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Senior Researcher at MIT Predicts That 50% of Children Will Be Diagnosed With Autism 

by 2025 Due To Monsanto 

(MassReport) Glyphosate is the active ingredient in RoundUp, the most popular broad spectrum 

herbicide used globally brought to us by Monsanto. Besides opening the market for RoundUp 

Ready, or herbicide resistant crops, it has also created super weeds while polluting the water, 

soil, and stomachs of millions. It should come as no surprise then that the most popular herbicide 

used on crops globally is also a serious factor in the drastic increase of autism rates which the 

CDC have shown to be 1 in 68 children – this is a 30% increase from only two years before and 

that census was taken 4 years ago. Today it is estimated to be closer to 1 and 50. 

Autism Spectrum Disorder (ASD) is an interesting diagnosis as it exists on a spectrum with 

many individuals who are diagnosed not even slightly resembling others in the same category. 

As Temple Grandin says autism exists on a spectrum where at one end you have 50% of the 

people working in silicon valley and on the other end you have very low functioning non-verbal 

individuals. For many years as with all mental diagnoses it was considered to be from genetic 

factors, just the way they were born. However, as the rates of mental disorders sky rocket 

researchers are looking more closely at the relationship of nurture which includes environmental 

factors on the development of disorders. 

Dr. Stephanie Seneff, a senior research scientist at Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT), 

has spent the last 7 years researching the environmental factors that relate to autism, amongst her 

30 years interested in the topic, and has revealed a strong correlation between glyphosate and 

autism, along with a bundle of other modern western disorders. 

She predicts that “by 2025 half the kids born will be diagnosed with autism”. 

Dr. Seneff explains the article Glyphosate’s Suppression of Cytochrome  P450  Enzymes and 

Amino Acid Biosynthesis by the Gut Microbiome: Pathways to Modern Diseases in this 

interview, which was published in Entropy with co-author Anthony Samsel. 

“The key things is that it [glyphosate] causes both nutritional deficiencies and toxins in your 

system and it does both of these in large part through the gut bacteria.” 

First, it has to be understood that glyphosate is everywhere: ‘the most popular herbicide’ is just a 

euphemism for a nearly unavoidable poison. In the mid-west glyphosate was found in 60-100% 

of the samples taken of air, soil, rainwater, and surface water. The USDA reported that more than 

half of the food tested, which included baby formula, had residual pesticide contamination. 

However, they also reported that the levels found were approved by the EPA to be safe for 

consumption. It should be noted that Monsanto effectively petitions to change these EPA chosen 

levels as they did with many Round-Up Ready “vegetables” that use a massive amount of 

glyphosate, or RoundUp. Further, glyphosate was not even included in the pesticides that they 

were testing for, even though it is the most widely used herbicide. 

The shikimate pathway is the metabolic path that is affected by glyphosate and this is essentially 

how it kills the “weeds”. This is the same path in which Monsanto claims safety about the 

‘herbicide’ — this is why it is safe for humans, because we don’t have this pathway. However, 

the bacteria in our body outnumbers our cells tenfold and a shikimate pathway exists in every 

http://www.cdc.gov/ncbddd/autism/data.html
http://www.templegrandin.com/
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one of these bacteria. When the glyphosate attacks the shikimate pathway it causes severe 

disruptions in our gut bacteria. Further, glyphosate harms the good bacteria which is what makes 

it so effective. This allows for the release of pathogens. 

Now remember this is two-fold: it creates deficiencies while also polluting the body with toxins. 

So, not to sound like cops and robbers, but now that the good gut bacteria has been destroyed, 

the pathogens are in control, and the body now has to deal with all of the toxins that the 

pathogens produce. This leads to inflammation which damages the stomach lining and leads to 

“leaky gut” — the toxins enter the blood and move throughout the body and this can affect the 

brain. 

Dr. Seneff was evaluating the environmental impacts and physiological levels and found that she 

could point out two problems that were not social or emotional but were physiological effects 

correlated with glyphosate intoxication: 

 1. Disbiosis: when the gut bacteria are not in balance causing problems. 

2. Sulfur: there is a clear problem with the sulfur metabolites and more specifically sulfate. 

The explanation isn’t complicated but it is complex with many different internal responses 

interacting from the environmental toxin, found in the fields, our front yards, and our food, 

glyphosate. So, it essentially starts when the shikimate pathways are destroyed by the chemical 

and this makes it impossible for the gut to synthesize essential nutrients. Instead they become 

harmful, producing counter-productive toxins that hurt the body, and even disrupt the DNA and 

cell membranes; this is one way to get many different diseases and disorders. 

Furthering the problem, the specific gut bacteria with the capability to break down 

glyphosate produces ammonia as a byproduct. It has been shown that high levels of ammonia are 

present in individuals diagnosed with alzheimers and ASD. High ammonia levels are correlated 

with encephalitis, a swelling and inflammation of the brain. Encephalitis is the changing of the 

structure of the brain, literally through swelling and inflammation, and often a virus, which is the 

structure of thought and functioning. When there is disorder in thoughts and functions, we label 

it disorder or disease. In this case, this could be one way in which autism-like symptoms occur 

from glyphosate intoxication. In addition, glyphosate depletes micronutrients including zinc, 

which like sulfate deficiency, has also been correlated with ASD. 

Glyphosate also interferes with the Cytochrome P450, which is an enzyme in the liver that works 

as a detoxifier. Glyphosate disables these enzymes. Therefore, the body is being flooded with 

toxins while the detoxifiers are simultaneously disabled. 

Other studies also show the neurotoxicological effects that glyphosate has. In a study published 

in the European Society of Toxicology, the researchers found that glyphosate was capable of 

depleting dopamine and serotonin neurotransmitters which have direct effects on most mental 

disorders. Serotonin modulates the release of many other neurotransmitters and has direct effects 

on cognition, learning, memory, mood, sleep, and many other necessary functions. 

It is also important to remember that ASD or the diagnosis, is considered a developmental 

disorder. Usually this is accepted as a disorder that affects the healthy development of a child. 

There is nothing innately wrong with the child, it is a response to environmental pressures that 

http://www.sciencedirect.com.ezproxy.bu.edu/science/article/pii/S0378427408007467


were placed on not only the child but also the mother during and before her pregnancy. With the 

rate that autism is increasing every year it is safe to assume that the cause has is environmental as 

gene sets in a population do not change that rapidly. It is important to note that glyphosate has 

been found in fetuses as well as in the blood of pregnant woman. One study published in 

environmental health perspectives revealed that the proximity of a woman to a farm that used 

glyphosate increased the chances of her child developing ASD by 60%. Another study published 

in the Journal of Environmental Health did an analysis of the rates of autism with glyphosate use 

from 1970-2005 and found that the pesticide use and rate of autism were strongly correlated. 

There are many signs pointing to glyphosate as the missing link for the skyrocketing prevalence 

of many disorders. In the research study published by Entropy, in regards to glyphosate,Dr. 

Anthony Semsel and Dr. Stephanie Seneff write: 

“Consequences are most of the diseases and conditions associated with a Western diet, which 

include gastrointestinal disorders, obesity, diabetes, heart disease, depression, autism, infertility, 

cancer and Alzheimer’s disease. We explain the documented effects of glyphosate and its ability 

to induce disease, and we show that glyphosate is the “textbook example” of exogenous semiotic 

entropy: the disruption of homeostasis by environmental toxins.

 

 

 

Buffer zones are required around fields treated with some pesticides, including 

chlorpyrifos, which has been linked to neurological effects in children.  

 January 8, 2015 By Brian Bienkowski Environmental Health News 

An insecticide used on corn and other U.S. crops poses health risks to workers who mix and 

apply it and also can contaminate drinking water, according to a U.S. Environmental Protection 

Agency report released this week. 

http://ehp.niehs.nih.gov/1307044/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4177682/
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http://yosemite.epa.gov/opa/admpress.nsf/bd4379a92ceceeac8525735900400c27/6b1d8a363e75a61e85257dc4006b1524!OpenDocument
http://www.environmentalhealthnews.org/ehs/news/2015/jan/portal_factory/images/2014/ehn/apr/newsci_bpa/cans.jpg


 

 

Chlorpyrifos is mostly banned for household 

uses but still used on many crops. 

The report is an update, based on new research, to a 2011 assessment of the health impacts of the 

pesticide chlorpyrifos (pronounced KLOR – pie -ra – phos), which remains one of the most 

commonly applied organophosphate pesticides. It has been banned for more than a decade for 

household use but is still used commercially on corn, soybeans, fruit and nut trees and some golf 

courses. 

The findings may mean more restrictions to protect worker's health and drinking water sources 

as the pesticide undergoes its registration review, a licensing process required of pesticides by 

the EPA. 

 

Pacific Northwest 

Agriculture/flickr  

Dow AgroSciences is  

one of the major 
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chlorpyrifos 

manufacturers.  

Industry maintains chlorpyrifos is safe at levels currently in the environment and greatly benefits 

farmers. But some environmental organizations say that increasing restrictions will not do 

enough to protect people’s health. 

“The science on health impacts - together with many personal stories -overwhelmingly supports 

the need for a phase out,” said Margaret Reeves, a senior scientist at the Pesticide Action 

Network, in a statement. In 2007 the Pesticide Action Network North America and the Natural 

Resources Defense Council urged the EPA to ban all uses of chlorpyrifos. 

In 2012 the EPA required homes and schools to have buffers to reduce exposure. The EPA 

estimates about 10 million pounds are applied annually in agriculture across the country. 

“We are concerned about some workers who mix, load and apply chlorpyrifos to agricultural and 

other non-residential sites,” the EPA wrote about the report. “We are also concerned about 

workers who work around areas that are treated with chlorpyrifos, even if they are not using 

chlorpyrifos products as part of their jobs.” 

"We are concerned about some workers who mix, load and apply chlorpyrifos to 

agricultural and other non-residential sites." - US EPAThe agency did not find any additional 

risks from airborne or food exposure. It cited the latest U.S. Department of Agriculture data that 

found “no concerns for chlorpyrifos in food, with the pesticide detected in less than 1 [percent] 

of samples.” 

However, researchers believe inhalation is likely a major exposure route for people living near 

heavily treated fields, said Janie Shelton, an epidemiologist who led a study linking chlorpyrifos 

to autism in babies born to moms near treated fields in farm-heavy Northern California last 

year. This bystander exposure is likely a “sub-clinical exposure” - where the mom would not 

experience any effects herself, but the constant chronic exposure in drift or house dust could 

impact an unborn child, Shelton said. 

Chlorpyrifos is a neurotoxin that prevents the synapses of the nerves from stopping activity, 

causing over-stimulation, Shelton said. It has been linked to birth defects, low birth weights and 

impaired brain development problems, and endocrine disruption. 

Fetuses are at much higher risk from the pesticide, she said. 

“Adults have an enzyme that can metabolize organophosphates like chlorpyrifos,” Shelton said. 

“That is something that only comes online after birth. So babies in the womb don’t have the 

metabolizing enzyme. 

“If they’re exposed to a neurotoxin it would take much lower levels to see observable effects.” 

 

The EPA did not return requests to comment on the new report. 

http://ehp.niehs.nih.gov/1307044/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15238288/
http://www.epa.gov/ncer/events/news/2010/04_05_10_feature.html
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9588346


Despite household bans, some evidence suggests people are still exposed to the chemicals. A 

study of Northern California families and floor wipe samples last year found that 99 percent of 

floor wipes and 65 percent of study participants had some chlorpyrifos in them.  

"The science on health impacts - together with many personal stories - overwhelmingly 

supports the need for a phase out." -Margaret Reeves, Pesticide Action Network 

 

“We know there’s enough of a reason to prohibit residential use because of the 

neurodevelopmental impairments in children,” Shelton said. “I do see cause for concern [with 

continued use].” 

A spokesperson for Dow AgroSciences, which manufactures chlorpyrifos, noted that the EPA’s 

announcement is part of a revision, not the final assessment and that “no pest control product has 

been more thoroughly tested.” 

But Nichelle Harriott, staff scientist with Beyond Pesticides, said the mounting evidence 

suggests chlorpyrifos poses “unacceptable risks to workers and the environment.” 

“They [the EPA] should be moving toward getting the chemical off the market, that is the only 

acceptable way to protect human and environmental health,” she said. 

There is a 60-day comment period for the new announcement and the EPA plans to release a 

report on the chlorpyrifos impact on endangered species later this year.  

 

 

 

Arctic Is Warming Twice As Fast As World Average 

DECEMBER 18, 2014  

The latest word from scientists studying the Arctic is that the polar region is warming twice as 

fast as the average rise on the rest of the planet. And researchers say the trend isn't letting up. 

That's the latest from the 2014 Arctic Report Card — a compilation of recent research from more 

than 60 scientists in 13 countries. The report was released Wednesday by the National Oceanic 

and Atmospheric Administration. 

Jackie Richter-Menge, a polar scientist with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers who collaborated 

with NOAA on the analysis, says the findings demonstrate the "power of persistence" in the 

Arctic — "persistence in the warming air temperatures and the impact that is having on this icy 

environment." 

That's largely because of arctic amplification. Here's how it works: Normally, snow and ice cool 

the surface by reflecting a lot of the sun's energy back up into the atmosphere. But warming air 

temperatures melt snow and ice. "And when they melt," says Richter-Menge, "they expose 

darker regions." 

http://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/es403661a
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/es403661a
http://www.arctic.noaa.gov/reportcard/
http://passporttoknowledge.com/polar-palooza/pps28.php


Darker regions, once covered in snow and ice, now absorb more heat, like a dark shirt does on a 

hot, sunny day. The same thing happens when sea ice melts — the exposed water is darker and 

warms up. 

So what happens as a result of this amplification? Well, warmer water affects what lives in it. 

Apparently, plankton like the warmer conditions; they're thriving. Scientists say they don't know 

whether that's good or bad for the rest of us. But unlike plankton, polar bears don't like the 

warmer water and having less sea ice around. 

"There's a strong connection between what's going on with the sea and polar bears," says 

Richter-Menge. In regions where the sea ice is holding steady, bears are doing OK, according to 

the report card. Where the ice is gone, bear numbers are down. 

Then there's Greenland. The giant land mass is covered in ice that's a mile thick. Geophysicist 

Beata Csatho at the University of Buffalo has just completed the most comprehensive satellite 

survey of that ice cover. 

"There are some places," she says, "where in the last 20 years the ice surface is just lowering, 

lowering, lowering very uniformly." 

Csatho, whose research appears separately in the Proceedings of the National Academy of 

Sciences this week, says she has noticed something else about Greenland's blanket of ice: 

Because the ice melts from the top down, the surface elevation gets lower over time. And at 

lower elevations, the air generally is warmer. 

"As Greenland is losing ice, it gets more and more irreversible," Csatho explains, "because you 

get the ice into lower and lower elevations." 

The research shows some exceptions to the warming trend — places where ice is building back 

up or temperatures are cooling. But overall, warming is winning in the Arctic. 

Unpleasant Facts and Other Musings Not really facts... more like loosely postulated 

theories presented with overconfidence The More Fungible Worker  

A lot of people have been worrying the technology is taking away jobs and suppressing wages. 

To a large extent these worries are compared to the Luddites and are dismissed as silly and 

misguided. 

The economist reaction to these worries is basically "That's silly, this is how economic growth 

works. No one thinks it is bad that the horse driver and telegraph operator jobs have 

disappeared." Economists are right that old inefficient jobs need to be replaced in order for 

human society to grow richer over time. When technology satisfies one need, workers are free to 

take a job that satisfies another of the almost infinite desires that humans have. And when 

workers are more productive, the marginal productivity of a good worker often goes up 

proportionally and their wages increase.  

 

http://rsl.geology.buffalo.edu/bea.html
http://www.pnas.org/content/early/2014/12/12/1411680112.abstract
http://unpleasantfacts.com/
http://unpleasantfacts.com/the-more-fungible-worker
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Luddite


But there is more to the "technology reduces wages" story than economists like to admit. The 

Luddites tried futilely to stop progress that benefited society, but the artisans themselves really 

did see their wages fall due to competition from technology.  

The obvious way that technology reduces the wages of workers in the developed world is how it 

enables and facilitates competition from workers in the developing world. Arnold Kling has 

called this the Great Factor Price Normalization.  In this scenario the average worker is 

significantly better off and society gains from trade, but workers in the developed world may see 

wage stagnation to pair with lower prices. 

Arnold explains. "I want to suggest that there is a connection between this trend and the 

stagnation of median incomes in the United States, and even to the decade-long drop-off in 

employment here. New patterns of trade are developing that are reducing the advantage that a 

person enjoys merely for being located in the United States."  

But there is a second way by which technology can suppress wages - when technology can guide 

and track workers the output of different workers becomes more uniform and thus more fungible. 

Before the era of ubiquitous cheap information technology, training and tracking the 

performance of mid and low skill workers was more expensive. Workers varied significantly in 

quality and ability and it made sense to pay workers with experience more so they would not 

have to be replaced by new workers who would be expensive to train. The extreme example of 

the fungible worker is the Amazon warehouse worker.  

"The programs for our scanners are designed with the assumption that we disposable employees 

don't know what we're doing." 

Amazon can quickly train employees as well as track them to make sure they are not 

underperforming. There is a smaller difference between one employee and their potential 

replacement. If an employee decides to leave their replacement is guided by technology that 

makes the new worker's productivity very close to that of a good worker. 

Before these technological advancements, workers enjoyed mini-monopolies. The warehouse 

worker couldn't be easily replaced because their replacement might be way less efficient as they 

learned the layout of their workplace. As technology more directly guides low and mid skill 

workers in their jobs the workers are losing their mini-monopolies. Workers don't need job 

specific experience to be hired so the supply of workers available to every technology guided job 

has increased. A higher supply leads to a lower price (the price of a worker is their wage). After 

full employment is reached the general wage level may increase for low skilled workers, but for 

now the impact of the Great Factor Price Equalization and the More Fungible Worker are 

suppressing the wages of middle and lower class developed world workers.  

U.S. retail sales drop biggest in 11 months, but seen as a blip 

By Lucia Mutikani WASHINGTON Wed Jan 14, 2015  

 (Reuters) - U.S. retail sales recorded their largest decline in 11 months in December as demand 

fell almost across the board, tempering expectations for a sharp acceleration in consumer 

spending in the fourth quarter. 

http://econlog.econlib.org/archives/2011/07/the_great_facto_1.html
http://www.motherjones.com/politics/2012/02/mac-mcclelland-free-online-shipping-warehouses-labor?page=2
http://blogs.reuters.com/search/journalist.php?edition=us&n=lucia.mutikani&


Economists, however, cautioned against reading too much into the surprise weakness, noting that 

holiday spending made it difficult to smooth December data for seasonal fluctuations. 

"Faulty seasonal adjustments from shifts in holiday spending patterns are probably more to 

blame for the December decline," said Steve Blitz, chief economist at ITG in New York. 

"Looking at the last three months, spending is not collapsing."  

The Commerce Department said on Wednesday retail sales fell 0.9 percent, the biggest decline 

since last January, after increasing 0.4 percent in November.  

Economists had expected only a 0.1 percent drop. Against the backdrop of a strengthening labor 

market and lower gasoline prices, they said sales should bounce back in January, with some 

saying December's decline could be revised away. 

Bricklin Dwyer, a senior economist at BNP Paribas in New York, said fewer post-Black Friday 

shopping days in November than normal threw off the so-called seasonal factor used to adjust 

the data, resulting in a lower December sales number.  

"For January 2015, this seasonal factor will boost sales by the largest factor since 2006," said 

Dwyer. 

"This combined with the fact that we have seen a massive boost to consumers' wallets as a result 

of the rapid decline in gasoline prices, suggests that January could be a big month that reverses 

much of the December drop," he said. 

Falling gasoline prices also weighed on the figures. But even excluding the 6.5 percent plunge in 

receipts at service stations, which was the largest since December 2008, retail sales were down. 

Looking over the entire holiday shopping period, sales at many retailers were solid, in sharp 

contrast to the Commerce Department data.  

The National Retail Federation, which looks at a subset of retail sales that excludes automobiles, 

gasoline stations and restaurants, said 2014 holiday sales increased 4.0 percent from a year 

earlier, the fastest since 2011. 

Separately, the Federal Reserve in its Beige Book said consumer spending increased during the 

holiday, with "modest" year-over-year gains in retail sales. 

"This certainly doesn't support the unexpected drop in retail sales," said Jennifer Lee, a senior 

economist at BMO Capital Markets in Toronto.  

BROAD WEAKNESS 

In December, a so-called core sales gauge that strips out automobiles, gasoline, building 

materials and food services, fell 0.4 percent after a 0.6 percent rise in November. 

Economists had expected this metric, which corresponds most closely with the consumer 

spending component of gross domestic product, to rise 0.4 percent last month. Consumer 

spending accounts for more than two-thirds of U.S. economic activity. 



December's decline prompted some economists to lower estimates for consumer spending in the 

final three months of 2014 and cut their GDP growth forecasts by as much as 0.3 percentage 

point to between a 3.0 and 3.4 percent annual pace. 

The report combined with concerns over the global economy to push U.S. stocks down, with a 

broad index of retailers performing in line with the overall market. 

The yield on the 30-year U.S. Treasury bond fell to a record low as traders pushed back 

expectations of when the Federal Reserve would raise interest rates. The dollar slipped against a 

basket of currencies. 

Prior to the report, futures markets pointed to a rate hike in September. After the data, the betting 

centered on October. 

In a separate report, the Labor Department said import prices fell 2.5 percent last month as the 

cost of energy plummeted. It was the largest decline since December 2008 and followed a 1.8 

percent drop in November.  

The weak import prices pointed to subdued inflation pressures over the coming months. 

(Reporting by Lucia Mutikani; Editing by Andrea Ricci) 

From ‘clearly disappointing’ to ‘don’t panic,’ reactions to retail numbers  

By Steve Goldstein Published: Jan 14, 2015 9:20 a.m. ET 

WASHINGTON (MarketWatch) — Here are some economist reactions after the Commerce 

Department on Wednesday reported a surprisingly weak 0.9% drop in retail sales in December. 

Read more on December retail sales results.  

“U.S. retail sales plunged by a worse than expected 0.9% in December — well below the 0.1% 

decline expected by the consensus and also our own more pessimistic forecast, with November’s 

previously strong gain also revised down. Lower gasoline prices contributed to a slide in the 

value of sales at the pumps and about two-thirds of the decline in headline retail sales during the 

month. However, it wasn’t just a gasoline story, as core retail sales (excluding autos, gasoline, 

building materials and restaurants) suffered a surprise 0.4% drop with declines pretty broad-

based by sector. But while today’s figures are clearly disappointing it doesn’t change our 

positive outlook on the US consumer and GDP for 2015.” — Andrew Grantham, CIBC WM 

Economics 

“The weaker December spending report is consistent with some slowing in growth momentum 

into Q4 as GDP growth begins to normalize following two immensely strong quarters. We will 

look to personal consumption and expenditure data for confirmation of the weakness in retail 

sales, but continue to expect falling energy prices to remain a net positive for the consumer.” — 

Gennadiy Goldberg, U.S. strategist at TD Securities. 

“The new data indicate that the holiday season was an OK one, but not great: sales excluding 

autos and gasoline for November and December combined were up 4.7% compared to 2013. 

Consumer are slowly increasing their spending. Job gains, lower gasoline prices, and increases in 

http://blogs.reuters.com/search/journalist.php?edition=us&n=andrea.ricci&
http://www.marketwatch.com/story/us-retail-sales-slump-in-december-2015-01-14


home and stock prices are positives for household spending. But consumers remain cautious in 

the wake of the Great Recession.” — Stuart Hoffman, PNC Financial Services Group.  

Oil drops below $45; U.S. stockpiles may speed collapse 

Posted on January 13, 2015 at 6:41 am by Bloomberg  

Oil extended losses to trade below $45 a barrel amid speculation that U.S. crude stockpiles will 

increase, exacerbating a global supply glut that’s driven prices to the lowest in more than 5 1/2 

years. 

Futures fell as much as 4 percent in New York, declining for a third day. Crude inventories 

probably gained by 1.75 million barrels last week, a Bloomberg News survey showed before 

government data tomorrow. The United Arab Emirates, a member of the Organization of 

Petroleum Exporting Countries, will continue to expand output capacity, while shale drillers will 

probably be the first to curb production as prices fall, according to Energy Minister Suhail Al 

Mazrouei. 

Oil slumped almost 50 percent last year, the most since the 2008 financial crisis, as the U.S. 

pumped at the fastest rate in more than three decades and OPEC resisted calls to cut production. 

Goldman Sachs Group Inc. said crude needs to drop to $40 a barrel to “re-balance” the market, 

while Societe Generale SA also reduced its price forecasts. 

Oil Prices 

“Prices continue to free-fall and there is little that can stop them,” Amrita Sen, chief analyst at 

consultants Energy Aspects Ltd. in London, said in a report. “OPEC remains the only factor that 

can stabilize markets in the short term. But with the group out of the picture, the market is 

looking elsewhere for a tangible reaction.” 

West Texas Intermediate for February delivery decreased as much as $1.86 to $44.21 a barrel in 

electronic trading on the New York Mercantile Exchange and was at $44.83 at 10:44 a.m. 

London time. The contract lost $2.29 to $46.07 yesterday, the lowest close since April 2009. The 

volume of all futures traded was more than double the 100-day average for the time of day. 

U.S. Supplies 

Brent for February settlement slid as much as $2.20, or 4.6 percent, to $45.23 a barrel on the 

London-based ICE Futures Europe exchange. The European benchmark crude traded at a 

premium of as little as 79 cents to WTI, the narrowest since July 2013. 

U.S. crude stockpiles probably rose to 384.1 million barrels in the week ended Jan. 9, according 

to the median estimate in the Bloomberg survey of six analysts before the Energy Information 

Administration’s report. Supplies have climbed to almost 8 percent above the five-year average 

level for this time of year, data from the Energy Department’s statistical arm show. 

Production accelerated to 9.14 million barrels a day through Dec. 12, the most in weekly EIA 

records that started in January 1983. The nation’s oil boom has been driven by a combination of 

horizontal drilling and hydraulic fracturing, or fracking, which has unlocked supplies from shale 

formations including the Eagle Ford and Permian in Texas and the Bakken in North Dakota. 

http://fuelfix.com/blog/2015/01/13/oil-drops-below-45-u-s-stockpiles-may-speed-collapse/
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OPEC Output 

The U.A.E. will continue plans to boost its production capacity to 3.5 million barrels a day in 

2017, Al Mazrouei said in a presentation in Abu Dhabi yesterday. The country currently has a 

capacity of 3 million and pumped 2.7 million a day last month, according to data compiled by 

Bloomberg. 

OPEC nations can withstand a drop in crude prices while “those who are producing the most 

expensive oil, the rationale and the rules of the market say that they should be the first to pull or 

reduce their production,” Al Mazrouei told reporters today. 

OPEC, whose 12 members supply about 40 percent of the world’s oil, agreed to maintain their 

collective output target at 30 million barrels a day at a Nov. 27 meeting in Vienna. Qatar 

estimates the global surplus at 2 million barrels a day. 

In China, the world’s biggest oil consumer after the U.S., crude imports surged to a new high in 

December, capping a record for last year. Overseas purchases rose 19.5 percent from the 

previous month to 30.4 million metric tons, according to preliminary data from the General 

Administration of Customs in Beijing today. For 2014, imports climbed 9.5 percent to 310 

million tons, or about 6.2 million barrels a day. 

