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Contemporary Terrorism: An American Case Study
By Charles Hall of the University of Memphis, Tennessee
A chapter from an upcoming new textbook “War on Terror: Insights into Global Issues” by an international team consisting of Moscow State University faculty Julia Gumanova, Maria Sveshnikova and Elizaveta Tikhomirova, and Professor Charles Hall of the University of Memphis, Tennessee. We are grateful for their permission to use the chapter.
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In many ways, the history of contemporary terrorism in the United States of America is very different from that of almost all other major countries or regions. Unlike other countries such as Britain, Russia, France, India or China, the United States did not really consider itself vulnerable to ‘terrorists’ until the World Trade Center Bombing of 1993. Even then, terrorism seemed really to be someone else’s problem.

However, in the aftermath of the second attack and ensuing destruction of the World Trade Center in 2001, Americans finally grasped the global threat and nature of contemporary terrorism. Now, there is a need to re-examine how Americans viewed their own history of calculated violence, in other words, terrorism.

	


1. Preserving “America”
Perhaps one of the major differences between terrorism in the United States and other countries is that there has been little “revolutionary” violence in the United States. Rather, most contemporary terrorism or calculated violence goal seems to have been to “preserve” a traditional, perhaps mythical American culture described as the Melting Pot.

Two contrasting metaphors describe American views of their society: the Melting Pot and the Salad Bowl. In the traditional view known as the Melting Pot, everyone who came to America became alike, assimilated through their shared experiences; conversely, using a newer symbol, the Salad Bowl, Americans attempt to acknowledge significant cultural differences of the various groups in the USA with the now famous slogan “celebrate diversity.”

Both metaphors are important in understanding the history of contemporary terrorism in the United States. However, we must begin our survey of contemporary terrorism by looking at the United States just after the American Civil War in the 1860s and the Civil Rights Movement of the 1960s.

2. The Civil Rights Movement and the KKK (Ku Klux Klan)
	1. In pairs brainstorm as many names, places, words as you can that you associate with Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.

2. Exchange your list with one other pair.

3. Discuss what each of you knows about each of the terms.

4. Read the following article on the American Civil Rights Movement.


A Movement of the People

Through nonviolent resistance a second American Revolution was born.

From 1954 when the Supreme Court outlawed school segregation until 1968 when Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. was assassinated, a revolution took place in America.

The heroes of this revolution, known as the civil rights movement, were not all famous leaders or renowned strategists. Most were ordinary women, men and children with extraordinary courage and a conviction that justice would prevail.

They were women like Rosa Parks who refused to give up her bus seat to a white man in 1955, and was arrested for it. Her courage inspired black citizens throughout Montgomery, Alabama, to walk to their jobs, rather than ride in the back of buses. The buses ran nearly empty for 11 months, until the Supreme Court ruled segregated seating illegal.

They were children like Elizabeth Eckford who walked silently through a crowd of cursing, spitting whites on the first day that black children were allowed to attend Little Rock High School in Arkansas in 1957. She and others refused to be intimidated, and finally the President ordered troops to protect them as they went to school.

They were college students like those in Greensboro and Nashville who sat at segregated lunch counters, enduring ridicule, threats and beatings. They never fought back but they never gave up their seats. Because of their determination, lunch counters throughout the South were integrated.

In Birmingham, heroes of the movement marched proudly despite the powerful fire hoses and vicious police dogs used against them. In Selma, they were attacked by state troopers as they tried to march for the right to vote, and they inspired thousands from around the country to join them.

All over the South, blacks and whites who believed in racial equality were threatened, beaten, arrested and killed. But they remained nonviolent themselves, and they never let violence stop them. In the end, they forced America to abolish a system of segregation that violated the most basic principles of democracy.

Within 15 years, blacks had won the right to sit alongside whites on buses, in restaurants and in theaters. White schools, swimming pools, and libraries were open to them. And they had won the right to vote.

The civil rights movement brought phenomenal changes to the South and to all the country. But the progress of three decades did not erase the legacy of centuries of racial oppression.

Today, the struggle for equality in education, housing and employment continues. And it will go on as long as there are women, men and children who believe that together we can change the world.

Obviously, the mainstream Civil Rights Movement was the opposite of terrorism; it eschewed violence. Now read this short history of the KKK, one of the most notorious white supremacist groups in the United States.

http://school.discovery.com/homeworkhelp/worldbook/atozhistory/k/305480.html

Ku Klux Klan, is a group of white secret societies who oppose the advancement of blacks, Jews, and other minority groups. The Ku Klux Klan, also called the KKK or the Klan, is active in the United States and in Canada. It often uses violence to achieve its aims. Klan members wear robes and hoods, and burn crosses at their outdoor meetings. They also burn crosses to frighten nonmembers.

The KKK has had four major periods of activity: (1) the mid-1860's to the early 1870's, (2) 1915 to 1944, (3) the late 1940's to the early 1970's, and (4) since the mid-1970's.

Birth of the Klan. The KKK was formed as a social club by a group of Confederate Army veterans in Pulaski, Tenn., in 1865 or 1866. Nathan Bedford Forrest, a former Confederate general, was the Klan's first leader, called the Grand Wizard. The group took its name from the Greek word kyklos, meaning circle, and the English word clan.
Klan members, who believed in the superiority of whites, soon began to terrorize blacks to keep them from voting or exercising the other rights they had gained during Reconstruction, the period following the end of the American Civil War in 1865. The Klan threatened, beat, and murdered many blacks and their white sympathizers in the South. To hide their identity, Klan terrorists wore robes and hoods, draped sheets over their horses, and rode at night. The KKK spread rapidly throughout the Southern United States and became known as the Invisible Empire. Its attacks helped drive blacks out of Southern political life.

In 1871, Congress passed the Force Bill, which gave the President the authority to use federal troops against the Klan. The KKK soon disappeared.

Early 1900's. In 1915, William J. Simmons, a former Methodist clergyman, organized a new Klan in Atlanta, Georgia, as a patriotic, Protestant fraternal society. The Klan directed its activities against groups it considered un-American, including blacks, immigrants, Jews, and particularly Roman Catholics.

The KKK grew rapidly and by the mid-1920's had more than 2 million members throughout the country. Some Klan members burned crosses and whipped, tortured, and murdered people whose activities angered them, but most relied on peaceful means. By electing public officials, the Klan became a powerful political force throughout the South and also in many Northern and Western states, including Colorado, Indiana, Kansas, Maine, Ohio, and Oregon. However, public criticism of Klan violence and quarrels among Klan leaders weakened the organization. By the 1930's, only local Klan groups in the South remained strong. The organization died out again in 1944.

Mid-1900's. Samuel Green, an Atlanta physician, revived the Klan in 1946. Green died in 1949, and the Klan then split into many competing groups. However, all of the groups opposed racial integration.

Increased civil rights activities during the 1960's brought a new wave of Klan violence. Klan members were involved in many terrorist attacks, including the killing of three civil rights workers in Mississippi, and the bombing of a Birmingham, Alabama, church in which four black girls were killed. President Lyndon B. Johnson used the Federal Bureau of Investigation to probe the Klan. Some members were sent to prison, and membership fell to about 5,000 by the early 1970's.

Recent developments. Beginning in the mid-1970's, new leaders tried to give a more respectable image to competing Klan groups. Some accepted women as members and set up youth groups. The KKK especially appealed to whites who resented both special programs designed to help blacks and job competition from blacks and recent immigrants. Also in the 1970's, it largely abandoned its opposition to Roman Catholics.

Klan membership rose to about 10,000 by 1980. The KKK still attracted people with extreme views who often used violence. In 1979, Klan members and their supporters killed five anti-Klan demonstrators in Greensboro, North Carolina. Klan members murdered a black youth in Mobile, Alabama, in 1981. Since then, declining interest in the Klan and some prosecutions for illegal activities have reduced KKK membership to about 6,000. Most of these members live in the South.


One of the most horrific acts of terrorism committed by men connected to the KKK was the bombing of a church in the Southern city of Birmingham, Alabama in 1963. Four young African-American girls were killed. The following short article looks at the case against the bombers as well as the relationship between one of the men accused of that crime and his now-grown son.

The ghosts of Alabama

After 37 years, two men are indicted for a bombing that transfigured the civil rights movement

By Christopher John Farley 
CNN -  May 22, 2000
Web posted at: 3:31 p.m. EDT (1931 GMT)

Tom Cherry and his father Bobby Frank Cherry are separated by 200 ft. and four ghosts. The Cherrys both hail from Birmingham, Alabama, but the family pulled up roots in 1971. Too many secrets, too many whispers. “It was time to leave that place,” says Tom, 47. “Every time you turned around, some Cherry was getting into trouble--because of the name.”

Now Tom lives in Mabank, Texas, a tiny town of about 2,000 souls buried deep in the piney woods 50 miles southeast of Dallas. His father lives nearby--Tom can see Bobby's place from his front porch--but the two haven't talked in two years. Not since Tom and his daughter started talking to grand juries and FBI agents, angering kinfolk and reopening old wounds. At one point, when father met son, says Tom, “Daddy jumped on me” and then “started name-calling my kids in the papers.” Says Tom: “Right now is not a happy time. I'm the one he seems to be blaming.”

The Cherrys, it appears, pulled up dirt with their roots. Last week it was old mud when Bobby Frank Cherry, 69, and Thomas E. Blanton Jr., 61, both former Ku Klux Klansmen, were indicted by an Alabama grand jury on murder charges stemming from the 1963 bombing of a church in Birmingham that killed four black girls at Sunday school. Both men maintain their innocence. The attack was one of the most horrific crimes of the civil rights era, but only one suspect in the case, Robert E. Chambliss--who was convicted of murder in 1977 and died in jail in 1985--had been brought to justice. The involvement of several others had long been suspected.

Tom Cherry has testified to an Alabama grand jury about his father but, having been warned by prosecutors, is careful not to repeat his testimony. All he says is that on the night the dynamite was planted, he was with his father at a shop where Klansmen made rebel signs. “When you're called in on a subpoena and asked what you know ... I can only tell them where he was at.” He is anguished over his father, but he is also haunted by the bombing. “There never was a family get-together where someone wouldn't mention it,” says Tom. Once he asked the FBI to show him the pictures from the church. “Anytime you see a kid that, you know, was decapitated...” His voice trails off.

The bombing of the 16th Street Baptist Church has been under investigation by law-enforcement officials, off and on, for almost four decades. Within days of the bombing, four men--Cherry, Blanton, Chambliss and Herman Frank Cash--were considered prime suspects. But according to some officials, witness statements were hard to come by. First there was the fear: If a person were to testify, would there be reprisals? Then there was hopelessness: Would a court in segregationist Alabama really do justice? And then there were the cops. During the '60s, the Klan had ears and eyes and tongues within the local police force. Nonetheless, after two years, FBI agents felt they had a strong case but said J. Edgar Hoover and his senior administrators blocked them from sharing their findings with prosecutors.

In the '70s, Alabama attorney general Bill Baxley successfully prosecuted “Dynamite Bob” Chambliss. But after Baxley left office, the case went mostly dormant and was not reopened until 1995.

