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A few
words on
beginning
anew

The issue you’re holding is the first
edition of the third year of the Coun-
ter Point Journal. There have been
some good issues and some bad is-
sues, more or less corresponding to
how things were going on in our
collective. Since we’re off to a fresh
start this year, we thought we’d share
some of what’s been going on in the
CxP]J collective and explain why we
feel like the project slid downhill
last year. There are some lessons we
gleaned from the experience that we
think will help us move forward in
our effort to create a forum for in-
formation and ideas that affect us as
members of the Evergreen and Olym-
pia communities.

The collective circa spring 2009
was a standard Oly collective: people
came together with common ideas
for a project, had no formal struc-
ture and did their work with a loose

“consensus” model. The things that
set it apart were that it was a group
that was initially mostly women and
people of color, the group as a whole
was made up of radicals not in the
anarchist scene, and that it had to
create a concrete product in a short
timeframe.

So we finished our first year feel-
ing pretty good about ourselves and

“decided pretty quickly that we were
going to commit to doing the paper
again in the fall. The dynamics of
the group changed, though, when
two collective members moved away
and another was less interested in
continuing. Some new people joined,
which was awesome, but since
we had previously been a group
of friends just exploring what we
could accomplish, we had no formal
structure for how to make decisions,
and no spelled out roles (like editor-
in-chief, treasurer, advertising, etc).
The result was that every issue was
created ad hoc, so new people often
felt overwhelmed when we couldn’t
tell them exactly how things worked
and instead expected them to some-
how just jump in.

Furthermore, we’d never articu-
lated our political pefspective, since
the founding members shared pret-
ty similar views, so more than a few
times there was confusion regard-
ing what Counter Point was supposed
to be about and what kinds of sto-
ries we were going to run. With our
membership in flux, we struggled to
establish a shared understanding of
what purpose the Counter Point served
and what was newsworthy to us.

In terms of the work that had to
be done, things started to get a little,
shall we say, fucked up? The women
and people of color in the collec-
tive often took on a disproportion-
ate amount of work, making sure
the paper would actually be pro-
duced (editing, layout, finance, “shit
work”). We also took on a website,
which was not accessible to most
members of the collective and would,
from time to time, post things that
not everyone had agreed upon. It’s
no surprise that after a few months
of this, people started leaving the
collective.

If in the fall we felt like we were
slowing down, by winter the collec-
tive was at a near standstill. Because
we had never worked out our struc-
ture and created roles, we never suc-
ceeded in having a real fundraiser.

» A FEW WORDS continued on page 5

Biomass protest at Evergreen

It Isn't Easy Being Green:

Biomass, Sustainable Energy, and the Year 2020

by C.V. Rotonde

“The Evergreen State College will be a labo-
ratory for sustainability as demonstrated
in our operations, curriculum, and qual-
ity of life for employees and students. We
will nurture values and practical skills
that motivate a lifetime commitment to a
sustainable, intergenerationally just way
of living on a healthy planet.”
—Evergreen’s Vision for a Sustain-
able Future, available at the college’s
website: http://www.evergreen.edu/sus-
tainability/home.htm

While residents of the Gulf Coast
face the aftermath of yet another
ecological disaster, the people of

Pakistan demand more aid after un-

precedented flooding. 3

organize against a biomass incinera-
tor proposed for Shelton, members

of the Evergreen and Olympia com-
munity wrestle with solutions to

climate change. You may ask: What

do these things have to do with a

biomass facility at Evergreen? A great

deal. Shelton is the poorer, rural com-
munity next door, without a college

or the state capitol to buoy its econ-
omy. Why does the larger, dirtier
biomass incinerator get built there?

The same questions can be asked of
the situations in the Gulf and Paki-
stan. Would Obama have squatted on

a beach in Martha’s Vineyard shak-
ing his head as oil crept up the sand?

Would people in Palm Beach have

had to wait, knee-deep in the debris

aid to reach them?

‘Maybe it’s easier to rescue Mar-
tha’s Vineyard and Palm Beach for
reasons purely practical, like ter-
rain and accessibility. Unfortunately,
there are no simple answers in the
world of global capitalism. Iraq and
Afghanistan contain seemingly in-
accessible terrain, but the “war on
terror” finds a way. So what makes
the revival of the Gulf and aid for
Pakistan such a challenge for the ad-
vanced capitalist world? Maybe for
the same reasons it isn’t easy being
“green” at Evergreen.

The struggle over a proposed bio-
mass gasification facility, intended
to reduce the college’s dependence

Lieutenant

Steven D

Johnson

on natural gas, highlights the com-
tainability into practice.

The story of Evergreen’s biomass
facility begins with gasification
technology, discovered in the nine-
teenth century. Simply put, mate-
rial is heated in an oxygen-deprived
environment to prevent combus-
tion, which produces a gas that can
be burned to produce energy. Un-
like a direct burn, gasification cre-
ates what’s called a synthesis gas or
“syn-gas” from carbonaceous mate-
rial. This syn-gas is burned directly
or liquefied for future burning, to
generate heat or electricity.

» BIOMASS continued on page 4
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Water
Column

by Rene Soto

In their April 2010, Special Water
Edition, National Geographic Maga-
zine announced its formal commit-
ment “to explore the World of Water.”
Marked in the “Editor’s Note” this
proclamation was officially enacted
with the appointment of Sandra
Postel as the Society’s first National
Geographic Freshwater Fellow. “The
initiative she heads will not only
educate, it will ‘reshape how people
and communities think about, use,
and manage fresh water. It will pro-
vide the tools to enable individuals,
corporations, and communities to
become part of the solution.”” But
what needs reshaping? Aren’t water
issues pretty straight forward? If
you’re thirsty, drink some. Flipping
through the pages of the National
Geographic Special Water Edition,
one begins to get the picture; mixed
in with articles focusing on water
scarcity in Africa and breath taking
images of large bodies of water, pris-
tine aquifers, and holy water rituals,

are advertisements from Pepsi Cola,

Monsanto, and large pharmaceutical
companies like Bayer. It seems at the
very least ironic and, to me, flat-out
tasteless to read eye- catching phras-
es like “Sacred Waters” or “Water is
Life” and then see the very compa-

nies responsible for water pollution -

and water supply land grabs por-
trayed as concerned corporate citi-
zens. Interestingly enough, I recently
discovered a previous National Geo-
graphic Special Water Edition pub-
lished in 1993. In that edition there
are no advertisements and the focus
was entirely on the United States’ wa-
ter supply and the big ticket, techno-
crat friendly water projects. Images
of huge dams, manmade lakes and
large networks of piping and tunnels
fill those pages. In that introduction
by the editor, the problem of water is
chalked up to population and indi-

vidual use; it seems that the context
was missing then, as well as a critical
perspective which has only grown to
now be co-opted by the marketing
trend of “going green.”

Within the past several decades,
humanity’s relationship to water
has changed dramatically and the
world is facing some pretty dire
consequences. According to lead-
ing water justice attivists, such a
Maude Barlow, the world is facing
two synergistic crises around water.

Aren’t water issues pretty
straight forward? If you're
thirsty, drink some.

For one, the world is running out of
fresh water. While freshwater is not
a completely finite source (since it is

replenished by the global hydrologic

cycle) it is a limited one. Only 3% of
the water on Earth is freshwater and

more than 2% of that is locked away
in glaciers, leaving less than 1% to be

used by the entirety of humanity for
agriculture, industry, and personal

use. The water sources that we do

have are becoming increasingly pol-
luted. Phrases like “Peak Water” are

already being used to describe this

problem and professionals like Peter
Gleick are leading the way. Second,
more and more people are living

without access to clean water; some-
thing like 1 out of every g people on

earth lack access to clean water and

it’s estimated that 10 million people

die every year from water-borne dis-
eases. But more than water-borne

diseases, water can be contaminated

by radioactive particles (Hello nucle-
ar power plant) and any one of the

500,000 man-made chemicals. Both

of these crises are compounded by
the growing economy of water.

In January of 1992, the United Na-
tions officially cited water as an “eco-
nomic good.” Like coffee or tea, water
became a commodity, and like other
commodities, Wall Street Indexes
were formed and water-for-profit
was internationally legitimized. But
what happens when water is sold?
Well, nothing for those that can af-
ford it. Those that can’t must find

other sources of water, sources that

are often compromised and contami-
nated. In the General Agreement on

Tariffs and Trade - the precursor to

the World Trade Organization - wa-
ter was listed as a “good” that can be

traded and exported. This is to say

that a shift has occurred in the way

that we view water and its supply.
Suddenly water moved from a com-
mon resource that should be provid-
ed ata minimum cost to citizens by

governments to its modern Neolib-
eral progeny of being a “good” that

can be sold for a profit by private

corporations with legal impunity to

whoever can afford it. Furthermore,
now there are powerful cartels of

Corporations, Trade Agencies, World

Banks, and their NGO’s that are so-
lidifying their strangle hold on large

bodies of water. With desalination

plants (plants that treat salt water

and produce freshwater), large dams,
treatment plants, bottling plants,
and new infrastructure popping up

around the world, water has become

a multi-billion dollar industry.

