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“Because of the persistent power of racism, “criminals” and “evildoers” are, in the 
collective imagination, fantasized as people of color. The prison therefore functions 

ideologically as an abstract site into which undesirables are deposited, relieving us of the 
responsibility of thinking about the real issues afflicting those communities from which 

prisoners are drawn in such disproportionate numbers.  This is the ideological work that the 
prison performs – it relieves us of the responsibility of seriously engaging with the problems 

of our society, especially those produced by racism and, increasingly global capitalism.” 
-Angela Y. Davis, Activist & Scholar 

 
 
 

Consider what can happen to your rights and freedoms in a society where increasing the prison 
population equals greater profits and cheap labor.  Today there are more African Americans 
under correctional control than there were enslaved in 1850.  Since the 1970s, when the War 
on Drugs was declared, mass incarceration and socio-economic chaos has become a stark 
reality in our communities.  Despite all of this, the War on Drugs continues to expand and drive 
the economic boom of the criminal “justice” industry and global drug trade, while millions of 
lives are sacrificed. 
 
The United Nation estimates the illicit drug trade to equal over $400 billion per year. This trade 
spans every inhabited continent and has wreaked havoc on the African Diaspora.  Whether it is 
a favela of Brazil, a Black neighborhood in the United States or the nation of Trinidad (now 
under a “State of Emergency”), drugs and weapons continue to flow into our communities while 
convicted men and women of color continue to flow into the prison industrial complex.  
 
At our upcoming discussion, we will explore the drug trade and prison industrial complex and 
consider related issues of exploitation, human rights, freedom, and race. 

 



 

PREPARATION GUIDE 
 
PREPARE TO ENGAGE In Our Conversation… 

As a participant in the upcoming conversation, it is critical that you begin to think about and 
develop your own ideas around the topic to ensure our group dialogue is focused, engaging and 
informative.  Because information is an important component in expanding our awareness, this 
Preparation Guide contains a variety of informative materials.  To begin your preparation, please 
take a moment to review the questions, videos and literature included in this guide.  
 

 
 

QUESTIONS 
 
1. Have social and economic conditions tracked children from poor communities of color into the juvenile 

and prison system or is it fundamentally an issue of family responsibility? 
 
2. Do you agree with author Michelle Alexander that the War on Drugs has created the New Jim Crow and 

racial caste system? 
 
3. Michael C. Rupert explains how the drug trade is interwoven into the economic system. Knowing this 

information, do you believe it is possible to curb the flow of drugs and weapons into our communities of 
color? If yes, how? 

 
4. After reading the Angela Davis piece on the prison industrial complex and the Manning Marable excerpt 

on the history of Black criminalization, what are your feelings on prisoners being used by private 
corporations for labor, medical experimentation and profit? 

 
5. Should drug use be considered a criminal act or treated as a medical illness? 
 
6. How have media representations of prisons (e.g. movies, television shows, etc.) shaped your views on 

drugs and prisons?  
 
7. Do you consider incarceration to be effective in solving social problems or do you believe alternatives to 

prisons should be considered?  
 
8. Funding for prison libraries has been cut and some prisons have completely prohibited books; however, 

prisons still allow priests, preachers and other religious leaders access to the prison population.  Do you 
agree or disagree with this and do you find this phenomenon similar to the norms/laws during the period 
of African enslavement in the U.S.? 

 
9. Would you advocate the abolishment of prisons or would you be more supportive of prison reforms? 



 
 

 
 

VIDEOS 
Click the links below to access and view the videos on the Talking Black Series blog: 
 
 American Drug War: The Last White Hope 
 
 The Prison: A Sign of Democracy? – Angela Davis 
 
 Immigrants for Sale: The Profitable Incarceration and Detention of Immigrants 
 
 The New Jim Crow? The Racial Politics Behind War on Drugs – Michelle Alexander 
 
 Angela Davis on Incarceration in the “Land of the Free” & Prison Abolition 
 
 Drug Couriers of the Caribbean & West Africa: Black Women & Foreign Incarceration 
 
 

