding linens, stocking commissary
shelves.
As the federal government cracks down on immigrants in the country illegally and forbids
businesses to hire them, it is relying on tens of thousands of those immigrants each year
to provide essential labor — usually for $1 a day or less — at the detention centers
where they are held when caught by the authorities.
This work program is facing increasing resistance from detainees and criticism from
immigrant advocates. In April, a lawsuit accused immigration authorities in Tacoma,
Wash., of putting detainees in solitary confinement after they staged a work stoppage
and hunger strike.
In Houston, guards pressed other immigrants to cover shifts left vacant by detainees
who refused to work in the kitchen, according to immigrants interviewed here.

The federal authorities say the program is voluntary, legal and a cost-saver for
taxpayers. But immigrant advocates question whether it is truly voluntary or
lawful, and argue that the government and the private prison companies that run
many of the detention centers are bending the rules to convert a captive
population into a self-contained labor force.
Last year, at least 60,000 immigrants worked in the federal government’s nationwide
patchwork of detention centers — more than worked for any other single employer in the
country, according to data from United States Immigration and Customs Enforcement,
known as ICE.
The cheap labor, 13 cents an hour, saves the government and the private
companies $40 million or more a year by allowing them to avoid paying outside
contractors the $7.25 federal minimum wage. Some immigrants held at county
jails work for free, or are paid with sodas or candy bars, while also providing
services like meal preparation for other government institutions.
Unlike inmates convicted of crimes, who often participate in prison work programs and
forfeit their rights to many wage protections, these immigrants are civil detainees placed
in holding centers, most of them awaiting hearings to determine their legal status.
Roughly half of the people who appear before immigration courts are ultimately
permitted to stay in the United States — often because they were here legally, because
they made a compelling humanitarian argument to a judge or because federal authorities
decided not to pursue the case.
“I went from making $15 an hour as a chef to $1 a day in the kitchen in lockup,”
said Pedro Guzmán, 34, who had worked for restaurants in California, Minnesota
and North Carolina before he was picked up and held for about 19 months, mostly
at Stewart Detention Center in Lumpkin, Ga.
“And I was in the country legally.”
Mr. Guzmán said that he had been required to work even when he was running a
fever, that guards had threatened him with solitary confinement if he was late for
his 2 a.m. shift, and that his family had incurred more than $75,000 in debt from
legal fees and lost income during his detention.
A Guatemalan native, he was released in 2011 after the courts renewed his visa,
which had mistakenly been revoked, in part because of a clerical error. He has
since been granted permanent residency.
Federal officials said the work helped with morale and discipline and cut expenses in a
detention system that costs more than $2 billion a year.
Marian Martins, 49, who was picked up by ICE officers in 2009 for overstaying her visa
and sent to Etowah County Detention Center in Gadsden, Ala., said work had been her
only ticket out of lockdown, where she was placed when she arrived without ever being
told why.

Ms. Martins said she had worked most days cooking meals, scrubbing showers and
buffing hallways. Her only compensation was extra free time outside or in a recreational
room, where she could mingle with other detainees, watch television or read, she said.
“People fight for that work,” said Ms. Martins, who has no criminal history. “I was always
nervous about being fired, because I needed the free time.”

“On Any Given Day, About 5,500 Detainees Out Of The 30,000-Plus Average
Daily Population Work For $1”
Ms. Martins fled Liberia during the civil war there and entered the United States on a
visitor visa in 1990. She stayed and raised three children, all of whom are American
citizens, including two sons in the Air Force. Because of her deteriorating health, she
was released from detention in August 2010 with an electronic ankle bracelet while
awaiting a final determination of her legal status.
Natalie Barton, a spokeswoman for the Etowah detention center, declined to
comment on Ms. Martins’s claims but said that all work done on site by detained
immigrants was unpaid, and that the center complied with all local and federal
rules.
The compensation rules at detention facilities are remnants of a bygone era. A 1950 law
created the federal Voluntary Work Program and set the pay rate at a time when $1 went
much further. (The equivalent would be about $9.80 today.) Congress last reviewed the
rate in 1979 and opted not to raise it. It was later challenged in a lawsuit under the Fair
Labor Standards Act, which sets workplace rules, but in 1990 an appellate court upheld
the rate, saying that “alien detainees are not government ‘employees.’ ”
Immigrants in holding centers may be in the country illegally, but they may also be
asylum seekers, permanent residents or American citizens whose documentation is
questioned by the authorities.
On any given day, about 5,500 detainees out of the 30,000-plus average daily
population work for $1, in 55 of the roughly 250 detention facilities used by ICE.
Local governments operate 21 of the programs, and private companies run the rest,
agency officials said.
These detainees are typically compensated with credits toward food, toiletries and
phone calls that they say are sold at inflated prices.
“They’re making money on us while we work for them,” said Jose Moreno
Olmedo, 25, a Mexican immigrant who participated in the hunger strike at the
Tacoma holding center and was released on bond from the center in March. “Then
they’re making even more money on us when we buy from them at the
commissary.”
Some advocates for immigrants express doubts about the legality of the work program,
saying the government and contractors are exploiting a legal gray area.