Here in Olympia the issue of wa-
ter revolves around: providing wa-
ter (supplying), the building and
maintenance of infrastructure, se-
curing viable sources, extrapolating
future demand, treating waste water,

and restoring water sources along

with conservation education. It is
important to keep in mind that as
water use goes, 70% of freshwater is
-used for agriculture. If there is to be
comprehensive change in water use,
we must address the commercial
agriculture complex’s use of water.
Industry makes up another 20% of
water use (i.e. coal burning power
plants, fracking, mineral extraction,
etc.) leaving 10% for personal use.

But what happens when
water is sold? Well, nothing
for those that can afford it.

This column isn’t about helping
you make better consumer choices
- although T hope it does. It’s about
informing and encouraging you
to look at yourself as more than a
consumer, to explore what can be

done as an active, concerned, and in-
formed citizen.

One might look around Olympia
and think that water isn’t an issue.
After all the Heritage Park Fountain
spews water like Old Faithful and
the Artesian Wells flow 24 hours a
day, year around. As residents of
Thurston County we are very fortu-
nate, we get most of our water from
groundwater aquifers. But even
those water sources are dwindling.
For one, our population is growing
every year (p.s. welcome to all the in-
coming freshmen). And two, we use
alot of water. Sometime when you’re
free, go downtown to the newly built
Water Education and Technology
(WET) Center on Thurston Ave. and
Adams St. located in the new LOTT
(Lacy, Olympia, Tumwater, Thur-
ston County) Clean Water Alliance’s
building; inside yow’ll find a large
calculator that can help you calculate
your personal water use and com-
pare your water use to County, Na-
tional and Global water use averages.
1 found out I used 50 gallons a day!
Yeah, no one’s perfect and we all start
with informing ourselves. The Water
Column was created as an informa-
tional tool, but more than thatasa
source to begin the conversations
around water issues here in Olympia.

The LOTT Alliance has acknowl-
edged that over usage of water is an
issue here in Washington. Just this
past March the Governor’s office re-
leased a statement that snowpack i
the Washington Cascade Mountain
Range was. more than 25% below av-
erage, and because of that the likeli-
hood of a severe drought was greatly
increased. The Governor asked for
additional “relief funds” to be set
aside and allocated to high risk ar-
eas and industries. Less snow fall in
the winter means less snowmelt in
spring or just less snow left after the
melt in spring. Which means water
shortages are coming to Olympia.

On a positive note in July of 2zo10
the United Nations voted to include
Article 31, the right to clean water, in
the Declaration of Human Rights.
People are fighting and some battles
are being won.

tech _ta

Students:

Let me tell you a little goddamn story

once:

Creation closes doors. That’s what

the Motion Picture Association of
America (MPAA), Recording Indus-
try Association of America (RIAA),
and the rest of the Media Industrial

Complex (M.i.C.) would have you

believe. Since the advent of digital

media, these criminal corporate or-
ganizations have bribed lawmakers,
bullied information services compa-
nies, extorted the American public

and sued and imprisoned those who

they deem criminal.

This in the name of protecting
the alleged rights of their clientele:
musicians and filmmakers etc. The
rights in question are property
rights, and the property in question
is “Intellectual Property” (IP), an ill-
defined term. In 2008, Congress cre-
ated the Prioritizing Resources and
Organization for Intellectual Proper-
ty Act as a means of promoting their
definition of this term, one that sides
rather squarely with that of the MiC.
According to Victoria Espinel, Intel-
lectual Property Enforcement Coor-
dinator at the White_House, “Intel-
lectual property are [sic] the ideas
behind inventions, the artistry that
goes into books and music, and the
logos of companies whose brands we
have come to trust.”

WTE?

There is a huge distance between a
company logo and the abstract con-
cepts which give life to inventions
and art, namely that one is a beauti-
ful and complex function exclusive
to the human consciousness and the
other is a fucking corporate logo. But

lk: instal

it is this very distance that provides

the necessary torque to leverage pub-
lic support for fascist legal precedent

on behalf of the MiC and against the

freedom of everyone.

As a result of this legal kinship be-
tween world governments and the
MiC, copyright laws (copyright: his-
torically used to denote the owner-
ship of certain trade secrets, current-
ly bent and misused to denote IP)
were updated in countries around
the world to protect ideas, artistry,
and logos. Unfortunately and not
unexpectedly, these laws, while pro-
tecting the rights of the MiC, tram-
pled the rights of individuals and
smaller organizations who wanted
to have ideas or make art. This
sparked a world-wide debate sur-
rounding copyright law. “Should the
‘pataphor of property be extended to
include ideas, artistry, and logos?”
the infosphere queried. (‘pataphor:
a pseudo-analogy used to demarcate
that which lies beyond the realm of

There is a huge distance
between a logo and the
abstract concepts which
give life to inventions and
art. Namely thatoneis a
beautiful and complex func-
tion exclusive to the human
consciousness and the other
is a fucking corporate logo.

metaphor)

In recent months, this debate
reached a new level of violence.
Once a cabal of Suits sophisticating

lation_O

the delicate nuance of copyright
lawy the MiC now takes the George

Walker Bush approach, with rogue

tech firms as their Blackwater. While

the rest of the world Napster’d their
way into a warez-topia (warez: a 1337
name for illegal software and such

(1337: leet, as in leet-speak )(leet:

elite, as in elite hacker)), these Suits

instituted anti-piracy legislation

which instantly criminalized a large

percentage of the internet popula-
tion (piracy: “a too benign term that

doesn’t even begin to adequately de-
scribe the toll that music theft takes”
(according to the RIAA)).

Case in point: consider Aiplex, a
company which specializes in medi-
cal billing transcription and making
websites appear better in Google

searches. In order to improve rev-
enue they recently introduced a new
service: illegally shutting down oth-
er organization’s web sites via DDOS
attacks (DDOS: “distributed denial
of service; a method of attacking a
computer system by flooding it with
so many messages that it is obliged
to shut down” (according to the po-

ets at Dictionary.com)).

In the month of August, the MPAA
hired Aiplex to attack The Pirate Bay
servers at www.piratebay.org Pirate
Bay is a very popular and highly con-
troversial bittorrent indexing site
(bittorrent: a way to get files from
teh internetz). They have been in-
volved in many copyright and licens-
ing lawsuits and have been exposed
to a number of raids by Swedish au-
thorities. Even still, they continue
to operate, calling themselves “the
most resilient bittorrent site” on the
internet.

» TECH continued on page 8
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Anti-immigrant bill
might emigrate

by Anna Simonton and Charlie Hicks

Ever since last April when Arizona

Governor, Jan Brewer, signed into

law the most overtly racist piece of
legislation since the pre-Civil Rights

Movement era, thousands of people

across the U.S. have been mobilizing

to resist SB 1070. The bill requires

police officers in Arizona to demand

documentation from anyone they
suspect of being an “illegal” immi-
grant, and arrest anyone who fails

to immediately provide proof of
citizenship. The bill was closely fol-
lowed by the passage of an equally

outrageous new law: HB 2281, which

banned ethnic studies classes in Ari-
zona state schools.

Three days before Brewer signed
SB 1070, nine students were arrested
for chaining themselves to the Ari-
zona State capitol in protest. That
was only the beginning. Alto Arizo-
na, an organization that formed in
response to the new racist laws, de-

clared the summer of 2010 “Arizona
Human Rights Summer,” named
to draw connections with the “Mis-
sissippi Freedom Summer,” of the
Civil Rights Movement. The sum-
mer started with a 100,000-person
march in Phoenix, the arrival in
Washington of the Trail of Dreams
students - four undocumented stu-
dents who walked from Florida to

Washington D.C. to demand justice

for immigrants - and hundreds of
solidarity events all over the country.
In July, the Justice Department filed
a lawsuit challenging SB 1070. The
lawsuit could be a huge step towards
achieving justice on this particular
issue, but ultimately it’s up to us and
our communities to reclaim political
power and define justice ourselves.
To this end, the struggle continues.
As we follow the news in Arizona,
it is crucial to understand that SB
1070 was not created by the Arizona
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State Legislature alone. It was origi-
nally drafted by the Federation for
American Immigration Reform, an

organization that the Southern

Poverty Law Center designated as

a hate group. FAIR’s intention is

to see the bill reproduced in other
states and one of their employees,
attorney Kris Kobach, gets paid to

draft copycat bills for that purpose.
Washington is one state that is like-
ly to see such legislation in the near
future, as it is home to two anti-im-
migrant organizations that share a

P.O Box with FAIR.

The CxP] is printing this flow-
chart to illustrate the connections
between what’s happening in Ari-
zona and the potential for the same
thing to happen in our own state.
If we can stay informed about who
is involved in this scary shit, we’ll
have a better chance of keeping our
state safe for everyone.

area in Arizona.

RUSSEL PEARCE
-Arizona State Senator
-Rep. for Maricopa County
(District 15), highest income
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Wrote SB 1070

Artwork by Melanie Cervantes
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Florida Rep. William Snyder now
wants a similar law in Florida.
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Tennessee Senate passed

e ————— e

resolution supporting SB1070

KRIS KOBACH
-Works for the Immigration Reform Law Instit., the
public interest law affiliate of the Federation for
American Immigration Reform (FAIR)
IN THE PAST...
- . o ° ice

In the future all

N\

To propose a measure in 2012 making
Arizona the first state to stop the practice
of allowing citizenship to children born in
the U.S. to undocumented parents.

4

For Arizona bill to be a“model law”
which other states will follow.