In 1963, Blanton was a 25-year-old 10th-grade dropout working in a stockroom. Bobby Frank Cherry was 33 years old with only eight years of school; he was missing all his upper teeth and had already fathered seven children. Both men had been in the Klan but found it too restrained for their liking. So, along with a few others, they formed the Cahaba Boys, who met beneath the Cahaba River bridge on U.S. 280 to drink beer and talk about saving the South from Jews, Catholics and blacks.

Investigators believe that around 2 a.m. on Sept. 15, 1963, Blanton drove his turquoise-and-white 1957 Chevy to 16th Street with Chambliss, Cash and Cherry. While the others waited, Cherry placed a 12-stick package of dynamite in a window well outside the 16th Street Baptist Church. The bomb exploded eight hours later, killing Denise McNair, 11, and Cynthia Wesley, Carole Robertson and Addie Mae Collins, all 14. The martyred girls horrified the nation and transfigured the civil rights movement.

Despite newly emboldened witnesses, prosecutors will still have problems. One important witness who could have placed Blanton's car at the scene has since died. There is also a sticky web of alibis. Cherry once said he was watching wrestling on TV (there was no wrestling that night). He has also said he was home with a wife who was dying of cancer. As it turns out, his wife's cancer wasn't diagnosed until years after the bombing.

Once, former attorney general Baxley got to question Cherry in a room in Texas. “He jumped up and was going to beat me up,” Baxley recalls. “You knew he'd revert to his bully-boy ways.” But knowing he could face extradition to Alabama, Cherry backed down. He has other defenses. In 1965, when asked about his involvement, he replied, “That's when the Fifth Amendment will come in handy.”

Tom Cherry hates the scandalmongers--those with “an alligator mouth on a hummingbird butt”--who have split his family into feuding halves. But he is also haunted by the suffering of others--the McNairs, the Robertsons, the Collinses, the Wesleys. “

It needs to be settled for those families. Whether Dad did it or not, it needs to be finalized.” Then perhaps four ghosts can have some peace.

	


	Discuss the following, first in small groups and then as a class.

1. What changes in the USA have occurred since 1963 that allowed this case to be re-opened?

2. It is said that the USA is a country of “individualistic individuals.” How does the focus of this article support that statement?

3. Explain the logic that allowed Cherry and the others to see themselves as “saving” the South.

4. Do you think it would have been hard for most white Americans of 1963 to label Cherry a terrorist? Why or why not? How about today?


3. Homegrown Terrorists

As the unrest of the 1960s settled down, the United States seemed immune to the terrorist attacks that were happening throughout the world. Although there were attacks on American targets throughout the world, the “heartland” seemed safe from truly serious attacks. Instead, there arose small groups or individuals who seemed simply more bothersome than actually dangerous. Eventually, one of the small ‘bothers’ would lead to the watershed Oklahoma City Bombing, but for most of the thirty years from the early 70s through the first World Trade Center bombing of 1993, Fortress America felt itself safe. Let’s have a look at a few of these domestic terrorist groups to see how they were possible at all.

4. American Radicals

Although few American groups can be called radical in the global context, there are some which are clearly outside the mainstream of American thought. These groups cover spectrum of political thought from extreme right-wing militias to ultra-liberal environmentalists.

5. America the Beautiful
In the 70s and 80s, concern for environmental issues went quickly from the fringes of American society to a very mainstream stance; the debate on environmental protection became and is still clearly a national issue.

For some, however, the majority approach to environmental protection was not enough. Consequently, small cells of “radical” environmentalists began to develop; some choose to carry out actions that were dubbed ecotage [sabotage + ecology] by the press.

	1. As you read the following article on the Earth Liberation Front try to determine what makes them almost acceptable to mainstream Americans. Remember that this article was published after Oklahoma City but before September 11.

2. Do you think there would be a similar response today?


http://abcnews.go.com/sections/us/DailyNews/elf010130.html

ELF Making Good on Threat

Officials Fear Increased ‘Ecotage’ by Elusive Activists


By Dean Schabner

Jan. 30, 2001 — The Earth Liberation Front has carried out more than 100 acts of destruction in the last five years, wreaking $37 million worth of damage. To date, police have one suspect, and the group, leading a rising wave of environmental extremism, is promising to escalate its attacks.
Last week, investigators got their first break, arresting Frank Ambrose, of Indiana, in connection with a tree spiking [putting large nails in trees to prevent their being cut down for lumber] incident for which the ELF claimed credit. Law enforcers, however, are not calling it a major breakthrough in their five-year war with the elusive activists.

"It's always a positive when there is some success," said Tom Lyons, a U.S. Forest Service special agent in charge of law investigation in the Northwest. "That can only help to deter and show law enforcement agents' intent to deal with this issue nationwide. It's well publicized that organizations like ELF operate in small cells around the country, and this man's ties [to ELF] are the subject of speculation."

The "elves" of the ELF have become more and more active since they claimed responsibility for setting fires that caused $12 million worth of damage at the Vail Mountain ski resort more than two years ago. According to the activists and the law enforcement agencies that battle them, there's likely to be a lot more of their costly mischief.

"This year, 2001, we hope to see an escalation in tactics against capitalism and industry," ELF said earlier this month in a communiqué. In the statement, ELF also claimed responsibility for a fire at a lumber company office in Glendale, Ore., that did $400,000 worth of damage.

Crime fighters in the FBI and the Forest Service are taking them at their word, especially considering that the Bush Administration has been talking about opening the national parks to mining and logging and stepping up the search for oil in the Alaska wilderness.

David Szady, the special agent in charge of the FBI's Portland division, said that ELF has already begun to increase its activity, noting that though there was nothing as spectacular as the Vail incident last year, 2000 was the group's busiest yet.

Apocalyptic Environmentalists, Political Cynics
ELF claimed responsibility for 16 fires last year at construction sites for luxury homes in Colorado, Arizona and New York, and law enforcement officials link them to the Anarchist Golf Association, which destroyed two grass seed research centers in Oregon. The group is also blamed for a fire at a Forest Service tree biogenetic research site in Wisconsin. In all, they claimed responsibility for $2.2 million worth of damage in 2000.

Bron Taylor, a professor of religion at the University of Wisconsin-Oshkosh who has studied the radical environmental movement for more than a decade, said that one of the defining elements of the activists is their political cynicism.

"With these guys, I don't think they look at any administration as being better than any other," Taylor said.

"You can't understand these guys if you don't understand the ethical and spiritual motivations behind them," Taylor said. "There are continuities between their ethical and spiritual motivations, and those that have motivated the environmental vanguard for the last 125 years. You have grafted onto that a particular reading of environmental science and of governmental politics that tends to be on the one hand apocalyptic in terms of its view of the environment and on the other deeply cynical in its political analysis."

Violent Terrorists or Religious Radicals
He describes their reverence for nature as a religious feeling related to the beliefs of Native Americans in which all living things have souls and are seen as sacred.

According to Taylor, "deep ecologists" such as those in ELF have a firm belief in three essential tenets: That ecosystems have an inherent worth that cannot be judged in relation to human needs; that human actions are bringing the earth toward mass extinctions; and that political action is insufficient to bring about the wholesale social changes needed.

Because of their rejection of the possibility that government will make the kind of policy changes they deem necessary, ELF activists are not concerned about swaying public opinion, in Taylor's reading of the group. Their goal, he says, is to create a situation in which it is simply unprofitable for lumber companies to cut down trees or construction companies to build luxury "trophy homes" in wild areas.

While this makes them ready to take actions that are considered by much of society to be radical, their reverence for nature and their belief — whether articulated or not — that life in any form is sacred, keeps them opposed to intentionally harming other people, even their ideological opponents.

"It is a laugh to me when they call us violent or terrorists," Lee Dessaux, a hunt saboteur said in a 1997 interview quoted in Journal of Terrorism and Political Violence. "I say, if we were, don't you think we'd have killed people by now?"

They still haven't either killed or seriously hurt anyone in more than 100 incidents over five years since they burned a truck at Forestry Service office in Oregon, but law enforcement officials fear it is only a matter of time.

"They keep saying that we're not going to hurt anyone, and I think they're sincere, but what happens is you can't control the zealots — we saw that with [Oklahoma City bomber Timothy] McVeigh," Szady said. "Our other fear is that someone is going to be killed accidentally."

	The Wall Street Journal in an editorial in early 2001 feared that many Americans would see EFL as simply “misguided idealists.” What in the American mindset [character] and experience would allow mainstream Americans to have that perception of this group? In early 2001 some political analysts feared that many Americans would see EFL as simply “misguided idealists.” What in the American mindset and experience would allow mainstream Americans to have that perception of this group?


6. All Creatures Great and Small

More open to public view and criticism are the many animal rights groups that have carried out many actions that are labeled as terrorism by some and acts of courage by others.

	In this magazine article from 1997 there are many points that might be used to separate these radical animal rights activists from contemporary terrorists. Take note of them as you will be asked to write a “letter to the editor” afterwards giving your opinion on whether they are or are not  terrorists.


http://www.ampef.org/articles/terart2.htm

Breaking the Cages

By Matt Bai 
Newsweek, September 29, 1997

Dick Schuening, a veteran arson investigator for the State of Oregon, got the call one morning in July. Someone had firebombed a Redmond slaughterhouse that processed and exported horse meat. This was no amateur job: it had been carried out efficiently by moonlight, using power tools, kitchen timers and a flammable jelly similar to napalm. The horses were spared. Schuening sifted through the ashes of his mind, back to an investigation that had obsessed him and a team of federal agents in the early '90s. It didn't take long for his fears to be confirmed. Days later the Animal Liberation Front -- a radical group that opposes using animals for fur, meat or research -- issued a communiqué taking responsibility for the fire. For Schuening and the Feds, the hunt was on again.

The battle for animal rights is getting uglier. The ALF, which fancies itself a kind of IRA for the animal kingdom, is now on the FBI's list of domestic terrorist groups. So far this year, its members have claimed responsibility for violent acts at a rate of almost one a day. Its crimes range from small-time vandalism (smashing windows at a butcher's shop in suburban Connecticut and spray-painting "McMurder" inside a Michigan McDonald's) to large-scale "rescue" operations (releasing 10,000 minks from a farm in Oregon). State and federal investigators thought they had shut the group down after a spree of bombings and break-ins ended with the arrest of an ALF leader in 1994. But now the violence is escalating again. Supporters brag that no one's ever been hurt in an ALF action, but investigators who've tracked the group say that's just sheer luck.

"It's just a matter of time," Schuening says, "until someone gets killed."

Investigators admit their knowledge of the ALF is shadowy. Most members are thought to be college-age activists with ties to more legitimate animal-rights and environmental groups. What stymies law enforcement is that the ALF has no traditional structure. Its members work in tiny, secretive cells and get guidance from the Internet and underground pamphlets, investigators say. The group's Web site proclaims that anyone who takes up the cause is welcome to call himself part of the ALF. "It's not like the Mafia," a frustrated federal investigator says. "I can't find an individual and say, 'Here's the don of the ALF'."