Rises In The Minimum Wage Really Do Destroy Jobs 

Such a pity for Steven Pearlstein that he writes a column on how raising the minimum wage only 

brings good things, that wages rise, kittens gambol again in the sunshine, there are not ill effects, 

just as a paper is published showing the ill effects of a rise in the minimum wage. Those ill 

effects being that a minimum wage rise really does destroy jobs. Meaning that sure, those who 

keep their jobs get the rise in that wage. Those who lose their jobs lose 100% of their income. 

This is not generally though of as a good outcome nor a desirable goal of public policy, that a 

million or more people get dumped on the scrapheap of unemployment. 

Thanks to increases in state minimum wage levels, nearly 4 million hardworking Americans in 

21 states are getting a raise this year, according to the Economic Policy Institute — from 15 

cents an hour in Washington state to $1.25 in South Dakota. The leadership of the Republican 

Congress and its allies in the business community continue demonizing these initiatives as job-

killing government price controls. Most of the rest of us see something simpler: economic 

justice. 

That’s a bit of a non sequitur. It’s entirely possible for something to be both economic justice 

and a job killer. Laws against child labour we generally regard as being both for example. They 

certainly kill jobs for children anyway. 

The intellectual case against the minimum wage can be boiled down to the seemingly 

noncontroversial observation, backed by every introductory economics textbook, that whenever 

you raise the price of something, people will buy less of it. That iron law of the “downward 

sloping demand curve” applies as much to labor as it does to caviar and beer. Yet, if it’s so 

obvious, why do countless studies show that the impact on low-wage employment ranges from 

zero to small? 

http://www.forbes.com/law/
http://www.forbes.com/washington/


That rather depends upon what you regard as small really. And what might even be small in the 

context of the entire economy can and will still be devastating to the person who has to suffer it. 

As an absurd example of this people being strangled by their bedsheets is not a major, nor even a 

minor, problem in the context of the entire American economy or health care system. But it’s 

rather terminal to the several hundred Americans it happens to each year. 

So it is with the minimum wage. And we’ve the latest information on what happens here: 

We estimate the minimum wage’s effects on low-skilled workers’ employment and income 

trajectories. Our approach exploits two dimensions of the data we analyze. First, we compare 

workers in states that were bound by recent increases in the federal minimum wage to workers in 

states that were not. Second, we use 12 months of baseline data to divide low-skilled workers 

into a “target” group, whose baseline wage rates were directly affected, and a “within-state 

control” group with slightly higher baseline wage rates. Over three subsequent years, we find 

that binding minimum wage increases had significant, negative effects on the employment and 

income growth of targeted workers. Lost income reflects contributions from employment 

declines, increased probabilities of working without pay (i.e., an “internship” effect), and lost 

wage growth associated with reductions in experience accumulation. Methodologically, we show 

that our approach identifies targeted workers more precisely than the demographic and industrial 

proxies used regularly in the literature. Additionally, because we identify targeted workers on a 

population-wide basis, our approach is relatively well suited for extrapolating to estimates of the 

minimum wage’s effects on aggregate employment. Over the late 2000s, the average effective 

minimum wage rose by 30 percent across the United States. We estimate that these minimum 

wage increases reduced the national employment-to-population ratio by 0.7 percentage point. 

This paper exploits some interesting coincidences in the past few years. The first being that a 

number of states had local minimum wages which were well above the Federal one. So, as the 

three stage rise from 2007 to 2009 came in different states were affected in different ways. Some 

were not affected at all, some were not at first affected and then were and a third group were 

affected each time. We’ve also, as a result of the housing crash and the recession, had a lot of 

attention paid to which areas were doing badly at any one time. An obvious marker of that being 

where house prices were declining locally. Given those two different data sets it’s possible to 

work out, as this paper does, what parts of changes in employment were due to macro issues (the 

housing crash, the recession in general) and which doe to the rise in the minimum wage. 

And that’s how we end up with their final estimation. That 30% rise in the minimum wage led to 

0.7% of the people who could, theoretically, be working, not doing so. Note that this is 

employment to population: so this is U-6 that is really being talked about, those of age who could 

be working, rather than the more general unemployment rate that we see reported, those who 

would like to work but cannot find it. So it includes those who are so discouraged they fall out of 

the workforce altogether, as well as those still trying. And 0.7% of that number of people is a lot 

of people. Around and about 1 million in fact. 

So, the latest academic research, some of the best we’ve got, is indicating that a 30% rise in the 

minimum wage means that 1 million people lose either their jobs or even the opportunity to 

http://www.nber.org/papers/w20724


work. Hey it’s even possible that as Mr. Pearlstein opines this is economic justice. Although 

that’s not quite the description I would apply to it myself, it must be said.  

My latest book is “23 Things We Are Telling You About Capitalism” At Amazon or Amazon UK. 

A critical (highly critical) re-appraisal of Ha Joon Chang’s “23 Things They Don’t Tell You 

About Capitalism”. 

American Entrepreneurship: Dead or Alive? 

by Jim Clifton Chairman and CEO of Gallup 

Story Highlights 

 The birth and death trends of U.S. business must be reversed 

 The economy is more important to security than the military 

 America has misdiagnosed the cause and effect of job creation 

The U.S. now ranks not first, not second, not third, but 12th among developed nations in terms of 

business startup activity. Countries such as Hungary, Denmark, Finland, New Zealand, Sweden, 

Israel and Italy all have higher startup rates than America does. 

We are behind in starting new firms per capita, and this is our single most serious economic 

problem. Yet it seems like a secret. You never see it mentioned in the media, nor hear from a 

politician that, for the first time in 35 years, American business deaths now outnumber business 

births. 

The U.S. Census Bureau reports that the total number of new business startups and business 

closures per year -- the birth and death rates of American companies -- have crossed for the first 

time since the measurement began. I am referring to employer businesses, those with one or 

more employees, the real engines of economic growth. Four hundred thousand new businesses 

are being born annually nationwide, while 470,000 per year are dying. 

You may not have seen this graph before. 
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Until 2008, startups outpaced business failures by about 100,000 per year. But in the past six 

years, that number suddenly turned upside down. There has been an underground earthquake. As 

you read this, we are at minus 70,000 in terms of business survival. The data are very slow 

coming out of the U.S. Department of Census, via the Small Business Administration, so it lags 

real time by two years. 

Net Number of New U.S. Firms Plummets 

Business startups outpaced business failures by about 100,000 per year until 2008. But in the 

past six years, that number suddenly reversed, and the net number of U.S. startups versus 

closures is minus 70,000. 



 

My hunch is that no one talks about the birth and death rates of American business because Wall 

Street and the White House, no matter which party occupies the latter, are two gigantic 

institutions of persuasion. The White House needs to keep you in the game because their political 

party needs your vote. Wall Street needs the stock market to boom, even if that boom is fueled 

by illusion. So both tell us, "The economy is coming back." 

Let's get one thing clear: This economy is never truly coming back unless we reverse the birth 

and death trends of American businesses. 

Dead-Wrong Thinking 

It is catastrophic to be dead wrong on the biggest issue of the last 50 years -- the issue of where 

jobs come from. Our leadership keeps thinking that the answer to economic growth and 

ultimately job creation is more innovation, and we continue to invest billions in it. But an 

innovation is worthless until an entrepreneur creates a business model for it and turns that 

innovative idea in something customers will buy. Yet current thinking tells us we're on the right 

track and don't need different strategies, so we continue marching down the path of national 

decline, believing innovation will save us. 

http://www.gallup.com/opinion/chairman/169151/entrepreneurship-trumps-innovation.aspx


I don't want to sound like a doomsayer, but when small and medium-sized businesses are dying 

faster than they're being born, so is free enterprise. And when free enterprise dies, America dies 

with it. 

Let's run some numbers. You will often hear from otherwise credible sources that there are 26 

million businesses in America. This is misleading; 20 million of these reported "businesses" are 

inactive companies that have no sales, profits, customers or workers. The only number that is 

useful and instructive is the number of current operating businesses with one or more employees. 

There are only 6 million businesses in the United States with one or more employees. Of those, 

3.8 million have four or fewer employees -- mom and pop shops owned by people who aren't 

building a business as much as they are building a life. And God bless them all. That is what 

America is for. We need every single one of them. 

Next, there are about a million companies with five to nine employees, 600,000 businesses with 

10 to 19 employees, and 500,000 companies with 20 to 99 employees. There are 90,000 

businesses with 100 to 499 employees. And there are just 18,000 with 500 employees or more, 

and that figure includes about a thousand companies with 10,000 employees or more. Altogether, 

that is America, Inc. 

Let me be very clear. America, Inc. is far more important to America's security than our military. 

Because without the former prospering -- and solvent -- there is no latter. We have enormous 

military power only because of a growing economy that has, so far, made it possible for the 

government to pay its bills. When former Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Adm. Mike 

Mullen, was asked in a Senate hearing on June 28, 2011, to name the biggest current threat to the 

security of the United States, he didn't say al-Qaida. He didn't say Iran's nuclear capabilities. He 

answered, "I believe our debt is the greatest threat to our national security." 

Declining Businesses Mean Declining Revenues for Social Spending 

Keep in mind that these 6 million businesses, especially small and medium-sized ones, provide 

jobs for more than 100 million Americans and much of the tax base for everything. These small, 

medium and big businesses have generated the biggest economy in the world, which has allowed 

the country to afford lavish military and social spending and entitlements. And we've been able 

to afford all of this because, until now, we've dominated the world economy. 

When new businesses aren't being born, the free enterprise system and jobs decline. And without 

a growing free enterprise system, without a growing entrepreneurial economy, there are no new 

good jobs. That means declining revenues and smaller salaries to tax, followed by declining aid 

for the elderly and poor and declining funding for the military, for education, for infrastructure -- 

declining revenues for everything. 

America has maintained the biggest tax coffers in the world because its 300+ million citizens 

have produced and owned one-quarter of virtually all global wealth. The United States clobbered 

everyone in the battle of free enterprise, in the battle of business building, and in the battle of 

inventing the future. Until recently, America had blown the world away in terms of economic 

success. We are now quickly losing that edge, and everything we're trying to do to fix the 

problem is dead wrong. 

http://www.gallup.com/opinion/chairman/169139/small-business-dying.aspx
http://www.gallup.com/opinion/chairman/169139/small-business-dying.aspx


Here's why: Entrepreneurship is not systematically built into our culture the way innovation or 

intellectual development is. You might say, "Well, I see a lot of entrepreneurial activity in the 

country." Yes, that's true, but entrepreneurship is now in decline for the first time since the U.S. 

government started measuring it. 

The whole country and subsequently the world are having their own dead-wrong moment, and it 

is causing America and the whole world to make everything worse. And people know it, though 

they may not know why. When Gallup asked Americans to rate how much they personally worry 

about particular problems facing the country, the top three issues that respondents worry about a 

"great deal" were the economy (59%), federal spending and the budget deficit (58%), and the 

availability and affordability of healthcare (57%). 

The more we execute on our leadership's erroneous belief in innovation, the more our engine 

stalls out -- and the more people rightly worry about economic issues. 

Because we have misdiagnosed the cause and effect of economic growth, we have misdiagnosed 

the cause and effect of job creation. To get back on track, we need to quit pinning everything on 

innovation, and we need to start focusing on the almighty entrepreneurs and business builders. 

And that means we have to find them. 

Jim Clifton is Chairman and CEO of Gallup. He is the author of The Coming Jobs War and 

coauthor of Entrepreneurial StrengthsFinder. 

Obama Declares War On "Extremism" – Are You An "Extremist"? 

Tyler Durden on 01/13/2015  

Do you know what an “extremist” is?  In the wake of the horrible terror attacks on the offices 

of Charlie Hebdo in France, Barack Obama is speaking very boldly about the need to win the 

war against “extremists”, and he has announced plans to host a major global summit on 

“extremism” next month.  And on the surface that sounds great.  But precisely how are we 

supposed to determine whether someone is an “extremist” or not?  What criteria should we 

use?  

As you will see below, your definition of an “extremist” may be far, far different from the 

definition that Barack Obama is using.  When you do a Google search, you will find that an 

“extremist” is defined as “a person who holds extreme or fanatical political or religious views, 

especially one who resorts to or advocates extreme action.”  According to Wikipedia, 

“extremism” is “an ideology (particularly in politics or religion), considered to be far outside 

the mainstream attitudes of a society or to violate common moral standards.  Extremism can 

take many forms, including political, religious and economic.”  Please notice that neither of 

those definitions uses the word violence.  In this day and age, you can be considered an 

“extremist” simply based on what you believe, and as you will see later in this article there are 

now tens of millions of Americans that are considered to be “extremists” and “potential 

terrorists” according to official U.S. government documents. 

When you use the word “extremist”, you may have in your mind a picture of ISIS fighters or the 

terrorists from the Charlie Hebdo massacre. 
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But for elitists such as Barack Obama, the word “extremist” has a much broader 

meaning.  In recent years, it has become a code word for those that do not have an “enlightened” 

view of the world.  If your views on politics, religion or social issues are extremely different 

from the liberal, progressive views of “the mainstream” (as defined by the mainstream media and 

by “mainstream” politicians such as Barack Obama), then they consider you to be an extremist. 

Early in the presidency of George W. Bush, we were told that Islamic terrorists were the 

enemy.  And so most of the country got behind the idea of the War on Terrorism.  But over the 

years that has morphed into a War on Extremism.  In fact, the Obama administration has gone so 

far as to remove almost all references to Islam from government terror training materials… 

Deputy U.S. Attorney General James Cole confirmed on Wednesday that the Obama 

administration was pulling back all training materials used for the law enforcement and national 

security communities, in order to eliminate all references to Islam that some Muslim groups 

have claimed are offensive. 

  

“I recently directed all components of the Department of Justice to re-evaluate their training 

efforts in a range of areas, from community outreach to national security,” Cole told a panel at 

the George Washington University law school. 

Now, much of the focus in law enforcement training materials is on “domestic extremists”.  We 

are being told that “domestic extremism” is just as great a threat to our national security as terror 

groups overseas are. 

But exactly who are these “domestic extremists”? 

Well, the truth is that you may be one of them. 

I want to share with you a list that I have shared in a couple of previous articles.  It is a list of 72 

types of Americans that are considered to be “extremists” or “potential terrorists” in official U.S. 

government documents.  This list will really give you a good idea of what Barack Obama means 

when he uses the word “extremist”.  Each of these 72 items is linked, so if you would like to go 

see the original source document for yourself, just click on the link.  As you can see, this list 

potentially includes most of the country… 

1. Those that talk about “individual liberties” 

2. Those that advocate for states’ rights 

3. Those that want “to make the world a better place” 

4. “The colonists who sought to free themselves from British rule” 

5. Those that are interested in “defeating the Communists” 

6. Those that believe “that the interests of one’s own nation are separate from the interests of 

other nations or the common interest of all nations” 

7. Anyone that holds a “political ideology that considers the state to be unnecessary, harmful,or 

undesirable” 
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8. Anyone that possesses an “intolerance toward other religions” 

9. Those that “take action to fight against the exploitation of the environment and/or animals” 

10. “Anti-Gay” 

11. “Anti-Immigrant” 

12. “Anti-Muslim” 

13. “The Patriot Movement” 

14. “Opposition to equal rights for gays and lesbians” 

15. Members of the Family Research Council 

16. Members of the American Family Association 

17. Those that believe that Mexico, Canada and the United States “are secretly planning to merge 

into a European Union-like entity that will be known as the ‘North American Union’” 

18. Members of the American Border Patrol/American Patrol 

19. Members of the Federation for American Immigration Reform 

20. Members of the Tennessee Freedom Coalition 

21. Members of the Christian Action Network 

22. Anyone that is “opposed to the New World Order” 

23. Anyone that is engaged in “conspiracy theorizing” 

24. Anyone that is opposed to Agenda 21 

25. Anyone that is concerned about FEMA camps 

26. Anyone that “fears impending gun control or weapons confiscations” 

27. The militia movement 

28. The sovereign citizen movement 

29. Those that “don’t think they should have to pay taxes” 

30. Anyone that “complains about bias” 

31. Anyone that “believes in government conspiracies to the point of paranoia” 

32. Anyone that “is frustrated with mainstream ideologies” 

33. Anyone that “visits extremist websites/blogs”  

34. Anyone that “establishes website/blog to display extremist views” 

35. Anyone that “attends rallies for extremist causes” 
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36. Anyone that “exhibits extreme religious intolerance” 

37. Anyone that “is personally connected with a grievance” 

38. Anyone that “suddenly acquires weapons” 

39. Anyone that “organizes protests inspired by extremist ideology” 

40. “Militia or unorganized militia” 

41. “General right-wing extremist” 

42. Citizens that have “bumper stickers” that are patriotic or anti-U.N. 

43. Those that refer to an “Army of God” 

44. Those that are “fiercely nationalistic (as opposed to universal and international in 

orientation)” 

45. Those that are “anti-global” 

46. Those that are “suspicious of centralized federal authority” 

47. Those that are “reverent of individual liberty” 

48. Those that “believe in conspiracy theories” 

49. Those that have “a belief that one’s personal and/or national ‘way of life’ is under attack” 

50. Those that possess “a belief in the need to be prepared for an attack either by participating in 

paramilitary preparations and training or survivalism” 

51. Those that would “impose strict religious tenets or laws on society (fundamentalists)” 

52. Those that would “insert religion into the political sphere” 

53. Anyone that would “seek to politicize religion” 

54. Those that have “supported political movements for autonomy” 

55. Anyone that is “anti-abortion” 

56. Anyone that is “anti-Catholic” 

57. Anyone that is “anti-nuclear” 

58. “Rightwing extremists” 

59. “Returning veterans” 

60. Those concerned about “illegal immigration” 

61. Those that “believe in the right to bear arms” 

62. Anyone that is engaged in “ammunition stockpiling” 
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63. Anyone that exhibits “fear of Communist regimes” 

64. “Anti-abortion activists” 

65. Those that are against illegal immigration 

66. Those that talk about “the New World Order” in a “derogatory” manner 

67. Those that have a negative view of the United Nations 

68. Those that are opposed “to the collection of federal income taxes” 

69. Those that supported former presidential candidates Ron Paul, Chuck Baldwin and Bob Barr 

70. Those that display the Gadsden Flag (“Don’t Tread On Me”) 

71. Those that believe in “end times” prophecies 

72. Evangelical Christians 

Do you fit into any of those categories? 

Personally, I fit into a couple dozen of them. 

That is why alarm bells should go off whenever Barack Obama speaks of the need to crack down 

on “extremism”. 

If Barack Obama wants to denounce Islamic terror, he should do so.  But because of his extreme 

political correctness, he goes out of his way to avoid any connection between Islam and 

terror.  Instead, he speaks of the need to recognize “Islam’s role in advancing justice, progress, 

tolerance, and the dignity of all human beings” and he insists that “the future must not belong to 

those who slander the prophet of Islam.” 

Meanwhile, our liberties and freedoms are being eroded a little bit more with each passing 

day.  In the name of fighting “terrorism” or “extremism”, our government is constructing a Big 

Brother police state control grid all around us.  I like the way that Ron Paul described what is 

happening to us just the other day… 

If Americans were honest with themselves they would acknowledge that the Republic is no more. 

We now live in a police state. If we do not recognize and resist this development, freedom and 

prosperity for all Americans will continue to deteriorate. All liberties in America today are 

under siege. 

It didn’t happen overnight. It took many years of neglect for our liberties to be given away so 

casually for a promise of security from the politicians. The tragic part is that the more security 

was promised — physical and economic — the less liberty was protected. 

With cradle-to-grave welfare protecting all citizens from any mistakes and a perpetual global 

war on terrorism, which a majority of Americans were convinced was absolutely necessary for 

our survival, our security and prosperity has been sacrificed. 

It was all based on lies and ignorance. Many came to believe that their best interests were served 

by giving up a little freedom now and then to gain a better life. 
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The trap was set. At the beginning of a cycle that systematically undermines liberty with 

delusions of easy prosperity, the change may actually seem to be beneficial to a few. But to me 

that’s like excusing embezzlement as a road to leisure and wealth — eventually payment and 

punishment always come due. One cannot escape the fact that a society’s wealth cannot be 

sustained or increased without work and productive effort. Yes, some criminal elements can 

benefit for a while, but reality always sets in. 

Reality is now setting in for America and for that matter for most of the world. The piper will get 

his due even if “the children” have to suffer. The deception of promising “success” has lasted 

for quite a while. It was accomplished by ever-increasing taxes, deficits, borrowing, and printing 

press money. In the meantime the policing powers of the federal government were systematically 

and significantly expanded. No one cared much, as there seemed to be enough “gravy” for the 

rich, the poor, the politicians, and the bureaucrats. 

The country that our forefathers founded is dying. 

Now, individuals and organizations that attempt to restore the values that our founders once 

believed in so strongly are regarded as dangerous “extremists” that need to be watched carefully. 

Sadly, most Americans don’t even realize what is happening to this nation.  As long as they are 

fed a constant diet of mindless entertainment, most Americans are perfectly content to let “the 

experts” do their thinking for them. 

We are steamrolling toward oblivion, and most of the country is dead asleep. 

So is there any hope for us? 

The Missing International Reaction to Ukraine PM Siding with the Third Reich 

For the former Western Allies it's a betrayal of their WWII legacy 

Edward Lozansky  Jan 13, 2015  

Were Normandy landings a bad thing too? 

WASHINGTON, January 12 (Sputnik) — one way to react to this statement is to twist a finger 

to the temple but there are good reasons not to take this so easily.  

First is the fact that it was Assistant Secretary of State Victoria Nuland who during the most 

famous telephone conversation practically appointed this man as Ukraine’s Prime-Minister. 

Moreover, contrary to all accepted written and unwritten rules she was not fired for using 

during the same phone call the most vulgar obscenities against our European allies.  

Second, for those who have forgotten history, it was the Red Army, in alliance with the armies 

of the United States, England and France that ‘invaded’ Germany and liberated Europe from the 

Nazi plague. 

http://sputniknews.com/analysis/20150112/1016800886.html


Hundreds of thousands of ethnic Ukrainians also fought heroically in the same battles but some 

collaborated with the Nazis and participated in the massive exterminations of the millions 

of Poles, Jews, Russians, and others whom they called Untermenschen. Other Untermenschen – 

Ukrainian women in particular – were driven into slavery in the Reich. 

However under the current Ukrainian leadership, the memorials and statues to those who fought 

the Nazis are being destroyed while the Nazi collaborators are praised as national heroes and 

their portraits are proudly displayed during the marches in many Ukrainian cities, including Kiev 

– the capital. 

But where is the Western leaders or media reaction? Is their hatred towards Putin is so strong 

that they are willing to close their ears and eyes to any outrageous activities or statements as long 

as they carry an anti-Putin message? 

What about Merkel, and Germany’s long years of de-Nazification? What about Obama, Cameron 

and Hollande? So far we have not heard a single word of condemnation from any of them. Isn’t 

this a betrayal of our own soldiers dying on the beaches of Normandy, in the Ardennes, and all 

the way to the Elbe River? 

So what happened only six months ago when on June 6, 2014 all Western leaders and Putin 

descended on France to remember the dead and commemorate 70th anniversary of Allied 

invasion of Normandy?  Was it for real or just for show to score some political points? 

If it was for real then why do they keep mum now? There hasn’t been a murmur from any major 

US or European politician, not even from Frau Merkel, the leader of the country which 

committed most heinous crimes against humanity. 

No cry of outrage even from the Jewish community, with its memories of the Holocaust. Did 

they forget that it was the Red army that liberated many Nazi death camps including the most 

horrifying Auschwitz (Oswiecim) where millions of Jews have been burned alive? 

Role of FBI informant in eco-terrorism case probed after documents hint at entrapment  

Ed Pilkington in New York Tuesday 13 January 2015  

In the case of Eric McDavid, alleged to be ring-leader of eco-terrorist cell, ‘game-changing’ 

documents seen exclusively by the Guardian show informant may have entrapped him. 

Previously undisclosed files include correspondence between ‘Anna’ and McDavid that suggests 

that, far from being the neutral intelligence-gatherer portrayed by prosecutors, she may have 

entrapped her prey.   

http://www.theguardian.com/profile/edpilkington


On the surface, she blended in very well. With a skull tattooed on her shoulder, a black-and-

white keffiyeh around her neck, a shock of bright pink hair and her standard-issue dress of 

camouflage skirt and heavy boots, the energetic 17-year-old looked every bit the radical eco-

activist she worked so hard to imitate. 

But “Anna”, as she called herself, was no ordinary eco-protester. Really, she wasn’t one at all. 

She was an FBI informant under instructions to infiltrate fringe green groups and anti-capitalist 

networks and report back on their activities to the US government. 

Now “Anna”, in her role at the center of a high-profile prosecution of alleged eco-terrorists in 

2006-7, has been put under the spotlight following the embarrassing admission by the US 

Department of Justice that it failed to disclose crucial documents to defence attorneys at trial.  

On Thursday, Eric McDavid, a radical green activist aged 37, was allowed to walk free after 

having served nine years of a 19-year federal prison sentence. Prosecutors had alleged that he 

was the ringleader in a small cell of eco-terrorists connected to the Earth Liberation Front (ELF) 

conspiring to bomb the Nimbus Dam in California, cellphone towers, science labs and other 

targets. 

Last week’s dramatic scenes in a courtroom in Sacramento, California, have focused attention on 

the FBI’s use of undercover informants and prompted claims that the agency lured unsuspecting 

activists into criminal activity through blatant entrapment. 

But last November, the US attorney’s office in the eastern district of California admitted that it 

had “inadvertently” failed to disclose numerous documents that went to the very heart of the 

case. Crucially, those previously undisclosed files included correspondence between “Anna” and 

McDavid that suggests that, far from being the neutral intelligence-gatherer portrayed by 

prosecutors, she might have entrapped her prey by encouraging him to behave conspiratorially in 

the hope of romantic fulfilment.  

‘I think you and I could be great’ 

Among the files are a letter and 10 emails written by McDavid to the teenaged woman he 

thought at the time to be his friend, peer and potential sexual partner. The writings have been 

seen by the Guardian and extracts of them are published here for the first time. 

In the letter, McDavid declared his love for “Anna”, though he coyly added that he was not sure 

whether his feelings for her amounted to “just infatuation, a crush, or whatever box anybody has 

for this emotion”. Scrawled diagonally across the page in spindly script, his words expressed the 

trepidation of someone unused to venting openly his emotions. He feared that unless he shared 

his feelings, they would “eat me from the inside out”. 

“I hope that my forwardness w/expressing all this doesn’t scare the shit out of u,” he wrote, 

“cause I know if I got this letter I’d probably trip out a bit, to say the least …” Having opened his 

heart, he blurted out with palpable relief: “Fuck that feels soooooo much better.” 

At McDavid’s 2006 trial, his defence team presented evidence to the jury that McDavid had 

fallen in love with the woman who would turn out to be his downfall. What wasn’t known at that 
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time, and what is revealed by the newly disclosed documents, was that “Anna”, in her guise as a 

fellow radical, clearly reciprocated.  

In an email dated 27 June 2005, six months before McDavid’s arrest, “Anna” responded 

explicitly to his previous amorous advances. She said: “I think you and I could be great, but we 

have LOTS of little kinks to work out.” She went on to say: “I hope in Indiana we can spend 

more quality time together, and really chat about life and our things.” 