 

ARTICLES 
The following articles can be found in the remaining pages of this guide: 
 
 The New Jim Crow: How the War on Drugs Gave Birth to a Permanent American Undercaste  

by Michelle Alexander 
 

 Black Prisoners [excerpt from How Capitalism Underdeveloped Black America] 
by Manning Marable 
 

 Wall Street, CIA and the Global Drug Trade 
by Michael C. Ruppert 
 

 The Prison Industrial Complex [excerpt from Are Prisons Obsolete?] 
by Angela Y. Davis 
 

 Caged Subjects & the Myth of the Crack Baby [excerpt from Medical Apartheid] 
by Harriet A. Washington 
 

 A Different Path: Providing Accessible, Quality Treatment [excerpt from Pipe Dream Blues] 

by Clarence Lusane 
 
 

http://talkingblackseries.wordpress.com/2011/10/15/american-drug-war-the-last-white-hope/
http://talkingblackseries.wordpress.com/2011/10/15/the-prison-a-sign-of-democracy/
http://talkingblackseries.wordpress.com/2011/10/15/immigrants-for-sale-the-profitable-incarceration-detention-of-immigrants/
http://talkingblackseries.wordpress.com/2011/10/15/the-new-jim-crow-the-racial-politics-behind-war-on-drugs/
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The New Jim Crow � 
How the War on Drugs Gave Birth to a Permanent American Undercaste � 

 
By Michelle Alexander 

Ever since Barack Obama lifted his right hand and took his oath of office, pledging to serve the United 
States as its 44th president, ordinary people and their leaders around the globe have been celebrating our 
nation’s “triumph over race.”  Obama’s election has been touted as the final nail in the coffin of Jim 
Crow, the bookend placed on the history of racial caste in America.  

Obama’s mere presence in the Oval Office is offered as proof that “the land of the free” has finally made 
good on its promise of equality.  There’s an implicit yet undeniable message embedded in his appearance 
on the world stage: this is what freedom looks like; this is what democracy can do for you.  If you are 
poor, marginalized, or relegated to an inferior caste, there is hope for you.  Trust us.  Trust our rules, laws, 
customs, and wars.  You, too, can get to the promised land. 

Perhaps greater lies have been told in the past century, but they can be counted on one hand.  Racial caste 
is alive and well in America.  Most people don’t like it when I say this.  It makes them angry.  In the “era 
of colorblindness” there’s a nearly fanatical desire to cling to the myth that we as a nation have “moved 
beyond” race.  Here are a few facts that run counter to that triumphant racial narrative: 

 There are more African Americans under correctional control today -- in prison or jail, on 
probation or parole -- than were enslaved in 1850, a decade before the Civil War began. 
 

 As of 2004, more African American men were disenfranchised (due to felon disenfranchisement 
laws) than in 1870, the year the Fifteenth Amendment was ratified, prohibiting laws that 
explicitly deny the right to vote on the basis of race. 

 
 A black child born today is less likely to be raised by both parents than a black child born during 

slavery.  The recent disintegration of the African American family is due in large part to the mass 
imprisonment of black fathers. 

 
 If you take into account prisoners, a large majority of African American men in some urban areas 

have been labeled felons for life.  (In the Chicago area, the figure is nearly 80%.) These men are 
part of a growing undercaste -- not class, caste -- permanently relegated, by law, to a second-class 
status.  They can be denied the right to vote, automatically excluded from juries, and legally 
discriminated against in employment, housing, access to education, and public benefits, much as 
their grandparents and great-grandparents were during the Jim Crow era. 

Excuses for the Lockdown 

There is, of course, a colorblind explanation for all this: crime rates.  Our prison population has exploded 
from about 300,000 to more than 2 million in a few short decades, it is said, because of rampant crime.  
We’re told that the reason so many black and brown men find themselves behind bars and ushered into a 
permanent, second-class status is because they happen to be the bad guys.    
 