If the ALF does have a godfather of sorts, it's Rod Coronado. The 31-year-old Native American is the only animal-rights terrorist the Feds have ever nailed; he's serving five years in prison for his role in the destruction of a research lab at Michigan State University in 1992. Borrowing the ALF name from a British group in the late 1980s, Coronado began by posing as a fur trader to gain access to potential targets. He used that knowledge, he says, to launch Operation Bite Back: a series of raids and bombings. Coronado insists that ALF members plot their acts carefully so that no one will get caught or hurt. "The government may call us terrorists, but the one thing that separates us from that is that we don't have anybody's blood on our hands," he says. His victims disagree. "Every time a medical-research facility is destroyed, the people who suffer from diseases are harmed," says Brandon Millett of Americans for Medical Progress. Animal-rights extremists have been blamed for at least 85 attacks on research labs since 1987. Millett's group contends that ALF raids have delayed valuable lab testing on AIDS transmission, sleep deprivation and lethal bacteria.

Nor is it clear that the ALF's brand of liberation does much good for animals. The ALF likes to release horrific images of animal abuse; one undercover video shows a cheerful farmer breaking the necks of squealing minks.

But thousands of frenzied minks have died gnashing at each other after they were released from cages. Coyotes freed from research facilities have been hit by cars or have returned to the lab for food. Ironically, the raid at Michigan State accidentally ruined an adjoining lab where scientists were studying ways to curtail the need for animal testing.

Coronado shrugs all that off, saying the ALF's main goal is to inflict financial wounds on abusers. But there, too, the results are uncertain. The manager of the Belgian-owned horse-meat plant in Oregon points out that the American plant accounted for a small fraction of his company's global business and was insured anyway. (The plant exports horse meat to Europe for human consumption.) "If they think they can destroy us, they'd better think twice," Pascal Derde says. Standing amid the factory's ruins, he inspects another horse -- which he will shoot through the head once the plant is rebuilt.

If the ALF likens itself to the IRA, then People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA) is its Sinn Fein. The nation's largest animal-rights group, PETA dutifully defends the ALF, even paying Coronado's $ 42,000 in legal fees. A chic Hollywood cause boasting supporters such as Drew Barrymore and Alec Baldwin, PETA's activities include protesting the traveling Oscar Meyer Weiner-mobile. But now it's facing questions about whom it supports with its $ 12 million budget. "You've got kids breaking open their piggy banks and sending in money, thinking it's going to the little cats and dogs in their ads, and it's really going to support animal-rights terrorism," Millett charges. PETA's cofounder, Ingrid Newkirk, makes no apologies. "I wish every person would get up and break into a lab," she says.

But how far are extremists really willing to go? The ALF is not the most violent animal-rights group. A Canadian outfit calling itself the Justice Department claims responsibility for sending envelopes rigged with poison-covered razor blades to hunting groups. Chased from their own country, some well-armed Canadian activists are thought to have fled to the United States. If that's true, the militant ALF may soon seem as harmless as a couple of caged minks.

	Now before you write your own letter to the editor about your response to this article, read these actual responses. After you have read them you should begin writing your own response.


http://www.ampef.org/articles/terart3.htm

Letters-to-the-Editor responding to "BREAKING THE CAGES"
Published in the October 20, 1997 edition of Newsweek
SAVING THE ANIMALS
►I am horrified at the thought of cruelty to animals (“Breaking the Cages,” Society, Sept. 29). I don't eat meat, and I avoid products obtained by killing animals. But I would never join a group like the Animal Liberation Front (ALF) or People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA). They may think they are hurting those who abuse animals, but they are really harming the animal-advocacy movement. If the phrase ”animal rights” comes to be associated with vandalism and terrorism, people will be less receptive to the cause these groups are trying to further. If you want to help animals, write to your government representatives. Share your opinions with other people. One serious letter-writing campaign will be much more effective than a hundred laboratory and slaughterhouse bombings.

Deborah Burns
Claremont, Calif.

►Newsweek has performed an important public service with its report on “animal rights” terrorism. It has always been clear that these activists have no concern for the ethical treatment of human beings. Now we learn that by liberating animals without regard to their safety, they are no more ethical in their treatment of animals.

John Silber
Chancellor, Boston University
Boston, Mass.

►In your article you imply that I make no apologies for PETA's supposedly spending donors' money on animal-rights terrorism. I did not apologize for redirecting our donors' money because we do no such thing. What I am unapologetic about is that PETA shares with the ALF an abhorrence of the exploitation of animals.

PETA always tells people exactly what they are contributing to, including when we ask for funds to defend activists like Rod Coronado—paying legal-defense costs in a society where defendants are innocent until proven guilty. Categorically, no funds flow to the ALF from PETA. We haven't heard from the ALF in years: in fact, the ALF as it was does not seem to exist anymore. Finally, I don't advocate breaking into labs. I just sometimes wish everyone could go into labs and bring the animals out. That's not how society works, however, which is why PETA's job is to educate, liberate and work to show what ordinary people can do to effect change.

Ingrid E. Newkirk, President
People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals
Norfolk, VA.

►As a veterinarian who works with laboratory animals, I can state that animals in research do not suffer. They are treated with analgesics and anesthesia to prevent pain. One of the main reasons veterinarians are employed in laboratories is to safeguard the welfare of the animals used and to ensure that facilities meet USDA regulations. It is maddening to think that research that may help save your parent, spouse or child could be ruined by a lunatic with a firebomb.

Stephen B. Harvey, D.V.M.
San Antonio, Texas

7. The Loner

The animal and environmental groups are very vague in structure and makeup. There is no focus for the American love of “personality.” At the other end of the spectrum is perhaps the most famous individual terrorist in the history of the United States: the Unabomber.

The Unabomber seems to fall into that special category of “interesting” villains that Americans enjoy reading about or watching in movies such as Natural Born Killers.

	In the following short internet introduction to vast files [all of the underlined words are links] on the Unabomber, identify the words and phrases that seem to be either tongue-in-cheek or sarcastic. How is this attitude towards a terrorist possible?


http://hotwired.lycos.com/special/unabom/surf.html

Love him or loathe him, the Unabomber's Manifesto has once again brought this crazed Luddite back into the limelight.

After killing three people and injuring some 26 others with his handcrafted bombs, the FBI, the Department of Justice, and most of post-industrial world are hoping the Unabomber's 17-year reign of terror has come to an abrupt end. Then again, maybe the real terror is actually having to read this sophomoric 35,000 word essay or his previous missives to Dr. David Gelernter of Yale University and The New York Times.

Just want the Cliff Notes? These Web sites offer commentary, background, and insight into the Unabomber's viewpoints and violent history.

But like every notorious criminal, the Unabomber isn't without his fans. Penthouse's Bob Guccione wanted to offer the elusive terrorist a monthly column (no response yet from Unabomber). Elsewhere on the Net, fellow technophobes extol  anti-technology views (although most do not condone the Unabomber's anti-social behavior), and have even given the Luddite King his own Web site. Hmmmm ... maybe someone should explain to them exactly how computers fit into this whole post-industrial society thing.  Need a group therapy session to deal with your feelings about the Unabomber? Check out Threads or Time's Unabomber Forum or maybe you'd just like to take matters into your own hands.
	Using the information in that brief passage answer this basic question: What seemed to have been the Unabomber’s basic “issue” that led him to terrorism? Which words or terms allow you to make that claim?


Now look at this brief section from the Unabomber’s 35,000 word Manifesto that is the Unabomber’s criticism of the “post-industrial, modern world” and what he sees as the most important threat to the world: “leftism” and increased use of technology. When the Unabomber uses the word “leftism,” he doesn’t really mean “socialist” or “left-wing” even. Rather, he sees “leftism” as a type of “collectivist” mentality.

INTRODUCTION

1. The Industrial Revolution and its consequences have been a disaster for the human race. They have greatly increased the life-expectancy of those of us who live in "advanced" countries, but they have destabilized society, have made life unfulfilling, have subjected human beings to indignities, have led to widespread psychological suffering (in the Third World to physical suffering as well) and have inflicted severe damage on the natural world. The continued development of technology will worsen the situation. It will certainly subject human beings to greater indignities and inflict greater damage on the natural world, it will probably lead to greater social disruption and psychological suffering, and it may lead to increased physical suffering even in "advanced" countries.

2. The industrial-technological system may survive or it may break down. If it survives, it MAY eventually achieve a low level of physical and psychological suffering, but only after passing through a long and very painful period of adjustment and only at the cost of permanently reducing human beings and many other living organisms to engineered products and mere cogs in the social machine. Furthermore, if the system survives, the consequences will be inevitable: There is no way of reforming or modifying the system so as to prevent it from depriving people of dignity and autonomy.

3. If the system breaks down the consequences will still be very painful. But the bigger the system grows the more disastrous the results of its breakdown will be, so if it is to break down it had best break down sooner rather than later.

4. We therefore advocate a revolution against the industrial system. This revolution may or may not make use of violence: it may be sudden or it may be a relatively gradual process spanning a few decades. We can't predict any of that. But we do outline in a very general way the measures that those who hate the industrial system should take in order to prepare the way for a revolution against that form of society. This is not to be a POLITICAL revolution. Its object will be to overthrow not governments but the economic and technological basis of the present society.

5. In this article we give attention to only some of the negative developments that have grown out of the industrial-technological system. Other such developments we mention only briefly or ignore altogether. This does not mean that we regard these other developments as unimportant. For practical reasons we have to confine our discussion to areas that have received insufficient public attention or in which we have something new to say. For example, since there are well-developed environmental and wilderness movements, we have written very little about environmental degradation or the destruction of wild nature, even though we consider these to be highly important.

THE PSYCHOLOGY OF MODERN LEFTISM

6. Almost everyone will agree that we live in a deeply troubled society. One of the most widespread manifestations of the craziness of our world is leftism, so a discussion of the psychology of leftism can serve as an introduction to the discussion of the problems of modern society in general.

7. But what is leftism? During the first half of the 20th century leftism could have been practically identified with socialism. Today the movement is fragmented and it is not clear who can properly be called a leftist. When we speak of leftists in this article we have in mind mainly socialists, collectivists, "politically correct" types, feminists, gay and disability activists, animal rights activists and the like. But not everyone who is associated with one of these movements is a leftist. What we are trying to get at in discussing leftism is not so much a movement or an ideology as a psychological type, or rather a collection of related types. Thus, what we mean by "leftism" will emerge more clearly in the course of our discussion of leftist psychology (Also, see paragraphs 227-230.)

8. Even so, our conception of leftism will remain a good deal less clear than we would wish, but there doesn't seem to be any remedy for this. All we are trying to do is indicate in a rough and approximate way the two psychological tendencies that we believe are the main driving force of modern leftism. We by no means claim to be telling the WHOLE truth about leftist psychology. Also, our discussion is meant to apply to modern leftism only. We leave open the question of the extent to which our discussion could be applied to the leftists of the 19th and early 20th century.

9. The two psychological tendencies that underlie modern leftism we call "feelings of inferiority" and "oversocialization." Feelings of inferiority are characteristic of modern leftism as a whole, while oversocialization is characteristic only of a certain segment of modern leftism; but this segment is highly influential.

FEELINGS OF INFERIORITY

10. By "feelings of inferiority" we mean not only inferiority feelings in the strictest sense but a whole spectrum of related traits: low self-esteem, feelings of powerlessness, depressive tendencies, defeatism, guilt, self-hatred, etc. We argue that modern leftists tend to have such feelings (possibly more or less repressed) and that these feelings are decisive in determining the direction of modern leftism.