The tone of romantic encouragement in the email had an immediate impact on McDavid. He 

replied three days later, using the ungrammatical language of texting: “hey cheeka, so far as us 

B’n great, that i think is an understatement… along w/the ‘LOTS of little kinks 2 wk out’… but 

if u aint learning, u aint live’n… & I do think we could learn a lot from each other.” 

In subsequent emails, McDavid continued to express his feelings for her, sending her “big hugs” 

and saying “miss you much”. Only one of “Anna’s” replies to McDavid is included among the 

new batch of documents disclosed after so many years. In it she wrote intimately about her 

hairstyle: “I took out the braids. : ( They were hurting my head SO BADLY by the last night in 

philly that I was just getting pissy. I’ll do it again, but I think I want the loose pink hair, like I 

told you about; and I can DIY that. But pain isn’t worth that much – besides, identity is so 

fluid… but that’s another convo, hopefully for IN. : )” 

The tone is almost flirtatious. McDavid evidently took it to be such, because he replied: “sad & 

glad 2 hear about the braids, glad 2 hear they Rn’t hurting u’r head anymore, sad 2 c them 

gone… they were pretty damn cute, & that princess laya thing was 2 hot (inside shiver)”. 

McDavid’s treatment: ‘not fair’ or an ‘inadvertent mistake’? 

The 

judge in McDavid’s case expressed astonishment and dismay that game-changing documents had not 

been shown at 2007 trial, adding McDavid’s treatment was ‘not fair’. Photograph: Jose Luis Villegas/AP  



It took McDavid’s defence team and his large band of devoted supporters seven years after he 

was sentenced to extract from the Justice Department those 11 precious documents. They were 

finally released on 6 November last year, fully two years after reference was made to their 

existence in a court declaration by “Anna’s” FBI handler, special agent Nasson Walker. That 

two-year delay alone belies the assurance made by the US attorney’s office in Sacramento to the 

New York Times after last week’s hearing that “the documents were produced to the defendant 

promptly after their discovery.”  

At the hearing, federal judge Morrison England expressed astonishment and dismay that such 

game-changing documents had not been shown to the defence at the 10-day trial over which he 

had presided in 2007. “I’ve never heard or seen anything like this,” he said, adding that 

McDavid’s treatment was “not fair”. 

The judge demanded to be told how such a flagrant breach of disclosure – under the 14th 

amendment of the US constitution, the prosecution must turn over potentially exculpatory 

evidence to the defence – could have occurred: “This is huge. This is something that needs to be 

dealt with, and I want to know what happened.” 

McDavid’s current lawyers, Mark Vermeulen and Ben Rosenfeld, said the documents they 

battled for years to wrestle from US prosecutors would have transformed the trial had they been 

available at the time. “If the defence had the evidence it has now – that ‘Anna’ encouraged Eric’s 

romantic advances, leading him to believe that sexual fulfilment would be conditional on him 

following her plans – that would have confirmed in the jury’s mind that she entrapped him. He 

would have been acquitted, it’s as simple as that,” Rosenfeld told the Guardian. 

If the defence had the evidence it has now ... He would have been acquitted, it’s as simple as 

that. 

Ben Rosenfeld  

The Justice Department continues to insist it was all an “inadvertent” mistake. But that narrative 

does not cut it for McDavid’s legal team and supporters. “They took nine years of Eric’s life 

away from him and they shouldn’t be able to gloss over that with a press release – there needs to 

be a detailed explanation,” Rosenfeld said. 

Concerns raised by the McDavid case about the use of undercover informants will resonate today 

given the FBI’s continued reliance upon infiltration as a major plank of its counter-terrorism 

strategy. Its paid moles, especially those planted within Muslim communities in the wake of 

9/11, are regularly accused of crossing the line from observation into entrapment. 

Rosenfeld said that McDavid’s story was a warning for today’s justice system: “When people see 

the TV news and hear of the latest foiled terrorist outrage they think ‘Wow! The FBI is so good 

at its job.’ But so many of these apparent plots are complete inventions of the government in the 

first place – they are creating and then solving their own conspiracies.” 

‘I wanted to get a conversation going with everyone’ 

Throughout almost a decade of legal wrangling over the McDavid case, the mysterious “Anna” 

has been a constant factor. In her only known interview, for a 2008 article in Elle magazine, she 
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posed for photographs in her normal outfit of jeans, T-shirt and suede jacket, her hair by then 

faded from lurid pink to its natural brown. 

She told the magazine that 9/11 had motivated her to engage in counter-intelligence. A year after 

the attacks, when she was just 15, she contacted the Militarywomen.org website to inquire about 

enlisting in the army. 

At a community college night class in Miami she tried to impress her professor by sneaking into 

a meeting of anti-free trade protesters for what she called “anthropological observation”. The 

report she presented to class so struck a police officer who was also taking the course that he 

passed her details to the Miami police department, which in turn quickly recommended her to the 

FBI. 

Within months, she was going undercover among protesters at the G8 summit of leading 

economic powers in Atlanta. Over the next two years she was given more than 10 federal 

assignments, including infiltrating protest groups at the Democratic and Republican National 

Conventions in Boston and New York respectively, and delving into the world of radical 

environmental activism. 

At the G8 she met an anarchist named Zach Jenson, and through him fellow eco-activists Lauren 

Weiner and McDavid who she first met in 2004. All three were eventually arrested, though 

Jenson and Weiner cut a deal with prosecutors in which they gave evidence against their co-

defendant in exchange for a lesser sentence. 

“Anna” told the jury at McDavid’s trial that she had been scrupulously impartial, sticking closely 

to legal guidelines for informants that forbade her from playing a leadership position in the group 

or from pushing anybody to do anything. Yet under cross-examination, she described some of 

the proactive steps she took to bring the “cell” together. 

She bought plane tickets for Weiner to fly her to McDavid’s house for a group meeting. “I 

wanted to get a conversation going between everyone,” she said. 

Later, she drove Weiner and Jenson across the country to meet McDavid, using a ’96 Chevrolet 

paid for by the FBI and kitted out with recording equipment. When Weiner showed signs of 

losing enthusiasm for the project, “Anna” sent her an email saying: “There’s no going back … I 

don’t want to be dilly-dallying around forever, which I know I could do and fall into that trap but 

I want to avoid you doing that too.” 

In email correspondence that is included in the newly disclosed documents seen by the Guardian, 

“Anna” wrote to Weiner in September 2005, telling her “I’ve made some more contacts in 

Philly, esp with the animal liberation movement, which I’d like to bring you and the rest of teh 

(sic) crew more into. I already talked a little bit about it with [McDavid] – we could make a big 

difference on multiple fronts.” 

In a later email, also to Weiner, she said: “I’d love to start helping you and the rest of the Philly 

kids in whatever your hearts find to do.”  

The FBI also paid for a cabin in Dutch Flat, California, heavily rigged with surveillance devices, 

where “Anna” assembled the group, telling them she had earned the rent money working as a 
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dancer-cum-escort. There she presented the others with a “burn book” containing six recipes for 

concocting firebombs, though she told the jury the devices were designed by the FBI to be duds. 

‘The government owes it to Eric – to tell the truth’ 

As these final planning meetings for a potential attack on a science lab were taking place, the 

FBI appeared to grow jittery about an operation that depended entirely on “Anna”. In November 

2005, just weeks before the three activists were arrested at the cabin, a formal request was made 

to subject her to a lie-detector test. 

The request form says the purpose of the polygraph would be to “confirm veracity of [“Anna’s”] 

reporting prior to the expenditure of substantial efforts and money based on source’s reporting.” 

The polygraph was disclosed to McDavid’s defence team under freedom of information laws in 

2012, five years after the trial. A small, but potentially significant, footnote to the request form 

reveals that a senior federal prosecutor (AUSA) approved the test, though the identity of the 

official is redacted on grounds of “personal privacy”. 

The emergence of the polygraph test, and of the romantically tinged correspondence, has 

incensed Mark Reichel who acted as McDavid’s lawyer at trial. He tried to mount an entrapment 

defence, having been told by his client of “Anna’s” amorous behaviour, but was ultimately 

stymied by lack of evidence. 

Before the trial began Reichel filed a motion to dismiss the case on grounds of an improper 

romance between informant and defendant. In it, he accused “Anna” of having “encouraged and 

urged him on, to write love letters and emails to her”. The US government’s response to the 

motion left no room for doubt: “The defendant’s claim of a romantic relationship between him 

and the informant is categorically untrue”. 

I demanded to see the love letters before the trial, but the government told me they didn’t exist 

Mark Reichel  

“I demanded to see the love letters before the trial, but the government told me they didn’t exist,” 

Reichel said. “They wanted the world to see they had captured a member of ELF. He was 

innocent, they knew that, but they couldn’t let it be seen.” 

The revelation of the newly disclosed documents is likely to prompt a flurry of litigation. Jeffrey 

Weiner, Lauren Weiner’s attorney (and cousin), told the Guardian that he was considering legal 

action to have her federal conviction lifted. 

He said that “Anna” had encouraged a strong and intimate personal relationship with Lauren that 

was “so intense and continuous she literally took over Lauren’s will. ‘Anna’ chose the most 

gullible people that she could find and stopped at nothing to persuade them to commit criminal 

acts. I’m not saying my client did nothing, but her crime was created by the US government.” 

For McDavid, too, this story is not at an end. As part of his release deal, he pleaded guilty to a 

single conspiracy charge with a terrorism enhancement attached, meaning that although he is a 

free man he will continue to labour under the stigma of a serious federal conviction. 
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Nor is the full extent of the official deception yet known. In 2010 the Justice Department 

released 2,500 pages relating to the case under freedom of information rules, but it refused to 

hand over a further 900 pages. What nuggets of information those pages contain, particularly 

among “Anna’s” replies to McDavid’s emails – most of which remain hidden – only the US 

government knows. 

McDavid’s current partner, Jenny Esquivel, who has been a leading member of his support 

group, said she feared the remaining documents would never see the light of day. “The 

government keeps trying to frame this as a mistake, but they are the only people who knows 

what happened and they owe it to the American people – and to Eric – to tell the truth.” 

She said that in the five days of freedom he has enjoyed, McDavid has revelled in being reunited 

with his family and spending time with his two nieces, both of whom were born while he was in 

prison. “The girls were overjoyed when they heard the news that he was coming home. It was 

almost impossible to pull them away from him while they were here,” she said. 

Amid his joy, McDavid hasn’t lost sight, Esquivel said, of those who remain in the clutches of 

FBI entrapment. “The travesty is that so many people are dealing right now with exactly the 

same problem. Hundreds are serving decades in prison for crimes that never happened.” 

The No. 2 man on al-Qaeda's hit list is selling fries in Bradenton 

Jan. 12, 2015 By Josh Miranda 

Reverend Terry Jones is well known among many for publicly burning the Koran…and for 

nearing the top of an al-Qaeda hit list. 

But after the terror attacks in Paris, and suspected ties to al-Qaeda, he appears to not be in hiding. 

An ABC News reporter found the pastor working at the DeSoto Square mall in Bradenton. 

The Bradenton Herald spoke with Jones, telling them “We’re not fearful, and we’re not going to 

run and hide. If they [terrorists] come, we’re going to try to get them before they get us.” 

The restaurant – Fry Guys Gourmet Fries prides itself for its potatoes, saying “We take fries 

seriously.” 

That hit list was originally published back in 2013 in the English al-Qaeda magazine Inspire. 
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New Air Force Bomber Is a Critical Piece of the Pentagon’s Pacific Weaponry  

BudgetAir ForceResearch & Development Marcus Weisgerber January 13, 2015  

. WHITEMAN AIR FORCE BASE, Mo. – A new Air Force stealthy, nuclear-weapon carrying 

bomber is critical for deterring enemies and a vital piece of the Pentagon’s pivot to the Pacific 

region, Defense Secretary Chuck Hagel said Tuesday. 

Money for the new program will appear in the Pentagon’s 2016 budget proposal that the Obama 

administration will send to Capitol Hill next month, the secretary said during a visit to Whiteman 

Air Force Base, the home of the Air Force’s fleet of 20 B-2 stealth bombers, the only long-range 

radar-evading planes ever built. 

“I think the Long Range Strike Bomber is absolutely essential to keep our deterrent edge as we 

go into the next 25 years,” Hagel told a small group of reporters accompanying him on what is 

likely his last domestic trip as defense secretary. “It is critical … for the Asia-Pacific rebalance.” 

This new aircraft would reassure allies and extends the reach of U.S. military strategic power, 

Hagel said. 

“It’s something that I have particularly put a priority on [in] the budgets and things that I’ve 

talked about with the Congress,” he said.  “I have confidence that the Congress will support us. 

It’s a critical element of our future long-range strategic deterrence capabilities.” 

Later this year, the Air Force is expected to select either Northrop Grumman or a Boeing-

Lockheed Martin team to build the new bomber. Pentagon leaders have said little about the 

project as it’s classified, with its details shrouded in secrecy. 

The Air Force has had its eyes set on a new bomber for the past decade. The service had hoped 

to have a new aircraft battle ready by 2018, but the combination of a tight schedule for building 

sophisticated, unproven and expensive technology and politics over spending derailed the effort, 

sending the Air Force back to the drawing board. 

(Related: The Air Force Is Losing Patience With Its Aging Bomber Fleet) 

This time, planners pared back expectations, opting instead to build a bomber based on proven 

technology. Termed the Long-Range Strike Bomber and given the acronym LRS-B, the aircraft 

is a testament to its name. The plane must be able to fly long distances, undetected by enemy 

radar. It must be able to carry nuclear weapons and be flown with or without a pilot. And the 

price tag is capped at $500 million per jet. 

The Air Force has said it would like to have the new bomber battle ready by the latter part of the 

2020s. But funding uncertainty could make that difficult. 

“I don’t see any barriers to that happening from a technical perspective and industrial base 

perspective,” said Mark Gunzinger, an analyst with the Center for Strategic and Budgetary 

Assessments and a former bomber pilot. “I do see problems with funding.” 
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Still, due to its high priority, Gunzinger believes the Pentagon and Air Force leadership will find 

the money to back the project, but possibly at the expense of other programs. 

Air Force officials said they will control cost growth by using mature technology and systems 

already used on existing aircraft, something it did not do in the 1980s when building the B-2. At 

the time, the F-117 Nighthawk was the only radar-evading plane in existence and stealth 

technology was still in its infancy. 

Cost growth on the B-2 was driven largely buy the significant truncation of the program. The Air 

Force once planned to buy 132 and then 75 Spirit bombers. In the end, it wound up with 21. That 

means when development is factored in, each aircraft cost $2.2 billion per copy. 

“There was still a lot of invention with the B-2,” Gunzinger said. “That was the next-generation 

stealth aircraft, the F-117 was the first, and there was still a lot technology that needed to be 

developed to make it happen.” 

While work progresses on the new bomber, the B-2 doesn’t appear to be going anywhere 

anytime soon as the Air Force plans to keep the plane around until the 2040s. 

Although the B-2 it is the youngest bomber in the Air Force fleet, the 20-aircraft fleet still boasts 

an average age of 20 years. The boomerang-shaped flying wing was built in the 1980s. 

When the U.S. dropped the first bombs in Afghanistan following the Sept. 11, 2001, attacks, B-

2s flew 42-hour missions from Whiteman to Afghanistan and back without landing. 

Up close, the aircraft has a smooth finish allowing it to fly without being detected by radar. Rigid 

antennas that oftentimes protrude from commercial jetliners are built into the skin of the aircraft. 

Air Force maintainers – some less than 20 years old – who work on the small fleet spend an 

average 18 hours working on the skin for every one hour of flight, service officials said. 

The aircraft have been modified over the years. Computers with the processing power of 

Commodore 64 personal computers of the 1980s have recently been replace by more modern 

machines. The aircraft have also received new radars. 
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Highlights 

• 

Children absorb more microwave radiation (MWR) than adults. 

• 

MWR is a Class 2B (possible) carcinogen. 

• 

The fetus is in greater danger than children from exposure to MWR. 

• 

The legal exposure limits have remained unchanged for decades. 

• 

Cellphone manuals warnings and the 20 cm rule for tablets/laptops violate the 

“normal operating position” regulation. 

 

Abstract 

Computer simulation using MRI scans of children is the only possible way to determine the 

microwave radiation (MWR) absorbed in specific tissues in children. Children absorb more 

MWR than adults because their brain tissues are more absorbent, their skulls are thinner and their 

relative size is smaller. MWR from wireless devices has been declared a possible human 

carcinogen. Children are at greater risk than adults when exposed to any carcinogen. Because the 

average latency time between first exposure and diagnosis of a tumor can be decades, tumors 

induced in children may not be diagnosed until well into adulthood. The fetus is particularly 

vulnerable to MWR. MWR exposure can result in degeneration of the protective myelin sheath 

that surrounds brain neurons. MWR-emitting toys are being sold for use by young infants and 
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toddlers. Digital dementia has been reported in school age children. A case study has shown 

when cellphones are placed in teenage girls’ bras multiple primary breast cancer develop beneath 

where the phones are placed. MWR exposure limits have remained unchanged for 19 years. All 

manufacturers of smartphones have warnings which describe the minimum distance at which 

phone must be kept away from users in order to not exceed the present legal limits for exposure 

to MWR. The exposure limit for laptop computers and tablets is set when devices are tested 

20 cm away from the body. Belgium, France, India and other technologically sophisticated 

governments are passing laws and/or issuing warnings about children's use of wireless devices. 

Abbreviations 

 MRI, magnetic resonance imaging;  

 MWR, microwave radiation;  

 CNS, central nervous system;  

 FDTD, finite-difference, time-domain;  

 GBM, glioblastoma multiforme (also called glioblastoma);  

 cm, centimeter 

Keywords 

 Tumors;  

 Myelin;  

 Carcinogen;  

 Fetus;  

 Children;  

 Latency 

 

1. Introduction 

Here we discuss: how the amount of MWR can be calculated, children's greater absorption of 

MWR compared to adults’ adsorption, MWR's listing as a Class 2B (possible) carcinogen, the 

existing legal limits for human exposure to MWR, and that the existing legal limits do not 

incorporate the greater exposure to children. 

1.1. Computer simulation 

The finite-difference, time-domain (FDTD) computer algorithm has been the best way to 

simulate the amount of absorbed MWR in tissues for many decades. In 1997 the U.S. Federal 

Communications Commission (FCC) stated, “Currently, the finite-difference time-domain 

(FDTD) algorithm is the most widely accepted computational method for SAR modeling. This 

method adapts very well to the tissue models that are usually derived from MRI or CT scans. 

FDTD method offers great flexibility in modeling the inhomogeneous structures of anatomical 

tissues and organs. The FDTD method has been used in many far-field electromagnetic 



applications during the last three decades. With recent advances in computer technology, it has 

become possible to apply this method to near-field applications for evaluating handsets” [1]. 

1.2. Children's greater absorption of MWR 

There are multiple studies showing that children absorb more MWR than adults. In 1996 a study 

reported that the absorbed MWR penetrated proportionally deeper into the brain of children age 

5 and 10 compared to adults’ brains [2]. 

In 2008 Joe Wiart, a senior researcher for French telecom and Orange reported that the brain 

tissue of children absorbed about two times more MWR than adults’ brain tissue [3]. 

A 2009 study reported the CNS absorption by children is “significantly larger (∼2×) because the 

RF [MWR] source is closer and skin and bone layers are thinner”, and “bone marrow exposure 

strongly varies with age and is significantly larger for children (∼10×)” [4]. 

In 2010, Andreas Christ and team reported children's hippocampus and hypothalamus absorbs 

1.6–3.1 times higher and the cerebellum absorbs 2.5 times higher MWR compared to adults’; 

children's bone marrow absorbs 10 times higher MWR radiation than in adults, and children's 

eyes absorb higher MWR than adults [5]. These calculations were based on porcine 

measurements taken from sacrificed animals. 

1.3. Microwave radiation is a Class 2B (possible) carcinogen 

After 30 experts from 14 countries reviewed the science, the World Health Organization's 

(WHO's) International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC) declared that RF-EMF [MWR] is 

a Class 2B (possible) carcinogen [6]. It was a near unanimous declaration (one dissenter). 

Including MWR, there are 285 agents listed by WHO's IARC as Class 2B carcinogens [7]. 

Exposures to almost all of these agents are regulated. Some of the commonly recognized agents 

are: carbon black, carbon tetrachloride, chloroform, DDT, lead, nickel, phenobarbital, styrene, 

diesel fuel, and gasoline. 

Like these other Class 2B Carcinogens, should anyone, particularly children, be exposed to 

MWR? 

1.3.1. Children are at increased risk when exposed to carcinogens 

Children are at greater risk from exposure to carcinogens than adults, and the younger the child, 

the higher the risk [8], [9] and [10]. 

1.4. Exposure limits 

In 1996, the FCC adopted the IEEE 1991[11] standard with some details from the 1986 NCRP 

Report [12] as exposure limits in the United States. Nineteen years after the FCC exposure limits 

were published, based on documents published 24 and 29 years previously, the legal exposure 
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limit has remained unchanged. Yet during these decades an enormous body of scientific studies 

was published reporting risk well below the legal exposure limit. 

The Institute of Electrical and Electronic Engineers (IEEE) is an industry professional 

organization, as is the National Council on Radiation Protection (NCRP). Neither organization 

had medical or public health expertise. 

In European countries and a few other countries, the exposure limits are based on the 1998 

“Guidelines” of the International Commission for Non-Ionizing Radiation Protection (ICNIRP) 

[13]. These “Guidelines” were based on publications from 1984, 1987, 1991, and 1993 [page 

494]. That is the “Guidelines” were based on publications up to 31 years ago, Similar to the 

IEEE and NCRP, ICNIRP is an organization without medical or public health expertise. It is 

accountable to no government and its funding sources are not transparent. 

1.4.1. The 19 year old IEEE and 17 year old ICNIRP exposure limits are based on a false 

premise 

The exposure limits are premised on an assumption that the only biological effect from MWR 

exposure is acute (short-term) heating sufficient to cause tissue damage. There is no 

consideration of the effects from chronic (long-term) exposures. There are many scientific papers 

that report biological impacts tied with non-thermal (no measurable temperature change) effects. 

Indeed, the 480-page IARC Monograph 102 that documents the science that led to the 

declaration that MWR is a Class 2B (possible) carcinogen is a virtual compendium of such 

papers [14]. 

1.4.2. FCC compliance requirements do not comport with current testing systems 

The FCC requires “For purposes of evaluating compliance with localized SAR guidelines, 

portable devices should be tested or evaluated based on normal operating positions or 

conditions” [15]. But phones are not tested in pants or shirt pockets. As a result every cellphone 

manual has warnings that the phone should be kept at various distances from the body otherwise 

the human exposure limits can be exceeded. 

Here are two of many examples: 

(1) 

The BlackBerry Torch 9800 Smart Phone warns, “keep the BlackBerry device at least 

0.98 in. (25 mm) from your body (including the abdomen of pregnant women and the 

lower abdomen of teenagers).” “Lower abdomen” is an oblique reference to testicles and 

“abdomen of pregnant women” is an oblique reference to the fetus. 

(2) 

The iPhone 5's manual is embedded within the phone: Users must go to “Settings,” and 

scroll down to “General,” then scroll to the bottom to “About,” go to “Legal,” scroll 

down to “RF [MWR] Exposure” where it reads, “To reduce exposure to RF energy, use a 
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hands-free option, such as the built-in speakerphone, the supplied headphones, or other 

similar accessories. Carry iPhone at least 10 mm away from your body to ensure 

exposure levels remain at or below the as-tested [exposure limit] levels.” 

1.4.3. There is a 20 cm distance rule for tablets and laptop computers 

“For purposes of these requirements mobile1 devices are defined by the FCC as transmitters 

designed to be used in other than fixed locations and to generally be used in such a way that a 

separation distance of at least 20 cm is normally maintained between radiating structures and the 

body of the user or nearby persons” [16]. 

Clearly, this 20 cm rule contradicts the “normal operating position” regulation in the description 

“a separation distance of at least 20 cm is normally maintained.” Indeed, “laptop” computer 

directly implies that it is to be placed on a lap which is not 20 cm distant from the user. 

The growing use of tablets by young children in schools contradicts these normal tested 

conditions as well, as these children have shorter arms that do not allow them to hold devices 

20 cm from their bodies. 

2. Materials and methods 

We have performed a review of the peer-reviewed cellphone exposure epidemiology from 2009 

to 2014, and cellphone dosimetry since the 1970s from a previous paper [17], along with relevant 

governmental and other policy documents, manufacturers’ manuals and similar documents. 

3. Results 

3.1. Early development 

Here we present evidence of harmful effects from exposure to MWR during early developmental 

stages both in animals and in humans. 

3.1.1. Fetal exposures 

A study from Yale University School of Medicine exposed mice in utero to MWR [18]. The 

study reported that these mice were hyperactive and had impaired memory “due to altered 

neuronal developmental programming. Exposed mice had dose-responsive impaired 

glutamatergic synaptic transmission onto layer V pyramidal neurons of the prefrontal cortex.” 

During pregnancy the mice were irradiated by a cellphone positioned above each cage positioned 

over the feeding bottle at a distance of 4.5–22.3 cm from each mouse depending on the location 

of the mouse within the cage. Controls were under the same condition but the phone was not 

active. The observed effects were similar to attention deficit hyperactivity disorder (ADHD) in 

children. 

A Turkish study reported on a 900 MHz in utero exposure of rats [19]. “The results showed that 

prenatal EMF exposure caused a decrease in the number of granule cells in the dentate gyrus of 
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the rats (p < 0.01). This suggests that prenatal exposure to a 900 MHz EMF affects the 

development of the dentate gyrus granule cells in the rat hippocampus.” 

A Chinese study investigated effects of MWR emitted by cellphones on rat CNS, in vitro 

(cortical neuronal cells) and in vivo (rat's brain) [20]. Neuronal cells had a significantly higher 

death rate at power densities of 0.05 mW/cm2 and above. In vivo results show increased 

apoptosis with DNA fragmentation. 

3.1.2. Myelination 

A myelin sheath covering neurons acts as an insulation of the electrical activity of neurons. In 

human embryos, the first layer develops from mid-gestation to 2 years of age and continues into 

adolescence [21]. Myelination of the brain is not complete until early adulthood. 

There are two studies with reported degeneration of the myelin sheath after MWR exposure: 

A 1972 study from Poland reported myelin degeneration and glial cell proliferation in guinea 

pigs and rabbits from a 3 GHz exposure [22]. 

In 1977 Switzer & Mitchell reported a 2.45 GHz exposure in rats increased myelin degeneration 

in rat brains at 6 weeks after exposure. They concluded “The results of our study and related 

investigations by others indicated that exposures to low-intensity MW irradiation can result both 

in transient and in long-term structural anomalies in CNS tissue and may result in various 

hematologic irregularities” [23]. 

3.2. Children and adolescents 

Aydin et al. in a study of cellphone use by children and adolescents (median age 13 years), 

reported a significant risk of brain cancer and a significant exposure–response relationship for 

>2.8 years since first cellphone subscription, OR = 2.15, CI = 1.07–4.29, p-trend = 0.001 for 

increasing risk with increasing time since first subscription with operator recorded use data 

(billing records) [24]. Yet the study's conclusion states, “The absence of an exposure–response 

relationship either in terms of the amount of mobile phone use … argues against a causal 

association.” It is unclear why the conclusion directly contradicts the published results. The 

study was funded in part by cellphone companies. 

