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Updates for May 8th 
 
23 - Herman Bell Update 
The biggest news in this packet of updates and announcements it that on Friday, April 27th, Herman Bell 
was released on parole. We are including some articles from before his release to provide fuller context. 
WELCOME HOME, HERMAN! 
 
MORE: 
April 23rd - Herman Bell and the Future of NYS Parole 
by Susie Day (Gay City News) 
Only a couple of years ago, the New York State Parole Board was a draconian gimmick to keep people in 
prison — regardless of how they had grown and changed over their years inside — until they died of 
systemic abuse or neglect or, if they lived long enough, old age. This was especially true for people 
convicted of killing police officers: “offenders” who could expect never to leave prison alive, because of 
the unchanging “nature of the original offense.” 
 
John MacKenzie, for instance, accepted responsibility and expressed deep remorse for his shooting of 
Officer Matthew Giglio in 1975. He spent more than 40 years in New York prisons, during which he 
mentored other prisoners, advocated for victims’ rights, became a Zen Buddhist, and maintained a perfect 
disciplinary record. In August 2016, at the age of 70, MacKenzie killed himself after being denied parole 
for the 10th time. In his last letter, he wrote his daughter about his latest denial, quoting a Buddhist text: 
“Can a new wrong expiate old wrongs?” 
 
MacKenzie is only one reason among hundreds why the Parole Board has begun its own process of 
rehabilitation. In recent years, tireless organizers (one of whom, full disclosure, is my esteemed partner, 
Laura Whitehorn) have worked to push the Board to focus on “risk and need assessments” in considering 
suitability for parole, including factors beyond the original crime such as what someone’s done inside, their 
family, job, and community awaiting them outside, and especially their risk to public safety. The Board 
expanded and humanized parole regulations, requiring commissioners to give factual, individualized 
reasons for their parole decisions. In 2017, the State Senate approved the hiring of six new parole 
commissioners. 
 
On March 13, the State Parole Board did something amazing — and eminently reasonable. Using its new, 
progressive regulations, a panel of three commissioners approved the parole of my friend, Herman Bell, on 
his eighth try. 
 
Herman, whom I’ve visited for years, is someone the Patrolmen’s Benevolent Association and tabloids 
reflexively call “vermin,” a “cold-blooded cop killer,” and “monster.” But I, being part of the queer 
community, and having long internalized being seen as a “monster,” know first-hand that most monsters 
are not what they’re cracked up to be. 
 
Until only few weeks ago, I, a pinko dyke and card-carrying cynic, fully expected to keep visiting Herman 
until he died in prison. After all, Herman’s been behind bars more than 45 years because, in 1975, he, along 
with two other men, was convicted of the fatal 1971 shooting of Officers Waverly Jones and Joseph 
Piagentini in Harlem. 
 
Herman is now 70 years old. Over his years inside, he’s come to express deep sorrow for his actions. He’s 
never stopped learning, garnering three college degrees; he’s never stopped trying, in small acts of human 
kindness and larger acts of counseling young men and organizing outside community projects, to make the 
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world better. And, given the Parole Board’s current “risk and need assessment” scale, Herman scores the 
lowest possible risk to public safety, or “recidivism.” Herman’s not perfect, but he is one of the strongest, 
gentlest people I know. 
 
Herman’s original release date was April 17. But he’s still in prison. A couple of weeks ago, he sent out a 
package of clothes he expects to wear when he gets out. He’s all packed and ready to go — but can he? 
 
Beginning March 13, the day Herman’s parole was announced, through the rest of March and into April, 
the Patrolmen’s Benevolent Association launched a series of attacks, demanding a suspension of Herman’s 
release, saying the Board broke the law in failing to consider the 1975 judge’s sentencing minutes and the 
impact statements from the victims’ families. The Parole Board duly reviewed this evidence and reaffirmed 
its decision to release Herman. Herman was good to go. 
 