11. When someone interprets as derogatory almost anything that is said about him (or about groups with whom he identifies) we conclude that he has inferiority feelings or low self-esteem. This tendency is pronounced among minority rights advocates, whether or not they belong to the minority groups whose rights they defend. They are hypersensitive about the words used to designate minorities. The terms "negro," "oriental," "handicapped" or "chick" for an African, an Asian, a disabled person or a woman originally had no derogatory connotation. "Broad" and "chick" were merely the feminine equivalents of "guy," "dude" or "fellow." The negative connotations have been attached to these terms by the activists themselves. Some animal rights advocates have gone so far as to reject the word "pet" and insist on its replacement by "animal companion." Leftist anthropologists go to great lengths to avoid saying anything about primitive peoples that could conceivably be interpreted as negative. They want to replace the word "primitive" by "nonliterate." They seem almost paranoid about anything that might suggest that any primitive culture is inferior to our own. (We do not mean to imply that primitive cultures ARE inferior to ours. We merely point out the hypersensitivity of leftish anthropologists.)

12. Those who are most sensitive about "politically incorrect" terminology are not the average black ghetto-dweller, Asian immigrant, abused woman or disabled person, but a minority of activists, many of whom do not even belong to any "oppressed" group but come from privileged strata of society. Political correctness has its stronghold among university professors, who have secure employment with comfortable salaries, and the majority of whom are heterosexual, white males from middle-class families.

13. Many leftists have an intense identification with the problems of groups that have an image of being weak (women), defeated (American Indians), repellent (homosexuals), or otherwise inferior. The leftists themselves feel that these groups are inferior. They would never admit it to themselves that they have such feelings, but it is precisely because they do see these groups as inferior that they identify with their problems. (We do not suggest that women, Indians, etc., ARE inferior; we are only making a point about leftist psychology).

14. Feminists are desperately anxious to prove that women are as strong as capable as men. Clearly they are nagged by a fear that women may NOT be as strong and as capable as men.

15. Leftists tend to hate anything that has an image of being strong, good and successful. They hate America, they hate Western civilization, they hate white males, they hate rationality. The reasons that leftists give for hating the West, etc. clearly do not correspond with their real motives. They SAY they hate the West because it is warlike, imperialistic, sexist, ethnocentric and so forth, but where these same faults appear in socialist countries or in primitive cultures, the leftist finds excuses for them, or at best he GRUDGINGLY admits that they exist; whereas he ENTHUSIASTICALLY points out (and often greatly exaggerates) these faults where they appear in Western civilization. Thus it is clear that these faults are not the leftist's real motive for hating America and the West. He hates America and the West because they are strong and successful.

16. Words like "self-confidence," "self-reliance," "initiative", "enterprise," "optimism," etc. play little role in the liberal and leftist vocabulary. The leftist is anti-individualistic, pro-collectivist. He wants society to solve everyone's needs for them, take care of them. He is not the sort of person who has an inner sense of confidence in his own ability to solve his own problems and satisfy his own needs. The leftist is antagonistic to the concept of competition because, deep inside, he feels like a loser.

17. Art forms that appeal to modern leftist intellectuals tend to focus on sordidness, defeat and despair, or else they take an orgiastic tone, throwing off rational control as if there were no hope of accomplishing anything through rational calculation and all that was left was to immerse oneself in the sensations of the moment.

18. Modern leftist philosophers tend to dismiss reason, science, objective reality and to insist that everything is culturally relative. It is true that one can ask serious questions about the foundations of scientific knowledge and about how, if at all, the concept of objective reality can be defined. But it is obvious that modern leftist philosophers are not simply cool-headed logicians systematically analyzing the foundations of knowledge. They are deeply involved emotionally in their attack on truth and reality. They attack these concepts because of their own psychological needs. For one thing, their attack is an outlet for hostility, and, to the extent that it is successful, it satisfies the drive for power. More importantly, the leftist hates science and rationality because they classify certain beliefs as true (i.e., successful, superior) and other beliefs as false (i.e. failed, inferior). The leftist's feelings of inferiority run so deep that he cannot tolerate any classification of some things as successful or superior and other things as failed or inferior. This also underlies the rejection by many leftists of the concept of mental illness and of the utility of IQ tests. Leftists are antagonistic to genetic explanations of human abilities or behavior because such explanations tend to make some persons appear superior or inferior to others. Leftists prefer to give society the credit or blame for an individual's ability or lack of it. Thus if a person is "inferior" it is not his fault, but society's, because he has not been brought up properly.

19. The leftist is not typically the kind of person whose feelings of inferiority make him a braggart, an egotist, a bully, a self-promoter, a ruthless competitor. This kind of person has not wholly lost faith in himself. He has a deficit in his sense of power and self-worth, but he can still conceive of himself as having the capacity to be strong, and his efforts to make himself strong produce his unpleasant behavior. But the leftist is too far gone for that. His feelings of inferiority are so ingrained that he cannot conceive of himself as individually strong and valuable. Hence the collectivism of the leftist. He can feel strong only as a member of a large organization or a mass movement with which he identifies himself.

20. Notice the masochistic tendency of leftist tactics. Leftists protest by lying down in front of vehicles, they intentionally provoke police or racists to abuse them, etc. These tactics may often be effective, but many leftists use them not as a means to an end but because they PREFER masochistic tactics. Self-hatred is a leftist trait.

21. Leftists may claim that their activism is motivated by compassion or by moral principle, and moral principle does play a role for the leftist of the oversocialized type. But compassion and moral principle cannot be the main motives for leftist activism. Hostility is too prominent a component of leftist behavior; so is the drive for power. Moreover, much leftist behavior is not rationally calculated to be of benefit to the people whom the leftists claim to be trying to help. For example, if one believes that affirmative action is good for black people, does it make sense to demand affirmative action in hostile or dogmatic terms? Obviously it would be more productive to take a diplomatic and conciliatory approach that would make at least verbal and symbolic concessions to white people who think that affirmative action discriminates against them. But leftist activists do not take such an approach because it would not satisfy their emotional needs. Helping black people is not their real goal. Instead, race problems serve as an excuse for them to express their own hostility and frustrated need for power. In doing so they actually harm black people, because the activists' hostile attitude toward the white majority tends to intensify race hatred.

22. If our society had no social problems at all, the leftists would have to INVENT problems in order to provide themselves with an excuse for making a fuss.
	1. What is ‘political correctness’?

2. What self-image of the “true” American does the Unabomber seem to be demanding?

3. Why might this introductory section actually appeal to a large segment of the American population?


8. Protectors of the Innocent

The environmental and animal rights groups are aware that they are not yet part of the great majority; the Unabomber, while striking a chord in many disaffected Americans, was still an individual. On the other hand, terrorists at the extreme end of the anti-abortion movement can with statistical accuracy call themselves “mainstream” Americans.

Abortion is a very divisive and painful topic in the United States. Each of the two sides, those championing the reproductive rights of women [pro-choice] and those condemning abortion as murder [pro-life], sincerely believes its position to be the stance of the majority. Both sides have resorted to strident rhetoric and fierce electoral battles in which a candidate’s stance on abortion is the only litmus test.

Several anti-abortion groups have openly espoused violence as a legitimate and moral way of saving what they call unborn children; they compare the completely legal abortions available in most American states to the Nazi holocaust that must be stopped in any way possible. They seem themselves as protectors of the innocents, who cannot defend themselves.

In a very important First Amendment [free speech] case, the courts wrestled with the issue in a case that almost seems to call for violence and murder and therefore push against the definition of terrorism.

	As you read this article do you agree that this site and its content should be protected as free speech? Pay careful attention to the comparison to the Civil Rights Movement case which serves as precedent.


http://law.about.com/library/weekly/aa040201a.htm

Anti-Abortion Web Site Given Free Speech Protection

$109 Million Verdict Against List-Makers Thrown Out
Dateline: 04/02/01
A three-judge panel of the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals unanimously threw out a $109 million verdict against anti-abortion activists last week, holding that their Web site was protected by the First Amendment.

The case is Planned Parenthood vs. American Coalition of Life Activists, No. 99-35320 (March 28, 2001).

The site featured wanted posters branding abortion doctors as baby butchers and criminals, and included lists of the doctors' names and home addresses, but the appellate judges said that the defendants could only be held liable if they authorized, ratified or directly threatened violence.

Two years ago, a federal jury in Portland, Oregon, had ordered the dozen defendants to pay damages to Planned Parenthood and four doctors who had sued under federal racketeering law and a federal law, which makes it illegal to incite violence against abortion doctors.

In setting the tone for its ruling, the court said:

Extreme rhetoric and violent action have marked many political movements in American history. Patriots intimidated loyalists in both word and deed as they gathered support for American independence. John Brown and other abolitionists, convinced that God was on their side, committed murder in pursuit of their cause. In more modern times, the labor, anti-war, animal rights and environmental movements all have had their violent fringes. As a result, much of what was said even by nonviolent participants in these movements acquired a tinge of menace.

The Supreme Court confronted this problem in NAACP v. Claiborne Hardware Co., 458 U.S. 886 (1982). There, a group of white-owned businesses sued the NAACP and others who organized a civil rights boycott against the stores. To give the boycott teeth, activists wearing black hats stood outside the stores and wrote down the names of black patrons. After these names were read aloud at meetings and published in a newspaper, sporadic acts of violence were committed against the persons and property of those on the list. At one public rally, Charles Evers, a boycott organizer, threatened that boycott breakers would be “disciplined” and warned that the sheriff could not protect them at night. See id. at 902. At another rally, Evers stated, “If we catch any of you going in any of them racist stores, we're gonna break your damn neck.” See id. The Mississippi courts held the boycott organizers liable based on Evers's statements and the activities of the black-hatted activists.

The Supreme Court acknowledged that Evers's statements could be interpreted as inviting violent retaliation, “or at least as intending to create a fear of violence whether or not improper discipline was specifically intended.” Id. at 927 (emphasis added). Nevertheless, it held that the statements were protected because there was insufficient evidence that Evers had “authorized, ratified, or directly threatened acts of violence.” Id. at 929. Nor was publication of the boycott violators' names a sufficient basis for liability, even though collecting and publishing the names contributed to the atmosphere of intimidation that had harmed plaintiffs. See id. at 925-26. While Charles Evers and the defendants in our case pursued very different political goals, the two cases have one key thing in common: Political activists used words in an effort to bend opponents to their will.

The First Amendment protects ACLA's statements no less than the statements of the NAACP. Defendants can only be held liable if they “authorized, ratified, or directly threatened” violence.

The court went on to find that no reasonable jury using that test could have found that the defendant's speech went beyond first amendment protection:

We start by noting that none of the statements ACLA is accused of making mention violence at all. While pungent, even highly offensive, ACLA's statements carefully avoid threatening the doctors with harm “in the sense that there are no `quotable quotes' calling for violence against the targeted providers.” Planned Parenthood of the Columbia/Willamette, Inc. v. American Coalition of Life Activists, 23 F. Supp. 2d 1182, 1186 (D. Or. 1998). Instead, ACLA offers rewards to those who take nonviolent measures against the doctors, such as seeking the revocation of their medical licenses and protesting their activities. One poster talks about persuading Crist to “turn from his child killing,” but stops short of suggesting any violence or other criminal conduct against him. The web-site seeks to gather information about abortion supporters and encourages others to do the same. ACLA also speaks of future “perfectly legal” Nuremberg-like trials, to be held at a time when public opinion has turned in its favor.