The uncomfortable truth, however, is that crime rates do not explain the sudden and dramatic mass 



incarceration of African Americans during the past 30 years.  Crime rates have fluctuated over the last 
few decades -- they are currently at historical lows -- but imprisonment rates have consistently soared.  
Quintupled, in fact.  And the vast majority of that increase is due to the War on Drugs.  Drug offenses 
alone account for about two-thirds of the increase in the federal inmate population, and more than half of 
the increase in the state prison population. 

The drug war has been brutal -- complete with SWAT teams, tanks, bazookas, grenade launchers, and 
sweeps of entire neighborhoods -- but those who live in white communities have little clue to the 
devastation wrought.  This war has been waged almost exclusively in poor communities of color, even 
though studies consistently show that people of all colors use and sell illegal drugs at remarkably similar 
rates.  In fact, some studies indicate that white youth are significantly more likely to engage in illegal drug 
dealing than black youth.  Any notion that drug use among African Americans is more severe or 
dangerous is belied by the data.  White youth, for example, have about three times the number of drug-
related visits to the emergency room as their African American counterparts. 

That is not what you would guess, though, when entering our nation’s prisons and jails, overflowing as 
they are with black and brown drug offenders.  In some states, African Americans comprise 80%-90% of 
all drug offenders sent to prison. 

This is the point at which I am typically interrupted and reminded that black men have higher rates of 
violent crime.  That’s why the drug war is waged in poor communities of color and not middle-class 
suburbs.  Drug warriors are trying to get rid of those drug kingpins and violent offenders who make ghetto 
communities a living hell.  It has nothing to do with race; it’s all about violent crime. 

Again, not so.  President Ronald Reagan officially declared the current drug war in 1982, when drug 
crime was declining, not rising.  From the outset, the war had little to do with drug crime and nearly 
everything to do with racial politics.  The drug war was part of a grand and highly successful Republican 
Party strategy of using racially coded political appeals on issues of crime and welfare to attract poor and 
working class white voters who were resentful of, and threatened by, desegregation, busing, and 
affirmative action.  In the words of H.R. Haldeman, President Richard Nixon’s White House Chief of 
Staff: “[T]he whole problem is really the blacks.  The key is to devise a system that recognizes this while 
not appearing to.” 

A few years after the drug war was announced, crack cocaine hit the streets of inner-city communities.  
The Reagan administration seized on this development with glee, hiring staff who were to be responsible 
for publicizing inner-city crack babies, crack mothers, crack whores, and drug-related violence.  The goal 
was to make inner-city crack abuse and violence a media sensation, bolstering public support for the drug 
war which, it was hoped, would lead Congress to devote millions of dollars in additional funding to it.  

The plan worked like a charm.  For more than a decade, black drug dealers and users would be regulars in 
newspaper stories and would saturate the evening TV news.  Congress and state legislatures nationwide 
would devote billions of dollars to the drug war and pass harsh mandatory minimum sentences for drug 
crimes -- sentences longer than murderers receive in many countries.  

Democrats began competing with Republicans to prove that they could be even tougher on the dark-
skinned pariahs.  In President Bill Clinton’s boastful words, “I can be nicked a lot, but no one can say I’m 
soft on crime.”  The facts bear him out.  Clinton’s “tough on crime” policies resulted in the largest 
increase in federal and state prison inmates of any president in American history.  But Clinton was not 
satisfied with exploding prison populations.  He and the “New Democrats” championed legislation 
banning drug felons from public housing (no matter how minor the offense) and denying them basic 



public benefits, including food stamps, for life.  Discrimination in virtually every aspect of political, 
economic, and social life is now perfectly legal, if you’ve been labeled a felon.   

Facing Facts 

But what about all those violent criminals and drug kingpins? Isn’t the drug war waged in ghetto 
communities because that’s where the violent offenders can be found?  The answer is yes... in made-for-
TV movies.  In real life, the answer is no.  

The drug war has never been focused on rooting out drug kingpins or violent offenders.  Federal funding 
flows to those agencies that increase dramatically the volume of drug arrests, not the agencies most 
successful in bringing down the bosses.  What gets rewarded in this war is sheer numbers of drug arrests.  
To make matters worse, federal drug forfeiture laws allow state and local law enforcement agencies to 
keep for their own use 80% of the cash, cars, and homes seized from drug suspects, thus granting law 
enforcement a direct monetary interest in the profitability of the drug market. 

