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Class Warfare and the Purpose of Bigotry 

Since America’s inception, the primary focus of the ruling class has been, and still is, to 

reap as great an economic benefit for those in power, as possible. In other words – the driving 

force of the U.S. leadership is greed – accumulating more money and power for those with the 

most money and power. In order to safeguard their worldly possessions, the elitists have 

repeatedly driven a partition between the poor masses. The split has usually occurred in the 

form of social bigotry and economic disparity. 

That said – throughout American history, even with the classes divided according to 

economic status, there have been periods of relative unity and progressive change; the 

abolitionist’s movement of the 1850s and 60s, the sweeping reforms in The New Deal of the 

1930s and 40s, the Civil Rights Movement of the 1960s and 70s and so forth. 

However, much has been rightly made of the historic and current social inequities in this 

so-called bastion of freedom, social inequities exacerbated by the bigoted attitudes of some 

Americans toward others. Yet, when asked how and why these prejudices have flourished so 

over decades and centuries in the most multicultural society in human history – there is one 

simple answer: greed – a cornerstone of America. 

Throughout human history, there have been countless nations divided according to 

socioeconomic status. The United States certainly did not create that dynamic. And throughout 

history, the upper classes of too many nations have used certain mechanisms to facilitate the 

divisions amongst the lower classes. America did not create that dynamic either. The U.S. 

certainly does, however, subscribe to this dynamic. And one of her mechanisms of choice has 

been bigotry; racism, sexism, Islamophobia, etc. There have been many forms of prejudice seen 

in the “land of the free” and all have been amplified to serve one purpose – to keep the masses 

of poor people divided. Working class citizens are subtly, and not-so-subtly, given useless 

animosity to hold against one another. Those responsible for perpetuating, sometimes 

fabricating these prejudices are the very people who stand to benefit – the capitalists. After all 

– while poor people are disillusioned and lacking unity – the powerful elites are free to pillage 

the U.S. Treasury, stealing tax dollars of the working class. Free to craft maniacal, downright 

wicked foreign policy, thereby sending young, poor people off to illegally occupy nations of 

other working class people. Free to pressure the few decent elected officials into becoming just 

like their already corrupt brethren and draft legislation which works against the needs of the 

poor. Deep social divisions among the “have-nots” allow the “haves” more freedom to exploit. 

A modern example of this divide is the relationship between the Tea Party and ethnic minorities 

in America. What do minorities have to do with the Tea Party? Fair question, especially since 

there is rarely a face of color seen at a Tea Party event. That is exactly the point, though. Some 

rank and file members of the Tea Party have legitimate concerns; such as undeserved corporate 
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bailouts, alarming increases in defense spending and government corruption at every level. 

However, those concerns have been co-opted and overshadowed by an Astroturf movement, 

largely funded by the same corporate interests who, over the airwaves, amplify the racist, 

Islamophobic, anti-Hispanic and otherwise extreme elements of the Tea Party. 

Therefore, most people of color are dismissive of the Tea Party, ignoring the fact that 

many of these folks are in the same economic condition that most of us are in. Racial 

minorities, of course, have several institutional hurdles to navigate, as well as the financial 

ones. But the bottom line is – working-class people, of all colors, share common interests and 

common enemies. Many of us may not realize or care to acknowledge the similarities in 

economic conditions, but the likenesses do exist. One of the reasons why we may not care to 

acknowledge the resemblance in our respective struggles is the very instrument that corporate 

interests have skillfully employed in order to keep poor people divided – bigotry. Corporate 

media feeds people misinformation that all but justifies unwarranted prejudice. And thus has 

been the purpose of bigotry in America; to keep the masses divided. After all, as the workers 

are busy fighting amongst themselves about religion, race, or any number of weekly hot button 

issues, their exploiters have free reign to seize more control of the government, the airwaves, 

the treasury, the land, etcetera. Those at the top are undoubtedly far less concerned with skin 

color, religion and ethnicity, as they are with monetary wealth. They are specifically interested 

in the collective, ever-shrinking monetary wealth of the working class which the capitalists 

pillage via the corrupt global economic system. 

Cries of class warfare are often heard in the political arena, usually by those who 

represent the corporations. Their choice of words is painfully accurate. This is, in fact, class 

warfare and has been for centuries; battle lines were drawn long ago. The question remains 

though – how can we ensure victory for the masses? We must embody several virtuous 

principles; key among them is unity. Let us start by denying the enemy one of their weapons 

and set aside our social bigotries. 
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Revolutionary Entertainment 

Most people who know me are well aware that ‘24’ is my favorite television show. 

However, I am almost certain that no one knows why. Peep situation…  

While I – like most fans of the show – appreciate the Golden Globe award-winning 

performance of the character ‘Jack Bauer’ by Kiefer Sutherland that is not my primary reason 

for viewing. The reason I own the entire series on DVD can be summed up in one adjective – 

revolutionary. 

Even though I am not referring to 24’s innovative, real-time, split-screen format, its 

technological advance is to be commended. But what I am referring to is the continual 

underlying theme of the entire television series. It is the same theme as that of Rev. Dr. Martin 

Luther King, Jr.’s April 4, 1967 speech, Beyond Vietnam. It is the same theme as President 

Dwight Eisenhower’s address on January 17, 1961. And sadly, it is the very theme that rarely 

ever enters into public discourse. That is – the military-industrial complex (MIC) is a grave 

threat to democracy. The formidable union of defense contractors and the armed forces has 

entrenched itself as the beneficiary of money and power thanks to its decades-long chokehold 

of the U.S. government. 