The court also found it noteworthy that the statements and lists were made in the context of a public Website, thus, in public discourse, rather than in a direct communication to anyone.

	Even more telling about the national dilemma concerning abortion is a statement from a member of Congress who does not consider even the bombing of abortion clinics terrorism. After reading this passage, try to reconstruct the representative’s argument.


Defining Terrorism Stirs Words of Dispute

By DAVID G. SAVAGE and GREG MILLER
Los Angeles Times
October 1 2001
WASHINGTON -- One of the hardest issues facing lawmakers who are writing new antiterrorism legislation is the one that many might see as the easiest: What is "terrorism"?

All agree that a politically motivated attack that kills innocent civilians, such as the destruction of the World Trade Center, is terrorism at its worst.

But the Justice Department has proposed to define "terrorism" so broadly that some lawmakers fear it would include a teenage computer hacker or a protester who tosses a rock through the window of a federal building.

And because the government wants to prosecute all those who "harbor" or "conspire" with terrorists, a loose definition could brand thousands of protesters as conspirators in a terrorist plot.

Defining terrorism is "the hardest" policy question lawmakers face, said Rep. Porter J. Goss (R-Fla.), chairman of the House Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence.

The challenge, he said, is coming up with a definition that is wide enough to give law enforcement and U.S. intelligence the latitude they need to prevent further attacks, yet narrow enough to protect the civil liberties of the innocent.

"The trouble is, 'terrorism' is a very broad word, and it lends itself to a lot of mischief for people who would abuse common sense," Goss said.

As an example, he cited the bombings of abortion clinics. "To me, that's not the kind of terrorism I'm talking about," Goss said. "That's criminal law enforcement. But it would fit most broad definitions of terrorism because the purpose [of such bombings] is to scare people."

	How could Representative Goss make that statement that bombings of abortion clinics are just criminal law enforcement? In which ways would those bombings fit the definitions of terrorism that you know?


9. True Americans

Just as the many mainstream  anti-abortion groups see themselves as the champion of  American morality, many mainstream citizens would see themselves as defenders of the right to own guns, to demand that government leave them alone, and to distrust the United Nations, and to complain about high taxes.

However, there are many, small extreme “right-wing” groups known as militias that make those issues their central and intense focus. The following statement made by the then head of the FBI to the U.S. Senate outlines the basic structure and goals of these extreme right-wing groups. These groups, many  that enter into our discussion of terrorism and to understanding the tragedy of Oklahoma City.

http://www.fbi.gov/congress/congress99/freehct2.htm

Right-wing Extremist Groups. The threat from right-wing extremist groups includes militias, white-separatist groups, and anti-government groups. All right-wing extremist groups tend to encourage massing weapons, ammunition and supplies in preparation for a confrontation with federal law enforcement, as well as local law enforcement who are often perceived as agents for the State/Federal government.
The goal of the militia movement is to defend and protect the United States Constitution from those who want to take away the rights of Americans. The militia movement believes that the United States Constitution gives Americans the right to live their lives without government interference. The FBI is not concerned with every single aspect of the militia movement since many militia members are law-abiding citizens who do not pose a threat of violence. The FBI focuses on radical elements of the militia movement capable and willing to commit violence against government, law enforcement, civilian, military and international targets (U.N., visiting foreign military personnel). Not every state in the union has a militia problem. Militia activity varies from states with almost no militia activity (Hawaii, Connecticut) to states with thousands of active militia members (Michigan, Texas). The American militia movement has grown over the last decade. Factors contributing to growth include:

· GUNS- The right to bear arms is an issue which almost all militia members agree and most militia members believe a conspiracy exists to take away their guns. The national system of instant background checks for all gun buyers, mandated by the 1993 Brady Act and which actually was implemented on November 30, 1998, has further angered many militia groups. These militia members see this new law as another example of how the government is conspiring to take away their guns. The banning of semiautomatic assault weapons has also angered many militia members .

· STATE LAWS- Militias resent state laws forbidding them to gather together to fire weapons. Sixteen states have laws which prohibit all militia groups and 17 states have laws which prohibit all paramilitary training.

· MISTRUST OF FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT- is frequently mentioned in militia literature and overall militia mythology. FBI and Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms (ATF) actions, such as Ruby Ridge, the Branch Davidians, and the Freeman standoff, are cited, and thus are hated and distrusted by many militia members.

· TAXES- Militia members believe that they pay too many taxes and that those tax dollars are wasted by a huge, uncaring and inefficient bureaucracy in Washington, D.C. Since the Internal Revenue Service collects federal taxes, it is widely hated by militia members.

· THE UNITED NATIONS - is perceived as an organization bent on taking over the world and destroying American democracy and establishing "the New World Order." The New World Order theory holds that, one day, the United Nations will lead a military coup against the nations of the world to form a one-world government. United Nations troops, consisting of foreign armies, will commence a military takeover of America. The United Nations will mainly use foreign troops on American soil because foreigners will have fewer reservations about killing American citizens. Captured United States military bases will be used to help conquer the rest of the world.

Most of the militia movement has no racial overtones and does not espouse bigotry; there are some black and Jewish militia members. However, the pseudo-religion of Christian Identity, as well as other hate philosophies, have begun to creep into the militia movement. This scenario is currently being played out in the Michigan Militia, arguably the largest militia group in America. Lynn Van Huizen, leader of the Michigan Militia Corps, is currently trying to oust Christian Identity factions from his group. Christian Identity is a belief system that provides both a religious base for racism and anti-Semitism, and an ideological rationale for violence against minorities. This pattern of racist elements seeping into the militia movement is a disturbing trend, as it will only strengthen the radical elements of the militias. Many white supremacist groups adhere to the Christian Identity belief system, which holds that the world is on the verge of a final apocalyptic struggle between God/Christ and Satan (The Battle of Armageddon) in which Aryans (European Caucasians) must fight Satan's heirs: Jews, nonwhites and their establishment allies (i.e., the Federal Government). The Christian Identity belief system (also known as Kingdom Identity) provides a religious base for racism and anti-Semitism, and an ideological rationale for violence against minorities and their white allies. Christian Identity teaches that the white race is the chosen race of God, whites are the "true Israelites" and Jews are the Children of Satan. Adherents believe that Jews have increasingly gained control of the United States Federal Government and are attempting to enslave the white population by enacting laws subjugating the white people, such as affirmative action, pro-choice, and anti-gun statutes. To prepare for Armageddon, many Identity adherents engage in survivalist and paramilitary training, storing foodstuffs and supplies, and caching weapons and ammunition. As the next millennium approaches, Identity's more extreme members may take action to prepare for Armageddon, including armed robbery to finance the upcoming battle, destroying government property and infrastructure, and targeting Jews and nonwhites. Due to Christian Identity adherents' widespread propaganda efforts and Identity's racist/anti-Semitic/anti-government appeal, there are a number of churches and diverse organizations throughout the United States that embrace the doctrines of Identity. Identity beliefs are also increasingly found in the rhetoric of all types of right-wing extremist groups, including, but not limited to, militias, survivalist communes, the Ku Klux Klan, neo-Nazis, skinheads, tax protesters, and common law courts. Thus, with the approaching millennium, there is a greater potential for members from such Identity influenced groups to engage in violent activities as well. As the next millennium approaches, violent and illegal acts may increase, due to Christian Identity's belief that the world is on the verge of a final apocalyptic struggle (aka The Battle of Armageddon) between God/Christ and Satan. Identity members believe that this entails Aryans (European Caucasians) fighting Satan's heirs (Jews, non-whites, and their establishment allies). To prepare, Identity adherents engage in survivalist and paramilitary training. As the year 2000 approaches, more extreme members may take action to prepare for or bring about "Armageddon," including armed robbery to finance the upcoming battle, destroying government property and targeting Jews and non-whites.
10. Oklahoma City
Several of the ‘true American’ militia groups have achieved national prominence through disastrous confrontations with federal law agencies charged with gun control laws. The names of these high-profile cases, such as Ruby Ridge and Branch Davidian, have been the modern equivalent of “Remember the Alamo” for these groups who see themselves as the defenders of American freedoms.

	There is a famous quote for a leader of the American Revolution: "The Tree of Liberty must from time to time be refreshed with the blood of patriots and tyrants." As you read the following about Timothy McVeigh who was executed for the Oklahoma City bombing consider that quote. How does it explain McVeigh’s lack of remorse?


development of T. McVeigh

http://more.abcnews.go.com/sections/us/DailyNews/MCVEIGH_profile.html

From Soldier to Terrorist

McVeigh Turned Rage Against Government He Once Protected


By Geraldine Sealey
June 11 — Timothy McVeigh wasn't always at war with his government. Not too long ago, the quiet young man from upstate [the rural part of] New York risked his life for his country, earning a Bronze Star in the Gulf War.
But when McVeigh took his final breath this morning on a prison gurney in Terre Haute, Ind., at the age of 33, he did so as a self-described "freedom fighter" in a lonely battle against the government. In the end, he expressed shades of regret for the 168 lives he took, but remained unrepentant for the bombing itself.

The admitted mastermind of the worst act of terrorism on U.S. soil made no final statement at his execution. But in recent letters to newspapers and statements to reporters, McVeigh expressed bedrock confidence in his belief that his murderous act was righteous, somehow.

In a particularly stunning passage from the book American Terrorist: Timothy McVeigh & The Oklahoma City Bombing, the bomber actually refers to the 19 children killed in the blast as "collateral damage."

In a letter printed on Saturday in his hometown newspaper, McVeigh described the bombing of the Alfred P. Murrah Building as a "legit tactic."

Placing blame for his horrific crime squarely on the federal government, McVeigh only managed a tinge of remorse.

"I am sorry these people had to lose their lives," McVeigh wrote to The Buffalo News. "But that's the nature of the beast. It's understood going in what the human toll will be."

After McVeigh's death by lethal injection today, his attorney Robert Nigh said McVeigh simply could not pretend he was sorry for what he did. "To the victims in Oklahoma City, I say that I am sorry that I could not successfully help Tim to express words of reconciliation that he did not perceive to be dishonest," Nigh said.

A Model Soldier
This chillingly indifferent Timothy McVeigh seems nothing less than a complete stranger to those who knew him growing up in his conservative, rural hometown of Pendleton, N.Y., near Buffalo.

Tim was the second of three children, born in 1968 to Bill and Mildred "Mickey" McVeigh. Like his father before him, Bill McVeigh worked at a local General Motors radiator factory. When Tim was just a boy, Mickey left home, taking his two sisters with her.

Young Tim stayed in Pendleton with his dad.

Former classmates and neighbors often describe McVeigh as quiet, withdrawn and a bright but not extraordinary student.