A Swedish study reported when first cellphone use began as a teenager or younger there was a 

significant ipsilateral risk of brain cancer, OR = 7.8, CI = 2.2–28, p < 0.01, and an almost 

identical ipsilateral risk from cordless phone use, OR = 7.9, CI = 2.5–25, p < 0.001 [9]. 

A Korean study found risks for ADHD in first grade (ages 7–8) children and followed them to 

ages 12–13 [25]. “The ADHD symptom risk associated with mobile phone use for voice calls but 

the association was limited to children exposed to relatively high [blood] lead [levels].” With an 

average time per cellphone call of ½ to <1 min, OR = 5.66, CI = 1.31–24.51 and for 1+ minutes 

per call, OR = 7.20, CI = 1.37–37.91, p-trend = 0.02. For children playing games for 3+ 
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minutes/day a significant risk for ADHD, OR = 1.94, CI = 1.30–2.89, p < 0.001, and p-

trend < 0.001 in the lower blood lead level group. 

Elsewhere it has been shown the low-level exposures to MWR increases the permeability of the 

blood–brain barrier [26], [27] and [28]. This suggests children exposed to lead who use 

cellphone might have increased blood lead levels in the brain. 

3.2.1. Breast cancers resulting from placement of cellphones in bras 

A case study reported 4 women who placed cellphones in their bras. Two were diagnosed at age 

21, with one who had begun placing her cellphone in her bra at age 15. This resulted in multiple 

primary breast cancers immediately beneath where the cellphone were placed [29]. 

3.2.2. Parotid gland tumors 

The parotid gland is a large salivary gland in the cheek immediately next to where a cellphone is 

held to the ear. 

A Chinese study reported statistically significant increased risks of 10- to 30-fold [30]. With 

more than 10 years since first use of a cellphone, the risk of epithelial parotid gland cancer, 

OR = 10.631, CI = 5.306–21.300, p < 10−10; similarly the risk for mucoepidermoid carcinoma, 

OR = 20.72, CI = 9.379–45.821, p < 10−13, and for average daily use of >3.5 h, OR = 30.255, 

CI = 10.799–90.456, p < 10−10. 

An Israeli Interphone study found significant risk of parotid gland tumors [31]. “For ipsilateral 

use, the odds ratios in the highest category of cumulative number of calls and call time without 

use of hands-free devices were 1.58 (95% confidence interval: 1.11, 2.24) and 1.49 (95% 

confidence interval: 1.05, 2.13), respectively.” 

Another Israeli study showed that among the 3 salivary glands, the only increase was the parotid 

gland [32]. “The total number of parotid gland cancers in Israel increased 4-fold from 1970 to 

2006 … whereas two other salivary gland cancers remained stable.” Fig. 1 illustrates the 

enormous increase in parotid gland tumors relative to other salivary gland tumors. 
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Fig. 1.  

Increase of parotid gland tumors relative to other salivary gland tumors in Israel. 

Figure options 

 Download full-size imageDownload as PowerPoint slideA newspaper in Israel 

reported “[S]alivary gland cancer, which researchers suspect to be linked to 

cellphone use, was disproportionately common among young patients. One fifth 

of those patients were under 20” [33]. 

3.2.3. Sperm damage 

Perhaps more than any other adverse health effect from exposure to MWR, damage to sperm is 

the most documented including in vitro, in vivo and human epidemiological studies. 
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A 2005 study with data collection from November 2002 to March 2004 examined the motility of 

sperm. “The proportion of slow progressive motile sperm increased with increase of the duration 

of the daily transmission time p < 0.01” [34]. 

A study of cellphone usage among men who attended an infertility clinic concluded, “Use of cell 

phones decrease the semen quality in men by decreasing the sperm count, motility, viability, and 

normal morphology. The decrease in sperm parameters was dependent on the duration of daily 

exposure to cell phones and independent of the initial semen quality” [35]. 

A Japanese study reported “This study has indicated significant decrease in sperm count 

[p = 0.004] and motility [p = 0.003] … because of exposure to MP [Mobile Phone] emission, 

respectively” [36]. 

An Australian study investigated how sperm cells are damaged by cellphone MWR. Its 

conclusions stated “RF-EMR [Radio Frequency-Electro Magnetic Radiation] in both the power 

density and frequency range of mobile phones enhances mitochondrial reactive oxygen species 

generation by human spermatozoa, decreasing the motility and vitality of these cells while 

stimulating DNA base adduct formation and, ultimately DNA fragmentation. These findings 

have clear implications for the safety of extensive mobile phone use by males of reproductive 

age, potentially affecting both their fertility and the health and well-being of their offspring” 

[37]. 

Professor Stanton A. Glantz is a Professor of Medicine at the University of California, San 

Francisco Medical School. He is also author of a renowned graduate level statistics textbook, 

Primer of Biostatistics, Seventh Edition [38]. Referring to the above four studies on sperm 

damage from MWR he concludes: 

“Taking all the information we have discussed on cell phones and sperm allows us to confidently 

conclude that exposure to cell phones adversely effects sperm.” 

A study of temperature controlled human sperm placed 3 cm beneath a laptop computer 

connected to Wi-Fi for 4 h [39] reported, “Donor sperm samples, mostly normozoospermic 

[normal sperm], exposed ex vivo during 4 h to a wireless internet-connected laptop showed a 

significant decrease in progressive sperm motility and an increase in sperm DNA 

fragmentation.” The study concluded “Ex vivo exposure of human spermatozoa to a wireless 

internet-connected laptop decreased motility and induced DNA fragmentation by a nonthermal 

effect. We speculate that keeping a laptop connected wirelessly to the internet on the lap near the 

testes may result in decreased male fertility.” 

3.3. Tumor latency times 

The average time between exposure to a carcinogen and the diagnosis of a resultant solid tumor 

is 3 or more decades. Brain tumors, like lung cancer and many other solid tumors have, on 

average, long latency times [8] and [40]. Therefore, it may be several decades before tumors 

induced by current MWR exposures in children are diagnosed. For example, the Israeli study 
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showing brain tumor risk was inverse with age had long latency times [8]. In contrast the Aydin 

et al. study had relatively short latency times [24]. 

4. Discussion 

4.1. Wireless device exposure limit certification 

The FCC has approved two processes to certify that a wireless device meets the required 

exposure limit: 

(1) 

The computer simulation process, and 

(2) 

The Specific Anthropomorphic Mannequin (SAM) process. 

The computer simulation process is discussed above. 

The SAM process is based on a plastic mannequin representing the top 10% largest U.S. military 

recruits in 1989. Any head smaller than SAM will absorb more MWR (∼97% of the U.S. 

population) [17]. A liquid with the average adult absorption properties of the 40 tissues of the 

head is poured into a hole at the top of this head. A robotic arm with an electric field probe is 

positioned within the mannequin such that the location of the highest electric field is located 

within any one cubic centimeter volume. A cellphone to be certified is clamped to either side of 

SAM (see Fig. 2). The electric fields values are used to calculate the maximum spatial peak 

Specific Absorption Rate (SAR) for any 1 g of tissue (equivalent to 1 cm3 volume). If the 

maximum SAR is at or below the U.S. exposure limit of 1.6 W/kg the phone is certified for sale 

without regard to the ±30% tolerance of the SAM certification process [41]. 
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Fig. 2.  

SAM Phantom. The red devices are clamps to hold the cellphone in a specified location. 

“CTIA” is the Cellular Telecommunications Industry Association. 

Source: Speag Phantom Product Flyer. 
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capabilities of the two cellphone certification processes. 

Table 1.  

A comparison of the capability to measure SAR using the computer simulation 

certification process or the SAM certification process for various exposures. 
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Attribute 
SAM 

process 

FDTD 

process 
Comments 

Children's exposure No Yes Multiple ages 

Pregnant women's 

exposure 
No Yes 1, 3 and 9 months 

Female exposure No Yes  

Specific tissue 

parameters 
No Yes  

3-D resolution ∼1 cm3 <1 mm3  

Relative cost Higher Lower  

Medical implant 

exposure 
No Yes  

Testicle exposure No Yes  

Female breast exposure No Yes With and without wire frame bra 

Eye exposure No Yes 
With and without wire frame 

eyeglasses 

Thyroid gland exposure No Yes With and without metal necklace 

Parotid gland exposure No Yes With and without dental braces 

Adapted from Gandhi et al. [17]. 

Table options 

 View in workspaceDownload as CSVAs can be seen in Table 1 the SAM process 

is not capable of determining the MWR absorption as measured by SAR in every 

category except the relative cost and volume resolution. Nevertheless, the SAM 

process has been exclusively used to certify every cellphone to date. 

4.2. Cellphone manual warnings and 20 cm distance rule 

In spite of an FCC regulation “For purposes of evaluating compliance with localized SAR 

guidelines, portable devices should be tested or evaluated based on normal operating positions or 

conditions” [15], this regulation is ignored by the FCC. Holding a cellphone at a defined distance 

from your body is not “based on normal operating positions”! 

For laptop computers, tablets and similar devices, an exposure limit that begins at a distance of 

20 cm is not “based on normal operating positions.” Indeed the very term “laptop” computer 

defines the normal operating position, which when placed on the lap is not 20 cm distant. 
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4.3. Increasing brain cancer incidence 

There are studies showing an increased risk of brain cancer from wireless phone use. It is a 

current problem. The worst brain cancer, glioblastoma, has increased in the United States, and 

Denmark. Brain cancer incidence has increased in Australia in recent years. These results are 

based on brain cancer incidence from each country's cancer registries. 

A United States study examined 3 cancer registries (Los Angeles County, California and SEER 

122) [42]. It examined incidence rates between years 1992–2006 and reported the Average 

Percent Change (APC) during those years. “RESULTS: Increased AAIRs [Age-Adjusted 

Incidence Rates] of frontal (APC +2.4–3.0%, p ≤ 0.001) and temporal (APC +1.3–2.3%, 

p ≤ 0.027) lobe glioblastoma multiforme (GBM) tumors were observed across all registries … 

The AAIR of cerebellar GBMs increased according to CCR (APC +11.9%, p < 0.001).” 

The Danish Cancer Registry issued a press release that stated, “The number of men who are 

diagnosed with the most malignant form of brain cancer (glioblastoma), has almost doubled over 

the past ten years” [43]. 

The Australian study reported, “an overall significant increase in primary malignant brain tumors 

was observed over the study period from 2000 to 2008 (APC, 3.9; 95%CI, 2.4–5.4), particularly 

since 2004 (overall AAPC, 3.9; 95% CI, 2.6–5.2)” [44]. 

4.4. Selling toys for infants and toddlers 

The iPad, tablets, laptop computers and cellphones are not children's toys. Within 20 cm of the 

device, the exposure limit can be exceeded with iPads and laptop computers. Fig. 3, Fig. 

4 and Fig. 5 are examples of toys for sale (there are many more similar toys). 

 Fig. 3.  

An iPad placed within a rattle. Note the device is immediately over the boy's testicles. 
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Figure options 

Fig. 4.  

2-in-1 iPotty with Activity Seat for iPad. 

 Download full-size imageDownload as PowerPoint slide

<img 

class="figure large" border="0" alt="Full-size image (23 K)" src="http://origin-

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2213879X14000583
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2213879X14000583#gr4
http://services.elsevier.com/SDWebExport/export/figure/S2213879X14000583/1-s2.0-S2213879X14000583-gr4.jpg/ppt
http://services.elsevier.com/SDWebExport/export/figure/S2213879X14000583/1-s2.0-S2213879X14000583-gr4.jpg/ppt
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2213879X14000583#gr5
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2213879X14000583#gr5
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2213879X14000583#gr4
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2213879X14000583#gr5


ars.els-cdn.com/content/image/1-s2.0-S2213879X14000583-gr5.jpg" data-

thumbEID="1-s2.0-S2213879X14000583-gr5.sml" data-imgEIDs="1-s2.0-

S2213879X14000583-gr5.jpg" data-fullEID="1-s2.0-S2213879X14000583-

gr5.jpg"> 

Fig. 5.  

An iPad for entertaining a baby. 

Figure options 

 Download full-size imageDownload as PowerPoint slide4.5. Digital dementia 

Digital dementia also referred to as FOMO (Fear Of Missing Out) is a real concern. A science 

publication's review article describes the problem in great depth [45]. An empirical study of the 

problem was published in 2013 [46]. 

4.6. Governmental warnings 

Many countries have issue warning about children's cellphone use. Some examples are: 

Turkey 2013: 

 Governor Aksoy Huseyin, of the Samsun province announced he would launch a 

cellphone campaign to bring awareness of their hazards. 

 

Belgium 2013: 

 The Public Health Minister bans cellphone sales for children under 7 years old. 

Advertisements are also banned during children's TV programs. 

 

Australia 2013: 

 The federal government created a fact sheet providing citizens ways to reduce exposure 

from wireless devices. The agency advises parents to limit children's exposure to 

cellphones. 

 

France, 2010 

 Laws make advertising cellphones to children under the age of 12 illegal. 
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The risk to children and adolescent from exposure to microwave radiating devices is 

considerable. Adults have a smaller but very real risk, as well. 

(1) 

Children absorb greater amount of microwave radiation (MWR) than adults; 

(2) 

MWR is a Class 2B (possible) carcinogen as is carbon black, carbon tetrachloride, 

chloroform, DDT, lead, nickel, phenobarbital, styrene, diesel fuel, and gasoline. It seems 

clear that we would not expose children to these other agents, so why would we expose 

children to microwave radiation? 

(3) 

Fetuses are even more vulnerable than children. Therefore pregnant women should avoid 

exposing their fetus to microwave radiation. 

(4) 

Adolescent girls and women should not place cellphones in their bras or in hijabs. 

(5) 

Cellphone manual warnings make clear an overexposure problem exists. 

(6) 

Wireless devices are radio transmitters, not toys. Selling toys that use them should be 

banned. 

(7) 

Government warnings have been issued but most of the public are unaware of such 

warnings. 

(8) 

Exposure limits are inadequate and should be revised such that they are adequate. 

 

  



Empty Churches Go On Sale in Europe as Christian Faith Declines 

byDoctor JazzFollow forDoctor Jazz Mon Jan 12, 2015 at 10:13 PM PST 

In what the Orthodox Christian Network calls an "alarming trend," The Wall Street Journal 

featured a page one article this weekend– Europe’s Empty Churches Go on Sale as the number 

of attendees has diminished over many years. 

. . . “the closing of Europe’s churches reflects the rapid weakening of the (Christian) faith in 

Europe, a phenomenon that is painful to both worshipers and others who see religion as a 

unifying factor in a disparate society.”  By example, the Netherlands is projected to close 2/3 of 

its Roman Catholic churches in the next decade.  

Pew Research Center data, presented by the Wall Street Journal, highlights the degree to which 

the European population reports no religious affiliation:  France (28%), Germany (24.7%), Italy 

(12.4%), Netherlands (42.1%), and the United Kingdom (21.3%).  By contrast, 16.4% of the 

United States population is unaffiliated with any religion. 

The Netherlands at 42%!  The former Roman Catholic church of St. Joseph in Arnhem, 

Netherlands, has been converted into, of all things, a skate board park. Skaters are inspired to 

execute backside flips under the watchful eye of a mosaic image of God's only Son. "Whoa, 

Dude!--who needs religion when you can see Jesus after a couple of tokes and a boardslide?" 

The Skate Hall may not last long. The once-stately church is streaked with water damage and 

badly needs repair; the city sends the skaters tax bills; and the Roman Catholic Church, which 

still owns the building, is trying to sell it at a price they can’t afford.  

“We’re in no-man’s-land,” says Collin Versteegh, the youthful 46-year-old who runs the 

operation, rolling cigarettes between denouncing local politicians. “We have no room to 

maneuver anywhere.” 

There was no mention of what kind of cigarettes Versteegh was rolling.  

The closing of Europe’s churches is a result of flagging faith and empty pews, but it is mostly 

Christians who are losing their faith. Several other religions have not experienced the same 

decline. Orthodox Judaism has remained relatively steady and primarily because of immigration, 

Islam has actually grown. 

The number of Muslims in Europe grew from about 4.1% of the total European population in 

1990 to about 6% in 2010, and it is projected to reach 8%, or 58 million people, by 2030, 

according to Washington’s Pew Research Center. 

European countries in general have seen substantial declines, but it is the Netherlands leading the 

way. The Catholic Church predicts that two-thirds of its churches will be retired from holy 

service within a decade and 700 Protestant churches are expected to be decommissioned within 

four years. While the U.S. has avoided a similar wave of church closings for now, recent trends 

lead religious researchers to say the country could face the same problem in coming years. 

Every piece of social data suggests that those who favor faith and superstition over fact-based 

evidence will become the minority in this country by or before the end of this century. In fact, 
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the number of Americans who do not believe in a deity doubled in the last decade of the previous 

century according to both the census of 2004 and the American Religious Identification Survey 

(ARIS) of 2008, with religious non-belief in the U.S. rising from 8.2 percent in 1990 to 14.2 

percent in 2001. In 2013, that number is now above 16 percent. 

http://www.salon.com/...  

Americans who answer "none" when asked for their religious affiliation are the fastest growing 

"religious" group in the United States. About two-thirds of them say they are former believers. 

Americans raised in Christian households are turning away from the religion of their parents. CJ 

Werleman credits "the advancement of human understanding: greater access to information; the 

scandals of the Catholic Church; and the over-zealousness of the Christian Right,"  for this trend. 

Every denomination in the U.S. is losing both affiliation and church attendance. In some ways 

the country is a half-generation behind the declining rate of Christianity in other western 

countries like the U.K., Australia, Germany, Sweden, Norway, France, and the Netherlands. In 

those countries, what were once churches are now art galleries, cafes and pubs. In Germany more 

than 50 percent say they do not believe in any god, and this number is declining rapidly. In the 

U.K., church attendances have halved since the 1970s. 

The religious institutions in the U.S. and their political wing, the Republican Party, are acutely 

aware of and sensitive to this data. Within a few days of the WSJ article American religious 

organizations published numerous responses on the internet. Some comments from an alternative 

Mormon blog site are interesting: 

There are currently 81 temples in the U.S. From what I see mostly older people go to the temple 

regularly. The other day I was talking to a sister who told me that they were given a specific 

"assignment" to attend the temple twice a month. I'm sure one of the reasons the church hashes 

and re-hashes temple attendance every month is because of this trend (other reasons include 

keeping the tithing money flowing).  

The younger U.S. population is becoming more secular. You can see this with U.S. missions 

being consolidated and missionaries struggling to find people to teach. The leadership of the 

church is still using a 1950's playbook view of the church. 

http://forum.newordermormon.org/...  

I believe that the driving force behind many Republican policies is their fear of this wane of 

Christianity. The anti-science, anti-family planning, anti-public education agenda is all an 

attempt to keep common citizens ill-informed and more likely to accept a leap of faith, trickle 

down governance they proselytize.  Even though it may seem that the fundamentalist 

Christian/Republican gains last November, along with the overtly racist reaction to Obama's 

presidency, have set our goals of an enlightened citizenry and a Progressive Democracy back, the 

recent victories in marriage equality, legalization of marijuana, the internet and alternative 

interactive media sites like Daily Kos, combined with the trending demographic shifts toward 

diversity and away from organized religion reassure me that this setback is only temporary. 

But I ramble, as I often do. So that is all for now. 

http://www.salon.com/2014/03/25/calling_the_christian_right_soon_you_will_be_outnumbered_partner/
http://forum.newordermormon.org/viewtopic.php?f=2&t=41090


 

Drone strikes in Pakistan only 4% of drone victims in Pakistan named as al Qaeda members 

October 16, 2014 by Jack Serle 

 

CIA drones targeted but missed al Qaeda leader Ayman al Zawahiri in this strike in 2006 

(AFP/Getty) 

As the number of US drone strikes in Pakistan hits 400, research by the Bureau of Investigative 

Journalism finds that fewer than 4% of the people killed have been identified by available 

http://www.thebureauinvestigates.com/category/projects/drones/drones-pakistan/
http://www.thebureauinvestigates.com/author/jack-serle/
http://www.thebureauinvestigates.com/
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records as named members of al Qaeda. This calls in to question US Secretary of State John 

Kerry’s claim last year that only “confirmed terrorist targets at the highest level” were fired at. 

The Bureau’s Naming the Dead project has gathered the names and, where possible, the details 

of people killed by CIA drones in Pakistan since June 2004. On October 11 an attack brought the 

total number of drone strikes in Pakistan up to 400. 

The names of the dead have been collected over a year of research in and outside Pakistan, using 

a multitude of sources. These include both Pakistani government records leaked to the Bureau, 

and hundreds of open source reports in English, Pashtun and Urdu. 

Naming the Dead has also drawn on field investigations conducted by the Bureau’s researchers 

in Pakistan and other organisations, including Amnesty International, Reprieve and the Centre 

for Civilians in Conflict. 

Only 704 of the 2,379 dead have been identified, and only 295 of these were reported to be 

members of some kind of armed group. Few corroborating details were available for those who 

were just described as militants. More than a third of them were not designated a rank, and 

almost 30% are not even linked to a specific group. Only 84 are identified as members of al 

Qaeda – less than 4% of the total number of people killed. 

These findings “demonstrate the continuing complete lack of transparency surrounding US drone 

operations,” said Mustafa Qadri, Pakistan researcher for Amnesty International. 

Pakistan drone strike 

deaths in numbers 

Total killed 2,379 

Total named as militants 295 

Total named as al Qaeda 84 

Total named 704 

  

When asked for a comment on the Bureau’s investigation, US National Security Council 

spokeswoman Caitlin Hayden said that strikes were only carried out when there was “near-

certainty” that no civilians would be killed. 

“The death of innocent civilians is something that the U.S. Government seeks to avoid if at all 

possible. In those rare instances in which it appears non-combatants may have been killed or 

injured, after-action reviews have been conducted to determine why, and to ensure that we are 

taking the most effective steps to minimise such risk to non-combatants in the future,” said 

Hayden. 

http://www.thebureauinvestigates.com/2014/10/16/only-4-of-drone-victims-in-pakistan-named-as-al-qaeda-members/www.thebureauinvestigates.com/namingthedead/?lang=en


“Associated forces” 

The Obama administration’s stated legal justification for such strikes is based partly on the right 

to self-defence in response to an imminent threat. This has proved controversial as leaked 

documents show the US believes determining if a terrorist is an imminent threat “does not 

require the United States to have clear evidence that a specific attack on US persons and interests 

will take place in the immediate future.” 

The legal basis for the strikes also stems from the Authorisation for the Use of Military Force 

(Aumf) – a law signed by Congress three days after the September 11 2001 terrorist attacks. It 

gives the president the right to use “all necessary and appropriate force” against those behind the 

attacks on the US, wherever they are. 

The text of Aumf does not name any particular group. But the president, in a major foreign 

policy speech in May 2013, said this includes “al Qaeda, the Taliban and its associated forces”. 

Nek Mohammed 

speaks at a Jirga three weeks before he died in a CIA drone strike (Reuters/Kamran Wazir) 

It is not clear who is deemed to be “associated” with the Taliban. Hayden told the Bureau that 

“an associated force is an organised armed group that has entered the fight alongside al Qaeda 

and is a co-belligerent with al Qaeda in hostilities against the United States or its coalition 

partners.” 

The CIA itself does not seem to know the affiliation of everyone they kill. Secret CIA documents 

recording the identity, rank and affiliation of people targeted and killed in strikes between 2006 

to 2008 and 2010 to 2011 were leaked to the McClatchy news agency in April 2013. They 

identified hundreds of those killed as simply Afghan or Pakistani fighters, or as “unknown”. 

http://msnbcmedia.msn.com/i/msnbc/sections/news/020413_DOJ_White_Paper.pdf
http://msnbcmedia.msn.com/i/msnbc/sections/news/020413_DOJ_White_Paper.pdf
http://news.findlaw.com/hdocs/docs/terrorism/sjres23.enr.html
http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2013/05/23/remarks-president-national-defense-university
http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2013/05/23/remarks-president-national-defense-university
http://www.mcclatchydc.com/2013/04/09/188062/obamas-drone-war-kills-others.html
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Determining the affiliation even of those deemed to be “Taliban” is problematic. The movement 

has two branches: one, the Afghan Taliban, is fighting US and allied forces, and trying to re-

establish the ousted Taliban government of Mullah Omar in Kabul. The other, the Pakistani 

Taliban or the TTP, is mainly focused on toppling the Pakistani state, putting an end to 

democracy and establishing a theocracy based on extreme ideology. Although the US did not 

designate the TTP as a foreign terrorist organisation until September 2010, the group and its 

precursors are known to have worked with the Afghan Taliban. 

According to media reports, the choice of targets has not always reflected the priorities of the US 

alone. In April last year the McClatchy news agency reported the US used its drones to kill 

militants in Pakistan’s tribal areas in exchange for Pakistani help in targeting al Qaeda members. 

Three days before the McClatchy report, the New York Times revealed the first known US drone 

strike in Pakistan, on June 17 2004, was part of a secret deal with Pakistan to gain access to its 

airspace. The CIA agreed to kill the target, Nek Mohammed, in exchange for permission for its 

drones to go after the US’s enemies. 

“Judging by the sheer volume of strikes and the reliable estimates of total casualties, it is very 

unlikely that the majority of victims are senior commanders” Mustafa Qadri Amnesty 

International 

The “butcher of Swat” 

Senior militants have been killed in the CIA’s 10-year drone campaign in Pakistan. But as the 

Bureau’s work indicates, it is far from clear that they constitute the only or even the majority of 

people killed in these strikes. 

“Judging by the sheer volume of strikes and the reliable estimates of total casualties, it is very 

unlikely that the majority of victims are senior commanders,” says Amnesty’s Qadri. 

The Bureau has only found 111 of those killed in Pakistan since 2004 described as a senior 

commander of any armed group – just 5% of the total. Research by the New America Foundation 

estimated the proportion of senior commanders to be even lower, at just 2%. 

 

http://www.state.gov/r/pa/prs/ps/2010/09/146545.htm
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Waliur Rehman talks to the Associated Press less than two years before his death (AP 

Photo/Ishtiaq Mahsud) 

Among them are men linked to serious crimes. Men such as Ibne Amin, known as the “butcher 

of Swat” for the barbaric treatment he and his men meted out on the residents of the Swat valley 

in 2008 and 2009. 

Others include Abu Khabab al Masri, an al Qaeda chemical weapons expert. Drones also killed 

Hakimullah and Baitullah Mehsud, and Wali Ur Rehman – all senior leaders of the TTP. 

There are 73 more people recorded in Naming the Dead who are described as mid-ranking 

members of armed groups. However someone’s rank is not necessarily a reliable guide to their 

importance in the organisation. 

“I think it really depends on what they are,” Rez Jan, a senior Pakistan analyst at the American 

Enterprise Institute think tank told the Bureau. “You can be a mid-level guy who is involved in 

[improvised explosive device] production or training in bomb making or planting, or combat 

techniques and have a fairly lethal impact in that manner.” 

Rashid Rauf, a British citizen killed in a November 2008 drone strike in Pakistan, is one al 

Qaeda member who appears to have had an impact despite not rising to the organisation’s 

highest echelons. 