Until April 4, when Officer Piagentini’s widow, in tandem with the PBA, sought and received a temporary 
restraining order to suspend Herman’s release, pending an April 13hearing in Albany, before Judge Richard 
M. Koweek. One week later, Koweek ruled that Mrs. Piagentini and the PBA had no legal standing and that 
“[e]ven if the court was to consider the Parole Board’s decision on its merits, it would still rule against the 
Petitioner.” The PBA says it will appeal. And the judge also stayed Herman’s release until 5 p.m. Friday, 
April 27. 
 
Meanwhile, back at the Legislature, the New York State Black, Puerto Rican, Hispanic, and Asian 
Legislative Caucus — 53 state lawmakers representing a quarter of New York State residents — released a 
statement supporting the Board’s decision for Herman’s parole. This historic action was predictably 
ignored by mainstream media, which instead zeroed in on cop-killer-condemning PBA press conferences, 
outraged editorials, and the NYPD police commissioner’s revulsion at the release of Herman, a man he’s 
never met. 
 
But thinking beyond Herman, this case could be a watershed. If Herman Bell can be seen by the New York 
State Parole Board as a dimensional human being; if he can be allowed out of prison on the strength of 
sound, humane reasoning, so can — so should — thousands of other human beings aging inside prison. 
People convicted of violent crimes who have transformed their lives and deserve to spend their last years 
living among the rest of us. 
 
Writing about Herman’s parole is hard. The killing of police officers is as wrong as the killing of anyone 
else, including the scores of unarmed people of color, shot down by cops who almost never face trial. There 
is grief on every side. But rather than being a springboard for vengeance, grief, says the poet Rumi, can 
also be a springboard for compassion: “If you keep your heart open through everything, your pain can 
become your greatest ally in your life’s search for love and wisdom.” 
 
As I sit here, typing, it remains to be seen what, if anything, the PBA may attempt to prevent Herman’s 
release. Which may — or may not — happen after 5 p.m. this Friday. I’m keeping my cynical, pinko dyke 
heart open… 
 
April 25th - How the NYPD Union Is Manufacturing Outrage About a 70-Year-Old Black Panther’s 
Parole 
by Natasha Lennard (The Intercept) 
Judging by tabloid headlines appearing on New York City newsstands, it might appear as though hundreds 
of thousands of people object to the release of former Black Panther Herman Bell from prison. That’s how 
many letters, the tabloids proclaim, were written in protest of the New York State Parole Board’s decision 
last month to release the 70-year-old prisoner, after 45 years behind bars. 
 
“367,000 reasons not to parole cop-killer Herman Bell,” pronounced a New York Post editorial, noting that 
“more than 367,000 online letters were sent to the state Board of Parole following its recent decision to 
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release cop killer Herman Bell.” The city’s other big tabloid, the New York Daily News, cited the same 
figure, attributing it to the New York City Patrolmen’s Benevolent Association. 
 
That sounds like an awful lot of people, but it’s not. Neither tabloid bothers to clarify that this figure in no 
way represents 367,000 individual people writing in protest of Bell’s release. In fact, the huge number of 
letters was automatically generated by fewer that 6,000 individual complaints made via the NYC PBA 
website. 
 
A spokesperson for the NYC PBA confirmed that each complaint filed online generates dozens of letters. 
The site invites users to “send a letter for all cop killers” in a bold red font and then generates 62 separate 
letters — one for each “cop killer” listed on the site. But only one of the people listed is actually Herman 
Bell. The 367,000 figure represents all the letters produced through the automated system — part of an 
intensive propaganda effort on behalf of the police union to undermine the parole board’s rightful and legal 
ruling to release Bell. 
 
Bell was granted parole last month on his eighth time in front of the board, following 45 years in prison for 
the 1971 murders of two NYPD officers. The board’s ruling reflected a long overdue decision to follow its 
own guidelines and focus on present and future needs and risks, rather than the original crimes. Bell has 
met and exceeded every criteria for release. Meanwhile, the police union and its blustering president, 
Patrick Lynch, are fighting for the continued incarceration of prisoners like Bell with the zeal of religious 
crusaders, grasping at legal straws and misleading propaganda. And as their unrelenting campaign drags on, 
Bell remains behind bars, despite the determinations of the parole board. 
 