At 18, McVeigh enrolled in a computer school near Buffalo but dropped out after a few months. After a two-year stint doing odd jobs, McVeigh enrolled in the U.S. Army where he met and befriended Terry Nichols, who would later help McVeigh carry out the bombing of the federal building.

Former army colleagues describe both men as being absorbed in the mundane details of army life, from the polished boots to the pressed uniforms. McVeigh was in essence, a model soldier.

He was eventually promoted to the rank of sergeant and earned a Combat Infantry Badge and a Bronze Star for his service in the Persian Gulf War. After an unsuccessful attempt to join the elite Green Berets, however, McVeigh sought a discharge and returned home.

By all accounts, this failure was a turning point in McVeigh's life. He was becoming more isolated, extremist in his political views and obsessed with guns.

The Final Straw
By 1993, just two years before the Oklahoma City bombing, McVeigh had moved to Kingman, Ariz., where his Army buddy Michael Fortier lived. There, his fascination with extremist paramilitary groups grew.

Among his favorite reading material during this period was the novel The Turner Diaries. The book, widely disseminated on the Internet and written by a notorious neo-Nazi, describes a hero figure who loads a truck with explosives made of fertilizer and fuel and explodes it at FBI headquarters.

McVeigh was angered by gun control legislation and incensed by the deadly 1992 raid on white supremacist Randy Weaver's cabin in Ruby Ridge, Idaho.

But it was the siege at Waco, Texas, on April 19, 1993, that burned in McVeigh's mind and fueled his twisted war against the federal government. When the Branch Davidians' compound burned after a standoff with federal agents, McVeigh's mission was clear.

He later told his father that Waco was "the final straw."

Around 9 a.m., two years to the day after 80 died at Waco, McVeigh parked a rented Ryder truck in front of the Murrah building and walked away shortly before it exploded with such force that it was felt 80 miles away.

Within 75 minutes of the blast, McVeigh was pulled over during a routine traffic stop and taken into custody. He had been driving without a license plate and was carrying a concealed firearm. His T-shirt that day was emblazoned with a quote from Thomas Jefferson: "The Tree of Liberty must from time to time be refreshed with the blood of patriots and tyrants."

In 1997, McVeigh was convicted in the bombing and sentenced to death. Nichols was later sent to prison for life for his role in the bombing. Fortier, who took a plea deal serving a 12-year prison term for providing assistance.

Now, McVeigh's personal war is over, and he leaves his victims' families, other survivors and his own grieving family to try to move on with their own lives. "We want Tim to know we love him very much, and many people have told us they will be praying for him in their churches, all over the country," his family said in a statement to the Buffalo News.
	Explain in English how the following terms are used in the article:

1. plea deal

2. concealed firearm

3. routine traffic stop

4. collateral damage

5. lethal injection


	1. Imagine that you are McVeigh’s lawyer.

How would you defend him? What arguments could you use to try to a) win his freedom or at least b) save him from the death penalty?

2. Now go on to the next article to see the paradoxical reaction among the militias [paramilitary groups that are usually anti-government] to McVeigh’s action


http://more.abcnews.go.com/sections/us/dailynews/mcveigh_martyr.html

Loss of members for militias:

No Militia Patsy: Militias Will Not Consider  McVeigh a Martyr


By Bryan Robinson
June 12, 2001 — Militia groups will not look back upon the execution of Timothy McVeigh as a day of mourning.
Despite the FBI's last-minute handover of previously undisclosed documents in his case and the courts' refusal to grant a second delay of his execution, McVeigh's death will not be considered a day of infamy like the fatal 1993 siege of the Branch Davidian compound at Waco, Texas, or the 1992 killing of white separatist Randy Weaver's wife and son during the standoff in Ruby Ridge, Idaho.

"We or no one that we know of feel he is a martyr for anything," said John Trochmann, spokesman for the Militia of Montana. "To me, executing him is like throwing away and destroying evidence, as if the tracks are probably leading too close to home."

"What would we have had to gain from blowing up public property?" asked Trochmann. "Who would gain anything unless someone wanted to pass some new type of anti-militia legislation?"

The Bumbling Government Patsy 

At the time of the Oklahoma City bombing, there were close to 1,000 active militias, according to Joe Roy, director of the Southern Poverty Law Center's Intelligence Project, which tracks the activities of militia groups. However, since the bombing, militias have dwindled to 194 active today. The Oklahoma City bombing was a "public relations nightmare" for the militia movement, Roy said, scaring off moderate extremists and prompting others to take a lower profile.

"In general, the movement has distanced itself [from McVeigh] because of the heinousness of the act, the killing of 19 children among the 168 who died," said Roy. "McVeigh's few supporters — the few that are out there in the right wing — will say that they don't condone what he did, but they can understand why. Only members of the extreme right support him."

Experts say most members of the militia believe McVeigh was not really one of them — they believe he is really part of a government conspiracy to squash the Patriot movement.

"The radical right sees McVeigh as a government patsy, an [Lee Harvey] Oswald-type who did not commit the crimes he was accused of," McKenzie said. "They believe that it was set up to appear as if McVeigh planned it himself."

Even McVeigh's arrest makes them skeptical. He was arrested when a highway patrol officer stopped his truck because it was missing its plates.

"They see this and they say, 'Come on! We don't do things that way,'" McKenzie said. "And McVeigh didn't even go down shooting — that's not a martyr, that's not a hero. It's too bumbling, too unbelievable. They think this is a guy who wanted to be caught."

Militia Momentum: The Bombing’s 169th Victim
At the time of the Oklahoma City bombing, the militia believed momentum was swinging its direction. Experts say the anti-government movement was slowly winning the public's support: vivid reports and images of mothers and children perishing at fiery showdowns at Ruby Ridge and the Branch Davidian compound [two highly publicized “violent attacks” by the Federal government against militias] made some people sympathize with the movement and believe the government would do anything to crush its detractors.

That all stopped with the Oklahoma City bombing. Trochmann said the Oklahoma City bombing brought unwelcome publicity to his Militia of Montana and spooked some militia leaders.

"To say we've taken a lot of heat is an understatement," said Trochmann. "Once McVeigh's connection to militias became public, the media descended upon us here in Noxon and it caused a few of the leaders to bail out. Many of the other groups we knew of went underground."

The leveling of the Alfred P. Murrah building, the massive body count, images of bloody children being carried out of the rubble — even the date on which the attack occurred (April 19, the anniversary of end of the siege at Waco [where the Federal government had a violent battle with a militia group]— made everyone involved in a militia look like a radical terrorists.

And thanks to McVeigh, the militia lost some of its moderate sympathizers and members.

"You have your hard-core activists and then you have your occasional activists. They might attend a rally here or there and an occasional meeting at night and then go to their 9-to-5 job. They [the militia groups] were really hurt here. … they lost an extreme amount of credibility with this group," McKenzie said.
11. Closing the Gates

Even after the first bombing of the World Trade Center in 1993, people in United States felt safe and isolated from international terrorism. As we’ve seen in the last article, Timothy McVeigh’s actions also single-handedly destroyed the moderate right-wing militias that might have supported more extreme members in domestic terrorist groups. But it was already clear that terrorism was a growing problem for American interests.

	Read the following article.  How does this article support that Americans see the world in terms of individuals not groups or “movements”?


Special Report 9/14/01 http://www.usnews.com/usnews/issue/010914/misc/history.htm

Complacent no more 
Terrorism? Someone else's problem. Now Americans know better
BY MICHAEL SATCHELL
For most Americans, it used to be something that happened "over there"–in the Middle East or in Europe. Sure, the specter of terrorism chilled. But it was mostly a distant threat, spawned in the aftermath of the Six-Day War in June 1967, when Israel defeated its Arab foes, occupied the West Bank and Gaza, and found itself locked in an escalating guerrilla conflict marked by bombings, assassinations, and other acts of terror. In the early 1970s, radical Palestinian groups began blowing up Mideast oil installations and hijacking airliners–some United States carriers–to publicize their fight against Israel and its American ally. In 1972, Yasser Arafat's Palestine Liberation Organization boldly carried the campaign to Europe, killing 17 people, including 11 Israeli athletes, during an attack at the Munich Olympics. Throughout the decade, anti-U.S. ferment spread across the region, culminating in the 1979 takeover of the American Embassy in Iran and the seizing of 63 hostages.

Shocking as it was, Iran was a mere curtain raiser for the horrors that followed. During the 1980s the United States increasingly became the target overseas of Islamic radicals. In April 1983, a car bomb exploded in front of the American Embassy in Beirut, killing 63 people, including 17 Americans. Six months later, a suicide bomber in the same city drove an explosives-filled truck into the U.S. Marine Corps compound, killing 254 U.S. servicemen and 58 French paratroopers. And in September 1984, a van bomb in front of the U.S. Embassy there killed 14 and injured 70.

Targets. Compounding the mounting outrage in the United States was a series of smaller attacks that made it clear just how vulnerable individual Americans were to the increasing violence. In March of 1985, journalist Terry Anderson was kidnapped in Lebanon and held for more than six years. In June, a TWA flight was hijacked to Lebanon, and American television viewers saw the body of murdered Navy diver Robert Stethem dumped onto the tarmac. And in October, 69-year-old New Yorker Leon Klinghoffer was rolled in his wheelchair across the deck of the hijacked Italian cruise ship Achille Lauro and tossed into the ocean.

The same year also saw an attack on a U.S. military base in Frankfurt that killed three, including a GI . An American passenger was murdered on a hijacked Egyptian airliner, and an Arab hit-squad assault on U.S. and Israeli airport counters in Rome and Vienna killed 16 bystanders. The mayhem continued through the decade with more hostages seized in Lebanon, an explosion aboard a TWA jetliner approaching Athens that killed four passengers, and the bombing of a West Berlin discotheque popular with American soldiers.

For more than two decades, Islamic radicals used crude but effective methods that employed massive amounts of explosives and fanatics who were willing to die. Then, in December of 1988 came a frightening demonstration of how technically sophisticated the enemy had become. Pan Am Flight 103, a Boeing 747 bound from London to New York and carrying a high-performance plastic explosive inside a radio-cassette player, was blown out of the sky over Lockerbie, Scotland, killing 259 passengers and crew and 11 people on the ground. After 20 years of attacks "over there," terrorism was inexorably heading for American shores.

Sooty faces. The first domestic attack – little more than a feint – came in January 1993 when a lone gunman, Mir Aimal Kansi, opened up with an AK-47 outside CIA headquarters, killing two employees and injuring three. But everything changed Feb. 26, 1993, when a 1,000-pound bomb in a car parked in an underground garage at the World Trade Center in Lower Manhattan killed six people and injured more than 1,000. Those images of terrified office workers with soot-blackened faces fleeing through smoke billowing from the twin skyscrapers can now be seen as a frightening harbinger of an even more terrible blitz. Fortress America was no longer invulnerable to attack by outside enemies–or from within.

In April 1995, a crude but powerful truck bomb destroyed the Alfred P. Murrah Federal Building in Oklahoma City, killing 168 adults and children. First suspicions fell on Islamic extremists, but in an ironic and unexpected twist, home-grown radicals and U.S. citizens Timothy McVeigh and Terry Nichols were convicted of the worst terrorist attack on a domestic target. In the wake of that tragedy, Pennsylvania Avenue outside the White House was closed to traffic and security tightened at federal targets nationwide.