Goals:
- Opposes any amnesty program.

- Opposes bi-lingual education in primary schools.

- Opposes ESL classes for undocumented immigrants.

- Opposes printing ballots in any language besides English.

- Wants State & local law enforcement to enforce immigration law.

- Wants Federal law changed to maked illegal entry a crimal offense.

- Wants State legislature to require all public officals, including

judges, to report any information they gather on immigration.
“Immigration challenges our need for population control since

most illegals have higher fertility rates than our native populations.”

-WFIR.org

securiy from 2001-3.
-Oversaw design and immplimentation of
tracking system of foriegn nationals from particu-
lar nations.

CURRENTLY...

-Running for Sec. of State in Kansas

- Regularly i

intelligence

alist groups
National Po

Federation for American Immigration Reform

- 250,000 supporters

- Recieved funding from the Pioneer Fund, founded in
1932 to fund research of eugenics and racial differences in

- Designated by Southern Poverty Law Center as a “hate

group”for its stance on immigration.
- Close ties to anti-Latino, anti-Catholic, and white nation-

and “American Renaissanse” (Wayne Lutton)

FA.LR.

nvited to testify before Congress.

such as: Council of Conservative Citizens, the
licy Institute, and “The Occidental Quarterly”

National network of grass-roots subgroups.

Both share

Washingtonians for Immigrations Reform K
Endorses & financially supports canidates for public office.

i

“| a P.O. box.

L

Pushing Initiative Measure No. 1056 which would...
- Make WA State Patrol officers ICE officers.

- Qutlaw San

- Require all employers to use E-Verify, including Non-Profits

and unions offering “employment services".

- Require proof of citizenship to obtain drivers licenses.

- Require proof of citizenship to obtain public services, including

WA lottery winnings.

- Require local police to enforce federal immigration law.
Signatures for this measure are due in by July 2nd

Respect Washington, Inc.

ctuary Cities.

Art by Scott Young

Charlie Hicks
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» BIOMASS continued from page 1

The by-product, called “char,” is a
soil supplement according to Ever-
green’s website. The technology was
first applied to streetlamps fueled by
coal. Wood gasification was devel-
oped during WWII, when Finland
and Denmark were cut off from their
external oil supplies and they turned
to their forests for fuel.

“I think people have realized
that to make this project go
through, it has to be ‘green.’
We can't lie about being
‘green.’ And | think there’s
more and more support for
that.”

Though biomass gasifiers can be
fueled by bamboo, other grasses, and
municipal waste (trash), proponents
of Evergreen’s biomass project plan
to utilize local wood. For reasons of
climate and land availability, fuel
sources such as bamboo or another
grass wouldn’t work for Evergreen.

Morgan’s research leads him to be-

lieve that if the college’s project can
utilize a waste stream, the model
will work, that is, be carbon neutral
and save money on energy. If you
have to grow your own fuel, such as
bamboo or other grasses, “it’s kind
of a wash,” Morgan explains. For
Evergreen’s calculations to work out,
especially concerning carbon neu-
trality, the wood has to be “slash,” or
leftovers, from a local, sustainable
forestry operation. But opponents of
the project claim these calculations
are flawed, saying there is no such lo-
cal, sustainable source of waste wood
for the plant.

Matt Pfeiffer is a student and
member of Olympia Rising Tide, a
chapter of Rising Tide North Amer-
ica, “a grassroots network of groups
and individuals who take direct
action to confront the root causes
of climate change and promote lo-
cal, community-based solutions to
the climate crisis.” (www.risingtide-
northamerica.org/wordpress/what-is-ris-
ing-tide/) According to Pfeiffer, “A lot
of homage is paid to the fact that this
will all be waste wood but there is re-
ally good evidence that says there is
not enough waste wood within the
timber industry to supply the bio-
mass incinerator.” Pat Rasmussen,
an Olympia activist with World Tem-
perate Rainforest Network, a group
. of First Nations, organizations, in-
dividuals and scientists, “who care
about the future of temperate rain-
forests and those who live within
them.” (www.temperaterainforests.org/
about.htm) agrees. She cites eleven
biomass incinerators in various
stages of permitting that propose to
use forest resources (trees) from the
Olympic Peninsula, which amounts
to 2.75 million tons of woodchips per
year. (Based on a map compiled by PT
Airwatchers in Port Townsend: http://
ptairwatchers.spruz.com).

Pfeiffer sees the construction of
biomass facilities as a trend in false
solutions to climate change pro-
posed by the logging and energy in-

“Biomass burning is not
carbon neutral, whether in
a gasification unit or mass
burner.” j

dustries. He sees the current boom
in incinerator construction as a push
by these industries to replace coal.
“A lot of coal plants have started co-
firing wood chips with coal because
you don’t need a major alteration to
the plant,” he explains. Pfeiffer and
the other members of Rising Tide la-
bel biomass “greenwashing” because
it is “a really easy solution for the fos-
sil fuel industry, which can say: ‘this
is renewable,” and ‘this gets us away
from foreign oil.” This is pretty de-
ceitful, since cutting at the rate we
are now, it’s not renewable and we’re
decimating our forests.” The most
immediate example of this trend is
the biomass incinerator being con-

tested in Shelton. Olympia Rising
Tide has been building alliances
with organizers there, together turn-
ing out 75 people for a protest at the
Olympic Region Clean Air Agency
(ORCAA) in Olympia in early Sep-
tember.

Pfeiffer calls the biomass project
an “incinerator,” rather than gas-
ifier, because companies who build
these facilities “will always fight the
language of incinerator, because in-
cinerator sounds bad. Incinerators
combust material to generate heat
or energy. A gasification facility does
that in a particular way.” This, in
Pfeiffer’s estimation, makes incinera-
tors and gasifiers equally damaging
to the environment. College engi-
neer Rich Davis says that “incinera-
tor” connotes eliminating waste, not
producing heat. “I have objected to
the characterization of slash as waste
and describing the Evergreen proj-

ect as an incinerator because it is an

opportunity to elicit an emotional
response from those not familiar
with combustion technologies.” The

differences and similarities between

Evergreen’s project and the facility
in Shelton are.major points of con-
tention.

Masters in Environmental Science
(MES) faculty member Kathleen Saul
recently worked on a case study of
biomass technology for the Native
Cases Institute and is involved in re-
searching biomass at Evergreen. She
emphasized the difference between
Evergreen’s project and the one in
Shelton. “I wanted to point out that
the project going on in Shelton is
going to burn wood products, but
they’re not creating a fuel. It’s a re-
ally different beast, so I want people
to separate the two in their minds.
They’re different processes, the end
results are different, and people are
getting them confused.” With the
struggle in Shelton ongoing, pro-
ponents of the Evergreen plant are
hard-pressed to paint a positive pic-
ture. The alleged differences aren’t
enough for Rasmussen, who makes
clear, “Biomass burning is not car-
bon neutral, whether in a gasifica-
tion unit or mass burner.” She refer-
ences the “assumption” that biomass
was carbon neutral, discredited by
the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy (EPA), who agreed to no longer
exempt reporting of CO2 emissions
from biomass plants in May 2010.

Evergreen’s research team main-
tains that their project can be carbon
neutral and Rich Davis claims to be
taking the allegation of “greenwash-
ing” seriously. “I think people have
realized that to make this project
go through, it has to be green,” he
explains. “We can’t lie about being
green. And I think there’s more and
more support for that.” Whether the
proposed biomass gasification plant
is another “greenwashed” solution
of the logging and energy industries
or a move towards carbon neutrality
has depends your framework accord-
ing to Kathleen Saul. “[Carbon neu-

trality] depends on where you draw

your box and what you consider your
boundaries. If you just think of Ever-
green and we’re burning wood from

outside, we’re doing great because

we’re not cutting down anything.
Are we going to be naive and just
look at the campus? I don’t think we

should. I think we need to look at

the whole picture.” Major questions

about that picture, agcording to both

opponents and advocates, are where

the wood comes from and how those

forests are managed.

These crucial questions are unan-
swered. Debate continues, within
the research group and in the com-
munity, over how to define “sustain-
able forestry.” According to Dani
Madrone, coordinator of the Clean
Energy Committee (CEC) and Stu-
dent Sustainability Coordinator, the
uncertainties of forestry certification
complicate the issue. “The most re-

Boiler Control Panel at the Evergreen utilities plant. The panel is soon to be replaced with a state of the art electric system.

cent certification Evergreen has been
looking into is the Forest Steward-
ship Council (FSC). There are con-
cerns about the FSC internationally.
When you have an international cer-
tification, that’s going to happen. In-
dustry gets in there.” As analogy, she
compares this to the USDA’s organic
certification.

“At the farmer’s market you can
find local, family-owned farms and
you can go to their land to see how
their food is grown. They’re USDA
certified organic. Coca-Cola also
has USDA certified organic prod-
ucts, but you can’t track down where
their ingredients come from, they’re
distributed all over the world. Here
you have a certification that certifies
both ends of the spectrum, but the
difference is I can go to the farm and
see for myself that the practices are
good.”

“Are we going to be

naive and just look at the
campus? | dont think we
should. | think we need to
look at the whole picture.”