The results have been predictable: people of color rounded up en masse for relatively minor, non-violent 
drug offenses.  In 2005, four out of five drug arrests were for possession, only one out of five for sales.  
Most people in state prison have no history of violence or even of significant selling activity.  In fact, 
during the 1990s -- the period of the most dramatic expansion of the drug war -- nearly 80% of the 
increase in drug arrests was for marijuana possession, a drug generally considered less harmful than 
alcohol or tobacco and at least as prevalent in middle-class white communities as in the inner city.  

In this way, a new racial undercaste has been created in an astonishingly short period of time -- a new Jim 
Crow system.  Millions of people of color are now saddled with criminal records and legally denied the 
very rights that their parents and grandparents fought for and, in some cases, died for. 

Affirmative action, though, has put a happy face on this racial reality.  Seeing black people graduate from 
Harvard and Yale and become CEOs or corporate lawyers -- not to mention president of the United States 
-- causes us all to marvel at what a long way we’ve come.   

Recent data shows, though, that much of black progress is a myth.  In many respects, African Americans 
are doing no better than they were when Martin Luther King, Jr. was assassinated and uprisings swept 
inner cities across America.  Nearly a quarter of African Americans live below the poverty line today, 
approximately the same percentage as in 1968.  The black child poverty rate is actually higher now than it 
was then.  Unemployment rates in black communities rival those in Third World countries.  And that’s 
with affirmative action! 

When we pull back the curtain and take a look at what our “colorblind” society creates without 
affirmative action, we see a familiar social, political, and economic structure -- the structure of racial 
caste.  The entrance into this new caste system can be found at the prison gate. 

This is not Martin Luther King, Jr.’s dream.  This is not the promised land.  The cyclical rebirth of caste 
in America is a recurring racial nightmare. 

Link to article: http://www.tomdispatch.com/dialogs/print/?id=175215 











Wall Street, CIA and the Global Drug Trade 
Extracted from Nexus Magazine, Volume 8, Number 6 (October-November 2001) � 

An interview with Michael C. Ruppert by Guerilla News Network © 2000 
Read entire interview at: http://www.whale.to/b/ruppert1.html 

 
You imagine someone in the CIA as thinking about protecting the country, or at least imagine the 
intelligence community as something that's ordered around national security. What do you think it is 
that triggers them to want to reconcile drug shipments in the country in line with that pursuit? 
Well, they don't even have to reconcile it. That's what took so long to figure out, but what we teach now with 
From The Wilderness is that it wasn't just CIA dealing some drugs to fund covert operations. It is that drug 
money is an inherent part of the American economy. It has always been so, as it was with the British in the 
1600s when they introduced opium into China to fund the triangular trade with the British East India 
Company. 
The point about the drug trade is not that the CIA dealt a few drugs during the Contra years to fund the 
covert operation that Congress didn't want it to engage in. The CIA has dealt drugs for all 50 years of its 
existence--50 plus years, even before it was the CIA. And the point is that with 250 billion dollars a year in 
illegal drug money moved, laundered through the American economy, that money benefits Wall Street. 
That's the point of having the prohibitive drug trade, which the CIA effectively manages for the benefit of 
Wall Street. 
So the purpose of the Agency being involved in the drug trade has been to generate illegal cash, fluid liquid 
capital, which gives those who can get their hands on it an unfair advantage in the marketplace. 
So when you hear the term "War on Drugs"... 
Well, it's not a War on Drugs. It's a War on People. Consider this: Joseph McNamara, a former chief of San 
Jose from the Hoover Institute at Stanford University, published some really telling figures. In 1972, when 
Richard Nixon started the War on Drugs, the annual federal budget allocation was 110 million dollars a year 
for enforcement. In fiscal year 2000, 28 years later, the budget allocation was 17 billion dollars a year, and 
yet, in the year 2000, there are more drugs in this country, they are cheaper, and they are more potent than 
they were in 1972. That has to tell you that there's some other agenda going on here. 
Going back to the idea of China and the Opium War, it is described also as a war on the people of 
China, to bring them to a state of passivity where they couldn't actually be a force. Do you see in some 
way the drugs that come in satisfying a racist goal--with the crack laws especially in black inner city 
populations? 
There are a number of ways to look at that. For the British, the introduction of opium into China was a means 
to an end. China was a homogeneous culture. When the British arrived there, they were these Caucasian 
heathens. The Chinese didn't want anything to do with them; they didn't want to give up their tea, they didn't 
want to give up their silk, and the British said "We can't have this". They went to India and grew the opium 
poppy in east India, in the foothills of the Himalayas, and smuggled it to China. And what they did over the 
course of a hundred years was they converted China from a homogeneous culture that was unified, into a 
society of warlords fighting for turf to see who had which drug-dealing regions. 
If you look at what happened in South Central LA in the 1980s, the model is exactly the same; it didn't 
change. When I talk about narcotics, I come from several different angles. It's not just that I am a former 
narcotics investigator with the LAPD; I am also a recovering alcoholic who has sponsored men in recovery 
for 17 years. I've served on the board of directors of the National Council on Alcoholism. Alcohol is a drug. I 
have written more than 35 articles in the US Journal of Drug and Alcohol Dependence on treatment of 