Throughout the ‘24’ series, the military-industrial complex, repeatedly attempts a covert 

coup d’état. From the assassination of a progressive president who fought valiantly against the 

MIC during and after his presidency – to the manipulation of a different, weaker president 

whose thirst for money and glory endangered the lives of millions of Americans – to the private 

security contractors literally aiming to blackmail a president into elevating their privately-

owned corporation above the publicly-owned Pentagon. ‘24’ is complete with countless 

subplots that detail the audacious wickedness with which the military-industrial complex and 

other corporate interests operate. 

The idea that the producers of the show would couple the ground-breaking format with 

a progressive platform speaks volumes about their noble intentions. The show featured 

talented actors and actresses delivering outstanding performances and included every aspect of 

a successful action series. The truth-telling boundary in which it all occurred is what did it for 

me though. The makers of the Emmy award-winning show displayed bravely brilliant vision in 

creating such a television series – one that maintained its honest subject matter as well as its 

consistently high ratings and fan base. And they did this exactly when we needed them to, 

during a time of more overt dominance by corporate elites than ever. Knowing the brutal, 

criminal history – both global and domestic – of the military-industrial complex, I salute the 

ingenuity and the courage of the makers of ‘24’. While many millions of brave people around 
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the world have protested, in many ways, against the reign of corporate tyranny, the producers 

of this hit television show did so in the belly of the beast, on primetime television, on a weekly 

basis, for eight consecutive seasons. To everyone involved; writers, directors, producers, actors, 

fans (especially my mother, Scarlet, for introducing me to the show) – Thank You.  
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No Labels 

I, like surely most people, have often been asked – What are you? This is the 

questioner’s inquisition as to how we label ourselves. Most would likely immediately claim to 

be “something.” That something is usually indicative of that person’s religious preference, 

political affiliation, education level, career choice, or the like. I believe the idea of applying a 

label to oneself is unwise. 

In this “melting pot”, there are many different types of people, of all stripes and colors. 

We have many opportunities to interact with folks from across the globe. It is truly a beautiful 

situation, especially for those of us who see our struggle as a universal one. The drawback, 

however, is that in the midst of this cultural diversity, there are elements of ignorance. That 

ignorance can lead to bigotry and hatred. One person’s interpretation of a certain label, or 

definition thereof, may be very different from not just their neighbor’s interpretation, but from 

the truth itself. And therein lies the problem – literally. 

The ignorance can be attributed to many different factors; mainstream media 

propaganda, poor public education, inadequate opportunities to travel abroad, etc. The most 

dominant cause of this ignorance, though, is We the People. Although the aforementioned 

reasons are serious, we have the resources to educate ourselves. Accurate information is 

available – maybe not as widely as is the misinformation – but it is there for our consumption, 

nonetheless. We must seek it. And once we find it, we must consume it, apply it and share it. In 

fairness, many people do just that. However, until truth-seeking and truth-telling become the 

standard, not the exception, I think labels are better left unused. 
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The Battle Against Mainstream Ignorance 

From 1994 to 2002, the comedian Bill Maher hosted a television show titled Politically 

Incorrect. The show was cancelled, ironically, for a statement he made that was politically 

incorrect. Yes, a mainstream media organization, shamefully broadcasted their hypocrisy by 

firing someone for doing exactly his job. Apparently, the corporation did not deem it 

marketable, or politically correct, for a person to simply express a differing viewpoint. 

Since then, Maher has been marginalized in many, if not all, mainstream circles. He has 

been repeatedly attacked by elites in the political establishment and by pundits of the media 

establishment. For the last seven years, though, his subsequent show, Real Time with Bill 

Maher, has done well. Airing on premium cable, he is reaching a more loyal, however more 

limited audience. The martyrdom of his mainstream career has only amplified his microphone 

amongst the free-thinking supporters of diverse opinion. One major contributor to Maher’s 

continued success and popularity is his dedication to his core values, that under corporate 

pressure, he did not fold. 

We can learn much from Mr. Maher’s determination in realizing his version of 

sociopolitical commentary. More than a profile in courage, his television career speaks to the 

battle we must all fight against mainstream ignorance. 

More recently, Bill Maher said – in an interview and on Real Time, “I’m not saying that 

every Republican is a racist. I would never say that. That would be wrong. But nowadays if 

you’re a racist, you’re probably a Republican.” An objective person would not see the slightest 

bit of controversy in that statement. However, those partial to conservative ideology are more 

than likely profoundly offended by his opinion. Why? 

We have been led to believe – by mainstream entities; schools, media, churches, etc – 

that racism either no longer exists or exists only on a negligible scale. When that is coupled with 

American history, it is no wonder why the masses gasp whenever an accusation of racism is 

made. But never mind the mainstream denial of the social realities of America – the accuracy of 

Bill Maher’s statement is clear. 

Consider an electoral map of the United States. Notwithstanding the idealist words of 

the first Black president during his keynote address at the 2004 Democratic convention, this 

nation’s political landscape is regrettably divided between Blue, liberal, Democratic states and 

Red, conservative, Republican states. The progressive movements in American history – 

Abolitionist, Women’s Suffrage, Civil Rights, etc. – have consisted of liberal-leaning people. 

Those resisting positive change in American history, have been political conservatives. The most 

opposition to ending the horrific Jim Crow era, to providing every American with health 

coverage, to ending the failed “War on Drugs”, and to ending the evil legacy of American 

slavery has all been found among conservatives. This is hardly a coincidence, but rather 
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confirms the existence of widespread mainstream ignorance; the reluctance of the masses to 

research, study and shape their own viewpoints. Those who outsource their critical thinking to 

the profit-driven media would likely oppose social progress, as well as dismiss Bill Maher’s 

assessment. A short analysis of the current and historical sociopolitical landscape, though, 

validates Maher’s outlook on Republican racism. 