He acted as a point of contact between the perpetrators of the July 7 2005 attacks on the London 

Underground and their al Qaeda controllers. He also filled a similar role linking al Qaeda central 

with the men planning to bring down several airliners flying from London to the US in the 2006 

“liquid bomb plot”. 

The Bureau has only been able to establish information about the alleged roles of just 21 of those 

killed. Even this mostly consists of basic descriptions such as “logistician” or “the equivalent of 

a colonel.” 

Note: This story contains a clarification. 4% of people who have been killed by CIA drone strikes 

have been named and positively identified as members of al Qaeda by available records. Of the 

drone strike victims who have been named, 12% are identified as al Qaeda.  

Australian PM says he'll now use Daesh instead of Isil for 'death cult' – but why?  

Tony Abbott says the new name deprives the group of legitimacy, but why do its members hate it 

and what makes naming them so complicated? 

Islamic State fighters parade through Raqqa in Syria. Photograph: Reuters  

Fred McConnell 

Tony Abbott has announced that from now he will refer to the Islamic State group as “Daesh”, 

on the grounds that the terminology deprives the group of legitimacy among Muslims.  
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“Daesh hates being referred to by this term, and what they don’t like has an instinctive appeal to 

me,’’ the Australian prime minister told the Herald Sun. 

“I absolutely refuse to refer to it by the title that it claims for itself [Islamic State], because I 

think this is a perversion of religion and a travesty of governance.” 

Western leaders and media have struggled for a consistent terminology to identify the group, 

which was initially known in English as the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant (Isil), then the 

Islamic State of Iraq and al-Sham (Isis) and subsequently often simply as Islamic State (IS). Al-

Sham is often translated as Syria but can also refer specifically to Damascus or even the entire 

Levant region. 

“Islamic State” is near enough a literal translation from the group’s name in Arabic, Al Dawla al-

Islamyia, yet the original is more of a religious concept than a political one. Our translation is 

misleading because it implies a western conception of bureaucratic statehood. 

The Arabic equivalent relates to the Qur’anic ideal of a universal Islamic community or umma, 

united by faith and spirituality, and bound in religious terms by sharia. No matter what term the 

media use, English cannot adequately capture that meaning. 

In that light, Abbott’s insistence on “Daesh” seems like a canny workaround. He, like the French 

president, François Hollande, is essentially saying: you don’t get to name yourselves. It solves 

the problem both of legitimacy and of semantically flawed translations. 

Daesh is also an acronym, but of the Arabic words that mean the same as Isis: Al Dawla al-

Islamyia fil Iraq wa’al Sham. 

http://www.heraldsun.com.au/news/pm-tony-abbott-baits-jihadis-with-hated-daesh-tag/story-fni0fiyv-1227181490381
http://www.theguardian.com/world/syria
http://www.theguardian.com/world/iraq


As such, it loses all meaning in non-Arabic contexts. With Daesh – or Da’ish, with the emphasis 

on a long “e” – the Islamic association is nowhere to be found. Abbott manages to further neuter 

the term by mispronouncing it “Dash”. Perhaps this itself is a subtle power move. 

It is not just the lack of the word “Islamic” in the new term that frustrates Isis. In adopting the 

term Abbott joins many Arabic speakers who also use Daesh. 

In Arabic, the word lends itself to being snarled with aggression. As Simon Collis, the British 

ambassador to Iraq told the Guardian’s Ian Black: “Arabic speakers spit out the name Da’ish 

with different mixtures of contempt, ridicule and hostility. Da’ish is always negative.” 

And if that wasn’t infuriating enough for the militants, Black reports that the acronym has 

already become an Arabic word in its own right, with a plural – daw’aish – meaning “bigots who 

impose their views on others”. 

US general rebrands Isis 'Daesh' after requests from regional partners  

Alan Yuhasin New York Friday 19 December 2014  

Leader of operations against group uses alternative name – a pejorative in Arabic that rejects 

fighters’ claims on Islam 

 

An Isis fighter holds a flag and a weapon on a street in the city of Mosul, 23 June 2014. Photograph: 

Stringer Iraq/Reuters.  What a joke here! Does it look like there is a fight going on or just some guy on 

Facebook? In fact, isn’t that me running up the steps at the courthouse in Aberdeen? Yes, it was me, I 

missed the ISIS guy altogether as he was just dressed like John Mota! 

http://www.theguardian.com/world/shortcuts/2014/sep/21/islamic-state-isis-isil-daesh
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A top Pentagon general has informally rebranded the jihadists of Isis with the name “Daesh” 

after allies in the middle east asked he not use the group’s other monikers for fear they legitimize 

its ambitions of an Islamic state. 

Lieutenant General James Terry almost exclusively used Daesh in reference to the militants at a 

press conference Thursday, although the Pentagon’s policy to primarily use “Isil” – an acronym 

for “the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant” – has not changed. 

Terry, who leads US operations against Isis in Iraq, said partners in the region had asked him not 

to use the terms Islamic State, Isil or Isis (the Islamic State in Iraq and Syria). Secretary of state 

John Kerry has also shifted his language in recent weeks, using Daesh 16 times and Isil only 

twice during remarks to Nato counterparts in Belgium. Retired general John Allen, the US envoy 

to coordinate the coalition against Isis, also prefers Daesh. French president Francois Hollande 

has used Daesh interchangeably with the group’s other names. 

Daesh is also an acronym for an Arabic variation of the group’s name: al-Dawla al-Islamyia fil 

Iraq wa’al Sham. Most of the middle east and many Muslims abroad use Daesh, saying that 

although the jihadists have declared the nebulous region they control a caliphate, they neither 

adhere to Islam nor control a real state. Islamic clerics in particular have taken issue with the 

terms that include “Islamic State”. A group of British imams has suggested to prime minister 

David Cameron that he call the group “the Un-Islamic State”. 

Supporters of Isis dislike Daesh because it separates Islam from their mission, and also because 

the term has become a pejorative in Arabic. Describing the word’s history, the Guardian’s 

middle east editor Ian Black wrote in September that Daesh has taken on a meaning beyond the 

jihadists’ control: “in the plural form – ‘daw’aish’ – it means bigots who impose their views on 

others.”  

Isis itself has gone through many iterations and held shifting titles. It began in 1999 as Jamaat al-

Tawhid wal-Jihad, became al-Qaida in Iraq and then the Islamic State in Iraq under Abu Bakr al-

Baghdadi, adopted “al-Sham”, and finally set out to be simply “the Islamic State”. 

When Isis attempted to rebrand itself “the Islamic State” in September, residents in the Iraqi city 

of Mosul told the Associated Press that the jihadists “threatened to cut the tongue of anyone who 

publicly used the acronym Daesh … saying it shows defiance and disrespect”.  

US-led coalition launches 39 air strikes against Isis forces in Syria and Iraq  

Friday 26 December 2014 Reuters in Washington 

Fighters, bombers and remotely controlled aircraft hit 19 targets in Syria and 20 in Iraq as Isis 

claims costly attack in Madain  

I only run this article so as to see the sheer size of the bombs being dropped on alleged ISIS 

fighters. You cannot believe with this size ordnance they are not killing hundreds of civilians 

and children as well as destroying Assad’s infrastructure to overthrow his regime (regime 

change) as was always the intent, in our corporate regime’s overthrowing yet another 

nationalistic leader and taking control of their oil, pipelines, raw materials and waterways! 
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Smoke rises after a US-led coalition air strike on the Islamic State targets in Kobane (Ayn al-arab) 

border city of Syria on 25 December. Photograph: Anadolu Agency/Getty Images  

 

In a photograph taken in October, an air strike hits Tilsehir hill near the Syrian-Turkish border. 

Photograph: Bulent Kilic/AFP/Getty Images  
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Saturday 10 January 2015 10.19 EST  

American-led forces have launched 12 air strikes against Islamic State (Isis) militants in Syria 

since Friday, all but one of them near the contested city of Kobani, the US military said on 

Saturday. 

The strikes near Kobani hit two large Isis units and destroyed 15 of its fighting positions, the 

Combined Joint Task Force said in a statement. They also destroyed an Isis building and one 

tactical unit, it said.  

Another strike in Syria, near al-Hasakah, destroyed two Isis guard facilities, the statement said. 

The US and partner nations also launched three air strikes in Iraq, striking an Isis-controlled 

bridge near Erbil, destroying two militant vehicles near Ramadi and two Isis fighting positions 

near Mosul, the task force said. 

Air strikes began in Iraq on 8 August and Syria on 23 September, after Isis fighters took control 

of large areas of Iraq and Syria. 

Separately, Syrian state television and a group monitoring the conflict said three Isis activists had 

been killed in the east of the country, the third attack on the movement in the area reported this 

week.  

The latest incident occurred in or around the town of al-Boleel in Deir al-Zor province – not far 

from where a senior figure in Isis’s self-declared police force was said to have been killed on 

Tuesday and at least three members of the group were reported abducted on Wednesday.  

Syrian state TV said the latest attack was carried out by “the popular resistance in the eastern 

region”. An Isis vehicle was targeted and three people inside were killed, the TV station reported 

in a headline flashed on screen.  

The Syrian Observatory for Human Rights, a British-based organisation that draws on a network 

of activists to track the war, said preliminary reports indicated that three Isis activists had been 

killed. It identified the target as Isis’ office in Al-Boleel. The killings occurred after midnight on 

Friday, it said.  

“After the attack, Islamic State carried out an arrest campaign,” said Rami Abdulrahman, 

director of the Observatory. He said Islamic State had confiscated internet equipment in the area, 

hindering the Observatory’s reporting.  

Isis controls nearly all of Deir al-Zor province, which stretches from its stronghold in the Syrian 

province of Raqqa to the border with Iraq and links together its self-declared caliphate in the two 

countries.  

An Egyptian man, who was a senior member of Isis’s police force, was found decapitated in the 

town of Al Mayadeen, the Observatory said on Tuesday. “This is evil, you Sheikh” was written 

on his body and a cigarette was in his mouth.  

Islamic State bans smoking in areas under its control, in line with its strict interpretation of 

Islam.  

http://www.theguardian.com/world/isis
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The ambush reported by the Observatory on Wednesday targeted a vehicle used by the Isis 

police force in al-Mayadeen. Unidentified gunmen abducted at least three Isis activists who had 

been in the vehicle, Abdulrahman said.  

As with other areas under its rule, Isis has crushed any dissent in Deir al-Zor province, where the 

group’s control expanded rapidly after it seized Mosul in June. Isis executed 700 members of one 

rebellious tribe, the Sheitaat, the Observatory reported in August.  

Unidentified opponents of Isis have mounted attacks on the group, picking off its activists 

whenever they can in a violent campaign against its rule. 

US forces and their allies staged 39 air strikes on Islamic State (Isis) forces in Iraq and Syria on 

Thursday and Friday, the Combined Joint Task Force said. 

Fighters, bombers and remotely controlled aircraft hit 19 targets in Syria while 20 strikes were 

carried out in Iraq, a statement said. The statement was updated, after a previous release said 31 

strikes had been carried out on Friday. 

The strikes in Syria were concentrated on an area near the city of Kobani and destroyed 

buildings, a staging area and several fighting positions. Two large Isis units and four tactical 

units also were hit.  

Two air strikes near Al Hasakah and one near Ar Raqqah also caused damage.  

In Iraq, air strikes hit near Al Asad, Sinjar, Mosul, Al Qaim, Baiji, Kirkuk and Tal Afar, 

destroying or damaging a rocket system, vehicles, tactical units and fighting positions, the 

statement said. 

Isis, meanwhile, claimed it carried out a suicide bombing south of Baghdad on Wednesday that 

targeted Sunni fighters who oppose the jihadists. Thirty-eight people were killed in the attack. 

The bomber attacked the fighters, known as Sahwa, while they were gathering near a military 

base in Madain to receive their pay. At least 56 people were wounded. 

Isis claimed the attack in a message posted online, and identified the bomber as Saifeddin al-

Ansari. 

US-led air strikes against Isis militants began in Iraq on 8 August and in Syria on 23 September. 

On Thursday, the father of a Jordanian pilot who was taken prisoner by Isis fighters after his jet 

came down near the Syrian city of Raqqa pleaded for his son to be well-treated. 

The loss of the Jordanian plane was the first suffered by the US-led coalition. 

The group has executed captured Iraqi and Syrian Muslim soldiers, but the pilot’s father, Safi 

Yousef al-Kaseasbeh, said: “I direct a message to our generous brothers of the Islamic State in 

Syria: to host my son, the pilot Muadh, with generous hospitality. I ask God that their hearts are 

gathered together with love, and that he is returned to his family, wife and mother.” 

He added: “We are all Muslims.” 
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A look At CISPA 2015 

January 13, 2015  

The Cyber Intelligence Sharing and Protection Act (CISPA) is the bill in the US Congress 

that just refuses to die. Like a zombie, it keeps rising from the dead to harass cyber 

activists and civil liberties advocates. In a slight reprieve, Representative Mike Rogers, 

CISPA’s previous co-sponsor, has announced that he will not run for re-election. Never one 

to waste an opportunity for a crisis, a House Democrat, Representative Dutch 

Ruppersberger, has decided to re-introduce CISPA after the Sony hacks, which the US 

government blames on North Korea. 

The full text of the reintroduced CISPA bill can be found here RUPPER_001_xml-1 

Even though CISPA 2015 was introduced last Thursday, for some reason, the text of the bill has 

not appeared on Congress.gov. Earlier today, I called Representative Ruppersberger’s office to 

get a copy of the bill. 

Under CISPA 2015 (HR 234), the Secretary of Homeland Security, the Attorney General, the 

Director of National Intelligence, and the Secretary of Defense would create the cyber threat 

information sharing program and also provide oversight for the program’s civil liberties 

protections. This is akin to allowing the foxes to guard the hen house. CISPA 2015 also 

mandates privacy and civil liberties reports, but allows government agencies to classify the 

annexes to the reports. In other words, CISPA 2015 does not intend to have any real oversight 

for civil liberties and privacy. Cyber threat information shared with the government would also 

be exempt from the Freedom of Information Act and would be a serious blow to transparency in 

government. Perhaps the worst thing about the CISPA 2015 bill is that it would give immunity 

from criminal prosecution and lawsuits to anyone sharing cyber threat information with the 

government. CISPA 2015 would provide for an even cozier relationship between Silicon Valley 

and the US government at the detriment of civil liberties and privacy for everyone else. 

CISPA 2015 has now been referred to the House Committees on the Judiciary, Armed Services, 

Homeland Security, and Intelligence.  

Obama makes another move on cybersecurity 

 By Cory Bennett - 01/13/15  

President Obama is launching an initiative to encourage government agencies and the private 

sector to share more information about cyber threats. 

The president will announce the proposal during a speech at the Department of Homeland 

Security (DHS) on Tuesday afternoon. The move builds on a series of White House legislative 
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proposals unveiled Monday aimed at creating federal standards for data breach notifications and 

bolstering privacy protections for students. 

Cyber threat information sharing has been a controversial issue on Capitol Hill in recent years. 

While most agree the government and private sector must work more closely together to better 

defend the nation’s infrastructure from cyberattacks, privacy and civil liberties advocates have 

fought against legislation that could possibly enhance the collection of Americans’ personal 

information. 

Find out who the crooks are at this site: 

http://www.opensecrets.org/politicians/contrib.php?cycle=Career&cid=N00001811 

For instance: Top Contributors Representative Lamar Smith 

Campaign Finance Cycle: 
Career

 

Contributor Total Indivs PACs 

National Auto Dealers Assn  $100,650 $0 $100,650 

AT&T Inc  $96,900 $7,100 $89,800 

USAA  $94,800 $18,850 $75,950 

Dell Inc  $91,046 $51,050 $39,996 

National Cable & Telecommunications Assn  $80,392 $2,000 $78,392 

Valero Energy  $73,500 $8,750 $64,750 

Zachry Construction  $67,050 $50,550 $16,500 

National Assn of Realtors  $62,560 $0 $62,560 

American Bankers Assn  $62,000 $0 $62,000 

American Institute of CPAs  $59,000 $0 $59,000 

Microsoft Corp  $55,500 $1,000 $54,500 

http://www.opensecrets.org/politicians/contrib.php?cycle=Career&cid=N00001811


Contributor Total Indivs PACs 

Verizon Communications  $53,750 $0 $53,750 

Comcast Corp  $51,000 $10,000 $41,000 

Time Warner  $50,000 $3,500 $46,500 

National Assn of Home Builders  $49,600 $0 $49,600 

American Medical Assn  $47,800 $0 $47,800 

National Beer Wholesalers Assn  $47,800 $0 $47,800 

iHeartMedia Inc  $47,050 $34,550 $12,500 

Barger Broadcast Investments  $46,800 $46,800 $0 

Phoenix Management  $44,150 $44,150 $0 

This table lists the top donors to this candidate in 1989-2014. The organizations themselves did 

not donate, rather the money came from the organizations' PACs, their individual members 

or employees or owners, and those individuals' immediate families. Organization totals include 

subsidiaries and affiliates. 

Why (and How) We Use Donors' Employer/Occupation Information 

METHODOLOGY 

NOTE: All the numbers on this page are for 1989-2014 and based on Federal Election 

Commission data available electronically on Sunday, December 14, 2014. ("Help! The numbers 

don't add up...")  

Feel free to distribute or cite this material, but please credit the Center for Responsive Politics. 

For permission to reprint for commercial uses, such as textbooks, contact the Center.  
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Shrinking Battleground: Every 4 years, fewer states determine outcome of the Presidential election 

Posted on January 12, 2015 by Randy Olson  

Every 4 years, Americans are tasked to elect the leader of one of the largest democratic nations 

in the world. Eager to have their voices heard, U.S. citizens from every state stand in line to cast 

their ballot for their favorite candidate. Yet, according to a research project spanning over a 

decade, many states have already selected their candidate long before a single ballot is cast. 

A shrinking battleground 

According to this project, an increasing number of states are consistently voting Democratic or 

Republican in every Presidential election. Below, I’ve broken down the states by how 

predictable they are over a period of 6 elections. A “Safe State” is a state that has a strong bias 

toward one political party (55% or more of the voting population favoring one party), whereas a 

“Swing State” has no such bias and could go either way. 

 

There has been a clear trend of declining swing states for the past 20 years: Nearly 2/3 of the 

states could’ve swung to either party in 1992, whereas only 14 of those states remained 

unpredictable in the 2012 Presidential election. 
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Thanks to the winner-takes-all voting system in the U.S., if the majority of voters in a state vote 

for one candidate, that candidate receives all of the state’s electoral votes regardless of how close 

the popular vote was. In essence, the winner-takes-all system all but guarantees 2/3 of the states’ 

electoral votes to the political parties, so the only real competition in the Presidential election is 

in the few remaining swing states. 

Swing states and strongholds in the U.S. 

I was curious how the landscape of swing and safe states has looked over time, so I mapped the 

states below according to how many elections in a row they’ve voted for one party.  

 

This map handily shows the recent evolution of the American political landscape. The Mountain 

States and Alaska have long been a bastion of support for the Republican Party, with the 

majority of them voting Republican for 11 or more Presidential elections in a row. The South is 

a more recent Republican acquisition, with most Southern states voting Republican in only the 

last 3-5 elections. On the other end of the political spectrum, the Northeast, Midwest, Western 

states, and Hawaii have remained strong supporters of the Democratic Party for at least the 

past 6 elections. 
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With most of the states (+ D.C.) basically carved out among the political parties that leaves a 

measly 9 states that haven’t consistently voted for one party for more than 2 Presidential 

elections. 

The tragedy of this situation is that — in states where the outcome is all but decided — the 

winner-takes-all system nullifies people’s votes if they don’t support the majority party in their 

state. Voting Democratic in Alaska is about as pointless as voting Republican in California, 

which is why so many voters don’t bother showing up to the polls in these staunchly polarized 

states. 

Presidential campaign trails show us the states that matter 

What’s worse is how even the Presidential candidates themselves indirectly acknowledge this 

fact during the Presidential elections. Over 50 years ago, the Presidential candidates visited most 

every state to gain nationwide support for their campaign. Yet in modern times, when we track 

both candidates’ campaign trails during the 2012 Presidential election, it looks something like 

this: 

 

If you compare this map to the “Swing States and Strongholds” map above, you’ll find that 

there’s a near-perfect overlap. Ohio, Florida, Virginia, Iowa, and Colorado — fairly well-known 

http://www.fairvote.org/research-and-analysis/presidential-elections/presidential-tracker/
http://www.fairvote.org/research-and-analysis/presidential-elections/presidential-tracker/


swing states nowadays — receive a huge amount of attention from the Presidential candidates, 

whereas most of the other states are lucky to see the candidates in a political ad. FairVote’s 

Presidential Tracker also shows the breakdown of ad spending in the 2012 election, which 

unsurprisingly falls in the same states. 

How can I make my vote count? 

If you live in a safe state, then it’s in your best interest to see the winner-takes-all system done 

away with. As with all problems on a national scale, there’s no easy solution. But FairVote 

seems to have a reasonable solution: Let’s move to a National Popular Vote. 

Presidential Tracker 

Candidate Tracker: Where have the candidates been holding campaign events since the end of 

the Democratic National Convention? 

State President 

Obama 

Vice 

President 

Biden 

Governor 

Romney 

Congressman 

Ryan 

Total 

Colorado 5 3 6 9 23 

Florida 9 8 15 8 40 

Iowa 5 6 7 9 27 

Michigan 0 0 0 1 1 

Minnesota 0 0 0 1 1 

Nevada 4 2 3 4 13 

New 

Hampshire 

4 4 3 2 13 

North 

Carolina 

0 2 1 0 3 

Ohio 15 13 27 18 73 

http://www.fairvote.org/research-and-analysis/presidential-elections/presidential-tracker/
http://www.fairvote.org/reforms/national-popular-vote/


Pennsylvania 0 0 3 2 5 

Virginia 6 4 17 9 36 

Wisconsin 5 6 1 6 18 

The 39 Other 

States 

0 0 0 0 0 

Total 53 48 83 69 253 

Updated on November 16, 2012  

Methodology: To tally campaign events, FairVote has been using CNN's 'On The Trail' , which 

publishes daily details on the candidates' travels. We are defining a campaign event as an event 

that is meant to woo voters in the location of the event in particular. For example, a rally or town 

hall is a campaign event, but a national television appearance or fundraiser is not. For 

information on where President Obama, Governor Romney, Vice President Biden, and 

Congressman Ryan have been traveling in the two months prior to Election Day, contact Andrea 

Levien at alevien [at] fairvote.org. 
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Money Tracker: Where did the Obama and Romney campaigns spend their television advertising 

money? 

 

  



 

 

  

Methodology: Maps and spending figures are derived from the Washington Post's 'Mad Money' 

page. As money was spent by media market, not by state, and many media markets cross state 

borders, totals were calculated by adding together the money spent in media markets that were 

within or overlapped with swing states. For example, if a media market was located in both 

Florida and Georgia, the money spent in that market was considered to be spent targeting voters 

in Florida, not Georgia. Apart from the ten states indicated above, the candidates also spent some 

money (0.4% of Obama's and 0.1% of Romney's) targeting voters in Michigan and Minnesota. 

Presidential Tracker: Which states have seen President Obama the most since his inauguration? 

Since 2009, FairVote has been tracking the movements of the President using data from the 

Washington Post's ‘POTUS Tracker'  and CNN's 'On The Trail' Tracker in order to examine the 

effect of battleground status on presidential attention. Fairvote's analysis of Presidential visits 

and events shows a significant emphasis on the declared 'battleground states' for the 2012 

election and, in the period before the Republican and Democratic National Conventions, a 

heightened attention to states that traditionally have high donation rates. 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-srv/special/politics/track-presidential-campaign-ads-2012/whos-buying-ads/
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-srv/special/politics/track-presidential-campaign-ads-2012/whos-buying-ads/
http://projects.washingtonpost.com/potus-tracker/
http://politicalticker.blogs.cnn.com/category/on-the-trail/


President Obama's Travels from His First Inauguration to the End of the Democratic National 

Convention 

Below, you can find blogs about the President's recent travels, as well as relevant news articles. 

Check out the map at the bottom of the page for information of where Obama travelled 

between the time he took office on January 20, 2009, and the end of the Democratic 

National Convention on September 7, 2012.  It contains information on the number and type of 

events held in each state. If you are interested in examining the compiled data in spreadsheet 

form, it is available here.  

President Obama's Ten Most Visited States (1/20/09-9/7/12): 

Ranking State 
Number of 

Total Events 

Margin 

of Victory (%) 

% of National 

Donations in 2008 

1 New York 71 25.5% 10.52% 

2 California 56 23.6 17.76 

3 Florida 46 2.5 4.91 

4 Virginia 46 6.3 5.27 

5 Ohio 44 4.0 1.88 

6 Illinois 32 24.9 5.98 

7 Maryland 31 25.2 3.37 

8 Iowa 30 9.3 0.43 

9 Pennsylvania 28 10.4 2.81 

10 Texas 21 -11.7 5.44 

Governor Romney's  Travels from April 24, 2012 to the End of the Democratic National 

Convention 

Governor Romney has also been focused on battleground states since he became the presumptive 

Republican nominee in April. To see where Romney held campaign events between April 24, 

2012 and September 7, 2012, check here. 
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Ivy League’s meritocracy lie: How Harvard and Yale cook the books for the 1 percent "We are 

credentializing a new elite by legitimizing people with an inflated sense of their own merit"  

Lani Guinier Sunday, Jan 11, 2015 6:00 PM UTC  

Minnie Driver and Matt Damon in "Good Will Hunting" (Credit: Miramax Pictures) 

Excerpted from "The Tyranny of the Meritocracy: Democratizing Higher Education in America"  

A special lottery is to be held to select the student who will live in the only deluxe room in a 

dormitory. There are 100 seniors, 150 juniors, and 200 sophomores who applied. Each senior’s 

name is placed in the lottery 3 times; each junior’s name, 2 times; and each sophomore’s name, 

1 time. What is the probability that a senior’s name will be chosen? 

Does this kind of question look familiar? For most of you, it probably does: it represents just one 

of the nearly two hundred questions that presently make up the SAT. (The answer, by the way, is 

3/8, or 37.5 percent, for those among us who prefer percentages to fractions.) For nearly a 

century, universities across the country have used SAT scores and other quantifiable metrics to 

make decisions about admitting one candidate versus another—decisions that can have far-

reaching impact on both the admitted and declined candidates’ educational, social, professional, 

and financial futures. On the basis of what? we might ask. Originally the acronym SAT stood for 

Scholastic Aptitude Test, on the strength of the argument that a high schooler’s success on the 

test correlated with his or her success in the increasingly rigorous environment of college. As 

evidence of this correlation dwindled, the name was changed first to the Scholastic Assessment 

Test (keeping the handy, well-known acronym) and later to the SAT Reasoning Test. Call it what 

http://www.salon.com/writer/lani_guinier/
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you will, the SAT still promises something it can’t deliver: a way to measure merit. Yet the 

increasing reliance on standardized test scores as a status placement in society has created 

something alien to the very values of our democratic society yet seemingly with a life of its own: 

a testocracy. 