Whether forestry practices are
“good” or not is beside the point in
the mind of Rasmussen. In opposi-
tion to biomass at Evergreen and
in Shelton, Rasmussen emphasizes
the critical role Pacific Northwest
forests play in carbon sequestration
and how that role will be affected by
blomass facilities. “The temperate
rainforests of the Pacific Northwest
have higher carbon densities than
any other type of forest, anywhere
in the world. Conserving these for-
ests for the carbon they hold and will
sequester in coming years is a real
solution to climate change. Since de-
forestation causes 18% of greenhouse
gas emissions, avoiding deforesta-
tion is a highly cost-effective way of
reducing greenhouse gas emissions
and has the potential to offer signifi-
cant reductions fairly quickly — no
new technology has to be developed.”
Rasmussen bases these claims on the

findings of the Washington State
Department of Ecology. (http://www.
ecy.wa.gov/climatechange/TWGdocs/
for/o91907FORpolicyoptions.pdf)

Despite the unanswered ques-
tions about carbon neutrality and
sustainable forestry, Morgan is op-
timistic about the project. “The ex-
citing thing is biomass gasification
is a shift in the energy model; a shift
away from extractive forms of energy.
Right now our energy is extracted in
Wyoming, British Colombia and Al-
berta and we’ve got no connection
with those people. And in Wyoming
there are some serious impacts now
from the extraction processes. We
have no connection with that. Bio-
mass gasification is the kind of mod-
el where we can get our energy from
someone down the road.” So who
will that “someone down the road”
be?

Madrone views the biomass proj-

ect as one that “can support local,
non-corporate landowners who are
practicing sustainable forestry.” She
and Morgan both mentioned sup-
porting the local economy and Mor-
gan elaborated. “We’ve had some
really good conversations with the
Northwest Natural Resource Group
and the Department of Natural Re-
sources (DNR) who are really excited
about this because they see a lot of
small landowners in the forest busi-
ness right now who are failing and
their communities are failing, and

“they have nothing to turn to.” In

Morgan’s mind, these “small land-
owners” would be the people sup-
plying fuel for a new energy model
at Evergreen. But the debate over
sustainable forestry goes on and its
outcome could define the college’s
goal of carbon neutrality by 2020.

What would it mean to be carbon
neutral? According to Matt Pfeiffer,
“Carbon neutral is not emitting any
carbon, as opposed to carbon posi-
tive, which would mean you’re ab-
sorbing more carbon than you emit.
For example, solar panels and wind
turbines. Other than the start-up
costs needed to build them and basic
maintenance, they are carbon neu-
tral.” He’s critical of biomass gasifi-
cation as a way to reach this goal, cit-
ing scientists who question the claim
that biomass is carbon neutral.

Quoted in Rising Tide literature,
William Sammons, MD and pedia-
trician in Massachusetts, opposes
biomass facilities from Florida to In-
diana. Sammons says biomass is not
carbon neutral because “burning re-
leases carbon dioxide (CO2) in min-
utes but the CO2 won’t be re-seques-
tered for centuries. Burning biomass
will accelerate climate change, not
help,” according to a handout from
Rising Tide. Proponents of the proj-
ect maintain they can make biomass
carbon neutral through sustainable
forestry.

“I can’t tell you how many hours
I’ve spent trying to figure out where
the fuel supply needs to come from
to be green,” Rich Davis said. He

explains that people claimed calcu-
lating carbon neutrality was compli-
cated, based on the time of harvest
and carbon sequestration rates over
time. But he has come to a decision

of his own. “I finally came to the con-
clusion: it doesn’t matter. If we burn

fuel from a sustainable forest and
the growth rate exceeds the harvest
rate, it’s sustainable. It’s the carbon

cycle: we’re putting carbon back at

the rate we’re using it.” This is the

logic that Rasmussen and Pfeiffer see

as intrinsically flawed. But Washing-
ton State Law supports this under-
standing of the carbon cycle, saying
biomass emissions in the form of
“fuel wood, wood waste, wood by-
products, and wood residuals,” are

not considered greenhouse gases “as

long as the region’s sequestration

capacity is maintained or increased.”
(http://apps.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.
aspx?cite=70.235.020)

Based on Pfeiffer’s research, Ever-
green staff are actively supporting
future laws, such as House Bill 2481
(H.B 2481) (http://apps.leg.wa.gov/billin-
Jo/summary.aspx?year=2009&bill=2481),
that would enable the biomass proj-
ect. The bill would, among other
things, enable the DNR to enter
15 year contracts with operators of
biomass projects costing at least 50

“Biomass is capital’s answer to
the climate crisis.”

million dollars as well as maintain
access to wood for existing biomass
facilities when it deems necessary.
“Evergreen staff have done a number
of things that make it clear they’re
very intent on this project,” says
Pfeiffer. “One is testifying to the
Senate Ways and Means Committee
about DNR regulations that support
biomass.” He went on to quote the
college’s statement. “Evergreen be-
lieves that the passage of House Bill
2481 would provide the DNR with
tools necessary to become a major
player in the biomass industry and
potential partner with Evergreen as
we move forward to construct our
biomass gasification project.” (http://
blogs.evergreen.edu/officeofgovernmental-
relations/2010/02/27/senate-ways-means-
hears-biomass-bill/)

Rich Davis says Evergreen needs
to do more than meet regulations
to make the project work. “If we
just take the federal view: all slash
is renewable, and we put it in our
process, I think we’re subject to criti-
cism. And I don’t like that. I want the
folks in the middle who are asking
questions and thinking to support
what we do.” He says opposition to
the project has honed the group’s
commitment to sustainable forestry.
“The criticism that’s occurred has
sharpened us. It’s made arguments
about where this fuel comes from
stronger and clearer.” Not only that,
but “it’s brought more people in line
with the idea that the source of fuel
is important.” Dani Madrone still
questions the carbon neutrality of
biomass, while affirming Evergreen’s
commitment to sustainability.

“I can’t say, yes, it will be carbon
neutral because ’m still learning the
science,” says Madrone. “But it’s very
clear that Evergreen does not sup-
port clearcutting.” Clearcutting is
the procees of cutting all the trees in
an area every given number of years,
then replanting to start the process
over. In the case of Green Diamond
Resource Company, a lumber cor-
poration that lauds itself as “green,”
this practice is called “even-aged
management.” Madrone goes on to
describe “conversion,” a process she
claims is worse than clearcutting.

“My responsibility here is to
make sure we are able to
make a completely informed
decision and we cant do
that without including the
opposing voices.”

“This is when someone who owns
land for forestry can’t make the
money off the land that they need



October 2010

Counter Point Journal —5

to, so they cut down all of the trees

and sell the land for development.
That’s a much bigger contributor to

climate change than clearcutting in

the grand scheme of things,” she says.
Criticism of clearcutting and conver-
sion are not new at Evergreen and
neither is biomass.

In 2008, Nexterra, a company that
builds biomass gasifiers, brought a
proposal to Evergreen. The proposal
was dismissed because, according
to Scott Morgan, “no one wanted to
open that discussion on campus.”
Geothermal heat pumps, or ground
source heat pumps, were studied as
an alternative. Ground source heat
pumps draw heat from the ground
using electrically powered machin-
ery. According to both Morgan and
Rich Davis, the college can’t afford
them. But Pat Rasmussen, citing a
paper on energy options for the col-
lege, says biomass and heat pumps
are comparable in cost: between
$15 — 23 million for ground source
compared to approximately $15 mil-
lion for biomass. Rasmussen also
cited data from Ball State Universi-
ty, which claims the pumps can pay
for themselves in two to ten years.
(http://cms.bsu.edu/About/Geo-
thermal.aspx) Rasmussen is talking
about closed loop, or VRF, pumps,
which she claims would cost only
$8-9 million to install at Evergreen.
According to Rasmussen, closed-loop
pumps have not been studied by Ev-
ergreen. Paul Smith, Evergreen’s fa-
cilities director, only discussed a dif-
ferent kind of technology, open-loop
geothermal, at the most recent infor-
mation session on September 23, she
_ says. Ground source heat pumps do
rely on electricity for power, which
Rasmussen says can be renewable
and lead to carbon neutrality. But
Evergreen staff are skeptical.

Rich Davis explained Evergreen’s
position on the cost of ground
source. Instead of two to ten years,
his calculations say it would take
the college 50 years to recuperate the
money spent installing the pumps
through energy savings. Because
of dependence on electricity, Davis
also doubts the potential for ground
source to lead to carbon neutral-
ity or savings on energy bills. “With
ground source heat pumps,” contin-
ues Davis, “we’re one hundred per-
cent electrical and our electricity bill
goes through the roof.”

Other alternatives have been re-
searched, including plasma gasifica-
tion and anaerobic digestion. The
first, like ground source, is depen-
dent on electricity and the primary
fuel is municipal waste, which can
give off toxins such as heavy metals,
mercury, and dioxins. The second
amounts to capturing and burning
methane, the primary component

“We need a better sense of
~ where our energy comes

from, how it’s managed and

a lot more responsibility for
it.”

of natural gas, from landfills, sew-
age treatment plants, or manure. As

Morgan explains it, “we could set up

a compost pile or we have to haul in

sludge of some kind.” He also says

anaerobic digestion can’t be accel-
erated and decelerated as needed,
which is a criteria for the college’s

heat source.