Another word for “politically incorrect” is true. Lupe Fiasco, another forward-thinking 

individual, stated, “The truth is the most controversial thing you can say.” Bill Maher can attest 

to that first-hand. Setting aside for a moment the repercussions of doing his job and speaking 

his mind, what is most important is that he was not silenced. He continued in his courageous 

and lifelong endeavor of expressing himself. By following his example, we can win the battle 

against mainstream ignorance, affect humanity in a positive way and leave the world better 

than we found it. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Perspectives of a Free Thinker                                                                                                                   

11 

 

Objective Difference: Spike Lee and Tyler Perry 

Lost in the recent outrage expressed by Tyler Perry, over Spike Lee’s opinion of Perry’s 

work, is the underlying, very serious difference between the focus of the two filmmakers. For 

centuries, Black people in America have been portrayed as less-than, subordinate, even sub-

human – often exploited for the enjoyment of others. And as we have negotiated the obstacles 

of racial prejudice in the wilderness of North America, we have been faced with the task of re-

educating the world, as well as ourselves, about whom and what we are. Spike Lee’s body of 

work says that Black people are not the buffoons that we have been historically portrayed to be 

by an entertainment industry mired in white supremacy. Whereas, much of Tyler Perry’s body 

of work, albeit highly profitable, reinforces negative stereotypes of Black folks. Thus is the 

difference between the focus of the two film directors. 

Spike Lee’s opinion of Tyler Perry’s work is just that – his opinion. And Perry’s agitated 

response not only filled the mainstream media’s appetite for a headline, but also indicates 

some reflexive guilt on the part of Mr. Perry. 

However, every situation – including this one – must be examined through the lens of 

the “big picture.” This is not a case of Tyler Perry vs. Spike Lee, but rather a difference in their 

respective objectives. That contrast is where the discussion belongs. 
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Ignored, Denied, Alive and Well 

For the wonderful things that America has to offer, she still has many disturbing 

skeletons in her closet. One of them definitely is not racism, as it remains alive and well. This 

flaw of America’s is largely overlooked and denied far too often. That is mainly because the 

most overt forms of racial prejudice have remained dormant since the end of the Civil Rights 

Movement. But anyone who has even briefly studied U.S. history can attest to the sickening 

and continuing practice of racial discrimination at every level. 

One can point to the United States Constitution, and its practical application, for proof 

of racism in the so-called land of the free. The Constitution and its history provide ample 

evidence of government sanctioned racial discrimination. The Three-Fifths Compromise is that 

evidence. The necessity of the 13th, 14th and 15th amendments is also that evidence. Yet, more 

substantiation can be found in the application and violation of the Second Amendment of the 

U.S. Constitution. 

What does protection of the right to keep and bear arms have to do with the shameful 

institution of racism? The Second Amendment was adopted in 1791. Since then, there have 

been a series of laws designed to restrict Black people’s right to self-defense. This racist spirit 

has culminated most recently in the Gun Control Act of 1968, which infringed on the means of 

self-defense even further. There is the ‘what’ and ‘when’. Now for the ‘why’… 

In 1966, the Black Panther Party began to exercise their constitutionally-protected right 

to arm themselves in self-defense. In doing so, they informed the entire Black community in 

America of their right to keep and bear arms. After countless complaints and countless reports 

filed in reference to the extensive practice of brutality at the hands of government agents – the 

police – the Panthers armed themselves in defense of their community. Because the 

government was unwilling or unable to curb the police brutality and police murder of Black 

people, the Panthers opted, in the spirit of Malcolm X, to do it for themselves; a concept usually 

applauded as patriotic. Instead of responsibly addressing the grievances of the Black 

community, though, the government’s response was to fortify its prejudice in the legislature. 

Firearm restriction gained traction in establishment politics. Bills intent on restricting people’s 

rights, such as the Gun Control Law of 1968 and California’s Mulford Act, were signed into law. 

Anyone familiar with the 1968 gun control law knows that it does not explicitly prohibit 

firearm possession on the basis of race. It does, however, prohibit gun possession on the basis 

of other racially biased criteria. For example – according to federal law – a convicted felon may 

not possess a firearm. On its face, the provision seems to be about public safety. The answer to 

several questions, though, reveals the intended target of the provision. According to historical 

data, what race of people, while committing crime at the same rate of other races, is most likely 

to be stopped and harassed by law enforcement? Most likely to be arrested? Most likely 
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convicted? Most harshly sentenced? Most likely to be affected by this provision in the gun 

control law? Consequently, what people are most likely to have their constitutionally-protected 

rights trampled on?  

The Mulford Act – which infringed on the right of Californians to carry a weapon in 

public places – was duly nicknamed “The Panther Bill.” The racist California legislature went so 

far as to violate the rights of all people just to further tread on the rights of Black people in 

particular. However, as everyone’s constitutionally-protected freedoms were also being 

infringed upon – in the most egregious and counterintuitive nature – the multi-cultural backing 

of the Black Panther Party, and the Civil Rights Movement in general, continued to swell. Those 

interested in “freedom and justice for all” naturally opposed the newly enacted gun control 

laws. 

Such legislation was passed under the guise of public safety. However, the racist elected 

officials’ true aim was to keep the Black community defenseless against the fascist armies, 

known as police, occupying Black neighborhoods. 

As most people, me included, do not want a violent offender, of any race, to possess a 

firearm, we should also take note of the racial breakdown in the rates of wrongly convicted 

“felons”, as well the effects of the “tough-on-crime” movement and the failed War on Drugs, 

which have been disproportionately detrimental to Black and Hispanic communities. Most of us 

who disagree with firearm restriction, sentencing disparities and the very existence of some 

penalties for drug offenses, do so mostly on moral and economic grounds. However, justice 

advocates can also oppose these racist government policies based their unconstitutionality. 