Allow me to be clear: I’m not talking about all tests. I’m a professor; I believe in methods of 

evaluation. But I know, too, that certain methods are fairer and more valuable than others. I 

believe in achievement tests: diagnostic tests that are used to give feedback, either to the teacher 

or to the student, about what individuals have actually mastered or what they’re learning. What I 

don’t believe in are aptitude tests, testing that—by whatever new clever code name it goes by—

is used to predict future performance. Unfortunately, that is not how the SAT functions. Even the 

test makers do not claim it’s a measure of smartness; all they claim is that success on the test 

correlates with first-year college grades, or if it’s the LSAT (Law School Admission Test), that it 

correlates with first-year law school grades. 

 

 

As I’ll explain later, such a correlation is slight at best. In any case, it’s certainly not a barometer 

of merit. Merit is much too big a concept to simply refer to how you’re going to do in your first 

year of college or law school. Because if all we cared about is how well you do in your first year 

of college, we would have college programs last only one year, right? Why would you have to be 

there and pay tuition for three more years? We do and we must care about more than freshman-

year grades—we care about whether students learn something in college, whether they grow into 

themselves on the way to becoming better citizens and making their distinctive contributions to 

society. What we really care about are all the things that the testocracy can’t measure. 

How then did we get to a place where American higher education appears more concerned with 

applicants’ test scores and alumni financial contributions than with the education of current 

students and the contributions of alumni to our society as a whole? A review of America’s 

curious history of—and relationship with—an obsessive culture of testing may help answer these 

questions. 

* * * 

“Manly, Christian character.” That was the ideal that Endicott Peabody, a member of the New 

England Brahmin class, hoped to cultivate in the boys who attended his private boarding school, 

Groton. Peabody founded Groton in 1884 with the purpose of building character and embedding 

the value of “noblesse oblige” into the social fabric of late-nineteenth-century America. Groton 

students, like young men from seven other boarding schools in the northeastern United States, 

were to embody character, manliness, and athleticism. The “Big Three” colleges—Harvard, 

Yale, and Princeton—validated these ideals by admitting nearly all boarding-school applicants 

and conferring honorary degrees upon Peabody. 

Admission into the “Big Three” was fairly easy if the applicant possessed a “manly, Christian 

character.” He had to pass subject-based entrance exams devised by the colleges, but the tests 

weren’t particularly hard, and he could take them over and over again to pass. Even if a student 

didn’t pass the required exams, he could be admitted with “conditions.” Once enrolled at 



Harvard, Yale, or Princeton, he would focus primarily on his social life, clubs, sports, social 

organizations, and campus activities, while often ignoring his academic work. 

Admissions began to change, however, when Charles William Eliot became president of Harvard 

in 1869. Annoyed with “the stupid sons of the rich,” Eliot sought to draw into the university’s 

fold capable students from all segments of society. To ensure that smart students could attend 

Harvard regardless of their means, Eliot, in 1898, abolished the archaic Greek admission exams 

that were popular up until that time. He also replaced Harvard’s admissions exams with exams 

created by the College Entrance Examination Board because it tripled the number of locations 

where applicants could be tested. The result of Eliot’s changes was the admission of more public 

school students, including Catholics and Jews. 

A. Lawrence Lowell, Eliot’s successor, attempted to reverse the trend of admitting those without 

WASP status and values. The “Jewish problem” in particular alarmed Lowell. The number of 

Jews at Harvard had increased steadily, from 10 percent in 1909, to 15 percent in 1915, to 21.5 

percent in 1922. In addition to their growth in numbers, Jews generally outperformed non-Jewish 

students academically. Lowell worried that Harvard might suffer the same fate as Columbia, 

which experienced “WASP flight” as more Jewish students started to enroll. In response, Lowell 

limited freshman enrollment to one thousand and altered the admissions criteria to include an 

emphasis on “character,” legacy, and athleticism rather than solely on academic achievement. 

Additionally, the application process now required interviews and photos, as well as letters of 

recommendation. Initially a method to limit Jewish enrollment, the notion of a “well-rounded” 

applicant was born in the first half of the 1920s. 

But altering admissions criteria to benefit socially desirable students was not enough for 

Harvard. With an increasingly complex university admissions process, a new and uniform 

system was needed to separate the wheat from the chaff. The SAT became the solution that the 

ruling elite had been desperately seeking for all this time to perpetuate itself: a testocracy, 

disguised as a meritocracy. 

* * * 

The origins of the SAT can be traced to the turn of the twentieth century, when the College 

Board, the nonprofit organization that owns the rights to the modern-day SAT, administered the 

nation’s first college entrance examinations, in 1901. Unlike today’s SAT, these exams were 

entirely composed of essays that required students to engage with subjects as far-ranging from 

each other as Latin, world history, and physics. The birth of these exams came at about the same 

time as another social scientific phenomenon: intelligence testing. 

In 1905, French psychologist Alfred Binet developed the world’s first IQ test, which aimed to 

produce a set of predictable results from which one could “derive a rating of . . . ‘mental age’ ” 

and “identify slow learners [who] could be given special help in school.” Binet’s theories were 

eventually adapted by the United States military during World War I, when Harvard professor 

and IQ-test advocate Robert Yerkes convinced Army brass to allow him to evaluate nearly two 

million soldiers to identify top talent who could be promoted to the rank of officer. The results 

were striking: according to Yerkes, “The native-born scored higher than the foreign-born, less 

recent immigrants scored higher than more recent immigrants, and whites scored higher than 

Negroes.”  In 1923, Carl C. Brigham, a Princeton psychology professor and leading figure in the 



growing anti-immigration movement of the time, authored a treatise titled A Study of American 

Intelligence, in which he relied heavily upon Yerkes’s findings to conclude that “American 

intelligence is declining, and will proceed with an accelerating rate as the racial admixture 

becomes more and more extensive.” 

This belief, which Brigham helped to perpetuate, was lampooned by F. Scott Fitzgerald, a 

Princeton graduate, in his novel The Great Gatsby, published two years later, in 1925. 

“Civilization’s going to pieces,” broke out Tom violently. “I’ve gotten to be a terrible pessimist 

about things. Have you read ‘The Rise of the Colored Empires’ by this man Goddard?” 

“Why, no,” I answered, rather surprised by his tone. 

“Well, it’s a fine book, and everybody ought to read it. The idea is if we don’t look out the white 

race will be—will be utterly submerged. It’s all scientific stuff; it’s been proved. . . . 

“This fellow has worked out the whole thing. It’s up to us, who are the dominant race, to watch 

out or these other races will have control of things. . . . 

“This idea is that we’re Nordics. I am, and you are, and you are, and—” After an infinitesimal 

hesitation he included Daisy with a slight nod, and she winked at me again. “—And we’ve 

produced all the things that go to make civilization—oh, science and art, and all that. Do you 

see?” 

There was something pathetic in his concentration, as if his complacency, more acute than of old, 

was not enough to him any more. 

The College Board selected Professor Brigham to spearhead the design of a new, nationwide 

college entrance exam, and on June 23, 1926, Brigham oversaw the very first administration of 

what was then called the Scholastic Aptitude Test. 

News of the SAT’s success eventually made its way up to Cambridge, Massachusetts, where 

James Bryant Conant presided as president of Harvard University (from 1933 to 1953). Unlike 

many of his peers at the time, Conant openly embraced the Jeffersonian ideal of a “natural 

aristocracy of talents and virtue” —a forerunner of the twentieth-century idea of the meritocracy. 

In 1934, Conant assigned two of his assistant freshman deans, Henry Chauncey and Wilbur J. 

Bender, the task of identifying high-performing middle-class and ethnic-immigrant students for 

the possible receipt of need-blind scholarships to the university.  The two men offered up 

Brigham’s SAT as the optimal screen through which eligible candidates could be filtered. Conant 

accepted their recommendation, mandating that applicants take the test in order to be considered 

for scholarships. 

A battle that had begun with idealistic rhetoric succumbed to a Trojan horse: the SAT and a 

budding testocracy confirmed the existing order as inevitable, because the tests demonstrated 

that the elite possessed unassailable merit. Harvard’s adoption of the SAT subsequently set a 

new gold standard in the world of education. Chauncey went on to found the Educational Testing 

Service, in 1947, which has inherited the College Board’s role as administrator of the SAT (and 

has developed a host of popular graduate-level entrance exams in its own right). By the 1950s, 

the College Board had grown to around three hundred members, and more than half a million 



students sat for the exam every year during that period. Test-preparation companies, such as 

Kaplan and the Princeton Review, thrived as a result of the SAT’s rise, and “much of the 

curriculum in American elementary and secondary education [was] reverse-engineered to raise 

SAT scores” to ensure admission to top universities. 

This leaves us in a particular quandary today, best described by Lucy Calkins, founding director 

of the Reading and Writing Project at Columbia University’s Teachers College. Referring to the 

most recently appointed president of the College Board, she asks, “The issue is: Are we in a 

place to let Dave Coleman control the entire K–12 curriculum?” 

* * * 

This is not to say that the testocracy has continued to gain ground unabated. Close to eight 

hundred colleges have decreased or eliminated reliance on high-stakes tests as the way to rank 

and sort students. In the current environment, however, moving away from merit by the numbers 

takes guts. The testing and ranking diehards, intent on maintaining their gate-keeping role, hold 

back and even penalize administrators who take such measures. The presidents of both Reed 

College and Sarah Lawrence College report experiencing forms of retribution for refusing to 

cooperate with the “ranking roulette.” 

At the center of this conflict is the wildly popular US News & World Report’s annual college-

rankings issue—the bible of university prestige. In the book Crazy U, Andrew Ferguson 

describes meeting Bob Morse, the director of data research for US News and the lead figure 

behind the publication’s college rankings. Morse, a small man who works in an unassuming 

office, is described by Ferguson as “the most powerful man in America.” And for good reason: 

students and parents often rely upon the rankings—reportedly produced only by Morse and a 

handful of other writers and editors—as a proxy for university quality. These rankings rely 

heavily on SAT scores for their calculations. Without such data available from, for example, 

Sarah Lawrence, which stopped using SAT scores in its admissions process in 2005, Morse 

calculated Sarah Lawrence’s ranking by assuming an average SAT score roughly 200 points 

below the average score of its peer group. How does US News justify simply making up a 

number? Michele Tolela Myers, the president of Sarah Lawrence at the time the school stopped 

using the SAT, reported that the reasoning behind the lowered ranking was explained to her this 

way: “[Director Morse] made it clear to me that he believes that schools that do not use SAT 

scores in their admission process are admitting less capable students and therefore should lose 

points on their selectivity index.” 

This is the testocracy in action, an aristocracy determined by testing that wants to maintain its 

position even if it has to resort to fabrication. What is it they are so desperate to protect? The 

answer initially seems to be that the SAT can predict how well students will do in college and 

thus how well-prepared they are to enter a particular school. There is a relationship between a 

student’s SAT score and his first-year college grades. The problem is it’s a very modest 

relationship. It is a positive relationship, meaning it is more than zero. But it is not what most 

people would assume when they hear the term correlation. 

In 2004, economist Jesse Rothstein published an independent study that found only a meager 2.7 

percent of grade variance in the first year of college can be effectively predicted by the SAT. The 

LSAT has a similarly weak correlation to actual achievement in law school. Jane Balin, Michelle 



Fine, and I did a study at the University of Pennsylvania Law School, where we looked at the 

first-year law school grades of 981 students over several years and then looked at their LSAT 

scores. It turned out that there was a modest relationship between their test scores and their 

grades. The LSAT predicted 14 percent of the variance between the first-year grades. And it did 

a little better the second year: 15 percent. Which means that 85 percent of the time it was wrong. 

I remember being at a meeting with a person who at the time worked for the Law School 

Admission Council, which constructs the LSAT. When I brought these numbers up to her she 

actually seemed surprised they were that high. “Well,” she said, “nationwide the test is nine 

percent better than random.” Nine percent better than random. That’s what we’re talking about. 

So, if the SAT does not correlate with the grades a student will get in college, how can a 

student’s performance in college be predicted? William C. Hiss and Valerie W. Franks, both 

formerly of the Bates College admissions department, released a report in 2014 that studied 

thirty-three colleges and universities that required neither the SAT nor its very popular 

competitor the ACT for admission.  Now, which students did or did not choose to submit their 

standardized-test scores is in itself interesting—overwhelmingly those students who did not 

submit a score were women, minority students, or those who would be the first in  their family to 

go to college, which should tell us a lot about the SAT right there. 

In reviewing the performance of more than eighty-eight thousand students, Hiss and Franks 

found that students who perform well in college were the ones who had gotten strong grades in 

high school, even if they had weak SAT scores. They also found that students with weaker high 

school grades did less well in college—even if they had stronger SAT scores.  Summing up their 

findings they wrote, “Many of us who have spent our careers as secondary and university faculty 

and administrators find compelling the argument that ‘what students do over four years in high 

school is more important than what they do on a Saturday morning.’” 

So, if the SAT does not measure aptitude—and if it doesn’t even pretend to measure 

achievement—then what does it measure? I have argued for years that the SAT is actually more 

reliable as a “wealth test” than a test of potential, and the most recent results bear this out. Below 

are figures released in 2013 by the College Board that correlate SAT scores with the family 

income of the test taker. 

FAMILY INCOME 

AVERAGE SAT SCORE (OUT OF 

2400) 

FOR 2013 COLLEGE-BOUND 

SENIORS 

$0,000 – $20,000 1326 

$20,000-$40,000 1402 

$40,000-$60,000 1461 



$60,000-$80,000 1497 

$80,000-$100,000 1535 

$100,000-$120,000 1569 

$120,000-$140,000 1581 

$140,000-$160,000 1604 

$160,000-$200,000 1625 

More than $200,000 1714 

Now that is a correlation! This is what I refer to as the “Volvo effect.” In Crazy U, Ferguson 

talks about how the parents of his son’s friends and classmates were spending $30,000 to 

$35,000 to prepare their children for college. That isn’t the amount they had to pay for a premier 

boarding school mind you—that was the amount they paid to hire someone to tutor their child on 

the SAT and to help them write their “statement of interest” essays on their college applications. 

When these students get in to a particular college we say that this process reflects the fairness of 

the meritocracy, but really it only reflects the fact that the elite dominate the entry to higher 

education. These students aren’t smarter than the other students. Or to put it another way: they 

may be smart, but they are not necessarily those most likely to contribute to our society; they 

simply come from families that have more money to pay people to prepare them for the SAT, to 

test-prep them for their high school grades, and to pay for viola lessons so they can stand out 

more in the admissions process. 

The SAT’s most reliable value is its proxy for wealth. It is normed to white, upper-middle-class 

performance, as numerous studies have shown when the test is viewed through the lenses of race 

and class. The figures below, from 2013, show this in stark relief. 

TEST-TAKER ETHNICITY 

AVERAGE SAT SCORE (OUT OF 

2400) 

FOR 2013 COLLEGE-BOUND 

SENIORS 

Black or African American 1278 



Mexican or Mexican American 1354 

Puerto Rican 1354 

Other Hispanic, Latino, or Latin 

American 1355 

American Indian, Alaska Native 1427 

Other 1501 

White 1576 

Asian, Asian American, Pacific Islander 1645 

Is this a case of merit belonging to one race and not to another? Or is it the case that if you have 

grown up in a particular environment, such as one where your parents lack the funds to prepare 

you for these standardized tests or lack an advanced level of education themselves, you will not 

do as well on the SAT? There are other reasons why students of various ethnicities may 

underperform on the SAT. One of these is a phenomenon called “stereotype threat,” a term 

coined by Claude Steele of Stanford University (now provost of the University of California at 

Berkeley) to describe the anxiety a person may experience when he or she has the potential to 

confirm a negative stereotype about his or her social group. Many first- and second-generation 

immigrants of color test well, for example, because they retain a national identity free of 

America’s racial caste system and enjoy material and cultural advantages, including professional 

or well-educated parents. They do not internalize the stigma of race and are thus less affected by 

the anxiety of confirming assumptions of intellectual inferiority that depresses test scores of 

highly motivated students who are African American, Mexican American, or of Puerto Rican 

heritage. 

I know this threat is real. One summer not too long ago, I was engaged in a long-term writing 

project and recruited an absolutely brilliant young man who is Latino. Enrique (not his real 

name) has a photographic memory. I mean, he blew my mind. I have never seen anybody who 

could tell you, “Oh, well that’s on page 384. It’s in the middle of the page. I think it’s the first 

paragraph, not the second one.” But Enrique could not do well on the LSAT, though he practiced 

taking it close to thirty times. Enrique grew up in a low-income community, so arguably that had 

something to do with the verbal references that he might have missed. But a lot more of it had to 

do with stereotype threat: he was too tense. Postscript to this story: Enrique was subsequently 

selected to be a Rhodes scholar. So what, really, are we talking about here? 

If we can agree that the SAT, LSAT, and other standardized tests most reliably measure a 

student’s household income, ethnicity, and level of parental education, then we can see that 

reliance on such test scores narrows the student body to those who come from particular 



households. Then we must decide how to ensure that we open the admissions doors to a greater 

diversity of students—not just the ones from privileged backgrounds. I want to make it clear that 

I am not talking about affirmative action here. The loud debate over affirmative action is a 

distraction that obscures the real problem, because right now affirmative action simply mirrors 

the values of the current view of meritocracy. Students at elite colleges, for example, who are the 

beneficiaries of affirmative action tend to be either the children of immigrants or the children of 

upper-middle-class parents of color who have been sent to fine prep schools just like the upper-

middle-class white students. The result? Our nation’s colleges, universities, and graduate schools 

use affirmative-action-based practices to admit students who test well, and then they pride 

themselves on their cosmetic diversity. Thus, affirmative action has evolved in many (but not all) 

colleges to merely mimic elite-sponsored admissions practices that transform wealth into merit, 

encourage over-reliance on pseudoscientific measures of excellence, and convert admission into 

an entitlement without social obligation. 

No, the question, as I said in the previous chapter, is this: How do we move from admission to 

mission? Further: How do we move past that moment of admission, which may only confirm 

one’s present status, to granting an opportunity for a diverse and worthy group of individuals to 

learn how to work together collectively and/or creatively to help solve the deep challenges 

confronting our communities, our economy, and our educational experiences in a democratic 

society? Of course, some of this has to do with how we define success. A study of Harvard 

alumni over three decades, which culminated in the 1990s, defined “success” by income, 

community involvement, and professional satisfaction. Researchers found a high correlation 

between those criteria and two criteria that might not ordinarily be associated with Harvard 

freshmen: low SAT scores and a blue-collar background. This is echoed by college admissions 

officers at elite universities today, who report— when asked what predicts life success—that, 

above a minimum level of competence, “initiative” or “hunger” are the best predictors. Marlyn 

McGrath Lewis, director of admissions for Harvard, says, “We have particular interest in 

students from a modest background. Coupled with high achievement and a high ambition level 

and energy, a background that’s modest can really be a help. We know that’s the best investment 

we can make: a kid who’s hungry.” That’s certainly the message of Derek Bok and William 

Bowen’s The Shape of the River, that those who are motivated to take advantage of an 

opportunity, when given the opportunity, can and often do succeed, often in ways that are 

different than their more privileged peers. The African American students in the Bok-Bowen 

study, for example, became leaders within their communities at much higher rates than their 

more affluent and better-scoring white counterparts. 

When I speak here of diversity, I’m not talking strictly along color or gender lines either. When 

the GI Bill was first proposed, toward the end of World War II, some university officials did 

their best to get it defeated. They were appalled by the prospect of what they saw as a mob of 

unprepared, unsuitable men trying to be their students. To their surprise, the veterans—many of 

them poor, most the first in their families to attend college—proved to be among the best 

students of their generation. By broadening access to college for those who had served their 

country, the GI Bill helped fuel the post–World War II economic boom while leveling the 

playing field for many Americans. The bill epitomized our country’s dual commitments: to open 

opportunity across the economic spectrum and to invest in people who will give back to society. 



We see the problem of restricted access today in the new elite class, which passes on its 

privileges in the same way that the old elite from twentieth-century America passed on its 

privileges. But there is an even more worrisome aspect of the new elite. The old elite felt that it 

had inherited its privileges; in order to defend the social oligarchy over which it reigned, the old 

elite felt the need to give back through public service or a financial commitment to the greater 

good. The old elite recognized that it had been privileged by the accident of birth, so the message 

to those who were out of luck was that you were unfortunate but it was through no defect of your 

own. 

The new elite, on the other hand, feels that it has earned its privileges based on intrinsic, 

individual merit. The message, therefore, to those who are not part of this elite is “You are 

stupid. You simply don’t matter. I deserve all the advantages I’m granted.” This attitude 

manifests in the jobs that college grads now take. For example, the student-run Harvard Crimson 

ran an article in 2007 about that year’s graduating class smirking that “only” 43 percent of 

female graduates entered finance and consulting compared to 58 percent of male graduates. The 

article, entitled “ ’07 Men Make More,” explained—with apparent disdain—that women choose 

jobs in lower-paying fields such as education and public service. 

Despite the economic downturn of recent years, the striking number of Harvard graduates 

entering finance and consulting has persisted. The class of 2013 senior survey showed that more 

than 30 percent of the 2013 class had jobs in those fields. After consulting and finance, the 

technology/engineering industry captured 13 percent of Harvard graduates that year. The 

Crimson again emphasized—with what seems to me to be the appearance of similar disdain—the 

preference of women to pursue less-lucrative work in education, media, and health care rather 

than in finance, consulting, and technology. 

The top career choices of many male Harvard students—whether it is 2007 or 2013—are 

severely lacking in any element of service. This is the damage that we are doing through our 

testocracy. We are credentializing a new elite by legitimizing people with an inflated sense of 

their own merit and little unwillingness to open up to new ways of problem solving. They exude 

an arrogance that says there’s only one way to answer a question—because the SAT only gives 

credit for the one right answer. 

The world, by contrast, provides us with more than one correct answer to most questions. In the 

face of mounting criticism, the College Board has recently proposed changes to the SAT, 

including reducing the use of obscure vocabulary words, narrowing the areas from which the 

math questions will be drawn, and making the essay section optional. But individuals such as 

Bard College president Leon Botstein find these proposed changes are too little, too late because 

they don’t address the test’s real problem. In an eloquent rebuttal, Botstein writes: 

The essential mechanism of the SAT, the multiple choice question, is a bizarre relic of long 

outdated twentieth century social scientific assumptions and strategies. As every adult 

recognizes, knowing something or how to do something in real life is never defined by being 

able to choose a “right” answer from a set of possible answers (some of them intentionally 

misleading). . . . No scientist, engineer, writer, psychologist, artist, or physician—and certainly 

no scholar, and therefore no serious university faculty member—pursues his or her vocation by 

getting right answers from a set of prescribed alternatives that trivialize complexity and 

ambiguity. 



Meaningful participation in a democratic society depends upon citizens who are willing to 

develop and utilize these three skills: collaborative problem solving, independent thinking, and 

creative leadership. But these skills bear no relationship to success in the testocracy. Aptitude 

tests do not predict leadership, emotional intelligence, or the capacity to work with others to 

contribute to society. All that a test like the SAT promises is a (very, very slight) correlation with 

first-year college grades. 

But once you’re past the first year or two of higher education, success isn’t about being the best 

test taker in the room any longer. It’s about being able to work with other people who have 

different strengths than you and who are also prepared to back you up when you make a mistake 

or when you feel vulnerable. Our colleges and universities have to take pride not in compiling an 

individualistic group of very-high-scoring students but in nurturing a diverse group of thinkers 

and facilitating how they solve complex problems creatively—because complex problems seem 

to be all the world has in store for us these days. 

Excerpted from “The Tyranny of the Meritocracy: Democratizing Higher Education in America” 

by Lani Guinier (Beacon Press, 2015). Reprinted with permission from Beacon Press. All rights 

reserved. 

In 1998, Lani Guinier became the first woman of color appointed to a tenured professorship at 

Harvard Law School. Before her Harvard appointment, she was a tenured professor at the 

University of Pennsylvania Law School.  

 New info confirms CIA was behind Paris attack: Ulrich  
Tue Jan 13, 2015 6:33PM 

Masked gunman run towards a victim of their gunfire outside the French satirical magazine 

Charlie Hebdo's office, in Paris, January 7, 2015. 

The new information has almost confirmed that Paris attack was a false flag operation 

carried out by the CIA, says Soraya Sepahpour Ulrich, an independent researcher and writer 

based in Irvine, California. 

According to The Associated Press, one of the men responsible for last week's terrorist attack that 

killed 12 people in the French capital claimed to have lived with the Nigerian man behind the 

failed al-Qaeda “underwear bomb” plot five years ago, Yemeni Journalist and researcher 

Mohammed al-Kibsi who met Said Kouachi, the alleged Paris attacker, said on Monday. 

In a phone interview with Press TV on Tuesday, Ulrich said, “The whole Paris incident has been 

a puzzle for many... and one has to find connections to find what really is going on.” 

“We have been told by the mainstream media, the Western media, that a Yemeni reporter has 

claimed that he had interviewed Kouachi who was responsible for the Paris attack, or one of those 

who were responsible,” she said. 

“And he had ties with ‘the underwear bomber’, ‘the underwear bomber’ who was held responsible 

for wanting to blow up an airliner at Christmas in 2009,” Ulrich added. 

http://www.amazon.com/dp/0807006270/?tag=saloncom08-20


Umar Farouk Abdulmutallab was convicted of attempting to detonate plastic explosives hidden in 

his underwear while on board Northwest Airlines Flight 253, en route from Amsterdam to Detroit, 

Michigan. 

“Well, it so happens that the mainstream media here is so busy turning up this information that 

they turned to forget the very information they gave us in the first place. For example, in 2012, we 

were told that ‘the underwear bomber’ was in fact working with the CIA intelligence and with the 

Saudis,” she pointed out. 

US and Yemeni officials told The Associated Press in May 2012 that the so-called underwear 

bomber was in fact working under cover for Saudi intelligence and the CIA when he was given a 

new non-metallic type bomb aimed at getting past airport security.  

Ulrich said it iss important to mention that the so-called underwear bomber slipped past the 

security “when Israeli intelligence was in charge of the Amsterdam airport -- [its] security.” 

She added that intelligence officials failed to scrutinize the bomb and helped the bomber get on 

the plane, which “indicates to me that they all were aware of this individual’s job.” 

“Six or seven months ago, the UK airport security supposedly received a warning from the US 

intelligence… that al-Qaeda terrorists were going to attack airports and airliners using a new 

generation of non-metallic bombs developed by them in Syria and Yemen,” Ulrich said. 

“What is really very alarming for me is all this information, or misinformation we are getting,” she 

stated. “We have to understand who gain from” all this. 

A spate of violent incidents, including the attack at the Paris office of controversial magazine 

Charlie Hebdo, left at least 17 people dead last week in the French capital. 

Two days after the Charlie Hebdo attack, Said and Cherif Kouachi, suspects, were killed after 

being cornered at a printing workshop in the French town of Dammartin-en-Goele. 

“So at the end of the day, we have to understand who is gaining by all these alleged attacks,” Ulrich 

emphasized. People are not being told the truth; they are “told a bunch of lies that are supposedly 

not connected and somehow when they do get connected we trace it back to the intelligence 

services, like the CIA.” 

“So we have to be very alert, and do not forget what we read yesterday in order to absorb what we 

are reading today and connect the dots ourselves,” she warned. 

“I mean many have had doubts about the veracity of the incident in Paris. Many had thought it to 

be a false flag operation. And now with this new information they are feeding us and tying [it] to 

the underwear bomber who worked for the CIA, it has virtually established the fact that it was 

indeed a false flag operation,” Ulrich concluded. 