addiction, recovery from addiction. The issue with drugs is this: people are going to get addicted no matter 
what you do, and a certain percentage of any population will always get addicted. 
What the Agency has done (and I have written specifically on this; it's on my website), through institutions 
like the Rand Corporation and UCLA's Neuropsychiatric Institute and a number of academic projects which 
the CIA has funded, is they have deliberately engaged in pharmacological research to find out which drugs 
are most addictive. For example, in 1978-79, long before the cocaine epidemic hit here in the United States, 
research scientists from UCLA's Neuropsychiatric Institute, some of whom, like Louis Jolly West, who were 
very closely tied to the MK-ULTRA program, were doing research in South America where South American 
natives were smoking basuco, which has the same effect as crack cocaine. And the addiction was so strong 
that they were performing lobotomies and the people were still smoking the basuco or the paste in Colombia; 
and they knew that because NI and the Rand Corporation brought that data back. 
So the CIA knew in 1980 exactly what the effects of crack were going to be when it hit the streets. 
Who benefits most from an addicted inner-city population? 
It's not just who benefits most; it's how many people can benefit on how many different ends of the spectrum. 
We published a story in my newsletter From The Wilderness in May of 1998 that was written by Catherine 
Austin Fitts, a former Assistant Secretary of Housing [and Urban Development, HUD]. She produced a map 
in 1996, August of 1996--that's the same month that the Gary Webb story broke in the San Jose Mercury 
News. It was a map that showed the pattern of single-family foreclosures or single family mortgages--HUD-
backed mortgages--in South Central Los Angeles. But when you looked at the map all of these HUD 
foreclosures, they were right in the heart of the area where the crack cocaine epidemic had occurred. And 
what was revealed by looking at the HUD data was that, during the 1980s, thousands of middle-class African 
American wage-earning families with mortgages lost their homes. Why? There were drive-by shootings, the 
whole neighbourhood deteriorated, crack people moved in next door, your children got shot and went to jail 
and you had to move out. The house on which you owed $100,000 just got appraised at $40,000 because 
nobody wanted to buy it and you had to flee; you couldn't sell it, so you walked on it. And what Catherine's 
research showed was that someone else came along and bought thousands of homes for 10 to 20 cents in the 
dollar in the years right after the crack cocaine epidemic. 
So the economic model is the same one that's always been in play for the ruling elite: use the poor people's 
money to steal their own land. You get the poor people to buy the drugs, using their money; you take that 
money to bring in more drugs, which destroys their property value, and then you steal it back. And the same 
thing has happened not only in Los Angeles; it has happened in Washington Heights in New York. As a 
matter of fact, it's been documented by a fabulous researcher, Professor John Metzger at the University of 
Michigan, who is one of my subscribers; he has a doctorate of urban planning. It was discussed in the Kerner 
Commission Report in 1967 after the Detroit riots, where it became US government policy that no more than 
a quarter of the population of any major inner city should be minority. "Spatial deconcentration" they call it, 
which really sounds Nazi to me, but it's in the Kerner Commission Report. 
So the plan is literally to kill, loot...let me make it real simple...it's "Kill the Indians, take the land, take the 
wealth". So it is something of a misnomer or a misconception to believe that all of the cocaine or all of the 
crack cocaine was only used by African Americans. There was almost as much crack being used by whites as 
there was by African Americans, certainly in terms of total consumption. 
Whites probably consumed more cocaine than African Americans, but they consumed powder. And what we 
saw was a deliberate effort by the Agency or Agency-related organisations to make sure that the large 
quantities of the cocaine, and the high-quality cocaine, got into the inner cities like Los Angeles. It was 
protected. And that's what I saw with the LAPD. I saw the hands-on working relationship, the interface 
between local police departments and the CIA. 
The guy who goes and buys the house at the cheap rate, how is he really connected to the CIA who are 