History tells us that the Second Amendment was written and adopted to allow the citizenry to 

protect themselves from a tyrannical government. What is more tyrannical than government 

agents – police – inflicting on people unwarranted bodily harm? The infringement on anyone’s 

right to defend themselves from police attacks is in direct contrast to the Bill of Rights. But 

again – who are the disproportionate casualties of this repression? 

Even though the United States has taken a few strides in the direction of equality for all 

its citizens, some of its demons remain embedded in its social, political and economic fabric. 

Some people emphasize the positive changes that have been made possible over the years, 

thanks to organizations like the Black Panther Party. Some highlight the fact that people of 

African descent were never meant to be citizens of this nation. While both points are valid, I 

maintain that the bottom line is relatively similar to any other period in U.S. history. For the 

wonderful things that America has to offer, she still has many disturbing skeletons in her closet. 

One of them definitely is not racism, as it remains alive and well. 
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Salute the Worker 

Yesterday, a U.S. district judge granted the NFL players’ request for an injunction to lift 

the lockout imposed by NFL owners. Thus is the latest in the NFL labor dispute of 2011, or the 

most recent, high-profile case of “Profits vs. People.” 

In addition to the month and a half of work stoppage, the two sides – players and 

owners – have disagreed on several key issues including; a regular season extension, player 

safety provisions, profit-sharing, former players’ healthcare expenses, and etcetera. It is their 

disagreement that has put the 2011-12 NFL season in jeopardy. There are many who feel as if 

the players should simply accept the terms of the owners and go back to work. I wonder if 

those people have imagined themselves in an identical scenario.  

A company tells the workers that they will now be required to work more hours and 

assume more safety risks for less compensation. The workers of said company are, of course, 

free to leave and find other employment. However, they have dedicated their professional 

careers to mastering their particular craft and would rather not be victims of a potentially 

painstaking ultimatum. Should this group of workers not exercise their legal options in order to 

arrive at a more favorable solution? Of course they should. And the NFL players have, 

admirably. 

As it is easy to succumb to manipulation by the mainstream media, it is also easy to 

blame the worker. That has become common place in these United States. Companies ship jobs 

overseas. Corporations circumvent American demands for a living wage by importing cheaper 

labor. Firefighters and teachers are laid off as billionaires receive more and more tax breaks. 

Meanwhile, time and time again, workers shoulder the blame and burden of the awful 

economic conditions. In case you haven’t noticed, there has been a continuous battle between 

the ownership and the workforce in this nation since its inception. The NFL labor dispute is only 

the most recent, high-profile example. 

As a fan, I would like to tune into some NFL games this coming September. As a worker, 

I support the NFL players’ efforts to achieve a more auspicious solution. But most importantly, 

as a human being, I salute the NFL players for exemplifying the very essence of democratic 

socialism. 
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The Root of the Crisis 

Recently, I posted the following quote by Nas on Facebook. “Imagine a contraption that 

could take us back when – the world was run by Black men.” 

That line, in my opinion, is the best of 2010. It is from Nas’s indisputably classic, 

collaborative album, Distant Relatives, with Damian Marley. The line is thought-provoking as 

well as dream-inspiring, especially for a Black man in America. Unfortunately though, a couple 

of my brothers did not fully understand it. They asked me when the world was ever run by 

Black men. I gladly, yet sadly, answered their question. And the whole situation led me to 

realize the root of the crisis of Black people in this country. Many of our freedom fighters 

addressed the issue, but the problem has never been as evident to me as it is now. That is – we 

do not know our history. 

If Black people were aware of not just the horrific era of chattel slavery in the Americas, 

not just of the courageous Abolitionist and Civil Rights Movements, not just the names of 

countless Black heroes and heroines involved in the liberation of our people – but also of our 

glorious African legacy as the pioneers of humanity, then our condition here in these United 

States – and across the globe – would be much different. We continue to wander in the 

wilderness not because of the myth of white supremacy. Not because of racial oppression. Not 

because of slavery or Jim Crow. Not because of capitalism or colonialism. We are lost because 

we are ignorant of self. We do not know who we are. No race of people with knowledge of their 

magnificent history, as we possess, would allow themselves to continuously suffer as we have. 

To know our history is to know our greatness. Knowing our greatness encourages us to achieve 

it. And the motivation of a people to realize their merit is an unstoppable force. 

Acknowledging the problem provides some insight to solving it. We must make a 

number of serious commitments. Among the first – learn our history. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Perspectives of a Free Thinker                                                                                                                   

16 

 

Don’t be Distracted 

For the past ten years, the West – specifically the United States – has supposedly 

engaged in a global manhunt for Osama bin Laden. Yesterday, that phase of America’s 

fabricated “War on Terror” came to an end. The leader of Al-Qaeda was assassinated in a 

compound outside of Islamabad, Pakistan. To be clear, Mr. Bin Laden will be accurately 

depicted as one of the most notorious murderers in human history. His actions, and those of his 

network of criminals, are absolutely indefensible. 

Unsurprisingly, Bin Laden’s death has been met with much delight from around the 

Western world, as well as with congratulations to the president and his national security team. 

Respectful remembrance of the victims of Al-Qaeda attacks would reflect on American society 

much better than the celebratory mood that we currently see. And the congratulations to the 

White House are no more warranted than the ridiculous jubilation. Yes, President Obama was 

able to accomplish something (else) that President Bush never could. But that is only the 

surface of the situation. 

Since the end of World War II, as presidents have entered and left office, the national 

security apparatus and the military-industrial complex have remained in place. A few 

figureheads may change with each administration, but the same powerful people – the 

entrenched, moneyed interests – continue to make the decisions. One of those decisions, 

pertaining to Osama bin Laden, was to keep him alive and free from capture, giving the 

American people one more thing to fear. Bin Laden’s existence played a crucial role in the 

commonly accepted, nonsensical rhetoric of “fight them there so we don’t have to fight them 

here.” Given the ignorance and gullibility of the majority of America, that lie – along with many 

others – has been willfully perpetuated. 