Following the board’s decision, Diane Piagentini, the widow of one of the slain officers, filed an appeal 
with backing from the PBA. Last week, a New York State Supreme Court judge dismissed the lawsuit, 
writing that it had neither standing nor merit, since the parole board “did not act irrationally or outside its 
bounds.” A police spokesperson nonetheless told The Intercept, “The PBA is appealing the decision on 
behalf of Mrs. Piagentini.” The quixotic legal challenge has little to no chance of success in court; it’s a 
transparent effort to obstruct justice and delay the release of aging prisoner. 
 
The powerful police union has the support of Mayor Bill de Blasio, who wrote to the parole board to urge 
the commissioners to reverse their decision — a move that criminal justice advocates have decried as a 
coercive misuse of power and platform. But the PBA’s claims that the public stands behind its efforts to see 
Bell die behind bars is unfounded. The parole board did see an uptick in complaint letters, but this followed 
a concerted, weeklong radio ad campaign by the police union, which the Daily News described as a “blitz.” 
 
Considering that the union itself has nearly 50,000 active and retired members, the fact that fewer than 
6,000 individuals clicked on the automated complaint system speaks against, rather than for, mass public 
anger at Bell’s parole. Meanwhile, CBS New York ran a poll on public support for the parole board’s 
decision, and out of the 6,100 respondents, 86 percent supported the decision. 
 
Bell’s release has also garnered the support of the New York State Black, Puerto Rican, Hispanic and Asian 
Legislative Caucus (which represents 53 lawmakers); over 160 advocacy groups and organizations; and 
even the son of the second slain officer, Waverly Jones Jr., who wrote to the parole board in support of 
Bell’s freedom and last month, condemned the “media-fueled hysteria” against the former Black Panther. 
 
Parole is not a popularity contest. Even if the police union had generated the support of hundreds of 
thousands of people, rather than just a few thousand, the parole board’s decision would be just as 
legitimate, and Bell should still already be free. But the parole system does not exist in an apolitical 
vacuum — a number of Republican lawmakers have already called upon Gov. Andrew Cuomo to remove 
the two parole board members, one of whom is a new appointee, who voted in favor of Bell’s release. 
 
The police union and the reactionary political voices supporting it have made clear that they will continue 
to apply relentless pressure to block Bell’s freedom and coerce the parole board away from future, 
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righteous decisions to grant parole to prisoners like Bell. They are entitled to do that. But the myth, based 
on misleading numbers, that they have the public on their side must not be allowed to pass as fact. 
 
April 27th - Herman Bell is Released 
On Friday, April 27, Herman Bell, a 70-year-old respected elder, was released after serving nearly 45 years 
in prison. Herman was one of thousands of incarcerated older people who was repeatedly denied parole for 
over a decade after completing his minimum sentence. 
 
His release is a result of important and urgent changes in the criminal legal system and parole regulations 
that are part of nationwide efforts to end mass incarceration. Let us hope that Herman's release brings 
inspiration for more change. 
 
Herman is deeply humbled and grateful for the broad expressions of trust and support, but out of respect for 
the feelings of the victims' families, he will not be making any public statements. We welcome him home. 
 
23 Apr - Four Charged with Misdemeanors from Last Year’s May Day Protest 
The following statement was NOT written by, nor in association with, the 4 defendants, and first appeared 
on the Puget Sound Anarchists website. 
 
MORE: 
Last year on May 1st a protest ended in violent police repression when nine people, many of whom are trans 
and/or people of color were arrested and charged for property damage that happened during the 
demonstration. The anarchist community rallied together to bail all of them out of jail and prepared for a 
drawn-out court defense then just before the 2nd court date the prosecutor decided not to file charges. Many 
believed that the case was over. 
 
Almost a year later the city prosecutor has decided to charge four of the nine arrested with misdemeanor 
rioting, failure to disperse, pedestrian obstruction and disorderly conduct. The 4 are being charged for 
merely attending a demonstration. This could set a dangerous precedent and have a chilling effect on 
people’s ability to protest. 
 