Overseas, the assaults continued and escalated. In March 1995, two U.S. diplomats were murdered in Pakistan in apparent retaliation for the arrest in that country of Ramzi Yousef, later convicted of masterminding the New York Trade Center bombing. In Saudi Arabia, seven died that same year in the bombing of a U.S. training center, followed by a 1996 bomb attack on the U.S. military's Khobar Towers barracks that killed 19 airmen and wounded 500. The following year, four Texas oilmen were murdered in Pakistan after Kansi was arrested there for the CIA shootings, and in August 1998, U.S. embassies in Kenya and Tanzania were bombed, killing 224 and injuring some 5,000. Last October, a small boat filled with powerful explosives was detonated by suicide bombers alongside the destroyer USS Cole in the Yemeni port of Aden, killing 17 sailors. It was another audacious assault on a symbol of American military power that left the nation wondering where the next would occur. Now we know what was next.
Look now at this statement from former head of the FBI in 1999 to the United States Congress.

http://www.fbi.gov/congress/congress99/freehct2.htm

The threat of terrorism is real both at home and abroad. Usama bin Laden readily acknowledges trying to obtain chemical and biological weapons for use in his jihad, or holy war, against the United States. We also know that domestic terrorist groups have also expressed interest in chemical and biological agents. The willingness of terrorists to carry out more large-scale incidents designed for maximum destruction places a larger proportion of our population at risk. Today, Americans engaged in activities as routine as working in an office building, commuting to and from work, or visiting museums and historical sites in foreign lands, can become random victims in a deadly game acted out by international terrorists. America's democratic tradition and global presence make United States citizens and interests targets for opportunists who are willing to shed the blood of innocents for their causes.
	The FBI director’s words from 1999 clearly seem to indicate that the government expected significant acts of terrorism to be attempted on American soil. Why was the public still so complacent? Had you been the FBI director in 1999, what you have done differently?


12. September 11, 2001

On September 11, 2001, four commercial jetliners were hijacked, apparently by Islamic fanatics. One jet crashed in rural Pennsylvania; one was intentionally crashed into the U.S. Pentagon, the headquarters of the American military. The other two were flown into the World Trade Center Twin Towers, a symbol of American power and success, causing their complete collapse and the deaths of over 4,000 people. The day’s connected events were the single most horrific episode of modern terrorism. The magnitude of the destruction shocked the entire world and woke the U.S. and its people from their sense of imagined security. In the aftermath, the American president declared “war on terrorism” and helped form an international alliance to combat terrorism. America would never be the same again.

Much has been written about the bombing of the World Trade Center Twin Towers and the Pentagon on September 11, 2001. Perhaps the most important American reactions were those that spontaneously occurred. The following article was written on the day of the attack on a website normally devoted to ice hockey by a sports writer not a political analyst.

A Tragedy Beyond Belief

Terrorism Hits America Hard

By Mike Barr (9/11/01)

http://www.orangeandblack.net/editorials/Terrorism_20010911.htm

I know this is a hockey website, and today was the opening of Flyers training camp. But what happened in the United States of America on this day is far more important and I felt compelled to write about it. A little while ago we were talking about Eric Lindros being traded to New York and now we face a staggering loss of life in that same city. As everyone knows by now, terrorists hijacked at least four domestic flights and used them to take out both of the "Twin Towers" of the World Trade Center and a full wing of the Pentagon in Washington, D.C. Americans, Canadians and others around the world are frightened, saddened, sickened, angered and full of other emotions due to these despicable acts.

I first heard the news when my wife phoned me at work, telling me that a plane had hit one of the WTC towers. At this point it was thought that perhaps the collision was accidental, but soon afterwards the second tower was hit and there could be no doubt that terrorists were at work. As the morning wore on, we heard various reports, some of them accurate and some false. By the time it had stopped, towers were reduced to rubble along with a 47-story building which is also part of the WTC complex, a wall of the Pentagon was collapsed and another commercial jet had crashed near Johnstown, Pennsylvania. It is believed that this jet was targeting Camp David about 85 miles south of where it went down, and I wouldn't be shocked if we later discover that the plane was shot down by one of our own military aircraft. In just a few very long hours, we witnessed mass destruction and what will surely be an unprecedented death toll. It is by far the largest terrorist assault in our country's history, and is the first major attack on U.S. soil since Pearl Harbor during World War II.

I have had a pit in my stomach all day long, and a splitting headache to go along with it. While I don't have any relatives or personal friends who were in the middle of all this, I feel a great loss nonetheless. As Americans, this changes our feelings of security in and around our homes. These inhuman monsters have injured and killed many innocent people who had no idea what was coming. And if they pulled off a strike of this magnitude today, what is to prevent them from doing it again tomorrow, next week, next month or next year? Clearly, we are far from invincible and now the world (including terrorist groups other than the one which did this) knows it.

The first reaction is the strong desire to strike back fast and hard, taking out countries which are known to harbor terrorists. But doing this would include killing innocent people in those lands, and that would make us almost as bad as the terrorists themselves. The leaders of the world must get together and do everything possible to find not only the individuals responsible for today's horror, but every terrorist group on the planet. These are the people who must face retaliation (or should I say eradication), and not the general population of Middle Eastern countries. As much as we'd like to destroy the Palestinians on the West Bank who were actually celebrating the attack, they aren't the ones who actually "pulled the trigger" on this big gun.

President Bush has his work cut out for him, and so far today he has said almost nothing, just spewing standard clichés. Of course, his actions in this case will speak much louder than his words and we can only hope that those actions result in finding and punishing (with extreme prejudice) those responsible. He said earlier in the day "Make no mistake, the United States will hunt down and punish those responsible for these cowardly acts." Now he must make sure it is done. The group which did this is without question very organized, as evidenced by a well planned out and perfectly synchronized attack. This implies that they have intelligent (though insane) leadership and will not be easily caught.

My prayers and heartfelt sympathies go out to those who were injured or killed today, along with their families and friends. Obviously, there is nothing anyone can say or do to make the pain from such a tragedy go away. I only hope that this is the end of it and that somehow the country and world become safer in the aftermath of this event. That is the only good which can possibly come of this, and even that won't be enough to make up for the carnage.

It is a sad day for the planet earth.
	What topics are mentioned in this article that professional analysts would not have mentioned? What language shows the writer to be a sports writer not a political commentator?


Let’s now contrast that spontaneous and seemingly critical article that appeared not on a site devoted to political commentary but to hockey with the following speech. This address is the very polished and politically important “State of the Union Speech” that President G. Bush gave on September 20, 2001.

On September 11, when the hockey commentator wrote his heart-felt words, no one was sure if President Bush, barely elected in a highly contested election just a few months before, was up to the task he faced. It appears he was. Only nine days later, by the time this speech was made, it would have been almost unthinkable to criticize the president for his actions; almost unanimously, the American people had united “behind their leader.”

Normally, the American president must make a major policy speech to the members of Congress [both the Senate and the House of Representatives] that outlines the major thrusts of the coming year. Coming only nine days after the September 11 attacks, President Bush and his advisers faced a serious challenge. The structure and content allow us to see how the American people viewed the attack and the way they would respond.
September 20, 2001
Address to a Joint Session of Congress and the American People
United States Capitol Washington, D.C.

THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Speaker, Mr. President Pro Tempore, members of Congress, and fellow Americans:

In the normal course of events, Presidents come to this chamber to report on the state of the Union.  Tonight, no such report is needed.  It has already been delivered by the American people.

We have seen it in the courage of passengers, who rushed terrorists to save others on the ground -- passengers like an exceptional man named Todd Beamer.  And would you please help me to welcome his wife, Lisa Beamer, here tonight.  (Applause.)

We have seen the state of our Union in the endurance of rescuers, working past exhaustion.  We have seen the unfurling of flags, the lighting of candles, the giving of blood, the saying of prayers -- in English, Hebrew, and Arabic.  We have seen the decency of a loving and giving people who have made the grief of strangers their own.

My fellow citizens, for the last nine days, the entire world has seen for itself the state of our Union -- and it is strong.  (Applause.)

Tonight we are a country awakened to danger and called to defend freedom.  Our grief has turned to anger, and anger to resolution.  Whether we bring our enemies to justice, or bring justice to our enemies, justice will be done.  (Applause.)

I thank the Congress for its leadership at such an important time.  All of America was touched on the evening of the tragedy to see Republicans and Democrats joined together on the steps of this Capitol, singing "God Bless America."  And you did more than sing; you acted, by delivering $40 billion to rebuild our communities and meet the needs of our military.

Speaker Hastert, Minority Leader Gephardt, Majority Leader Daschle and Senator Lott, I thank you for your friendship, for your leadership and for your service to our country.  (Applause.)

And on behalf of the American people, I thank the world for its outpouring of support.  America will never forget the sounds of our National Anthem playing at Buckingham Palace, on the streets of Paris, and at Berlin's Brandenburg Gate.

We will not forget South Korean children gathering to pray outside our embassy in Seoul, or the prayers of sympathy offered at a mosque in Cairo.  We will not forget moments of silence and days of mourning in Australia and Africa and Latin America. 
Nor will we forget the citizens of 80 other nations who died with our own:  dozens of Pakistanis; more than 130 Israelis; more than 250 citizens of India; men and women from El Salvador, Iran, Mexico and Japan; and hundreds of British citizens.  America has no truer friend than Great Britain.  (Applause.)   Once again, we are joined together in a great cause - so honored the British Prime Minister has crossed an ocean to show his unity of purpose with America.  Thank you for coming, friend.  (Applause.)

On September the 11th, enemies of freedom committed an act of war against our country.  Americans have known wars - but for the past 136 years, they have been wars on foreign soil, except for one Sunday in 1941.  Americans have known the casualties of war -- but not at the center of a great city on a peaceful morning.  Americans have known surprise attacks -- but never before on thousands of civilians.  All of this was brought upon us in a single day -- and night fell on a different world, a world where freedom itself is under attack.

Americans have many questions tonight.  Americans are asking:  Who attacked our country?  The evidence we have gathered all points to a collection of loosely affiliated terrorist organizations known as al Qaeda.  They are the same murderers indicted for bombing American embassies in Tanzania and Kenya, and responsible for bombing the USS Cole [a US navy ship bombed in Yemen].

Al Qaeda is to terror what the mafia is to crime.  But its goal is not making money; its goal is remaking the world - and imposing its radical beliefs on people everywhere.

The terrorists practice a fringe form of Islamic extremism that has been rejected by Muslim scholars and the vast majority of Muslim clerics -- a fringe movement that perverts the peaceful teachings of Islam.  The terrorists' directive commands them to kill Christians and Jews, to kill all Americans, and make no distinction among military and civilians, including women and children.

This group and its leader -- a person named Osama bin Laden -- are linked to many other organizations in different countries, including the Egyptian Islamic Jihad and the Islamic Movement of Uzbekistan.  There are thousands of these terrorists in more than 60 countries.  They are recruited from their own nations and neighborhoods and brought to camps in places like Afghanistan, where they are trained in the tactics of terror.  They are sent back to their homes or sent to hide in countries around the world to plot evil and destruction.