 

 



ISIS Militants Captured 52 American-Made Artillery Weapons That Cost $500,000 Each 

Jeremy Bender Jul. 15, 2014, 11:44 AM 

LCpl Samantha L. Jones/USMCU.S. soldiers fire an M198 howitzer 

ISIS militants may be in a position to pummel other cities in Iraqi army control after capturing 

American-made weapons the group seized from the Iraqi military, Mitchell Prothero reports for 

McClatchy DC.  

During ISIS's blitz across northern and central Iraq last month, the group captured upwards of 52 

155mm M198 howitzers. 

These U.S.-supplied artillery pieces have a range of up to 20 miles and can also be outfitted with 

GPS aiming systems. The howitzers' range could place Baghdad, as well as many other major 

Iraqi cities, squarely within bombardment range of ISIS.  

Jeremy Binnie, an analyst for British military consultancy HIS Janes, told McClatchy DC that he 

doubted the Islamists would be able to learn how to use the GPS aiming systems quickly. 

http://www.businessinsider.com/author/jeremy-bender
http://www.mcclatchydc.com/2014/07/14/233295/iraqi-army-remains-on-defensive.html


However, the weapons can fire two rounds a minute and could still cause considerable damage to 

cities through imprecise fire.  

“They shouldn’t have too much trouble shelling large area targets like a city if they have 

sufficient ammo," Binnie said.  

ISIS currently maintains a stronghold in the city of Fallujah, only 40 miles to the west of 

Baghdad. The group has also made gains to the south of Baghdad in the area Jurf al Sakhar, 

which is only 13 miles from the Shiite holy city of Karbala.  

Should ISIS blindly shell Karbala, Iraq could plunge even further into a sectarian civil war 

between Sunnis and Shias. ISIS has also attempted to shell at least twice so far the golden-domed 

Samarra Shrine, whose destruction in 2006 set off a terrible cycle of violence.  

Aside from the 52 howitzers, ISIS also took 1,500 U.S.-made Humvees and 4,000 PKC machine 

guns that can fire upwards of 800 rounds per minute.  

SEE ALSO:  Here's a look at what else ISIS has in its arsenal  

Greenwald How to Be a Terror Expert: Ignore Facts, Blame Muslims, Trumpet U.S. Propaganda 

War on Terror, Media Analysis, Religion  

Guests 

Glenn Greenwald, Pulitzer Prize-winning journalist and co-founder of the The Intercept. His 

most recent book is called No Place to Hide: Edward Snowden, the NSA, and the U.S. 

Surveillance State.  

Lisa Stampnitzky, lecturer on social studies at Harvard University and the author of 

Disciplining Terror: How Experts Invented "Terrorism". Her current book project analyzes 

shifting debates over the use of torture before and after 9/11. It is called How Torture Became 

Speakable.  

Luc Mathieu, foreign affairs reporter for the French newspaper Libération, who has written 

critically of so-called terrorism expert Samuel Laurent.  
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Who are the so-called terrorism experts? In the wake of the Paris attacks, the corporate media 

has once again flooded its news programs with pundits claiming authority on terrorism, foreign 

policy and world events. We discuss the growing and questionable field of "terrorism experts" 

with three guests: Glenn Greenwald, Pulitzer Prize-winning journalist and co-founder of The 

Intercept; Lisa Stampnitzky, social studies lecturer at Harvard University and author of 

"Disciplining Terror: How Experts Invented 'Terrorism'"; and Luc Mathieu, foreign affairs 

reporter for the French newspaper Libération. 

Transcript 

This is a rush transcript. Copy may not be in its final form.  

AARON MATÉ: As we continue to cover the fallout from last week’s attacks in Paris, we turn 

now to look at the growing field of so-called terrorism experts. 

REV. AL SHARPTON: Back with me is NBC News terrorism analyst Evan Kohlmann. 

EVAN KOHLMANN: The cleavages that exist in French society between Muslims and non-

Muslims are far more severe than they exist here in the United States. 

BROOKE BALDWIN: He is Samuel Laurent, live from Paris. He is the author of The Islamic 

State and al-Qaeda in France. 

SAMUEL LAURENT: The landscape of jihadism and terrorism is deeply changing, and it’s 

proving to be a much harder task than it used to be for the intelligence service, because it’s very, 

very difficult now to spot and to stop the threats. 

SEAN HANNITY: Joining me now, terrorism expert Steve Emerson. 

STEVE EMERSON: Throughout Europe, Sean, you have no-go zones. When I was in Brussels 

a year ago, when I asked the police to take me to the Islamic zone or the Islamic community 

area, they refused. They say, "We don’t go there." This goes on in Belgium. This goes on in 

Sweden, in the Netherlands, in France. It goes on in Italy. I mean, it goes on throughout Europe. 

So, there are no-go zones. 
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AARON MATÉ: A few of the so-called terrorism experts who have appeared on television over 

the past week. That last voice was Steven Emerson, who made international headlines this 

weekend after this appearance on Jeanine Pirro’s show on Fox News. 

JEANINE PIRRO: Developing tonight, new reports that terrorist sleeper cells may have been 

activated in France. This as we’re learning new details about hundreds of no-go zones across 

France and other countries that are off-limits to non-Muslims. Steve Emerson, founder of the 

Investigative Project, joins us. 

STEVE EMERSON: These no-go zones exist not only in France, but they exist throughout 

Europe. They’re sort of amorphous. They’re not contiguous, necessarily, but they’re sort of safe 

havens. And they’re places where the governments, like France, Britain, Sweden, Germany, they 

don’t exercise any sovereignty. So, you basically have zones where Sharia courts are set up, 

where Muslim density is very intense, where the police don’t go in, and where it’s basically a 

separate country almost, a country within a country. And— 

JEANINE PIRRO: You know what it sounds like to me, Steve? It sounds like a caliphate 

within a particular country. 

STEVE EMERSON: It certainly does sound like that. ... And in Britain, it’s not just no-go 

zones; there are actual cities, like Birmingham, that are totally Muslim, where non-Muslims just 

simply don’t go in. 

AMY GOODMAN: While Steve Emerson claimed the British city of Birmingham was totally 

Muslim, it’s in fact a predominantly Christian city. Emerson, who describes himself as, quote, 

"one of the leading authorities" on Islamic extremist networks, appeared on the BBC Monday 

and apologized. 

STEVE EMERSON: I relied on incorrect research. It was totally irresponsible for me not to 

have fact-checked the information that I obtained. And it was not done out of any malice, but out 

of a total irresponsible journalistic practice, which I usually and uniformly don’t practice. 

NICK OWEN: Are you aware that our prime minister has called you a complete idiot? 

STEVE EMERSON: Yes, I’m aware. 

NICK OWEN: What does that make you feel? 

STEVE EMERSON: Not great. You know, mistakes are made. What can I tell you? 

AMY GOODMAN: While Steve Emerson is making headlines today, many questions have 

been raised about the entire field of so-called terrorism experts. Another so-called expert, Evan 

Kohlmann, has been described as "the Doogie Howser of terrorism" for building a career based 

on essays he wrote on al-Qaeda as an undergrad. 

We’re joined now by two guests who have closely analyzed this issue. Joining us from Boston is 

Lisa Stampnitzky. She’s a lecturer on social studies at Harvard University and author of the book 

Disciplining Terror: How Experts Invented "Terrorism." And from Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, we’re 

joined by Pulitzer Prize-winning journalist Glenn Greenwald, co-founder of The Intercept and 

author of No Place to Hide: Edward Snowden, the NSA, and the U.S. Surveillance State. 



Glenn, let’s begin with you. The terror attacks, the Paris attacks took place last week, and the so-

called terror experts are in—very prominent all over the networks. Can you talk about who we 

are hearing from? 

GLENN GREENWALD: The concept of terrorism is a very widely debated concept all over 

the world, and there are incredibly divergent opinions, even about what terrorism is, about who it 

is who’s perpetrating it, about how it is that you define it and understand it, and whether or not 

there’s even a meaningful definition of the term at all. And yet you have all of these so-called 

terrorism experts employed by leading American television networks—all of them, really—and 

on whom most establishment newspapers rely, who are called terrorism experts and yet who are 

incredibly homogenous in their views, because they spout the very homogenized American 

conception of all of those questions. 

It’s an incredibly propagandized term. It’s an incredibly propagandistic set of theories that they 

have. And that’s really what these media outlets are doing, is they’re masquerading pro-U.S. 

propaganda, pro-U.S. government propaganda, as expertise, when it’s really anything but. These 

are incredibly ideological people. They’re very loyal to the view of the U.S. government about 

very controversial questions. They certainly have the right to express their opinions, but the 

pretense to expertise is incredibly fraudulent. And that’s why they have not just Steve Emerson, 

the Fox News strain, but really all of them who are held up as the most prominent terrorism 

experts in the U.S. have a really shameful history of incredible error and all sorts of just very 

dubious claims, because they’re really just rank propagandists. 

AARON MATÉ: And so, Glenn, what allows them to continue perpetuating these myths that 

you describe? What is the dynamic that allows this expert industry to keep going? 

GLENN GREENWALD: Well, there are several aspects to it. I mean, one is the United States 

government obviously has an interest in making people believe that its very particular and self-

serving views of terrorism are not subjective or debatable, but are in fact just objective expertise, 

and so they do all sorts of things to prop these people up. They give them contracts. They pay 

them lots of money to teach people inside the government about terrorism. Really most 

disturbingly of all, they continuously call them as, quote-unquote, "experts" at terrorism trials. 

And all of these experts then dutifully march forth and say whatever the government wants about 

the Muslim defendants who are on trial, and help the government obtain conviction after 

conviction, and get a lot of money in the process. 

Part of it is just the role that think tanks play in Washington, which is to lend this kind of 

intellectual artifice to whatever the government’s policy is or whatever the government wants. 

And so you have a lot of them who work at think tanks, like Brookings Institute, which employs 

Will McCants, who misled American media outlets into believing for a full day and then telling 

the world that the Anders Breivik attack in Norway was actually the work of a jihadist group. 

Even the more respectable ones are people who generally spout the conventional orthodoxies of 

the American government about terrorism, and therefore it’s very much in the interest of the U.S. 

government and these media outlets to continue to depict them not as polemicists and highly 

opinionated, you know, just participants in debates, but as actual academic experts. And that’s 

where the fraudulent aspect comes in. 



AMY GOODMAN: I want to bring in Professor Lisa Stampnitzky. Again, your book is called 

Disciplining Terror: How Experts Invented "Terrorism." What do you mean by "disciplining 

terror"? You carried out one of the first empirical studies of these so-called terror experts on 

television. 

LISA STAMPNITZKY: That’s right. So, "disciplining terror" has a dual meaning. On the one 

hand, it refers to the attempts of states to get control over the problem of terrorism. On the other 

hand, it refers to the attempt to develop a discipline of terrorism studies. And that problematic 

field is the story that I’m telling in the book. 

AARON MATÉ: What’s your assessment of the merits of this field in terms of its level of 

expertise and its seriousness? 

LISA STAMPNITZKY: I mean, one of the conclusions I draw is that it’s a very peculiar field 

in terms of fields of expertise, because there is no strict boundary around it, there is no control 

according to who can be an expert. There’s no credentialing. And so, you have people coming on 

TV who are just sort of spouting hysteria and not drawing on any real expert knowledge. And 

even those who are more serious in the field have no ability to regulate who gets called an 

expert. 

AMY GOODMAN: In 2008, self-described "terrorism consultant" Evan Kohlmann was 

interviewed on the public radio newshour The Takeway. Host John Hockenberry challenged 

Kohlmann on his level of expertise. 

EVAN KOHLMANN: This is a far-ranging international conspiracy that began, you know, as 

many as two decades ago, involves hundreds of different people spread around, you know, 

various different places in the world, and it’s also based in a language and a culture that, you 

know, to be honest with you, very few Americans are familiar with. 

JOHN HOCKENBERRY: Right, and in speaking of that, do you think, now that the movie has 

been played in open court, and, you know, you’ve achieved a certain amount of notoriety, that it 

might be time to learn Arabic, maybe go to Afghanistan or Pakistan— 

EVAN KOHLMANN: Well, I mean, I—I mean, I— 

JOHN HOCKENBERRY: —or familiarize yourself with the culture? 

EVAN KOHLMANN: Well, I have a degree in Islam. And, I mean, I do speak some Arabic; 

I’m not fluent. But, you know, in terms of traveling to Pakistan, trying to do this research right 

now in Pakistan is extremely difficult. Trying to even get into Pakistan right now to do this is 

extremely difficult. 

AMY GOODMAN: That’s Evan Kohlmann, an NBC News analyst. Glenn Greenwald, your 

comment? 

GLENN GREENWALD: And there are so many of them like that. I mean, he’s one of the 

people called by the U.S. government in these prosecutions, these really dubious prosecutions, of 

American Muslims for really remote charges of material support for terrorism. And his expertise 

is basically just that he gets called an expert by the U.S. government. And the more he gets 



called to testify, the more that expertise builds. That’s really the only foundation for it, is that 

some people call him an expert because it’s in their interest to do so. There’s another one like 

him, Matthew Levitt, who was profiled in Harper’s, who has a long history of unbelievably 

erroneous claims that he makes in service of this agenda. They get paid a lot of money, too. I 

mean, he goes on—they go on NBC News. They get held up as a terrorism analyst. They get 

paid for that. They get called as an expert in court. And yet, as that tape said and as Lisa said, 

there’s really no foundation for the expertise. There’s no Ph.D.s that they have in terrorism 

studies. 

There’s not even agreement about what the word "terrorism" means, which is why the old cliché 

that one man’s freedom fighter is another man’s terrorist is, though clichéd, is so resoundingly 

true. You can have debates about what terrorism is, about who perpetrates it, and yet all of these 

so-called experts simply assume the answers to those questions, because if they were, for 

example, to say that the U.S. government is a state sponsor of terrorism by virtue of its support 

for death squads in El Salvador or the Contras in Nicaragua or any of the other groups across the 

United States—across the world that the United States continues to support that engages in 

violence against civilians for political ends, you would immediately have them eliminated. No 

major network like CNN or MSNBC or NBC would ever call somebody like that a terrorism 

expert, even though that’s a very plausible claim to make. It’s an extremely ideological and 

politicized view that gets called expertise. And they don’t even have the basic attributes of what 

we generally consider that makes somebody an expert. 

AARON MATÉ: Glenn, do you personally use the word "terror," or do you avoid it entirely? 

GLENN GREENWALD: I generally avoid it. I mean, you could probably find instances in my 

writing where I’ve invoked the term, usually just ironically or to refer to the fact that somebody 

else is using it. But I do think that until we have an understanding of what the term means, it 

really is a term that ought to be avoided. 

There is some amazingly great scholarly research by Rémi Brulin, who was at the Sorbonne and 

then NYU, where he traces, essentially, the history of this term in political discourse. And what 

he has described, in a very scholarly way, is that the term "terrorism" really entered and became 

prevalent in the discourse of international affairs in the late '60s and the early ’70s, when the 

Israelis sought to use the term to universalize their disputes with their neighbors, so they could 

say, "We're not fighting the Palestinians and we’re not bombing Lebanon over just some land 

disputes. We’re fighting this concept that is of great—a grave menace to the world, called 

'terrorism.' And it’s not only our fight, it’s your fight in the United States, and it’s your fight in 

Europe, and it’s your fight around the world." 

And there are all these conferences in the late '60s and early ’70s and into the 1980s even, where 

Israelis and Americans and neocons are attempting to come up with a definition of the term 

"terrorism" that includes the violence that they want to delegitimize, meaning the violence by 

their adversaries, while legitimizing—excluding the violence they want to legitimize, namely our 

violence, the violence of Israel, the violence of our allies. And it was virtually impossible to 

come up with a definition, and that's why there really is no agreed-upon definition. The term is 

incredibly malleable, because it’s typically just meant as a term that says any violence we don’t 

like is something we’re going to call terrorism. And at this point it really just means violence 



engaged in by Muslims against the West. That’s really the definition of the term "terrorism," the 

functional definition. It has no fixed definition. 

AMY GOODMAN: Glenn, I remember at the beginning, at the Oklahoma City bombing attack, 

when two names of Arab men were floated. It turned out they were New York taxi drivers who 

had gone to Oklahoma City to renew their licenses. But those names were put out by the media, 

and then there was the question: Was this a terrorist attack? When it turned out it was Timothy 

McVeigh—Timothy McVeigh, who worked with other people, had all the—you know, all the 

definition of a terrorist attack—then it wasn’t. "Oh, no, it was Timothy McVeigh, and he did this, 

a white Christian man." No longer did we refer to it as a terrorist attack. 

GLENN GREENWALD: Right. I mean, that happens all the time. First of all, it was Steve 

Emerson, the very same Steve Emerson who just said that Birmingham was an all-Muslim city 

that no non-Muslims can enter, who was working at the time—either at the time for CNN or just 

afterwards, who went on, on the air, and was the most influential comment shaping what you just 

described. And he said the attempt here was to kill as many people as possible, which is a Middle 

East attribute, and therefore we should assume or highly speculate that this is likely an attack 

perpetrated by someone from the Middle East, someone who is Muslim. That’s how that 

narrative actually started. Steve Emerson’s career didn’t suffer at all from that. 

But, you know, if you watch how these attacks are discussed, every time there’s an attack where 

the assailant or the perpetrator is unknown, the media will say it’s unknown whether or not 

terrorism is involved. And what they really mean by that is: It’s unknown whether or not the 

perpetrator is Muslim. And as soon as they discover that the perpetrator is a Christian or is 

American, a white American, they’ll say, "We now have confirmation that this is not a terrorist 

attack." It’s something else—someone who’s mentally unstable, some extremist, something like 

that. It really is a term that functionally now means nothing other than Muslims who engage in 

violence against the West. 

AMY GOODMAN: I mean, we have a perfect example right now in Colorado Springs. There 

was a bomb that was affixed that blew up outside the NAACP. The media is not saying right 

now, as the man is looked for, there is a search for a terrorist going on right now on our own soil 

in Colorado. 

GLENN GREENWALD: Yeah, I remember there was an individual named Joseph Stack who 

flew an airplane into a government building in Texas, into the side of the IRS, actually. And for 

the first several hours of the reporting, it was said that the suspicion is that this is a terrorist 

attack, because it was on a government facility. And then when it was discovered that he was 

actually a right-wing, anti-tax, anti-government American, they said, actually, this isn’t a 

terrorist attack, this is just kind of this crazy person who did this for political ends. 

You know, I was in Canada about two months ago when those two attacks happened, first one in 

Quebec and then the other one at the Parliament in Ottawa. And the first one, in the outskirts of 

Quebec, was somebody—two people who had waited two hours in a car to see a soldier, a 

Canadian soldier, and then targeted him and ran him over. And that was instantly branded a 

terrorist attack, even though they purposefully avoided targeting civilians and targeted a soldier 

of a country that is at war. It really is a term that is so muddled and confused in terms of how it’s 

used, and it is used for very specific agendas and very ideological purposes. 



AMY GOODMAN: We’re going to break and then come back to this discussion. We are talking 

to Glenn Greenwald of The Intercept. We’re also speaking with Lisa Stampnitzky. She is a 

lecturer at Harvard University, author of Disciplining Terror: How Experts Invented 

"Terrorism." Stay with us. 

[break] 

AMY GOODMAN: This is Democracy Now!, democracynow.org, The War and Peace Report. 

I’m Amy Goodman, with Aaron Maté. Our guests are Glenn Greenwald of The Intercept, Lisa 

Stampnitzky of Harvard University, who wrote the book Disciplining Terror. And we’re joined 

from Paris by Luc Mathieu, the foreign affairs reporter for the French newspaper Libération, 

who has written critically of so-called terrorism expert Samuel Laurent. He appeared on CNN 

last week with host Brooke Baldwin. This is Samuel Laurent. 

BROOKE BALDWIN: He is Samuel Laurent, live from Paris. He is the author of The Islamic 

State and al-Qaeda in France. Samuel, nice to see you, sir. Here’s my question. You know, 

Fareed was making the point about how this totally seems to be changing the game, the face of 

terror. These are, you know, seemingly local, perhaps French natives from perhaps a much larger 

organization. When you watch the video, very trained. What’s your read on this? 

SAMUEL LAURENT: Mm-hmm. Well, basically, what you have to understand is that the 

situation has changed a lot from the time of al-Qaeda. Basically, Qaeda was operating cells. They 

were breeding them, and they were targeting a specific objective. Nowadays with the Islamic 

State, what has changed is that the caliph, Abu Bakr al-Baghdadi, is supposed to be the leader of 

the believers, so therefore he issues some orders at wide. And basically, some of his orders in 

October and November has been to kill the French, by any possible means. That was his words. 

AMY GOODMAN: That’s Samuel Laurent, often seen on CNN. Luc Mathieu, you’re with the 

French newspaper Libération. You have written about who Samuel Laurent is. Can you talk 

about him? 

LUC MATHIEU: Well, it’s difficult to talk about him, because he is not a journalist. He is not 

an analyst. He is not a former diplomat. He is not a former member of an intelligence 

community. I mean, he’s describing himself as an international consultant, which doesn’t mean 

any—which doesn’t mean nothing. So, he wrote like three books, and one was culturally 

interesting, which was Al-Qaeda in France. So I investigate on that book, and basically nothing 

is holding together. I mean, facts are not matching. Places he’s supposed to go are not matching. 

So, there are a lot of mistakes and a lot of approximations and a lot of nonsense in his books. 

AARON MATÉ: Lisa Stampnitzky, I want to ask you, what do you think the experts are 

missing? What issues should they be looking at that these so-called experts are not? 

LISA STAMPNITZKY: I mean, I think one of the key difficulties is, A, as Glenn mentioned, 

that there is no settled definition of what terrorism is, and that insofar as there is a common 

understanding of what terrorism is, it tends to be that it’s violence that we don’t like. And one of 

the most interesting things that I show in my book is that that wasn’t always the case. I look at 

debates on terrorism from the 1970s until 2001. And if you look at when people were first 

starting to talk about terrorism in the early 1970s, they were talking about it in a very different 

way. 



So, Glenn mentioned this cliché: One man’s terrorist is another man’s freedom fighter. And that 

seems almost obvious today, that these are opposed, that you can’t be a terrorist and a freedom 

fighter. But if you look at the way that people were talking about terrorism or political violence 

of this sort in the late '60s and early 1970s, this wasn't considered to be in opposition. There 

wasn’t this assumption that acts of terror as a tactic were necessarily something that was done by 

people who we think are evil. There was not this moral overlay over it. And this has come to be 

understood as so basic to understanding of terrorism now that it really clouds any attempt to 

understand the issue. 

AMY GOODMAN: And let me go back to Luc in Paris—first of all, our condolences—and 

what you’re writing about right now in Libération, what you feel these terrorism experts do not 

bring us that we should understand about what’s happening in France. 

LUC MATHIEU: It’s perhaps too early to say and to be sure of it. We have to look back at al-

Qaeda history, because it comes from al-Qaeda in Yemen. We have to look deeply into Islamic 

State, because one of the three assailants said he was from Islamic State. So, it’s a lot—it’s very 

messy right now in France, because a lot of people are trying to know exactly where those guys 

come from, where they went, what they wanted to do exactly. So it’s a bit early to say. I think we 

are missing. We are missing that. We are still searching a lot. 

AARON MATÉ: I want to go back to Fox News host Jeanine Pirro, a former prosecutor. This is 

from her show on Saturday. 

JEANINE PIRRO: We need to kill them. We need to kill them, the radical Muslim terrorists 

hell-bent on killing us. You’re in danger. I’m in danger. We’re at war, and this is not going to 

stop. After this week’s brutal terror attacks in France, hopefully everybody now gets it. And 

there’s only one group that can stop this war: the Muslims themselves. Our job is to arm those 

Muslims to the teeth, give them everything they need to take out these Islamic fanatics. Let them 

do the job. Let them have at it. And as they do, we need to simply look the other way. 

AARON MATÉ: That’s Jeanine Pirro of Fox News, a former prosecutor in Westchester, also a 

former judge. Glenn Greenwald, it’s easy to make fun of Fox News, but your response to this? 

And how does—how do attitudes like these play out in the corporate media, generally? 

GLENN GREENWALD: I mean, you know, if you listen to her, Jeanine Pirro, that clip you 

just played, I mean, she’s obviously psychotic. I mean, that’s just like bloodthirsty fascism in its 

purest, you know, expression. But I don’t really think that the substance of what she’s saying, to 

the extent one can attribute substance to those comments, is really all that rare or even 

controversial in the U.S. I mean, we have been a country that has declared ourselves at war with 

some formulation of Islam, radical Muslims, whatever you want to call it, something that John 

Kerry actually just affirmed a few days ago, that the French president and others have embraced, 

as well, over the last week. 

And I think this is one of the most pernicious aspects of these so-called terrorism experts and 

terrorism expertise, which is, if you are an American citizen or if you’re a French citizen or if 

you’re a British citizen, you have a greater chance of being killed by slipping in the bathtub 

tonight and hitting your head on the ceramic tile, or being struck by lightning—literally—than 

you do dying in a terrorist attack. And yet these terrorism experts have it in their interest to 



constantly hype and exaggerate the threat and fearmonger over it, because that’s how they 

become relevant. They become relevant in terms of their work. They become relevant in terms of 

their government contracts and in terms of the money that they make. And it really has infected 

large parts of Western thinking to view terrorism as a much, much greater threat than just 

rationally and statistically it really is. And I think that’s—a big part of that is at the feet of these 

so-called terrorism experts. 

AMY GOODMAN: I want to thank Luc Mathieu, speaking to us from Paris, from Libération. I 

also want to thank Lisa Stampnitzky, who wrote Disciplining Terror, speaking to us from 

Boston, Harvard lecturer. 

US To Send 400 Trainers and Hundreds More Troops for Syrian Train-and-Equip Mission   

The Pentagon will deploy more than 400 U.S. military trainers and hundreds more supporting personnel 

to four training sites in three countries as early as March as part of a long-awaited plan to help rebel 

forces to stabilize Syria. 

In addition to the trainers, the U.S. military expects to deploy hundreds of additional U.S. military 

personnel as so-called enabling forces who will deploy alongside the trainers to provide security and other 

support at the training sites, according to senior defense officials. Coalition partners are expected to 

contribute forces as well for an effort that for now is envisioned to train about 5,400 rebel forces each 

year for three years.  
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In addition to the trainers, the U.S. military expects to deploy hundreds of additional U.S. 

military personnel as so-called enabling forces who will deploy alongside the trainers to provide 

security and other support at the training sites, according to senior defense officials. Coalition 

partners are expected to contribute forces as well for an effort that for now is envisioned to train 

about 5,400 rebel forces each year for three years. 

The number of U.S. forces planned for the effort, which the Pentagon has not yet announced 

publicly, provides a sense of the scope of a mission that has taken months to get off the ground. 

It comes amid frustration from critics arguing that the Obama Administration has not moved 

faster to assist the floundering moderate forces inside Syria and growing recognition that the 

U.S.-led airstrike campaign against the Islamic State in Syria has not been effective. The Defense 
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Department’s train-and-equip program for Syrian rebels is not expected to change the dynamic 

on the ground anytime soon. But after months of planning, and after Congress provided funding 

late last year, it is now beginning to take form. 