bringing in drugs from Nicaragua? Some people would say that's a simplified version of a conspiracy 
theory. How would you respond to those people? 
This is all documentable, this is provable, this is not speculation. We can trace this money very quickly; it's 
very easy to do. That's one of the reasons we've been so dangerous at From The Wilderness, because this is 
not speculation. Did the guy who was operating the roundhouse that turned around the train that was rolling 
to Auschwitz know what was going on in the shower room? I'm not making that argument, but it was all part 
of the system that produced the same net result. And what you find repeatedly--one of the things that we'll be 
seeing more of, I think, in From The Wilderness and certainly I've seen excellent research on this--is that one 
of the biggest investors in HUD multi-family units and HUD mortgages is Harvard University. It is a huge 
corporation that has a long list of ties to organised crime. Well, you take major firms like Harvard or related 
investment firms that also turn out to be huge campaign contributors, and they find out that there are 200 
houses on the market for 20 cents in the dollar and they don't ask how it got that way; they just follow the 
money. 
The drug money is always going through Wall Street. Wall Street smells money and doesn't care where the 
money comes from; they'll go for the drug money. 
And we jokingly laughed that the National Security Act that created the CIA in '47 was written by a guy 
called Clark Clifford, who was a Wall Street banker and lawyer. He's the guy that brought us BCCI. The job 
of writing the outline for CIA, the design for the Agency, was given to Clark Clifford by John Foster Dulles 
and Allen Dulles--both law partners in the Wall Street law firm of Sullivan and Cromwell. In '69 after Nixon 
came in, the Chairman of SEC [Securities and Exchange Commission] was William Casey--the same guy 
who was Ronald Reagan's Director of Central Intelligence. And the current Vice President in charge of 
enforcement for the New York Stock Exchange, Dave Dougherty, is a retired CIA General Counsel. The CIA 
is Wall Street, and vice versa. When you understand that, and that money is the primary objective, everything 
else just falls into place. 
What is the character of our governing body that's taken on this apparatus? What times do we live in? 
Well, this is the Roman Empire. This is the Roman Empire before the fall. There is no question. I have 
written extensively in From The Wilderness and we've been right...we talk about a thing called a map. Have 
you ever had the experience where you're reading a map--you're trying to go to a party or some place you've 
never been before--and you follow this map and you read it, and you see that according to the map you're 
supposed to be at 34th and Main, and you look up at the street sign and it says 34th and Main? You feel 
good. 
But if you look up at the street sign and it says Fifth and Broadway, you get this real sinking feeling inside. 
Everybody, most of the world, is operating from a bad map. From The Wilderness has a good map because 
we've been able to predict what's going to happen; we can explain it and make sense out of it. 
The map that we're following--and this is where I agree wholeheartedly with Le Monde in Paris, a fabulous 
publication that's about to give us a pretty decent endorsement in September [2000], this month--is that 
organised crime is probably the lubricating force for the entire world economy right now. There's a trillion 
dollars a year in organised crime money. That trillion dollars a year is liquid, and if you think of money--
criminal money, drug money--as water, which is thin, it can flow very quickly from point A to point B. And 
in the world markets, where you apply money is where you control business. You control markets. You 
control banks. You control interest rates. Drug money flows fastest. Money that is not criminal money has to 
go through regulations and banking systems. It has to go through taxations. It's tracked. The lawyers follow 
it. That money moves like molasses. 
So those who have access to the cheapest capital always win. That's why if you don't play with drug money 
in the world economy today, you can't play at all. That's why, as we have documented, drug money was 
going directly into Al Gore's presidential campaign. Why? Because the Republicans, going as far back as 