The leadership of al Qaeda has great influence in Afghanistan and supports the Taliban regime in controlling most of that country.  In Afghanistan, we see al Qaeda's vision for the world.

Afghanistan's people have been brutalized -- many are starving and many have fled.  Women are not allowed to attend school.  You can be jailed for owning a television.  Religion can be practiced only as their leaders dictate.  A man can be jailed in Afghanistan if his beard is not long enough.

The United States respects the people of Afghanistan - after all, we are currently its largest source of humanitarian aid - but we condemn the Taliban regime.  (Applause.)  It is not only repressing its own people, it is threatening people everywhere by sponsoring and sheltering and supplying terrorists.  By aiding and abetting murder, the Taliban regime is committing murder.

And tonight, the United States of America makes the following demands on the Taliban:  Deliver to United States authorities all the leaders of al Qaeda who hide in your land. (Applause.)  Release all foreign nationals, including American citizens, you have unjustly imprisoned.  Protect foreign journalists, diplomats and aid workers in your country.  Close immediately and permanently every terrorist training camp in Afghanistan, and hand over every terrorist, and every person in their support structure, to the appropriate authorities.  (Applause.)  Give the United States full access to terrorist training camps, so we can make sure they are no longer operating.

These demands are not open to negotiation or discussion.  (Applause.)  The Taliban must act, and act immediately.  They will hand over the terrorists, or they will share in their fate.   

I also want to speak tonight directly to Muslims throughout the world.  We respect your faith.  It's practiced freely by many millions of Americans, and by millions more in countries that America counts as friends.  Its teachings are good and peaceful, and those who commit evil in the name of Allah blaspheme the name of Allah.  (Applause.)  The terrorists are traitors to their own faith, trying, in effect, to hijack Islam itself.  The enemy of America is not our many Muslim friends; it is not our many Arab friends.  Our enemy is a radical network of terrorists, and every government that supports them.  (Applause.)

Our war on terror begins with al Qaeda, but it does not end there.  It will not end until every terrorist group of global reach has been found, stopped and defeated.  (Applause.)

Americans are asking, why do they hate us?  They hate what we see right here in this chamber - a democratically elected government.  Their leaders are self-appointed.  They hate our freedoms - our freedom of religion, our freedom of speech, our freedom to vote and assemble and disagree with each other.

They want to overthrow existing governments in many Muslim countries, such as Egypt, Saudi Arabia, and Jordan.  They want to drive Israel out of the Middle East.  They want to drive Christians and Jews out of vast regions of Asia and Africa.

These terrorists kill not merely to end lives, but to disrupt and end a way of life.  With every atrocity, they hope that America grows fearful, retreating from the world and forsaking our friends.  They stand against us, because we stand in their way.

We are not deceived by their pretenses to piety.  We have seen their kind before.  They are the heirs of all the murderous ideologies of the 20th century.  By sacrificing human life to serve their radical visions -- by abandoning every value except the will to power - they follow in the path of fascism, and Nazism, and totalitarianism.  And they will follow that path all the way, to where it ends:  in history's unmarked grave of discarded lies. (Applause.)

Americans are asking:  How will we fight and win this war?   We will direct every resource at our command -- every means of diplomacy, every tool of intelligence, every instrument of law enforcement, every financial influence, and every necessary weapon of war -- to the disruption and to the defeat of the global terror network.

This war will not be like the war against Iraq a decade ago, with a decisive liberation of territory and a swift conclusion.  It will not look like the air war above Kosovo two years ago, where no ground troops were used and not a single American was lost in combat.

Our response involves far more than instant retaliation and isolated strikes.  Americans should not expect one battle, but a lengthy campaign, unlike any other we have ever seen.  It may include dramatic strikes, visible on TV, and covert operations, secret even in success.  We will starve terrorists of funding, turn them one against another, drive them from place to place, until there is no refuge or no rest.  And we will pursue nations that provide aid or safe haven to terrorism.  Every nation, in every region, now has a decision to make. Either you are with us, or you are with the terrorists.  (Applause.)  From this day forward, any nation that continues to harbor or support terrorism will be regarded by the United States as a hostile regime.

Our nation has been put on notice:  We are not immune from attack.  We will take defensive measures against terrorism to protect Americans.  Today, dozens of federal departments and agencies, as well as state and local governments, have responsibilities affecting homeland security.  These efforts must be coordinated at the highest level.  So tonight I announce the creation of a Cabinet-level position reporting directly to me - the Office of Homeland Security.

And tonight I also announce a distinguished American to lead this effort, to strengthen American security: a military veteran, an effective governor, a true patriot, a trusted friend - Pennsylvania's Tom Ridge.  (Applause.)  He will lead, oversee and coordinate a comprehensive national strategy to safeguard our country against terrorism, and respond to any attacks that may come.

These measures are essential.  But the only way to defeat terrorism as a threat to our way of life is to stop it, eliminate it, and destroy it where it grows.  (Applause.)

Many will be involved in this effort, from FBI agents to intelligence operatives to the reservists we have called to active duty.  All deserve our thanks, and all have our prayers.  And tonight, a few miles from the damaged Pentagon, I have a message for our military:  Be ready.  I've called the Armed Forces to alert, and there is a reason.  The hour is coming when America will act, and you will make us proud.  (Applause.)

This is not, however, just America's fight.  And what is at stake is not just America's freedom.  This is the world's fight.  This is civilization's fight.  This is the fight of all who believe in progress and pluralism, tolerance and freedom.

We ask every nation to join us.  We will ask, and we will need, the help of police forces, intelligence services, and banking systems around the world.  The United States is grateful that many nations and many international organizations have already responded -- with sympathy and with support.  Nations from Latin America, to Asia, to Africa, to Europe, to the Islamic world.  Perhaps the NATO Charter reflects best the attitude of the world:  An attack on one is an attack on all.

The civilized world is rallying to America's side.  They understand that if this terror goes unpunished, their own cities, their own citizens may be next.  Terror, unanswered, can not only bring down buildings, it can threaten the stability of legitimate governments.  And you know what -- we're not going to allow it.  (Applause.)

Americans are asking:  What is expected of us?  I ask you to live your lives, and hug your children.  I know many citizens have fears tonight, and I ask you to be calm and resolute, even in the face of a continuing threat.

I ask you to uphold the values of America, and remember why so many have come here.  We are in a fight for our principles, and our first responsibility is to live by them.  No one should be singled out for unfair treatment or unkind words because of their ethnic background or religious faith.  (Applause.)

I ask you to continue to support the victims of this tragedy with your contributions.  Those who want to give can go to a central source of information, libertyunites.org [a website], to find the names of groups providing direct help in New York, Pennsylvania, and Virginia.

The thousands of FBI agents who are now at work in this investigation may need your cooperation, and I ask you to give it.

I ask for your patience, with the delays and inconveniences that may accompany tighter security; and for your patience in what will be a long struggle.

I ask your continued participation and confidence in the American economy.  Terrorists attacked a symbol of American prosperity.  They did not touch its source.  America is successful because of the hard work, and creativity, and enterprise of our people.  These were the true strengths of our economy before September 11th, and they are our strengths today. (Applause.)

And, finally, please continue praying for the victims of terror and their families, for those in uniform, and for our great country.  Prayer has comforted us in sorrow, and will help strengthen us for the journey ahead.

Tonight I thank my fellow Americans for what you have already done and for what you will do.  And ladies and gentlemen of the Congress, I thank you, their representatives, for what you have already done and for what we will do together.

Tonight, we face new and sudden national challenges.  We will come together to improve air safety, to dramatically expand the number of air marshals on domestic flights, and take new measures to prevent hijacking.  We will come together to promote stability and keep our airlines flying, with direct assistance during this emergency.  (Applause.)

We will come together to give law enforcement the additional tools it needs to track down terror here at home.  (Applause.)  We will come together to strengthen our intelligence capabilities to know the plans of terrorists before they act, and find them before they strike.  (Applause.)

We will come together to take active steps that strengthen America's economy, and put our people back to work.

Tonight we welcome two leaders who embody the extraordinary spirit of all New Yorkers:  Governor George Pataki, and Mayor Rudolph Giuliani.  (Applause.)  As a symbol of America's resolve, my administration will work with Congress, and these two leaders, to show the world that we will rebuild New York City.  (Applause.)

After all that has just passed -- all the lives taken, and all the possibilities and hopes that died with them - it is natural to wonder if America's future is one of fear.  Some speak of an age of terror.  I know there are struggles ahead, and dangers to face.  But this country will define our times, not be defined by them.  As long as the United States of America is determined and strong, this will not be an age of terror; this will be an age of liberty, here and across the world.  (Applause.)

Great harm has been done to us.  We have suffered great loss.  And in our grief and anger we have found our mission and our moment.  Freedom and fear are at war.  The advance of human freedom - the great achievement of our time, and the great hope of every time - now depends on us.  Our nation - this generation - will lift a dark threat of violence from our people and our future.  We will rally the world to this cause by our efforts, by our courage.  We will not tire, we will not falter, and we will not fail.  (Applause.)

It is my hope that in the months and years ahead, life will return almost to normal.  We'll go back to our lives and routines, and that is good.  Even grief recedes with time and grace.  But our resolve must not pass.  Each of us will remember what happened that day, and to whom it happened.  We'll remember the moment the news came - where we were and what we were doing.  Some will remember an image of a fire, or a story of rescue.  Some will carry memories of a face and a voice gone forever.

And I will carry this:  It is the police shield of a man named George Howard, who died at the World Trade Center trying to save others.  It was given to me by his mom, Arlene, as a proud memorial to her son.  This is my reminder of lives that ended, and a task that does not end.  (Applause.)

I will not forget this wound to our country or those who inflicted it.  I will not yield; I will not rest; I will not relent in waging this struggle for freedom and security for the American people.

The course of this conflict is not known, yet its outcome is certain.  Freedom and fear, justice and cruelty, have always been at war, and we know that God is not neutral between them.  (Applause.)

Fellow citizens, we'll meet violence with patient justice - assured of the rightness of our cause, and confident of the victories to come.  In all that lies before us, may God grant us wisdom, and may He watch over the United States of America.

Thank you.  (Applause.)

	1. The term patient justice means to wait until we are sure of what must be done and then to act decisively. Why is the term “patient justice” so important in this speech?

2. What language does the President use to condemn the terrorists without sounding anti-Muslim?

3. Explain the role and purpose of two of the specific examples of  patriotism he uses.

4. How does he attempt to warn Americans that this will now be like other recent wars or military actions?

5. What is “homeland security”?

6. Pull out the strands of ‘national identity’ which allow President Bush to talk about terrorism as something which can be defeated or vanished.


13. Mending the Wall

	As a conclusion to this chapter imagine that you are the American president’s political advisor for public opinion.

1. In a policy document outline as clearly as possible the history of terrorism in America and the American response.

2. What symbols and ideas are important to the American people and could be used to help mobilize the nation in what is now called the “War Against Terror”?


What was the origin of the KKK? How and why did it change?


In your opinion, would past activities of the KKK qualify as terrorist acts? 


How do the acts of horror carried out by the KKK relate to the premise that most terrorism in America is to “preserve” it not destroy it?