But Pfeiffer and Rising Tide want
more resources put into researching
alternatives. They feel that, despite
using student fees on the feasibility
study, the project’s proponents have
presented students with the “false
dichotomy,” of “choosing between
fossil fuels and our forests.” They say
this is part of the administration’s
position that, “if we’re against bio-
mass, we’re for fossil fuels.” Pfeiffer
rejoinders, “A fundamental demand
of the climate justice movement has
always been leave fossil fuels in the
ground.But if we’re left with the
choice between fossil fuels and our
forests, it’s one form of destructive
for another. And we’re not going to

have a future if we have to choose
one of those.”

According to Pfeiffer, not enough
is being done to incorporate stu-
dents or community members into
the project, especially by means of
outreach, education, and debate.
Pfeiffer initially heard about the
project from activists elsewhere
in Washington opposing similar
facilities. From meeting minutes
available online (http://www.ever-
green.edu/committee/cleanenergy/
minutes.htm), we can make a rough
timeline of events since the begin-
ning of the 2009-2010 school year.

In fall of 2009 the CEC got a pro-
posal from Paul Smith, Evergreen’s
Facilities Director, to fund one third
of the cost of a feasibility study for
biomass, which would mean 125,000
dollars from the student Clean Ener-
gy Fee. “We knew it was going to be
controversial because we’re dealing
with trees, and there are a lot of envi-
ronmental justice issues involved, es-

. pecially deforestation, one of the ma-

jor contributors to climate change,”
Madrone explained. The Committee

held a student forum before com-
ing to a decision. Madrone said the

forum, which took place in October
2009, only drew two students. One

of them asked the soon to be familiar

question, “where is the wood going

to come from?”

“If we're left with the choice
between fossil fuels and
our forests, it’s one form of
destructive for another. And
we're not going to have a
future if we have to choose
one of those.”

On October 16, the Committee de-
cided to fund the study. This meant
a total of 375,000 dollars would go
to the study, one third from the stu-
dent fee, one third from the college’s
reserves, and one third from the leg-
islature. A portion of this money is
paying for a third party feasibility
study being conducted by a company
called McKinstry, due out sometime
between now and December. After
the decision, students were invited
to come to the CEC with questions,
and they did, reiterating concerns
about the source of the fuel and rais-
ing questions about emissions from
the proposed facility.

Though Madrone stressed “trans-
parency with students so that their
voices are heard,” Matt Pfeiffer isn’t
convinced the process has been or
will be democratic. Over the summer,
communication about the project
seemed to break down. “I was told
by some other activists there was go-
ing to be a private meeting on July 16,
which I and other activists attended.
Many administrators were disgrun-
tled by our presence, but we sat in on
the meeting and aired our concerns.
All the meetings since then have
been kept well enough under wraps
that we didn’t even hear about them
even though we were told we’d be
kept informed.”

Madrone, who is focusing her en-
ergies on community outreach, cites
a serious need for more help. “With
the way the economy’s been go-
ing, more and more of the respon-
sibilities get dumped on the same
people because Evergreen can’t af-
ford to hire new employees. One of
the big problems with the research
is everybody’s busy.” Scott Morgan,
leading the project as the college’s
Sustainability Director, is research-
ing alternatives on his own and he
is part time. “I seriously want some
students engaged with researching
alternatives this fall,” he says.

Morgan was specific about the
kind of engagement he’s looking for.

“My responsibility here is to make
sure we are able to make a complete-
ly informed decision and we can’t do
that without including the opposing
voices. I want them to engage with
some of the discussion groups and
getinvolved in the research.” He pro-
posed a schedule of two to four infor-
mation sessions before the end of the

Biomass protest outside Olympic Region |ean Air Agency (ORCAA) in Olympia

quarter, spread out over the course of
three months. Madrone sees her role
as “generating a community-based
learning experience, where we pres-
ent what we’ve learned about forest-
ry, and ask what have you heard? We
want to pull knowledge out of the
community, pull people’s concerns
out, so we can address them along
the way, rather than going ahead
with our research and later finding
out that we should’ve looked at this
or that.” Undergraduate and gradu-
ate students are encouraged to write
contracts or develop class projects
based on biomass. The debates, re-

. search, and unfortunately, environ-

mental destruction continue, but

this project, like any alternative

form of energy, requires participa-
tion not just of college staff, but, as

Evergreen’s website states, “the en-
tire community.”

But who belongs to that commu-
nity? According to Kathleen Saul,
there’s definitely a need for outreach
regarding this project’s relationship
to indigenous communities. “Espe-
cially in Washington,” she explains,

“where there are so many tribes and
they’re active on environmental is-
sues. Not just because we have trea-
ties with the tribes, but because they
have some great scientists and it be-
hooves us to draw on their expertise.”
This is also “an energy model thata
lot of indigenous communities are
using or looking into around the
country,” says Morgan. Unless indig-
enous communities are directly en-
gaged in the project, race and class
disparities in energy production and
distribution, stressed by Pfeiffer and
Rising Tide, may fetter any strides
towards sustainability.

Despite these concerns, Rich Da-
vis sees biomass as a means to bet-
ter the already encouraging history
of sustainability at Evergreen. “So,

“Conservation’s not going
to make us ‘green’ or carbon
neutral by 2020. Biomass
can do that.”

when our critics say, Evergreen, you

should conserve to become carbon

neutral. I say, we have. We’re work-
ing on that all the time, we’re below

average, we’re outside the box, we're

innovative in a lot of things we’re

doing now. There’s more to do and I

want to go further.” It’s going to take

more than conservation, according

to Davis, to achieve carbon neutrality
by 2020. “Conservation’s not going
to make us ‘green’ or carbon neutral

by 2020. Biomass can do that.” Not
according to Pfeiffer. “Biomass is

capital’s answer to the climate crisis.
If Evergreen certifies biomass, with

it’s significant influence as a green

institution, then we’re saying this is

something everyone should do.” His

conclusion is grim. “We are opening

up a new way of ‘green’ eco-apart-
heid by endorsing this new trend of
biomass incinerators.”

Scott Morgan concludes by ad-
dressing the project in the context
of energy production. “We need to
stop assuming that a centralized

power production and distributed
infrastructure model is the only one |
that works. “It may or may not work
for biomass,” he says, “but we need
a better sense of where our energy
comes from, how it’s managed and a
lot more responsibility for it.”

The struggle over the biomass
project demonstrates that address
ing ecological devastation is not only
about how Evergreen produces and
uses energy, but who decides and
what makes it possible. We remain
fettered by the destructive, racist
and capitalist logic operatingona !
global scale, producing travesties in
the Gulf and Pakistan. Biomass may
be able to loosen certain of those fet:
ters, by making our heat local and
potentially renewable, providing
economic options for communities
without them, and making us more
aware of the resources we consume
Yet it is still bounded by disconcert:
ing limitations, such as appeasing in
dustry’s insatiable hunger for “green” |
markets, an uncertain science of car:
bon sequestration, and, in the case of
Evergreen’s project, lack of partici-

munities, particularly indigenous
communities. Only more widespread
education, participation, and debate
in the struggle over biomass can re-
solve these questions and raise those
yet unasked.
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The Roots Coalition:

A Queer Lesson in Movement Building

Aun Interview by Rebecca Wyllie de Echeverria

At first glance it appeared to be a
normal conference room and as
I walked in the loathsome college
lecture flashbacks began. Then I re-
alized: the room was full of queer
people. We were everywhere. My
first People’s Movement Assembly
was stuffy, the room had no inches to
spare and we were jam packed inside,
but it hummed with excitement. We
are all radical queers and we were all
gathered to discuss movement build-
ing across and between our commu-
nities. Many of us shared the ques-
tion that filled my mind: how is it
possible to build a movement which
encompasses the vast landscape
that is queer identity? I went to the
United States Social Forum in search
of intentional queer organizing and
found the Roots Coalition. They are
attempting to prove that we, by the
nature of our naturally fragmented
communities, can work separately
but we must also work in unity. The
word queer itself is problematic, as
some of the older people in our com-
munities denote queer as a slur and
not an identity. Many of our com-
munities have different needs which
cannot always be reconciled. But if
we try we can find common ground
amongst LGBTQQAI (Lesbian, Gay
Bi, Trans, Queer Questioning, Asex-
ual and Intersex) people and use our
identities to connect and not divide.

I contacted Caitlin Breedlove after
she and her colleagues at Southern-
er’s on New Ground (SONG) released
the Trans Report, a document which

quantifies the experience of 127
Trans people who are from or cur-
rently living in the South (avaiable
on SONGs website). The following
interview consists of her explana-
tion of the formation and progress
of Roots, the Queer PMA, and an in-
troduction to the Trans Report.

What spawned the Roots Coalition and how
is it organized?

If you know much about groups that
make up the roots of the Coalition
you know that we actually do a vari-
ety of different things. The Sylvia Ri-
vera Law Project, for example, focus-
es on legal services for marginalized
Trans and gender nonconforming
people. Affinity is focused primarily
on African American lesbians and
they do work in Chicago. FIERCE isa
Trans and Queer youth organization.
SONG, the organization I work
for, isa Southern Regional orga-
nization. So both in terms of lo-
cal and national organizing, we
do a variety of different kinds
of work with different people.
But basically what brought us
together as a coalition is the
fact that we are all interested
in alternative visions of what it
looks like to build strong infra-
structure for our communities.
We see two specific needs: one,
to build infrastructure and cre-
ate new and inventive ways to
build our own communities and two,
on a resistance level, to challenge
neoliberalism, particularly how it
affects our communities. We define
neoliberalism pretty simply as all of
the facets of capitalism and imperial-
ism that put profit over people.

