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Introducing www.ocpj.revoit.org

WE'RE ON THE WEB! Our maiden voyage on the
web should help answer that age-old question for those
who do not know: What is an “OCPJ”? Not the Orange
County for Peace & Justice (CA)—which you may find if
you go surfing, without the “revolt.” Not a revolting
website you would ever visit. And not the Oxford Citizens
for Peanut Butter and Jelly—delicious but not us.

The good folks at the Riseup Collective are our
website hosts (as well as our listserve hosts), and, by way
of an explanation, under their domain we got “revolt” as a
sub-domain. We could say it’s a gentle revolution we’re
working toward, or we could say it distinguishes us for
easy targeting by the FBI. We’ll see.

COME VISIT US ON THE WEB. We are still
tinkering with the format and content. But we’d like to
have your comments. Kim Medley, our webmaster, has
had to learn web design and other how-tos over the past
several months in order to bring our website to fruition.
Thank you, thank you, Kim.

Please send your comments to Kim Medley at

mdomoko(@yahoo.com
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Getting Out of Iraqg—The Hard Way

A form of this article appeared in the Journal News on 5/24/07.

With an obsessed president who lets soldier after
soldier die so he can maintain his illusion, and a Congress
failing to live up to its Constitutional obligations, how can
we ever extricate ourselves from the horror in Iraq?

It becomes increasingly clear that George W. Bush
and his cohorts finagled us into the war, intending never to
leave Iraq, but to keep it as an empire-building base. As
former President Jimmy Carter said in February 2006,
“The reason that we went to Irag was to establish a
permanent military base in the Gulf region.” And Bush,
rationality-challenged as he is, clings to that notion, come
hell or high water.

The indication is that the hope of persuading him to
change course is virtually nil. Therefore, concerned
citizens must concentrate their efforts on persuasion of
Congress. Though that seems nearly as difficult as getting
through to the president, it is what must be attempted.

The Senate rejected, by a 29-67 vote, Sen. Russ
Feingold’s proposal to cut off money for combat
operations after March 2008. Then the deal to fund the
war through September as Bush requested was struck —
with no timetable for ending the war, no demand that
troops leave Iraq by a certain date, and no restriction
on the deployment of units based on readiness
standards. The vote, on May 24, in the Senate was 80-14
for the war funding bill, and 280-142 in the House.

The Constitution (Article I, Section 8) gives Congress
the power “to make rules for the government and
regulation of the land and naval forces”which means that
it is not solely up to the commander-in-chief to determine
the end of a war. When Congress declares that the military
forces shall no longer be involved in a certain war, the
president no longer has that war in which to be
commander-in-chief. His duty then is to command that the
forces be brought back home.



A difficulty confronting the Feingold bill and others
like it is that they deal with cutting off combat funds —
which, in the public mind and in the minds of many
legislators, immediately translates into not supporting the
troops.

Since Article I of the Constitution does not place
limits on the power of Congress to make rules for
governing and regulating the military forces, legislators
must abandon the notion that they can do so only through
pulling the purse strings. They need to have the courage
and integrity simply to end the war. Once it is ended, troop
support is no longer an issue.

Ending the war need not be a callous abandonment of
the people in civil war-torn Iraq. A vigorous and
concentrated effort must be made to involve all factions
and parties (including neighboring nations and the UN) in
subduing the violence. Once the U.S. declares itself ready
to leave, the success of such efforts could be rapid.

There are indications that the religious factions
fighting in Iraq would not cooperate with al-Qaida and that
neighboring nations would work toward restoration of
order in Iraq.

The fact remains that, as the citizenry has
overwhelmingly concluded, U.S. forces should no longer
be involved in this civil war. No matter how long the road,
the Congress must be nudged and pushed along toward the
formation of a veto-proof majority committed to fulfilling
its duty to bring the troops home.

Ours is not a government run by one man, and it is
necessary to use the supreme law of the land to drive that
point home. It is obvious, though, that Congress will not
do what is necessary unless and until the overwhelming
majority of citizens raise their voices and give
unmistakable evidence that they want that law applied.

A massive increase in letters, telephone calls, e-mails,
demonstrations, and lobbying efforts may yet get the
attention of Congress. -RD

When a social movement adopts the compromises of
legislators, it has forgotten its role, which is to push and
challenge the politicians, not to fall in meekly behind
them. We who protest the war are not politicians. We are
citizens. Whatever politicians may do, let them first feel
the full force of citizens who speak for what is right, not
Jor what is winnable, in a shamefully timorous
Congress....The mantra—“the best we can get"—is a
recipe for corruption.... We have no office to hold on to,
only our consciences, which insist on telling the truth.
That, history suggests, is the most realistic thing a
citizen can do.

—Howard Zinn

Perhaps, when we remember wars, we should take off our
clothes and paint ourselves blue and go on all fours all
day long and grunt like pigs. That would surely be more
appropriate than noble oratory and shows of flags and
well-oiled guns. —Kurt Vonnegut

No New Nukes!