Nevertheless, instead of blindly accepting a set of talking points, it is important to 

consider the totality of Mr. Bin Laden’s death. Certainly, there are heightened security 

concerns. Al- Qaeda will be anxious to avenge the murder of their leader and to re-establish 

their relevance in the resistance against Western domination. I pray for the safety and security 

of deployed American troops, as it is them who will bear the brunt of any oncoming backlash by 

Al-Qaeda and its allies. 

There are political effects to take into account. Again, it can, and should, be said that, 

“The Obama administration completed an objective in two years that the Bush administration 

could not do in eight years. The United States suffered the most devastating attack in American 

history on President Bush’s watch. The man allegedly responsible for said attack was brought to 

justice on President Obama’s watch. While Osama was pinned down in Tora Bora, Bush 

diverted attention and resources by invading Iraq, a sovereign nation that posed no imminent 

threat to the United States. But while Obama was decreasing the number of troops in Iraq, he 
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also found time to eliminate Osama.” The political narrative will play itself out for weeks, if not 

months. And such a narrative should further dispel the myth that Republicans are better suited 

than Democrats to handle national defense issues. 

Most importantly though, the news of Osama bin Laden’s death is a sideshow – an 

irrelevant piece of information intended to keep the American populace distracted. Even in 

death – as was common over the last ten years, Bin Laden has been used one more time to 

divert attention away from more pressing issues;  painfully high energy prices, recent 

devastation along the Gulf Coast, NATO’s crimes against Libya – to name a few. 

Given the irresponsibility of American mainstream media, the death of Osama bin Laden 

will likely dominate the “news” cycle for the next week or so. But while yesterday’s event is 

discussed for the foreseeable future, we must be sure to ask some very important questions – 

the answers to which will provide glaring clarity about U.S. foreign policy. Can U.S./NATO 

troops now leave Afghanistan? Will Congress reroute funds from illegal foreign adventures to 

domestic priorities? Will U.S. foreign policy continue to be written by warmongering 

ideologues? Will U.S. military spending continue to exceed that of the next twenty-two nations 

combined? Does this milestone mark the end of the West’s war against Islam? Will the military-

industrial complex continue to strangle American democracy? Will the president take this 

opportunity to declare an end to – that which for so long bolstered Osama bin Laden and his 

brethren – American imperialism? The Al-Qaeda leader’s assassination has created an 

opportune time, not for celebration, but for Western leaders to provide some much needed 

answers. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Perspectives of a Free Thinker                                                                                                                   

18 

 

Look Past the ‘D’ 

Over the course of American history, different voting blocs have, at different times, 

shown loyalty to certain political parties. As the political winds have shifted along with the 

social climate, so too have the major political parties adjusted accordingly. This explains the 

glaring contrast between the Republican Party of President Abraham Lincoln and the 

Republican Party of President Ronald Reagan. Although the ‘R’ next to their names represented 

the same organization, the ideologies of the two men were vastly different, as evidenced by 

their policies. Why? Because of the difference in the sociopolitical climates in which they 

respectively governed. 

The same can be said of the sharp distinction between the Democratic Party of 

President Franklin Roosevelt and the Democratic Party of President Barack Obama. The 

variation in the political-economic conditions during which they occupied the White House 

helped dictate their policies. This reality does not only offer analysis of various presidencies 

operating, supposedly, under the same banner. It is also an indictment of the entire two-party 

political establishment in these United States. 

As voters recognize only two viable options for their elected national leadership, the 

two choices – Democrats and Republicans – have found ways to cater to certain constituencies, 

in various ways at various times. President Lincoln’s advocacy for the abolishment of American 

slavery attracted many people interested in human rights to the Republican Party. Just as 

President Roosevelt’s New Deal attracted many interested in economic justice to the 

Democratic Party. Most working-class people, most ethnic minorities, most financially 

vulnerable citizens were Lincoln Republicans during the 1860s as well as Roosevelt Democrats 

during the 1930s. And much of that historic support of the Democratic Party from the 

disenfranchised has lingered through the decades since. That is the problem. 

The Democratic Party of the 1930s built a rapport with “We the People” by working on 

behalf of the “We the People.” The Democratic Party of 2011 has been more than happy to ride 

those coattails notwithstanding their failure to champion similar policies. The evidence is clear.  

Take the Great Depression and the Great Recession, for example. Both financial crises 

began under Republican leadership in the White House and Congress. Both crises led to a 

political power shift in the White House and Congress. However, FDR and the Democrats of the 

early 20th century produced the Glass-Steagall Act which separated investment banking from 

commercial banking and thereby mitigated future economic calamites. What did the modern-

day Democratic Party produce? The Dodd-Frank Act, which included no such provision to 

prohibit conflicting behavior by the banking industry, fails to prevent another financial disaster. 

Likewise, amid record unemployment, Roosevelt began the Public Works Administration, 

improving the employment rate as well as American infrastructure. The Great Recession, too, 
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has resulted in brutally high levels of joblessness. However, we have seen no such worker-

friendly response from the Obama administration. And thus has been the dichotomy between 

the respective versions of the Democratic Party. 

To be fair, there are some public servants with a ‘D’ next to their names that embody 

the progressive spirit. Obviously, this does not reflect upon them and their valiant efforts, as 

they are not in positions of power. And again, this is not a condemnation of any individual 

person or party, but rather the entire system itself.  