We are interested in challenging

neoliberalism from our perspective. .

We have two arms within our coali-
tion which work together to create
the change we envision. One of our
arms is the community schools team.
They are building a curriculum that
centers on base building and re-
cruitment of LGBTQ people of color
(POC) in our different organizations.
The idea is to make a super curricu-
lum that takes all of our gross curric-
ulum and puts it together to create
organizational spaces to do political
education with our folks. For us this

means a space to do visioning, to do

listening, to understand more about
the issues that our communities

are experiencing. The community
schools arm is dipping into the well

and bringing forth what is often at
the bottom. Our communities are

often put at the bottom and we are

trying to illuminate what is really go-
ing on “down there” and how we can

envision the future together.

The other arm, which I am the
temporary point person for, is the
campaign piece. That is the arm that
is engaged in revisioning. We are
interested in campaign strategies,
policies, and struggles that are really
impacting LGBTQ people of color.
We are focused on campaign devel-
opment We picked the umbrella of
identity policing and surveillance to
work under. We are looking at differ-
ent trends, policies, and situations
our communities are dealing with
that involve identity policing. One
concrete example of that would be
SB1070 and that kind of legislation
in Arizona that creates regional and
immigration profiling. Another
example is the Real ID which is less
well known currently. [The Real ID
card] is legislation that would cre-
ate a central ID. This would mean
that everyone's gender and sexual
history, felony history, criminal his-
tory, medical history (things like how
many abortions you have had), politi-
cal history, all of your personal and
professional information would be
available to the government and eas-
ily accessed by one swipe of the card.

That kind of surveillance has al-
ways been a fundamental ark of
fascist regimes throughout history,
particularly in our communities. By
our communities I mean it greatly af-
fects communities of color, formerly
incarcerated communities, and gen-
der non-conformant communities, in
intersextional areas of struggle. The
coalition itself is still in development
but that is a little more about where
we are and what we are working on.

How did the social forum play into the orga-
nization’s progression?

We have been in formation for the
past three years and a majority of
our groups are funded through the
Astraea Lesbian Foundation for Jus-
tice which, for folks that don't know,
Astraea is the kind of foundation that

P
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is really working to deepen and sup-
port left political LGBTQ organiza-
tions. They paid for some of us to
get together and think through the
idea of forming a coalition, and then
they provided seed money and infra-
structure support. In the process of
forming we tried to figure out our
main criticisms of top-down, main-
stream white male run LGBT initia-
tives. Well, one of our main criticisms
is that no one has asked us what we
think, no one has asked us about is-
sue development, no one has asked
us what the most pressing issues in
our lives are, what is important to us,
they have just told us what to work
on. So we thought from the very be-
ginning we need to do things differ-
ently. We represent different groups,
we represent different communities

and we represent different pivotal
strategy. From the very beginning
we want to think about how to do
things differently. So we thought
the Social Forum would be a great
place to do some listening and get
feedback, particularly on some cam-
paign ideas.

Now what happened was, it turned
out there was no LGBTQ People's
Movement Assembly (PMA) in place.
For folks who don't know the PMA is
a process that came out of the social
forum to help communities come
together and speak for themselves
about key issues, key resolutions and
strategy. We use the PMA platform to
demonstrate our demands and the
support we need in order to move
forward with other groups at the So-
cial Forum. We realized that no one
else was stepping up to facilitate the
Queer PMA, which in itself is signifi-
cant and speaks to how those of us
on the left in LGBTQ communities
are not working as well together as
we need to be at this point. We are
so incredibly overrepresented num-
ber wise. Some people estimate that
over 1/3 of the 18,000 at the Social
Forum were LGBTQ which I think
speaks drastically to how incredibly
involved our communities are, not
in single issue politics, but around
self determination and liberation in
general.

I point this out to bring attention
to the fact that we are not as orga-
nized within our own communities,
given our numbers, that we need to
be. So we thought, our plan was do
this training and feedback workshop
at the Social Forum, but there is this
big gap. We are not the best or big-
gest coalition but we were the only
ones who seem to be ready to hold
the Queer PMA.

What we did was an experiment, a
hybrid of a PMA and a platform to
gather feedback on our campaign
ideas. This approach had pros and
cons, but we were able to make a
resolution called the Self Determina-
tion Resolution, that overall incor-
porated the voices of more than 500
LGBTQleaders on the left, primarily
immigrant and working class people
of color. This was possible because
some of the ROOTS groups were able
to do feeder PMA's and were able to
feed that information into the con-
versation. SONG, for example, did
a 127 person PMA with Southern
Trans people who wouldn't have a
chance to go to the forum and was
able to feed that information to the
more then 400 people who were at
the PMA. So that is how we used the
forum and actually more then 500 is
a pretty conservative estimate, it was
probably upwards of 600 people. We
saw that as a big victory, to be able to

: get that kind of information
out there.

Thoughts of the queer people’s move-
ment assembly?

I think the PMA process is re-
ally promising. I think that
it is a process that is still in
progress. However, I think it
is a key process that creates
the opportunity to move the
Social Forum as a whole from
a collection of workshops that
are individual, to a site for dis-
cerning some sort of direction for
the left. I think that is really exciting,
especially considering how much
privilege the United States as a na-
tion has as a whole and how incredi-
bly behind we are in the World Social
Forum process. There are countries
involved in civil war that are able to
hold forums and come up with direc-
tions that the USisnotable to dosoI
think that is really exciting. It is not
about a perfect procegs, it is messy
and its about understanding that self
organization means that if we don't
like it or think it is not good enough,
we will take it upon ourselves to.
make it better. We can't just be criti-
cal, which so many of us are so good
at being, myself included. We have
to actually be working for change. In
retrospect we realized that trying to
make a PMA and also get this other

feedback was trying to do too much.
But the goodwill that people had to
work with the process I think really
spoke for the need for some kind of
national voice that does LGBTQ and
POC led work specifically.

Do you feel that queer and trans voices were
heard at the forum?

I feel that a lot of our voices were

heard and I think that, like I talked

a little bit about before, sometimes

we are not as organized as we need to

be, especially given how many mem-
bers of our community attended the

forum. However, I do think that we"
still have a lot of work to do that is

on us. It is not anyone's job to create

the kind of safety and infrastruc-
ture that we, particularly Trans and

gender non-conforming folks, need.
I know there were incidents with

bathrooms (all bathrooms at the

Social Forum were supposed to be

gender neutral but they were never
marked as such). That continues to

be an issue. I think we made progress,
and that it is really on us as commu-
nities to make sure that we are lead-
ing and that the forum gets it right.
Overall, I think that it is always go-
ing to be a mix. Negative things and

positive things are going to happen

butI think that there is real progress

in the forum process.

What are the next steps for the Roots Coali-
tion?

The next steps are to make a time-
line of the first year of the commu-
nity schools and build a website. The

campaign team has to decide on our
first action step but we still have

some research to do. Our biggest

How is it possible to build

a movement which encom-
passes the vast landscape
that is queer identity?

next step is to figure out, between

now and next March, entry points for
individual leaders and other groups

to get involved with the coalition.
We have created some already but it
is key to build entry points not only

for people to enter the work, but also

to integrate and come up with things

like infrastructure and decision mak-
ing processes before we start opening

it up beyond 14 original groups. So

we've been struggling with getting
ourselves to the point where we have

everything ready to open the coali-
tion. In terms of our development,
we are really excited about that be-
cause we feel like there has been a

real positive response, even when

we have made mistakes and moved
slowly, there has been real positive

response to the concept of us doing
this work.

How did the Trans Report fit into the social
forum?

We brought the Trans Report, to
the forum as a way of including the
voices of Southern Trans people who
did not attend the forum in the PMA
and the resolution making process.
The actual resolution that came out
of the national queer and trans PMA,
which was also the national Queer
youth PMA, is available on www.
pmaz010.0rg.

What kind of responses have you gotten from
the community?

We have gotten really positive re-
sponses overall. Particularly from
Trans leaders that work with SONG
who have documented how they are
going to use it. They have talked
about using it with allies and using
it within their groups. We are work-
ing on doing something in Atlanta
with Trans people of color leadership
to talk about the report and its usage
and talk more deeply about condi-
tions in the places that are discussed
in the report. The response has been
overwhelmingly positive and the
Northern allies have appreciated the
opportunity to understand more

about Southern conditions without
having to take our members aside
and ask them a whole bunch of ques-
tions. Southern Trans and gender
non-conforming communities had a
lot of research collected about them.
Not much of this research has ben-
efited them and very little that has
used to hold people accountable to
the work. At SONG we feel like we
have this information and now we
can weave it into our work and be ac-
countable to it.