Reagan, were using drug money, and that's how they put Reagan into office--with Bill Casey. If you don't 
play in that mode, you can't play at all. But the analogy I use is that it's like a snake eating its own tail: it's got 
to stop sooner or later. 
We were faced with a huge economic lapse in 1997 when the Asian economies collapsed and the whole 
world held its breath, waiting for the other shoe to drop in the American markets. Well, it didn't drop. But 
you know why it didn't drop? Because we went to war in Kosovo. We blew up several hundred billion 
dollars worth of bridges, refineries and factories. The KLA controls 77 per cent of the heroin that's entering 
into Western Europe. We loosened up that money. American companies got all these new contracts to 
rebuild the refineries, the bridges, and the economy was saved. 
Now we're going to war in Colombia--we have already taken combat casualties--but it's not sustainable 
because Colombia is and will become another Vietnam. And South America is already saying "We're not 
going there". 
So I think we're on the brink of some really serious economic upheavals in the US economy that are 
essential, because the system cannot last. The way I see it, this is this very much like Rome. And I see some 
big changes coming very soon. 
 
Obviously you deploy information in the desire that people might become conscious of it and make a 
change. What do you think when the average American says, "Why is this not in the major media and, 
if it's true, then it's gotta stop"? What do you say? 
As far as the major media go, it's real simple. First of all, if you look at what just happened with AOL and 
Time Warner who own CNN. We have proven in From The Wilderness that CNN flat lost a lawsuit over the 
use of sarin gas during Vietnam. The Tailwind suits were settled and the former producer, April Oliver, just 
bought a six-bedroom house. I mean, CNN cannot afford to tell the truth, because what happened when they 
tried to tell the truth is that Henry Kissinger and Colin Powell picked up the phone and scared Ted Turner to 
death by threatening his stock value on Wall Street. 
It's very interesting to note that one of the companies I track as far as laundering drug monies go--General 
Electric--happens to own NBC. Now, everybody knows that GE brings good things to life; they make DVDs, 
VCRs, television sets, telephones. When drug money in South America says they'd like to buy 100 million 
dollars worth of TVs and DVDs so that someone laundering drug money in Colombia can open a chain of 
appliance stores and make that money legal, GE asks absolutely no questions about where that money is 
coming from. As a matter of fact, there are no requirements for Wall Street to report drug money being 
invested. 
If you and I go to a bank and we take in $10,001 in cash, the bank has to fill out a currency transaction report 
because you might be laundering money. GE can accept a check for 100 million dollars from the biggest 
drug lord in the world, and there is no requirement in the world that GE report that to anybody. But with a 
thing called the "price-to-earnings ratio" on their shares, a hundred million dollars in net profit for GE in 
South America--which was very easily done last year--equates to, at a price-to-earnings ratio of thirty to one, 
an increase in GE's stock value of three billion dollars. 
So we're living in a hugely inflated bubble, and not one of the major media outlets in this country--all of 
which are publicly traded corporations afraid of takeover, trying to maximise profits--can afford to tell the 
truth. That's why we see these great opportunities for little organisations like From The Wilderness, and you 
guys, and everybody else that's coming up now--because what we're peddling is the truth, and what we find 
is that the truth sells! 
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