As a result of the long established two-party structure, power has been largely 

consolidated. And this fusion of power has allowed for the worst of America’s economic 

structure to further corrupt the most susceptible of this nation’s political structure. I refer to 

the legalized bribery of United States elected and appointed officials by some of the most 

insidious people in human history – corporate elites. For some perspective, consider the 

healthcare debate of 2009. Healthcare professionals, economists and eighty percent of 

Americans agree that, short of single-payer, a public option is the best way toward a more 

humane and fiscally sound healthcare system. Yet the Patient Protection and Affordable Care 

Act did not have a public option in it. Why? Because Senator Blanche Lincoln and Senator Ben 

Nelson – both Democrats, both major recipients of bribes from health insurance companies – 

threatened to filibuster any bill that included a public option. And that is just one example of 

corporate influence undermining the will and well-being of the American people. 

It is situations like this, among others, that show us the true nature of this decadent 

power structure. The depravity of the moneyed-interests is more rampant now than it has ever 

been. And only “We the People” can curb that. Since supposed public servants on both sides of 

the aisle are too busy selling their representative authority to the highest bidder, the citizenry, 

namely the most vulnerable, must demand and create something better. There are many pieces 

to the puzzle; publicly funded campaigns, congressional term limits, support of third-party and 

independent candidates, among others. One of the initial steps, though, is to recognize who is 

and who is not an ally on Capitol Hill. Let us begin by looking past the ‘D’ next to their names. 
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One of a Handful: Cornel West 

Last night, my brother Carl brought to my attention another case of “Profits vs. People.” 

I was not at all surprised at the recurrence of what seems to be the common theme throughout 

American history. However, this time the argument has been labeled “Barack Obama vs. Cornel 

West.” 

Two days ago, Truth Dig published an interview of Cornel West by Chris Hedges – The 

Obama Deception: Why Cornel West Went Ballistic – which addresses the frustration that many 

progressives have with the White House. To be clear, Dr. West, after having strongly supporting 

his candidacy, has also forthrightly been constructively critical of President Obama’s policies 

over the past two and a half years. However, in this recent revelation, West divulges his feelings 

of personal betrayal by the president, a controversial description of Mr. Obama’s relationship 

to Wall Street, as well as reiterates his political and ideological critiques. The reactionary 

editorials written in reference to the Truth Dig piece focused mostly on the personal side of 

what Brother West said. Rather than addressing his assessment of the administration’s policies, 

West’s attackers have attempted to provide cover for the White House’s shameful disregard for 

working people. 

Cornel West has been working to hold President Obama accountable since election 

night 2008. Where have Dr. West’s detractors been for the past two and a half years?  They 

were nowhere to be found – just as when Cornel was making dozens of campaign stops on 

Candidate Obama’s behalf. 

Let us not get side-tracked though. Let us not be led astray, as the establishment would 

have us do. There is a reason for this discontent directed at Cornel West and other freedom 

fighters. The White House, and their operatives, understands that with a re-election campaign 

underway, it needs the support of the youth, the poor, the disenfranchised and specifically – 

the Black vote. It needs Black support on the same record level it enjoyed in 2008. President 

Obama’s campaign team is also aware that many Black people are dissatisfied with his job 

performance. That displeasure could lead a large number of Black people to another candidate 

or to stay at home on Election Day. Progressive discontent is spoken through advocates for the 

poor like Dr. Cornel West. And with that in mind, the president’s most loyal supporters have 

decided to criticize his critics. Because free Black folk, such as Dr. West, cannot be bought, 

coerced or silenced into capitulation, they must be – according to the strategy of the political 

establishment – marginalized as much as possible. Mr. West – who has enormous support in 

the Black community and among working people in general – not only publicly disapproves of 

the president’s job performance, but also suggests supporting a primary challenger to President 

Obama or a third-party candidate in the upcoming presidential race. For that, among other 

reasons, Cornel West is seen as a threat to the Obama administration and to the political power 

structure itself. This explains the misguided attacks on Brother West. 

It is our responsibility, though, to recognize what this is. That is not a case of Obama vs. 

West, but rather a case of Profits vs. People. President Obama has done well at protecting 
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corporate profits while Dr. West remains a staunch advocate for the people. It is not about the 

difference between two brilliant Black men. It is about the difference between politics and civil 

rights activism. Billions of dollars in subsidies to health insurance and pharmaceutical 

corporations, warrantless domestic wiretaps, extreme rendition, political assassination and 

unprovoked, imperialist war against a sovereign nation. That is the work of a politician. Among 

other things, holding said politician accountable for his disregard for poor and working people is 

the work of an activist. 

It is now more important than ever that we not do what our president did – that is 

waver on principle. We must remain true to the rich tradition we have held dear for 

generations – the care and concern for the “least of these.” It is also crucial that we continue to 

support the handful of freedom fighters who have made consideration for the “least of these” 

their life’s work. Cornel West is definitely one of those people. 
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Anthony Weiner. Do Not Resign. 

Who is the staunchest advocate for single-payer healthcare in the House of 

Representatives? He is the same person who is enveloped, by his own doing, in the latest “sex” 

scandal. I refer to Representative Anthony Weiner. The former description of him matters. The 

latter does not. 

During a time in which tens of thousands of Americans die every year because they lack 

quality healthcare, Anthony Weiner has fought for the public option and for the only healthcare 

system in which everyone will be covered – single payer. When some spineless Democrats 

surrendered on the issue before the 2009 debate even began and others intentionally 

sabotaged the inclusion of a public option in the new healthcare law, Rep. Weiner continued to 

stand up and speak for the millions of uninsured people in the richest nation in human history. 

His record also reflects his continued efforts to preserve and strengthen Medicare and Social 

Security. This would certainly explain why his constituents overwhelmingly do not want him to 

resign his seat in the House. 

The growing chorus calling for Mr. Weiner’s resignation, of course, was begun by holier-

than-thou social conservatives. The very people who condemn homosexuality and abortion 

based on supposed moral and religious grounds seem to have skipped over the scriptures 

referencing judgment and forgiveness. 