When I spoke with Caitlin she in-
formed me that the Roots Coalition
is made up of 14 Roots which are LG-
BTQ, primarily people of color led
groups. The groups themselves are:
Queeers for Economic Justice, South-
erners on New Ground, FIERCE, Af-
finity Community Services, National
Queer Asian Pacific Islander Alliance,
The Audre Lorde Project, The First
Nations Collective, Disability Jus-
tice Collective, Esperanza Collective,
Transgender, Gender Variant, and In-
tersex Justice Project, Austin Latino
Latina Lesbian & Gay Organization,
Queer Women of Color Media Arts
Project, Center for Artistic Revolu-
tion and the Sylvia Rivera Law Project.
You can find out more about these
organization from the resource links
on SONG's website (www.southern-
ersonnewground.org) or through a
simple yet fulfilling web search.
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New Arrests, New Charges: Oakland Community Criminalized
for Response to Unsatisfying Verdict

by Jesse Strauss

In a two week period in early Sep-
tember, 7 people were killed by po-
lice in Washington. Two of those
stories especially stand out.

On August 30, a Seattle cop un-
leashed 4 shots aimed at John T. Wil-
liams. Williams was an indigenous
an indigenous totem carver who
sold his work at Pike Place Market.
He was holding his 3 inch knife and
a piece of wood when he was killed.
Contrary to the officer’s statement
that Williams was lunging at him,
witnesses have come forward say-

- ing that the victim was not acting
aggressive or advancing toward the
officer atall.

Only about a week later on Sep-
tember 7th, Nikkolas W. Lookabill
was killed by three police officers
in Vancouver, Washington. Looka-
bill was a veteran specialist with
the Army National Guard, and had
recently returned from a 12 month
tour in Iraq in 2009. Reportedly,
Lookabill had also recently gone
through Post-Traumatic Stress Dis-
order treatment, along with his en-
tire Acmy uait-Lookabill was-hold-
ing a handgun, and this seems to
be the reason police felt threatened
to the point of shooting him some-
where between 6 and 12 times, end-
ing the young man’s life.

One would hope to think that the
saddest part of to these stories is
that someone’s life was ended. Un-
fortunately, put in the context of
patterns of police brutality, these
people were not an exception to the
use of violence by police. There are
a wide range of issues that connect
these abuses, from systemic racism
that allows cops to target people and
communities of color to the strong
connection between veterans deal-
ing with PTSD and interacting with
the law (whether as a profession or
being arrested or attacked by officers

“My son was murdered; and
the law has not held the
officer accountable the way
that he should have been
held accountable.”

for doing things which could have
been seen as very normal during
their military service).

Moreover, it is important to recog-
nize abuses of power and authority
by law enforcement agents as a regu-
lar part of our communities. Both
the Evergreen Police Department,
and the Olympia Police Department
have faced accusations of targeting
people and communities of color.
The Evergreen cops easily have the
capability to take someone’s lives—
they didn’t always have guns—and
last year they tried to get funding for
more advanced weaponry.

While the story below is about Os-
car Grant, a victim of police violence
in Oakland, California, patterns
suggest that it is not unique. Wash-
ington’s officers seem to be follow-
ing similar patterns, and whether
in the form of murder or prejudicial
targeting of marginalized communi-
ties, there is a clear potential for that
violence to occur in any of our com-
munities.

Rally after the verdict. Photo by Jesse Strauss.

Early on New Year’s morning of -
2009, a group of young men were
pulled off of a Bay Area Rapid Tran-
sit (BART) train car by a group of
police officers responding to a call
about a fight. Moments later, Oscar
Grant, one of the young men, found
himself lying face down on the
BART platform with a cop’s knee
in his neck. As Grant struggled to
breathe under the weight of the
250+ pound officer, he managed to
yell out that he was a father. With-
out warning, BART police officer Jo-
hannes Mehserle stood up, grabbed
his firearm, aimed down, and shot
Grant point blank. Mehserle’s next
action was to handcuff the wounded
22 year old father before calling for

any kind of medical assistance. All

this was recorded by the cell phones

and cameras of numerous BART pas-
sengers. Oscar Grant was Killed that

morning, but the Oakland commu-
nity will never forget his name.

About a year and a half later on
July 8th, for the first time in Califor-
nia’s history an officer was tried for
murder. And a completely non-Black
LA jury found that Mehserle killed
Grant with “criminal negligence”,
giving him the charge of involun-
tary manslaughter. Mehserle’s sen-
tencing will occur in November, but
from what I understand at the time
of this writing the verdict could
mean that Oscar Grant’s killer will
serve anywhere from as little as two
to fourteen years in jail.

The Oakland community was un-
satisfied with the jury’s decision, and
immediately following the verdict
announcement, the community took
to the streets in a showing of passion
and rage. As a result of that eveing’s
action, new arrests are being made
and new charges being brought by
the city of Oaklnad. The most re-
cent charges include: Unlawful As-
sembly, Remaining at the Scene of a
Riot, and Rioting. Five people have
remained in jail since the July 8th
protests, including one who received
no charges for over 30 days.

Soon after the protests, the Oak-
land Police Department (OPD) is-
sued a press release explaining that
some of the people arrested were
taking “advantage of a chaotic situa-
tion by looting Oakland businesses.”
While to some extent this appears
true, Rachel Lederman of the Bay
Area chapter of the National Law-
yers Guild made it very clear that
it was the police forces themselves
who made the situation chaotic.In a
statement, Lederman said that “The
aggressive use of police formations,
baton beatings and indiscriminate
arrests were unnecessary and vio-
lated people’s constitutional right to
protest. To make things even worse,
OPD violated state law by jailing
people for long periods of time who
had been arrested for very minor of-
fenses.”

In response to the the verdict that
day, the community held a powerful
and peaceful rally at the downtown
corner of 14 Street and Broadway.
The city forced organizers to shut
down the stage and sound system at
8 pm. A small portion of the thou-
sand-strong crowd chose to leave
while most stayed, standing in the

streets and discussing, chanting or
shouting their frustrations with and
hopes for justice.

Less than five minutes later, the
OPD announced, “We are declaring
this an unlawful assembly.”

Without a permit, those who came
to speak out in anger against police
brutality and support for the fam-
ily of Oscar Grant were immediately
criminalized. Until that point, the
afternoon’s events had been remark-
ably peaceful. A newly criminalized
peaceful protester spoke out over a
megaphone, explaining the irony of
the police’s approach. “They’ve been
talking for weeks [about] how we are
going to be allowed to be out here
and express our feelings. Well, here
we are, and these are our feelings,
and they’re going to beat us down
and arrest us for doing that.”

A few moments later, the speaker’s
fears turned real. Dan Siegel, a legal
observer with the National Lawyers
Guild, described his account of the
first gruesome police provocation
of the evening. “We’re down at 12
street and all of a sudden the cops
start pushing to clear the street...
There are some people moving kind
of slow, and then they start shoving
them, and they shoved her [a near-
by legal observer] with a club, they
shoved a couple guys, they knocked
them down, they took a couple guys
down there and arrested them for
no absolute reason at all.” From this
legal witness, the police action was
no joke. Siegel continued, “It’s like
they provoked this whole scene. You
know, the demonstration is calm.
People are demonstrating, they’re
speaking out. Some people are just
having a good time; but the cops just
provoked us by trying to clear this
block off.”

After a night of chaotic clashes
which left windows broken, dump-
sters ablaze and protesters in jail,
Oakland Mayor Ron Dellums ex-
pressed a completely different per-
ception of the police-community
interaction that night. A City of Oak-
land press release from Friday morn-
ing explained that Dellums “lauded
the efforts of the Oakland Police
Department for showing great re-
straint and respect for people’s civil
rights.” At best, what the press re-
lease speaks to is a version of events
which offered a strong expectation
for unrest and violence.

Dellums’ approach, however, jux-
taposed with Siegel’s testimony of
police provocation in only the first
moments after the gathering was
declared illegal, shows a great deal of
disconnect between the experiences
of officials and those in the streets.

Photo by Jesse Strauss.

Clearly, according to Siegel, restraint
and respect for civil rights was far
from his legal observation. My own
experience in the streets that night
also suggest that Dellums was far off,
leaving community members as well
as store fronts unsafe.

Grant’s mother, Wanda Johnson,
after the announcement of the ver-
dict, spoke clearly about the need for
jus

tice in the face of an unjust system
of accountability. “My son was mur-
dered; and the law has not held the

officer accountable the way that
he should have been held account-
able.” Johnson added that she still
strives for justice for her son, but the
formal justice system as we know

it will not support an appropriate
level of accountability. “The system
will fail us and let us down.”

Lack of organization on all parts
after the 8 pm criminalization
of the gathering left community
members without a place to vent
their frustration and anger. On the
path toward justice for Oscar Grant,
those feelings need to be recog-
nized, respected and coherently
organized.

The day after the verdict, a com-
munity member shared with me
her disappointment in the verdict
along with her disappointment
with the community reaction to it.

“I was mad. Mad about the verdict.
Mad about people tearing up my
city. Mad about the powerlessness I
feel toward it all. Mad about a lot of
things I can’t really express... Right
or wrong, I guess I just wish there
had been a better avenue for vent-
ing our collective disappointment.”

Just before he learned there was
a verdict, Jack Bryson, the father
of Jackie and Nigel Bryson who
were on the Fruitvale BART plat-
form with Oscar Grant when he
was killed, spoke with me about
his understanding of justice for
Oscar Grant. Standing outside the
LA courthouse, he explained that
any version of a guilty verdict (in-
voluntary/voluntary manslaughter
or second degree murder) would

prove that most police witnesses

lied under oath.