“This in essence makes the government, which forbids everyone else from hiring
people without documents, the single largest employer of undocumented
immigrants in the country,” said Carl Takei, a lawyer with the American Civil
Liberties Union’s National Prison Project.
Jacqueline Stevens, a professor of political science at Northwestern University, said she
believed the program violated the 13th Amendment, which abolished slavery and
involuntary servitude except as punishment for crime.
“By law, firms contracting with the federal government are supposed to match or
increase local wages, not commit wage theft,” she said.
Immigration officials underestimate the number of immigrants involved and the hours
they work, Professor Stevens added.
Based on extrapolations from ICE contracts she has reviewed, she said, more
than 135,000 immigrants a year may be involved, and private prison companies
and the government may be avoiding paying more than $200 million in wages that
outside employers would collect.
A 2012 report by the A.C.L.U. Foundation of Georgia described immigrants’ being
threatened with solitary confinement if they refused certain work.
Also, detainees said instructions about the program’s voluntary nature were
sometimes given in English even though most of the immigrants do not speak the
language.
Eduardo Zuñiga, 36, spent about six months in 2011 at the Stewart Detention Center in
Georgia, awaiting deportation to Mexico. He had been detained after being stopped at a
roadblock in the Atlanta area because he did not have a driver’s license and because his
record showed a decade-old drug conviction for which he had received probation.
At Stewart, Mr. Zuñiga worked in the kitchen and tore ligaments in one of his knees after
slipping on a newly mopped floor, leaving him unable to walk without crutches.
Despite doctors’ orders to stay off the leg, Mr. Zuñiga said, the guards threatened
him with solitary confinement if he did not cover his shifts.
Now back in Mexico, he said in a phone interview that he must walk with a leg brace.
Gary Mead, who was a top ICE administrator until last year, said the agency scrutinized
contract bids from private companies to ensure that they did not overestimate how much
they could depend on detainees to run the centers.
Detainees cannot work more than 40 hours a week or eight hours a day, according to
the agency. They are limited to work that directly contributes to the operation of their
detention facility, said Ms. Christensen, the agency spokeswoman, and are not
supposed to provide services or make goods for the outside market.
But that rule does not appear to be strictly enforced.

“They Don’t Feed You That Much,” He Added, “But You Could Eat Food If
You Worked In The Kitchen”
At the Joe Corley Detention Facility north of Houston, about 140 immigrant detainees
prepare about 7,000 meals a day, half of which are shipped to the nearby Montgomery
County jail. Pablo E. Paez, a spokesman for the GEO Group, which runs the center, said
his company had taken it over from the county in 2013 and was working to end the
outside meal program.
Near San Francisco, at the Contra Costa West County Detention Facility, immigrants
work alongside criminal inmates to cook about 900 meals a day that are packaged and
trucked to a county homeless shelter and nearby jails.
Detention centers are low-margin businesses, where every cent counts, said Clayton J.
Mosher, a professor of sociology at Washington State University, Vancouver, who
specializes in the economics of prisons. Two private prison companies, the Corrections
Corporation of America and the GEO Group, control most of the immigrant detention
market. Many such companies struggled in the late 1990s amid a glut of private prison
construction, with more facilities built than could be filled, but a spike in immigrant
detention after Sept. 11 helped revitalize the industry.
The Corrections Corporation of America’s revenue, for example, rose more than
60 percent over the last decade, and its stock price climbed to more than $30 from
less than $3. Last year, the company made $301 million in net income and the
GEO Group made $115 million, according to earnings reports.
Prison companies are not the only beneficiaries of immigrant labor. About 5
percent of immigrants who work are unpaid, ICE data show. Sheriff Richard K.
Jones of Butler County, Ohio, said his county saved at least $200,000 to $300,000
a year by relying on about 40 detainees each month for janitorial work. “All I know
is it’s a lot of money saved,” he said.
Some immigrants said they appreciated the chance to work. Minsu Jeon, 23, a South
Korean native who was freed in January after a monthlong stay at an immigration
detention center in Ocilla, Ga., said that while he thought the pay was unfair, working as
a cook helped pass the time.
“They don’t feed you that much,” he added, “but you could eat food if you worked in the
kitchen.”
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