The Bush administration is proposing a new factory
to build a new generation of nuclear weapons. We don’t
need new bombs, and, at an estimated cost of $150 billion,
we cannot afford them, either.

During the Cold War, America built thousands of
nuclear bombs. We now have more than 10,000 bombs in
our nuclear stockpile. With the demise of the Soviet Union,
we have begun to realize that we do not need that many
warheads, AND we have signed agreements that commit
us to reduce our stockpile significantly.

So why is the Bush administration seeking to build
new facilities to make new warheads? Proponents of the
idea claim that we need new warheads to replace older
ones, like replacing an old car. But a nonpartisan, scientific
government study revealed that key nuclear weapons parts
remain viable for at least 90 years, three times the age of
the oldest weapons in the U.S. nuclear stockpile. We don’t
need new weapons!
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And we certainly don’t need to increase our capacity
to build new warheads. With America’s treaty
commitments to reduce our arsenal to 2,000 by the year
2012, we can easily meet any unforeseen “need” for new
warheads with our current facilities.

Instead of getting started down the road of this
expensive boondoggle, America should be
rethinking its strategic nuclear plan. Why do we
have so many weapons? What are they for? The
challenge now is to do away with these weapons
and keep them from spreading to more countries,
not to make more.
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Moreover, America’s plan to embark on building new
nuclear weapons while trying to stop countries like Iran
and North Korea from doing the same is a huge mistake.
We are, once again, preaching temperance from a barstool,
with predictable results.

ACTION REQUEST: This madness must stop.
Please contact your legislators and ask them to delete
funds in both the Dept. of Energy budget and the Dept. of
Defense budget for the “Reliable Replacement Warhead,”
(the RRW) and the new facility—“Complex 2030." Call the
Capitol Switchboard at 202-224-3121 to be connected to
your Senators and Representative. These two major new
administration proposals would rebuild the Nuclear
Weapons Complex and develop a new generation of
nuclear warheads at a time when much needed services are
coming under budget pressure. It would be a terrible
mistake! We need to stop this new initiative before it
begins! -LMK

True terror is to wake up one morning and discover that
your high school class is running the country.
—Kurt Vonnegut

As Bad As It Is—
Now Government Abuse of Patriot Act

Recently, our concerns about the PATRIOT Act have
been sadly vindicated as we learned that:

1) A Dept. of Justice Inspector General’s report
revealed that the FBI violated Americans’ privacy by
abusing its power to issue its own warrants for personal
records—National Security Letters (NSLs). Specifically,
between 2003 and 2005, the FBI violated Americans’
Fourth Amendment rights and the minimal oversight
requirements by:

—undercounting the NSLs issued in its reports to

Congress,

—failing to obtain follow-up subpoenas when promised,

—issuing NSLs under claims of emergency
circumstances, when no emergency existed,

—failing to purge records obtained when the information
showed no ties to terrorism or foreign spying.

2) The Dept. of Justice failed to meet its March 9
deadline for reporting to Congress on datamining as
required by the PATRIOT Act, and

3) The Bush administration slipped a provision into
the PATRIOT Act reauthorization allowing the Attorney
General to skirt the Senate confirmation process for U.S.
Attorneys, by making indefinite interim appointments.
This resulted in the firings of eight U.S. Attorneys,
seemingly for political reasons.

Our Congressional representatives repeatedly asked
us over the years to prove government abuses of the
PATRIOT Act. We can now give them the proof they
asked for, and use these abuses to demand change!

ACTION REQUEST: Call the Capitol Switchboard
at 202-224-3121 and ask the operator to connect you to
your members of Congress. Demand that the PATRIOT
Act be changed to guard against further abuse of
Americans’ constitutional rights. Clearly it is time to
demand that:

* Congress set up mechanisms for close scrutiny of
government collection and use of personal data,
particularly in anti-terrorism programs;

* Congressional oversight in the appointment of U.S.
Attorneys be restored;

* NSLs be approved by the FISA court or a federal
magistrate judge, rather than the FBI’s 56 Special Agents
in Charge of its field offices;

« The FBI show a connection between the records
sought and a terrorist or foreign spy;

* The FBI purge data gathered through NSLs that is no
longer needed and report to individuals when their records
were secured in violation of the law;

» Congress remove criminal penalties on businesses that
do not comply with an NSL;

» Congress provide a meaningful mechanism for
challenging NSLs in court;

* Permanent gag orders preventing third-parties from
ever telling their customers that their records were given to
the FBI be lifted if no evidence is found linking the records
with any wrongdoing;

« The government should lose its ability to
dispense with any challenge against an NSL or gag
order simply by claiming “national security.”

The scandal about the FBI’s abuse of NSLs
reveals the dangers not only of Bush’s runaway
agency but also of these letters themselves. They
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