For Bryson, the first simple step
toward justice is to charge each
and every one of them with perjury.
Bryson especially focused on the
charge for Tony Pirone, the BART
cop who was holding Grant down
when he was killed and who had
yelled the phrase “bitch ass nigger”
twice just moments before the shot
was fired.

Also as part of that conversation,
JR Valrey of Block Report Radio
spoke about the need for Mehser-
le’s formal imprisonment as a first

- step toward justice. He explained
that even while incarceration in
this country is faulted, from dispro-
portionate racial representations
to the private profiting off nearly
unpaid labor, those who enforce
that system should be accountable
to it. If that system of policing and
incarceration puts people away for
murder, the exact same needs to be
done with Mehserle.

That is, as a first stepping stone.
But justice is a much larger strug-
gle—much larger than Oscar Grant,
much larger than Oakland, and
probably much larger than we can
imagine.

As the Oakland community grap-
ples with frustration, anger and a
longing for justice for Oscar Grant,
our experience reflects one struggle
in a much larger context of police
brutality and a broken justice sys-
tem.

In a conversation with Anita
Johnson, a producer of Pacifica Ra-
dio’s Hard Knock Radio, she em-
phasized a reminder of that con-
text. “We need to make sure that
justice is secured, and I don’t want
to leave this conversation without
saying that we can talk about what
happened at Footlocker and the
vandalism that took place, [but]
the larger issue is justice and that
police terrorism should not be al-
lowed.”

However controversial Oakland’s
response to the Mehserle verdict
might be, Johnson was adamant
about the positive parts of Thurs-
day night’s events. She continued,

“Maybe we can be a model, an ex-
ample, if everyone works together
collectively—different parts of
the city, different economic, social
backgrounds—coming together to
really stand up for justice and speak
out loudly and really be present
in the moment.” What she spoke
about is Oakland’s legacy of unit-
ing for justice despite our differ-
ences. Johnson continued, “I want
to challenge the system. We can do
that collectively... We can make a

difference, but we have to come to-
gether, so I’m hoping that this will
be an example for [others].”

The Oakland 100 Support Com-
mittee is calling for support from
the community to help in the de-
fense of the people who were arrest-
ed during the verdict protests. A list
of court dates and locations as well
as a'way to donate to support court
and lawyer fees are available on
their website {http://supporttheoak-
landioo.wordpress.com/}.

Jesse Strauss is an Evergreen Alumni who
lives and writes in Oakland, CA.
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Families Shocked by Gregoire’s Welfare Cuts,
Students Should Be Too

By POWER and Anna Simonton

In August Governor Gregoire an-
nounced $51 million in cuts to wel-
fare programs to families. These will
be achieved by cutting off a family’s
welfare grant after 5 years even if
they have been participating in job
search or job readiness programs
the entire time. This will leave these
families with only food stamps and
no way to pay the rent.

Families protesting budget cuts to
safety net programs met with mem-
bers of Governor Gregoire’s staff
on September 1st. They chose Sep-
tember 1st in solidarity with nearly
2,000 disabled adults who had their
sole income, a $339 disability grant,
terminated because of a retroactive
five-year time limit the Legislature
passed and the Governor signed last
session.

“These are people who have al-
ready proven to the state that they
are too disabled to work. We invite

One of POWER’s younger constituents.

them to join us to ask the Governor
what she expects them to do?” an-
nounced Monica Peabody, Director

of Parents Organizing for Welfare

and Economic Rights (POWER) ina

press release.

Gov. Gregoire has said that the so-
lution to Washington’s projected $3
billion budget shortfall for the next
two-year budget cycle is for everyone
to tighten our belts financially. But
the people having to “tighten their
belts” the most are those who don’t
have any room left to do so. Wash-
ington state’s disability benefits, for-
merly called GAU, now called Dis-
ability Lifeline, have not had a cost
of living increase in over 20 years
PRI

you have ideas.

welfarerights@riseup.net
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eradicated.

POWER Must
Move!

After 12 incredibly generous years of rent-free office space, the
First Christian Church sadly needs to reclaim the Payne Room/
POWER office. So POWER is looking for a home. .

Spread the word!

What rent free has meant for us is that we have been able to
spend our funding on program expenses: paying staff and provid-
ing support to our low-income members in the form of childcare,
food, and transportation to meetings. If possible, we would love
to continue this tradition.. The First Christian Church considered
POWER's work helping low-income families prevent homeless-
ness and poverty an extension of their ministry.

We are hoping there is another church or organization who
would benefit from housing POWER, either rent-free or at a
low-cost. Are there other organizations who are interested in
sharing space? s there a landlord who needs a tax write-off or
care taker? We are open to explorlng options. Let us know if

POWER (Parents Organizing For Welfare and Economic Rights)
701 Franklin Street SE Olympia, WA 98501
360-352-9716 toll free 866-343-9716

http://www.oly-wa.us/power/
Find us on Facebook and Myspace.

POWER is an organization of low-income parents and allies advocating
for a strong social safety net while working toward a world where children
and care giving are truly valued, and the devastation of poverty has been
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Cash benefits to parents with no or
low incomes are called TANF (Tem-
porary Assistance to Needy Families).
They have had one 3% increase in the
past 17 years; a single mother and her
child receive $453 per month.
Further cuts will be achieved by
limiting support services, like child-
care, that provide parents the abil-
ity to successfully meet the onerous
work requirements that accompany
TANF Wendy Davis, a POWER in-

| can’t work without child-
care, but can’t afford child-
care to work.”

tern and mother, says cutting child-
care will “shoot me in the foot. ’'m

maxed as itis and can’t even afford to

pay the bills. I would have to decide

between childcare and rent, which

is illogical. I can’t work without

childcare, but can’t afford childcare

to work.”

There were no welfare recipients
invited to join the WorkFirst Rede-
sign team, the group that made rec-
ommendations of which programs
to cut to the Governor. This was a
mistake according to Jade Souza, a
POWER board member. “If they ask
people who rely on these programs
where to cut, we can suggest im-
provements that could provide the
savings without creating the job loss
and homelessness the Governor’s
cuts will engender.”

POWER members are recom-
mending the following cuts, instead
of those proposed by the Governor:

1) Streamline the welfare to work
program to the unemployment pro-
gram. Currently TANF recipients
are required to make 15 job contacts
a week, go to the Work Source office
every day, and log 35 hours a week
of job search. Unemployment re-
cipients are required to make 3 job
contacts a week and send in weekly

" reports. Parents who live 6o miles

from the Work Source office, or for
whom it is a 3-hour bus ride each
way, are told there are no exceptions.
They say that the requirements get
in the way of their finding a job.
Governor Gregoire’s staff agreed
that the requirements are unattain-
able and streamlining the program
would save money.

2) Make work requirements
IR
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voluntary. California legislators ad-
mitted they could no longer afford
to adequately run their welfare to

work program and made participa-
tion voluntary, saving a proposed

$510 million in childcare and admin-
istrative costs. Rather than playing

the dangerous social experiment of
withdrawing support services while

maintaining work requirements, al-
low parents to choose whether to

look for work outside the home, or
save the state millions of dollars in

childcare costs by carmg for their

own children.

In addition to makmg money-
saving changes instead of cutting
programs, our legislatros could close
the budget gap by supporting I-1098,
an initiative that will be on the bal-
lot in November. If passed by vot-
ers, I-1098 would instate an income
tax on individuals who make more
than $200,000 per year, or joint filers

People making less than
$20,000 a year pay 17.3% of
their income in taxes, while
those pulling in $537,000 or
more pay only 2.6%.

making more than $400,000 per year.
The tax would only affect 38,400
Washingtonians and would gener-
ate $2 billion dollars annually. This
would give Washington a shot at no
longer being the state with the most
regressive tax system in the country.
Currently Washington only has sales
and property taxes. The sales tax
requires everyone to pay the same
amount, so people making less than
$20,000 a year pay 17.3% of their in-
come in taxes, while those pulling in
$537,000 or more pay only 2.6%
Sisters Organize for Survival, a Se-
attle-based group is working to raise
awareness and support for I-1098.

You can get involved:

*CALL206-722-6057
*E-MAIL

RWseattle@mindspring.com
«VOTEN!

To take action against cuts to wel-
fare and disability, contact Governor
Gregoire and tell her you don’t sup-
port legislation that hurts families:

«CALL:
36@-902-4111 (for the deaf or

~ hard of hearing, dial 7-1-1)
*WRITE:

Office of the Governor

PO Box 40002

Olympia, WA 98504-0002

Or get involved with POWER.
POWER is an organization of low-
income parents and allies advocating
for a strong social safety net while
working toward a world where chil-
dren and care giving are truly valued,
and the devastation of poverty has
been eradicated. They are planning
on holding demonstrations at the
Capitol every Wednesday until their
voices are heard.

As students facing the increas-
ing costs of higher education, cuts
to programs, and less financial aid,
we have a vested interest in joining
those who are fighting budget cuts
in other areas. If we work in solidar-
ity with families facing welfare cuts,
collectively we can make changes
that will benefit us all.

To join with POWE? you can call
or e-mail them, visit their website,
stop by their office, or find them on
Facebook and Myspace!

701 Franklin Street SE

Olympia, WA 98501

360-352-9716 toll free 866-343-
9716

welfarerights@riseup.net

http://www.oly-wa.us/power/

Gregoire made a surprise appearance at Arts Walk, weilding the scissors she used to
cut welfare and other critical services.
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