Since December, administration officials have said that training program could begin as early as 

March in the three countries that have agreed to host the training: Turkey, Qatar and Saudi 

Arabia. At least four training sites in those countries are being identified and the plan is to split 

the approximately 400 U.S. trainers and their accompanying support forces evenly across those 

sites for what is expected to be a six- to eight-week training cycle. 

Earlier this week in Istanbul, Army Maj. Gen. Michael Nagata, who oversees the Combined Joint 

Interagency Task Force, and Daniel Rubinstein, U.S. special envoy for Syria, met with members 

of the Syrian opposition. The meetings were intended for American officials to brief the Syrian 

opposition on the train-and-equip program, but also for U.S. officials to get a better 

understanding of the dynamic inside Syria. 

(Related: Is Obama’s ‘Iraq First’ Strategy Working Against ISIS?) 

Apart from what is gleaned through intelligence sources, the U.S. has little to no first-hand sense 

of battlefield dynamics. That has blunted the effectiveness of the U.S. airstrike campaign inside 

Syria, which Pentagon leaders say is secondary in strategic importance to neighboring Iraq. 

There, the U.S. has deployed more than 2,100 U.S. service members and is working closely with 

Iraqi forces in northern Iraq, Baghdad and Anbar Province in the west  to help them fight the 

Islamic State. 

U.S. military commanders and intelligence sources say that while there is not yet a tipping point 

in Iraq, the combination of the airstrike campaign and the assistance to the Iraqi forces there has 

at least slowed the Islamic State’s ability to maneuver. 

But Syria is a different story. With no American combat boots on the ground and limited 

intelligence, the U.S. is struggling to have an impact there against Islamic State militants or the 

Assad regime. 

One of the biggest hurdles for the U.S. training program for Syrian rebels is identifying and 

vetting individuals to train. Defense officials said earlier this month that the U.S. is working 

closely with other U.S. government agencies as well as partner nations to find rebel fighters who 

would be candidates for the program. 

“That process is very active right now,” Pentagon Press Secretary Rear Adm. John Kirby told 

reporters Jan. 6. 

But identifying rebel fighters who don’t have ties to Jabhat al-Nusra, the main al-Qaeda affiliate 

in Syria, is extremely difficult for a Pentagon with limited resources on the ground. 

Still, the Pentagon is confident its forces can identify, recruit and then train a moderate force. 

American military forces, particularly Special Forces, have decades of experience screening 

foreign military forces for training, Pentagon officials said. 
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“We also know the Syrian opposition better now than we did two years ago through the 

programs we’ve had providing non-lethal assistance,” said Cmdr. Elissa Smith, a Pentagon 

spokesperson. The Pentagon, the State Department and other nations are using a number of 

sources to screen moderate Syrian recruits, and it will be an ongoing process, she said in 

an email. 

“We’ve identified numerous groups that we believe are suitable for training based on our current 

understanding of the environment and we continue to evaluate the situation,” Smith said. 

There are other concerns, however. The void left by removing those fighters from the battlefield 

to get them trained, some of whom will be rebel commanders on the frontlines of the fight 

against the Islamic State, could be detrimental to the fight inside Syria, said at least one analyst 

who studies the conflict. 

Moreover, many rebel forces who would be candidates for training feel disillusioned over what 

is perceived to be the long time it’s taken for the U.S. train-and-equip program to get started. 

“U.S. strategy in Syria to date has consistently undermined what rebel command and control 

structures exist, and as a result we’ve seen the Free Syrian Army disintegrate,” said Jennifer 

Cafarella, a Syria analyst at the Institute for the Study of War in Washington, which has been 

generally critical of the administration’s approach in Syria. 

“The decision not to support the [Free Syrian Army] in its fight against the Assad regime in the 

wake of the August 2013 sarin gas attacks led to a vast loss of morale and rise in disillusionment 

with the West that in turn encouraged rebel commanders to take advantage of independent 

funding streams from other actors, predominately from the Gulf,” she said. 

The U.S. covert training program in Jordan that focused in some cases on new rebel brigades 

served to frustrate older, more established rebel forces, she said. 

Still, many believe the train-and-equip program, though limited, will begin to infuse rebel forces 

with the kind of training they need to more effectively challenge Islamic State fighters and bring 

some measure of stability to the country. The training may also amount to a morale boost, even if 

it is coming years after initial demands for direct U.S. military assistance for rebel forces at the 

beginning of the civil war in Syria. 

Defense officials say they recognize the challenges they face with the training program for rebels 

in Syria. 

“This is going to be hard,” one senior defense official said. “We have to recruit the guys, we 

have to assume that there are a lot of guys who are recruitable, there’s got to be some vetting,” 

the official said. “This is not going to be an easy enterprise here.”  

Russia Is About To Absorb Part of Another Country  
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While Moscow continues to be hammered by low oil prices and western-led sanctions, it is 

doubling down on hard-edged political and financial retribution: Russia is preparing to absorb a 
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province of neighboring Georgia, and delivering an ultimatum to Europe that it could lose much 

of the Russian gas on which it relies. 

Ten months after annexing Crimea and igniting his current standoff with the west, Russian 

president Vladimir Putin will as early as this week take control of South Ossetia, a breakaway 

region of Georgia, with which he has a long, sour relationship. He is to sign a little-publicized 

accord that will hand over foreign policy, border control, and security to Moscow. 

“Effective annexation is the word,” Tom De Waal, an expert on the Caucasus at the Carnegie 

Endowment, wrote in a comment on Facebook. As with Russia’s Crimean adventure, its South 

Ossetia movements appear permanent. De Waal went on, “Is there any way back? Never say 

never—if the border with Georgia opens again, it makes much more sense for South Ossetia to 

[again] be part of the economic space of Georgia.” 

By numerous measures, Russia is in trouble. Its economy is on track to contract by 5% this year. 

On Jan. 14, Fitch downgraded the bonds issued by the Russian gas giant Gazprom and 12 other 

major Russian companies a notch above junk status. As with the world’s other big petro states, 

Russia has been hurt by the 60% plunge in oil prices since June—the value of the ruble has 

plummeted by about 58% and it is having to spend down its cash reserves. 

The sanctions, imposed because of Russia’s invasion of Ukraine, have exacerbated the 

economic crisis. 

Yet Putin has trundled on. In eastern Ukraine, 11 people were killed on a bus on Jan. 13 as 

Moscow-backed separatists continue to try to push Kiev forces from Donetsk Airport. 

Gazprom has lashed out at Ukraine, its favorite punching bag. The company is no longer 

accusing Ukraine of failing to pay for its gas supplies. Now, it’s upset that Ukraine 

isn’t buying enough gas. On Jan. 14, Gazprom said that last year, Ukraine bought less gas than it 

promised, a miscreancy that played a key role in a terrible export year for the gas company, 

which sold less supplies than it has in a decade. Russia relies on gas exports to support 5% to 

10% of the state budget. 

Europe is another target of Moscow’s ire. On Jan. 14, Moscow informed the European 

Union that within two years, Russia will stop exporting gas to Europe via Ukraine, through 

which more than 25% of the EU’s gas supplies pass. Instead, it will be delivered via Turkey to 

Greece. From there, Europe will have to build adequate infrastructure to get the gas where EU 

customers want it. In an ultimatum, Gazprom’s CEO said that if Europe fails to build lines to 

coincide with the new Russian route, Gazprom will sell the gas to other customers. 

What’s going on? Rather than succumbing to outside persuasion—that of western-led 

governments in addition to the voice of oil prices—Putin has argued that the west is simply 

intent on ousting him and weakening Russia. Channeling Putin, Russian analysts say the US in 

particular isdeliberately provoking Moscow with diabolical plots such as the “Reverse 

Brzezinski,” an alleged Washington strategy to to draw Russia into losing battles. 
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Faced with these perceived attempts to undercut him and his country, Putin suggests that he has 

no choice but to pull around the wagons and stick it out. This could go on a long time.  

Gorbachev Interview: 'I Am Truly and Deeply Concerned' 

Interview Conducted by Matthias Schepp and Britta Sandberg 

 

Denis Sinyakov/ DER SPIEGEL 

In a SPIEGEL interview, former Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev discusses the dangers of 

poor relations between Russia and the West in the Ukraine crisis, saying there is a danger 

that things could get worse. Germany, he says, has a significant role to play. 

  

Thick snowflakes fall in front of the window of the office on Leningradsky Avenue in 

northwestern Moscow. Mikhail Gorbachev's foundation has been located here for the past 23 

years -- a place for political research projects, charity initiatives, conferences and book 

publishing. 

Photos from bygone eras hang on the walls. There's one showing the former Soviet leader with 

George Bush Sr., in another he is with François Mitterrand. Still others depict Gorbachev with 

Helmut Kohl and Shimon Peres. There are also numerous images of his wife Raisa Gorbachev, 

who died in 1999 after a battle with leukemia. One in oil hangs over his desk while the large-

format photograph across the room is the last photo taken of the former first lady. Gorbachev's 

voice falters when he speaks of her. 

The 83-year-old has undergone three serious operations recently -- one on his spine, prostate 

surgery and another on his carotid artery. Now he's facing a fourth. The medication he takes has 

changed his face and he no longer likes to be photographed. "I always look like a bulldog in 

photos now," he says. "Mr. Gorbachev, you don't look like a bulldog," we respond. "Of course I 

do -- now stop it." 

He then dispatches a press officer to grab a photo of him published by a Russian newspaper. If 

one was so inclined, slight similarities with a bulldog could perhaps be found. Even more so after 

the two-and-a-half hour interview he gave SPIEGEL. He has seldom been so combative. 

http://www.spiegel.de/impressum/autor-10319.html
http://www.spiegel.de/fotostrecke/photo-gallery-glasnost-isn-t-dead-fotostrecke-122868.html


 

SPIEGEL: Michael Sergeyevich, few contributed more to ending the Cold War than you. Now 

it is returning as a result of the Ukraine crisis. How painful is that? 

Gorbachev: It gives one a feeling of déjà-vu. Perhaps that would even make a good headline for 

this interview: Everything appears to be repeating itself. There was a time for building a Wall 

and a time for tearing it down. I'm not the only person to thank for the fact that this wall no 

longer exists. (Former Chancellor) Willy Brandt's Ostpolitik was important, as were the protests 

in Eastern Europe. Now, new walls are being built and the situation is threatening to escalate. I 

do, in fact, see all the signs of a new Cold War. Things could blow up at any time if we don't act. 

The loss of trust is disastrous. Moscow no longer believes the West and the West doesn't believe 

Moscow. That's terrible. 

SPIEGEL: Do you think it is possible there could be another major war in Europe? 

Gorbachev: Such a scenario shouldn't even be considered. Such a war today would inevitably 

lead to a nuclear war. But the statements from both sides and the propaganda lead me to fear the 

worst. If one side loses its nerves in this inflamed atmosphere, then we won't survive the coming 

years. 

SPIEGEL: Aren't you overstating things a bit? 

Gorbachev: I don't say such things lightly. I am a man with a conscience. But that's the way 

things are. I am truly and deeply concerned. 

SPIEGEL: The new Russian military doctrine labels NATO's eastern expansion and the 

"reinforcement of NATO's offensive capabilities" as one of the primary threats facing Russia. Do 

you agree? 

Gorbachev: NATO's eastward expansion has destroyed the European security architecture as it 

was defined in the Helsinki Final Act in 1975. The eastern expansion was a 180-degree reversal, 

a departure from the decision of the Paris Charter in 1990 taken together by all the European 

states to put the Cold War behind us for good. Russian proposals, like the one by former 

President Dmitri Medvedev that we should sit down together to work on a new security 

architecture, were arrogantly ignored by the West. We are now seeing the results. 

SPIEGEL: The Ukraine conflict is a personal one for you -- and not just for political reasons. 

Gorbachev: That is correct, and anything else would be strange. I am, after all, half Ukrainian. 

My mother was Ukrainian and my wife Raisa was too. I spoke my very first words in Ukrainian, 

and the first songs I heard were Ukrainian. The southern Russian region of Stavropol, where I 

come from and where I once served as party chief, had a partnership during Soviet times with 

Ukraine's Donetsk region, where this terrible war is raging today. Back then we offered each 

other mutual help. We were friends and we lived in one state. Still, even today I have friends and 

relatives in Ukraine -- as do most Russians. 



SPIEGEL: As general secretary of the Communist Party, you fought for glasnost (openness) and 

perestroika (restructuring) in your country. Has everything that you pushed for during your 

political life fallen into ruin under Putin? 

Gorbachev: I take an entirely different view. Glasnost isn't dead and neither is democracy. A 

new generation has grown up in Russia under entirely different conditions -- and it is much freer 

than in the Soviet Union. The clock can no longer be turned back. Nothing has fallen into ruin. 

SPIEGEL: Yet Russian leadership is more authoritarian than it has been in a long time. 

Gorbachev: What do you mean by "a long time"? 

SPIEGEL: Since pre-Gorbachev times in the Soviet Union. There are once again limits on the 

freedom of opinion and the press, and elections aren't free. 

Gorbachev: Then we have the same view of things. Since then, I have become an old man and I 

have a long journey behind me. When I became a member of the Communist Party, I wrote an 

essay called: "Stalin, our war glory, Stalin inspires us, the youth." Today I support those who 

fight against venerating Stalin. 

SPIEGEL: Putin is limiting democracy, but a majority still appears to be satisfied with his 

leadership. Why? 

Gorbachev: When Putin moved into the Kremlin, he inherited a difficult legacy. There was 

chaos everywhere. The economy was crippled, entire regions wanted to secede. There was a 

threat of Russia disintegrating. Putin stopped this process and that will remain the greatest 

achievement of his time in office. Even if Putin hadn't managed to achieve anything else, he will 

always be credited with that. Yes, he does sometimes resort to authoritarian methods. I have 

often spoken out against this. That's also why I opposed him taking office for a third term. 

SPIEGEL: Does Russia need a new top-down perestroika, as recently called for by former 

finance minister Alexei Kudrin, a Putin confidant who is also highly respected in the West? 

Gorbachev: You are welcome to tell Alexei Kudrin that I agree with him. Russia is only 

halfway along the path to democracy -- the rest still lies ahead of us. Unfortunately, the Kremlin 

is currently focused on a conservative agenda. I think that's a mistake. 

SPIEGEL: What drives Putin? Years ago, you wrote that he was only interested in staying in 

power. 

Gorbachev: I can't look inside of Putin, so I don't know. But we will not progress without 

democracy and popular participation. We need free elections and people's involvement in the 

political process. Things cannot continue as they have until now, with a law being discussed for 

the first time in the morning and then already getting passed that night. 

SPIEGEL: Are the Russians ready for more democracy? 

Gorbachev: That's a question you will have to ask our opposition, which isn't very powerful. 

SPIEGEL: But we're asking you. 



Gorbachev: It's simply not okay when those who think differently are oppressed or when 

someone like anti-corruption blogger and politician Alexei Navalny is placed under house arrest 

just because he opened his mouth. It's not good when government offices or key posts in state-

owned businesses are assigned on the basis of friendships, as happens here. 

SPIEGEL: With the economy struggling and the ruble collapsing, do you think there's any 

chance Putin will change course? 

Gorbachev: He really doesn't need to be afraid because he is still very popular. If Putin has the 

feeling that he no longer has any other choice, then I think he will act accordingly. 

SPIEGEL: In November, during the presentation of your new book, you said that Putin suffers 

from an affliction that was no stranger to you during your time in the Kremlin: an excess of self-

confidence. Putin, you said, sees himself as being second only to God. 

Gorbachev: Perhaps he considers himself to be equal to God (laughs). Of course Putin isn't God. 

But those who carry responsibility also need to be determined and capable of taking decisions -- 

in other words, a healthy portion of self-confidence. 

SPIEGEL: You, yourself, were often accused of being irresolute.  

Gorbachev: Then how did this allegedly indecisive Gorbachev manage to push through 

perestroika against immense resistance? How did he declare glasnost, which allowed the 

freedom of word and religion? Why did he provide the freedom of travel, when, previously, 

every Soviet citizen who wanted to go abroad had to go through a lengthy procedure? And why 

did this allegedly irresolute person suddenly decide to end the nuclear arms race by completely 

eliminating medium-range missiles and reducing long-range missiles by half? If all of that wasn't 

courageous and decisive, then what is? 

SPIEGEL: Still, does it bother you that many in your country see you as the man who destroyed 

the Soviet Union? 

Gorbachev: Many today know that isn't true. Unfortunately, I even hear that kind of innuendo 

from President Putin, not to mention the so-called patriots. They would love nothing better than 

to drag me and the Communist Party to court on charges of high treason. 

SPIEGEL: Would it have been better if the Soviet Union had remained intact? 

Gorbachev: Surely. The rapidly induced collapse of the Soviet Union is also part of the deeper 

reason for the current Ukraine conflict. 

SPIEGEL: You're speaking of 1991, when the Soviet Union broke up as a result of its conflicts 

between different nationalities and because of economic and supply crises. 

Gorbachev: The opponents of perestroika had already lost the public political battle, so they 

instead focused on escalation and instigated a putsch. They wanted power, but they destroyed the 

Soviet Union. My successor Boris Yeltsin prescribed a shock therapy under which Russia still 

suffers today. I had a reform program. Although union was a part of the Soviet Union's name, it 

wasn't really a union. The republics had only very limited sovereignty and competencies. That's 



why I presented a reformed union treaty that was to be signed on August 20, 1991. But the 

nomenklatura feared the new era. 

SPIEGEL: In a farewell speech before you left the Kremlin at the end of 1991, you emphasized 

the successes of your policies and said that no one living in neighboring countries needed to fear 

Russian troops any longer. Now, that fear is back. 

Gorbachev: Unfortunately, we forget the things that history teaches us. 

SPIEGEL: Whose fault is that? 

Gorbachev: You're asking me the eternal question of who is responsible: the wife or the mother-

in-law (laughs). Seriously though: Russia and the West both bear responsibility, if to a different 

degree. No one has displayed an understanding for the seriousness of the situation. 

SPIEGEL: Who carries the greater responsibility for the Ukraine conflict? 

Gorbachev: Casting blame isn't helpful in this highly dangerous crisis. But I do want to be clear 

about a few things. In November 1990, at the Conference for Security and Cooperation in Paris, 

the talk was of a new peaceful world order. George Bush, Sr. and I were especially active in 

promoting this. But nothing came of it -- a demilitarization of politics didn't happen. Instead, a 

dangerous winner's mentality became widespread in America. I criticize this attitude every time I 

visit the United States. I remind people of how John F. Kennedy took a stand against the 

demonization of people in the Soviet Union and said that a true peace could not be a Pax 

americana, that peace could not be dictated by America. There is either peace for all or there is 

no peace. 

SPIEGEL: Did America not emerge as the victor of the Cold War? 

Gorbachev: Would America have been able to achieve these massive changes without Moscow, 

without us? No! We showed at the time what is possible if we work together: We solved regional 

conflicts, we achieved German reunification, the withdrawal of Soviet troops from Eastern 

Europe, nuclear disarmament. Unfortunately, America then started building a global empire, a 

mega empire. 

SPIEGEL: When did America begin down that path? 

Gorbachev: You know yourselves. When the Soviet Union fell, those who didn't wish us well 

shed crocodile tears as they rubbed their hands together beneath the table. The Americans began 

by surrounding Russia with so-called rings of defense -- NATO's eastward expansion. NATO 

intervened militarily in the Yugoslavian civil war without the consent of the United Nations. 

That was a precedent-setting case. All that triggered a backlash in Russia. No Kremlin leader can 

ignore something like that. 

SPIEGEL: It's interesting that an older generation of politicians -- (former US Secretary of 

State) Henry Kissinger, (former German Chancellor) Helmut Schmidt and former German 

Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher, for example -- are urging level-headedness in the 

Ukraine crisis. You yourself have addressed presidents Putin and Obama. 



Gorbachev: Yes, and that was already one year ago, on January 23. I called on both to negotiate 

with each other because the Ukraine conflict is a threat to the entire world and not just to Ukraine 

and its neighbors. My letters were a cry from the depths of my soul. 

ANZEIGE 

SPIEGEL: Did you get an answer? 

Gorbachev: I fell on deaf ears. 

SPIEGEL: You had a similar experience in Berlin in November. The warnings you gave on the 

occasion of the Berlin Wall anniversary were dismissed as those of an aging politician. The 

Germans criticize you because of your pro-Putin stance. Does that bother you? 

Gorbachev: The Germans love Angela Merkel. That's why people criticize me and not Merkel. 

But a smart country like Germany should not resort to the kind of level of conversation you 

might expect to find in a pub. 

SPIEGEL: You met with Angela Merkel in the Chancellery. How did the talk go? 

Gorbachev: Friendly. We spoke with each other for about an hour. But the balance of power 

was unequal. A female advisor to the chancellor was there, so I had two women against me. I 

could very clearly sense that the chancellor is under pressure -- both domestically and in terms of 

foreign policy. I explained to her that people needed to sit down for as long as it takes to find a 

solution. You won't achieve anything by tripping all over each other with rash statements. 

Angela Merkel agreed with me, even if she acts differently. 

SPIEGEL: Did you criticize the West's sanctions against Russia in your talk with the 

chancellor? 

Gorbachev: Ask Angela Merkel. I might pull your leg. 

SPIEGEL: But we would like to get an answer from you. 

Gorbachev: I have forgotten again everything that was said about that (laughs). You'll have to 

ask the chancellor. Incidentally, I didn't tell Putin anything about the conversation either. I'm 

even less inclined to tell SPIEGEL. If you want, you can ask me a third time now, but there's no 

point in trying to lead my down the slippery slope. 

SPIEGEL: Why do you consider sanctions to be wrong? 

Gorbachev: They damage the economies of both countries. It was wrong to exclude Russia from 

the G-8. That's vendetta-like and there is nothing to be gained from it. Sanctions are not an 

instrument that should be used if we want to maintain our exemplary relations. 

SPIEGEL: It looks as though such relations are a thing of the past. 

Gorbachev: A great deal of progress was made in the relationship between Germany and Russia 

after the fall of the Wall. We built up singularly good relations. We can't allow that to be 

destroyed now. At the moment, the West is largely shutting Russia out of efforts to solve global 



problems on issues ranging from the battle against terrorism and the Islamic State to climate 

change. What's the good in that? We need to "de-ice" our relations again and we urgently need a 

new thaw. We Russians will do everything to try to make that happen. I think Russia is orienting 

its policies in that direction. In Germany, though, it looks as though there is a competition to see 

who can be the most unyielding when it comes to Russia. 

SPIEGEL: But there are also many who see things differently. Former SPD leader Matthias 

Platzeck has proposed that a new referendum be held over Crimea under the aegis of the 

Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe in order to provide legitimacy to the 

annexation under international law. What do you think of that idea? 

Gorbachev: The new Germany wants to interfere everywhere. What legitimacy is needed for 

Crimea? Even if the referendum had deficiencies, there can be no doubt that the people there 

clearly and unambiguously said they wanted to be a part of Russia. 

SPIEGEL: Your position on the referendum is astoundingly mild. Even Putin's own human 

rights commission detected voter fraud. Are you disappointed in the Germans? 

Gorbachev: Many in Germany seem to want to participate in the new division of Europe. It's 

probably better if I stop here. Don't provoke me any longer. I am a Russian and I shouldn't say 

too much about Germany's domestic affairs. 

SPIEGEL: Germany's internal affairs affect all of Europe. 

Gorbachev: The way things stand between Germany and Russia has repercussions for the global 

political climate. We can never forget that, also in the Ukraine crisis. 

SPIEGEL: What do you think a solution to the crisis might look like? 

Gorbachev: An immediate cease-fire, followed by an international effort to rebuild the 

destroyed areas. If necessary, we need to invite Otto von Bismarck again. He said that Germany 

should never wage war with Russia. Germany already tried once during World War II to expand 

its sphere of influence into the east. What lessons does it still need? It hasn't been forgotten in my 

country: the massive destruction, the women who waited for husbands who never returned home. 

It is good that our people have reconciled with each other. 

SPIEGEL: And Merkel nevertheless says today that Putin lives in another world. Do you 

understand where she is coming from? 

Gorbachev: No, not entirely. And I'm not the only one who doesn't understand. Please recall 

President Putin's speech at the Munich Security Conference in 2007. Putin clearly stated at the 

time where Russia's red lines are and that Russia does not agree to NATO's advance on its 

borders. For us Russians, by the way, Putin wasn't saying anything new. So why was it that our 

partners were so astounded? I get the impression that the German people understood Putin very 

well at the time -- in any case better than the political elite in Germany. It is a mistake to try to 

get rid of Putin. 

SPIEGEL: Why would it be a mistake? 



Gorbachev: It's hopelessly stupid and highly dangerous. Putin should leave office at the end of 

his term. Unfortunately, the German idea is very different. It envisions the further tightening of 

sanctions until the Russians take to the streets and topple Putin. 

SPIEGEL: You don't appear to think much of Angela Merkel. 

Gorbachev: On the contrary -- I like her as a person and a politician. But that doesn't mean I 

don't have the right to criticize her, just as she has the right to criticize me. The same applies in 

my relations to Putin. He is an experienced president who has done and continues to do much for 

Russia. At the same time, some things have to be said openly to him. 

SPIEGEL: Are you a happy person today? 

Gorbachev: I wrote a few years back that there aren't really any happy reformers. I wasn't in the 

best of spirits at the time and I allowed myself to get carried away with this sentence. Yes, when 

I look back, I am a happy person. Tackling major projects and leading an important state was, of 

course, great. 

SPIEGEL: What does a typical day look like for you now? How do you spend your free time? 

Gorbachev: My wife Raisa and I had a shared passion. We went on long walks every day, five 

to six kilometers. That helped me deal with stress. My legs, unfortunately, no longer play along, 

but I'm not the only one with that problem. I recently visited Helmut Schmidt. He was standing 

up when he greeted me, but he told me that he often has to use a wheelchair. Helmut Kohl and 

George Bush Sr. also have also begun relying on technical aids. I fear the time is coming when I 

will also have to motorize myself. 

SPIEGEL: Is it difficult for you to accept that your strength is waning? 

Gorbachev: In terms of my health, I felt very good until I turned 75. I continued to jet around 

the world. The death of my wife Raisa in 1999 was a difficult blow. The last year and a half 

hasn't been very good; I had to undergo three serious operations. Incidentally, all three took place 

in Germany. The whole world is fighting against aging, but there's nothing you can do about it. 

In some ways I feel old, but in others I still feel young. That's how I am. 

SPIEGEL: What matters most to you in the years that you still have left? 

Gorbachev: To live life and not just survive or vegetate and wait for death. I want to travel to 

America again in February to give lectures. Next to my books, they're my only source of 

revenue. I still have goals and that keeps me going. 

SPIEGEL: What goals are they? 

Gorbachev: I want to continue to be part of the discussion about Russia's future, about global 

peace and environmental protection. I want to write books, give lectures, attend conferences and 

give interviews. 

SPIEGEL: To try once more to change the world and make it a better place? 



Gorbachev: That's no longer necessary. Glasnost and Perestroika live on and they can no longer 

be stopped. 

SPIEGEL: Do you have a fear of death? 

Gorbachev: Not at all. I don't know why, but I have none. 

SPIEGEL: Mikhail Sergeyevich, we thank you for this interview. 

   



 

 

 

 

 

 

Adversity is the trial of principle. Without it, a man hardly knows whether he is honest or not. Henry 

Fielding  
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