The calls for Anthony Weiner’s resignation have undoubtedly been amplified by the 

corporate media. With his legislative record almost completely ignored, Mr. Weiner’s recent 

mistakes – for which he has accepted full responsibility – is what the profit-driven media outlets 

pass off as “news.” 

The most disgusting refrain though, comes from Rep. Weiner’s fellow Democrats. This 

matter may distract attention from their effort to grab power and it would likely provide 

Republicans with enough political ammunition to peel off a couple of percentage points in the 

2012 elections. As we have seen many times – members of both major political parties want 

nothing to threaten their power, even it means abandoning one of their own. There are 

certainly corporations interested in silencing the progressive voice of Mr. Weiner and this non-

issue provides them the opportunity to do just that – using their establishment media and the 

Washington politicians they bought long ago. 

Regardless of the reasons, a couple of things remain true. Representative Anthony 

Weiner is the latest public servant who, by his own doing, is caught in a “sex” scandal – for 

which he has taken full responsibility and during which no crime was committed. 

Representative Anthony Weiner is one of the most progressive voices in the House of 

Representatives – fighting to develop and strengthen the social safety net in these United 

States. The latter description of him matters. The former does not. 
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Profits vs. People: Cenk Uygur & MSNBC 

Cenk Uygur is well-respected for his adamant criticism of the political establishment. 

Like many free-thinking individuals, his analysis of the corrupted atmosphere on both sides of 

the aisle is, more often than not, spot on. Cenk’s method of journalism is a reflection of candor, 

transparency and truth. It is also much less lenient toward elected officials than that of most of 

the mainstream media. His glowing record helped land him a temporary hosting slot during 

MSNBC’s evening lineup. And ironically, it was his hard-hitting professional tendencies that 

caused him to part ways from the corporate media outlet. Why is that? Two words. Election 

season. 

Having long ago condemned the two-party system, in which both sides carry water for 

their corporate masters, many people – including Mr. Uygur – justly criticize elected officials in 

both parties. And to my knowledge, no one in the mainstream media has fairly criticized the 

Obama administration more than Cenk Uygur. This explains his departure from MSNBC. 

The Obama Administration has done very well for the profit margins of big business. So 

naturally, President Obama is their candidate of choice for 2012 – for now. As such, the 

corporate barons who control the White House can ill afford to have such an uncompromising 

voice as Cenk’s condemning their self-indulging, exploitative, imperialistic policies. And he was 

doing so on one of their networks, no less. Beautiful! 

Instead of mimicking his common target, President Obama, by yielding to pressure from 

moneyed interests, Cenk admirably opted to decline a lucrative contract and leave the network 

altogether. The entire situation is merely the latest example of Profits vs. People. We know 

which side MSNBC is on. We know which side Cenk Uygur is on. Where do you stand – if at all? 
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The Debt Ceiling Disaster 

This past Tuesday, the capitalist-controlled Congress and capitalist-controlled White 

House reached a so-called historic deal to raise the nation’s debt limit by upwards of $2 trillion. 

What has been a routine process over many administrations became political theater for the 

past several weeks. Worse though – the deal spells inevitable reductions in necessary spending 

for public programs while leaving the tax rates for millionaires and billionaires at historic lows. 

Such was expected from the corporate-owned circus also known as Democrats and 

Republicans. Unfortunately, their timing could not have been worse. Real unemployment 

remains above 16%. Working-class wages remain stagnant or in decline while the costs of life 

necessities continue to rise. And with more and more families losing their homes and their 

health insurance, America can ill afford to make cuts to the social safety net. 

Why such hostility toward working-class Americans? Where’s the love that Congress 

hurried to show Wall Street? Can poor people get a bailout worth trillions of dollars? Not in 

cash and credit like the modern-day Robber Barons received. But rather in refinanced 

mortgages, a public works program developing green technology, the rebuilding of dilapidated 

schools and infrastructure, and a single-payer healthcare system. Is that too much to ask? It 

seems like the beauty of socialism is reserved for the privileged few individuals who need it the 

least – some of whom are directly responsible for crippling the global economy. What about the 

masses of working-class people who have made this the richest nation in human history? What 

do we get? We get the gridlocked federal government to feed us what their corporate masters 

cooked up. That is – capitalism and all its brutality. 
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Substance over Symbolism 

Howard Zinn said, “Dissent is the highest form of patriotism.” I was compelled to 

repeatedly remind people of this concept during the awful era of George W. Bush’s presidency. 

The reminder was always directed at those who espoused neo-conservative ideology. Some 

right-wing folks acted as if the man they voted for was above any serious scrutiny, as if the 

office of the presidency justifies every one of the occupant’s actions. Mr. Zinn’s statement 

speaks to the inherent imperfection of any and all man-made entities. His remark points to the 

constructively critical aspects of voicing one’s disagreement. And his statement is absolutely 

correct, certainly as it pertains to America, given the role that rebellion served in this nation’s 

foundation. 

Just as many in the conservative base needed a reminder during the Bush years that 

there is not a solitary American voice, many in the progressive base ought to be reminded now, 

during the Obama administration, that there is not a homogenous Black voice. And to criticize 

President Obama’s job performance makes one no less Black, just as opposing President Bush 

did not make one unpatriotic. I refer to Black folks specifically because no segment of the 

population seems to be engaged in such heavy infighting about the chief executive’s job 

performance. It is true that he is president of all of America. It is also true that no group of 

people has continuously and overwhelmingly supported the president more. However, lost in 

the jubilation of electing the first president who happens to be half Black, some in the Black 

community have relinquished their right and responsibility to demand positive action from the 

so-called leader of the free world. I understand the reluctance to publicly criticize a person who 

is dealing with so many extremely difficult issues, most of which were waiting on his desk 

before he was even inaugurated. That disinclination makes even more sense when all of the 

hatred, racism and vitriol directed at President Obama are taken into account. But when Black 

folks’ protection for and defense of the commander-in-chief rises to the level of disregard for 

poverty-related issues and disrespect for persons shedding light on those issues, then it 

becomes a problem. That is exactly what has happened as Election Season 2012 gets underway. 

Unfortunately, some people think that the best way to defend the president is to 

disparage his critics, no matter how valid their critiques are. For example, recently Lupe Fiasco 

referred to the President of the United States as a terrorist. Even though his description seems 

harsh, it should be thoroughly considered instead of summarily dismissed. But of course, the 

independent thought so necessary to public discourse was not an option for uncritical 

supporters of the political establishment. Consequently, Lupe’s fact-based opinion was written 

off by most people. What is more problematic is that courageous folk, such as Cornel West, 

have found themselves the recipients of vicious, personal attacks due to their attempts at 

holding the president accountable to poor and working class people. The lesson to be learned 
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from Lupe, Cornel and others is not just one of commitment to the most vulnerable members 

of society. But the lesson is also one of Substance over Symbolism. 

Those of us who are constructively critical of the president are also very respectful of 

him and his office. I, for one, love the fact that a family of African descent currently occupies 

the White House which was built by their enslaved ancestors. However, that is merely the 

symbolism of the situation that every rational person can definitely appreciate. Substance 

involves policy; something concrete that we can analyze and assess the results thereof. For 

instance, an American without health insurance can appreciate the racial milestone of this 

presidency; symbolism. Yet, the president’s skin color will not prevent that uninsured American 

from suffering financial hardship when he or she gets sick; substance. A single-payer healthcare 

system would avert such a tragedy. 

On many occasions, President Obama has forfeited excellent opportunities to make 

substantive strides of progress on behalf of working people, hence the growing disapproval 

from his once devoted base. Some of President Obama’s fiercest critics were Candidate 

Obama’s staunchest advocates. These are the people who place substance over symbolism; the 

same people who now find themselves attacked by former allies. 

The dynamic of an oppressed minority condemning the few brave souls among them 

who dare to challenge the powerful elite is nothing new. All of our freedom-fighters have had 

to weather such storms, which is all the more reason to salute their fearlessness in service to 

the “least of these.” An assertion by the greatest American ever produced is ample 

encouragement to anyone who advocates for the masses… 

 

“Our lives begin to end the day we become silent about things that matter.” 

 – Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. 
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Undeniable Spirituality: Libyan Jamahiriya vs. NATO 

We humans express our undeniable spirituality in many different ways. One way is in 

the theories and concepts that we construct and/or practice. Some concepts are born out of 

goodness; communalism, democracy, environmentalism and the like. Other concepts are born 

out of wickedness; colonialism, slavery, plutocracy, etc. World history is riddled with a wide 

range of wicked conceptions. One such system is imperialism, the policy of extending authority 

over a nation via economic hegemony or military force, attempts at which have been on broad 

display since March of this year. 

The Arab Spring has resulted in several shifts in power throughout the Arab world. The 

outcomes of the popular uprisings have yet to be determined, as transition efforts remain 

underway. The United States and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) have taken 

special interest in the outcome of one rebellion in particular – that of the Great Socialist 

People's Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, more commonly known as Libya. 

The North African nation is significant to the Western powers due to its vast energy 

resources that happen to be the largest oil reserves on the continent and the largest supply of 

light, sweet crude on the planet – which several imperialist countries heavily depend on. With 

that in mind, the capitalists’ problem surfaces in the form of two words: Muammar Qaadafi. 

Colonel Muammar Muhammad al-Qaadafi is the Guide and Brother Leader of the Libyan 

Jamahiriya and has been since the revolution in 1969. Since then, he has taken several strides 

toward Libyan independence, thereby upsetting the West; including closing Western military 

bases and nationalizing Libyan oil and other industries. With a gross domestic product (GDP) of 

around $96 billion, Libya, under the leadership of Colonel Qaadafi, has also instituted several 

people-oriented policies; to include literacy programs, free and extensively accessible 

healthcare and education, and financing the Man-Made River.  

Side note: Imagine what the U.S. could do to improve the quality of life of its people given its 

GDP of $14 trillion. 

Muammar Qaadafi has also spent billions of dollars on the social and economic 

advancement of other African nations, while counseling them to retain their mineral wealth 

and raw materials for domestic development, rather than sending resources to America and 

Europe. Qaadafi’s adamant position on uniting African and Arab nations to create a new 

currency, the gold dinar, that would rival the U.S. dollar proved to be the final straw for the 

West. The United States and NATO have since co-opted the armed rebellion by a small fraction 

of disaffected Libyans into a full-blown war on the African state; indiscriminately slaughtering 

its people, destroying its infrastructure, repeatedly attempting to assassinate its leader – with 

the ultimate goal of easier access to its oil. Where have we seen this before? 
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Certainly, Muammar Qaadafi and the Libyan Jamahiriya are not perfect. No man or man-

made entity is. Notwithstanding his flaws, the West, namely the U.S. – considering its current 

condition – can learn much from Colonel Qaadafi. When it comes to applying a nation’s wealth 

to the collective uplift of its people, a key element of socialism, Libya is leaps and bounds ahead 

of even the most progressive Western country. For that, among other reasons, the imperialist 

powers long ago targeted Muammar Qaadafi for assassination. 

In the place where the word ‘socialism’ is akin to profanity, anyone promoting it or 

practicing it is vilified, dehumanized and sometimes murdered. When in fact, socialism and 

other righteous principles are merely avenues, born out of goodness, through which some 

express their undeniable spirituality. 
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