The pacific northwest has had a tradition of combative May Day demonstrations and of federal and state 
repression before and after each demonstration. This year is no different it seems clear to many involved 
that the timing of these charges, just before May 1st, is no coincidence; they intend to intimidate people out 
of taking the streets this May Day. During the hearing last week while the judge was setting terms of 
release the prosecutor made a point of asking for an exclusion order for all four, from downtown Olympia 
saying that it was, “important because May Day is coming up.” 
 
We cannot know exactly what the states strategy is but its important to keep in mind that one of their 
favorite tools is to make big intimidating threats to scare people into passivity and compliance. This tool 
won’t work on us this time. 
 
It’s imperative that we show these four targeted by the state support, both by donating to their support site 
<fundedjustice.com/maydayarrestees> and by calling the City of Olympia prosecutors office at 
360.753.8449 and demanding that they drop the charges against the four May Day Defendants. 
 
23 Apr - “Your Vegan Option is to Take the Meat Off Your Sandwich” 
New writing by Eric King and a call for support. 
 
MORE: 
Eric is currently engaged in a long-running fight for adequate vegan food at FCI Florence. Every day there 
is some degree of struggle with the kitchen staff from the constant dairy and eggs served, the meat on his 
tray to the guards laughing as he is served soy mush “enjoy your VEGAN slop”. When the facility is 
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locked down or on a holiday schedule prisoners get “sack dinner” which is a bologna sandwich with 
cheese, Eric included. When he asks for a peanut butter sandwich (which is easy, no assembly required, a 
single serving of peanut-butter and two pieces of bread) he is told, “Oh we are 100% compliant, your vegan 
option is to take the meat off your sandwich”. 
 
With the constant barrage of lock-downs there are weeks in which prisoners do not even have access to 
commissary which is necessary to supplement the BOP’s idea of vegan nutrition. So, lock-downs can often 
mean living without the knowledge of where food is going to come from. 
 
Eric has filed a complaint on both the quality of the food which is not compliant with BOP regulations for a 
vegan tray, and the lack of vegan options. Eric is aware the “soy” he is fed comes without a label to 
confirm it is in fact vegan (a problem in the past). His complaints were denied, and he is now moving to the 
next level which is filing a complaint to the regional office and he plans to take this as far as it needs to go 
until there’s substantive change. 
— 
UPDATE 
 
EK submitted a BP-9 about this issue, which is essentially the second step in filing a complaint when it is 
not addressed.  The BP-9 goes to the warden and asks them to address the situation. It read as follows: 
 
“No where on the National Menu does it say ”soy chunks” or ”soy in water”. On March 12th there was no 
fruit given, which is against the menu plan. On March 11,12,16,18, and 25, I was served group up soy with 
no seasoning or additives. The menu says ‘pasta soy’, ‘soy ziti’, ‘soy fajitas’, etc. That is what I am 
supposed to be getting, and that is not the case. The BP-8 response from the kitchen does nothing to address 
this issue. It’s been happening for months despite me bringing it to the kitchen boss and being assured it 
would end, this was over 2 months ago. Will be BP-10 and Law Suit Accordingly” 
 
And here is the warden’s response, clearly ignoring his complaints: 
“Your request for Administrative Remedy dated March 25, 2018 and accepted in the A.R. Program on March 27, 
2018 has been reviewed. You allege the institution is not providing meals in accordance with the National Menu and 
policy. Specifically you allege that there was no fruit served on March 12, 2018 and that ”soy chunks” have been 
served instead of the proper no meat alternative, and that the soy products being served are not seasoned. As relief, 
you request to be provided with soy meat loaf or tofu lasagna as the no-meant alternative served..” 
 
“…the no-meat alternative served at the institution is in compliance with the national menu. Soy meat loaf and tofu 
lasagna are not offered as an alternative on the 5 week menu cycle. The use of soy chunks as well as all non-meat 
options, are purchased from approved vendors adhering to strict specifications…” 
— 
Please join us in supporting Eric through this time, drop a letter in the mail and please be alert that in the 
future Eric may need you to take action regarding this particular issue. Thank you so much for you 
continued support. 
 
May 1st - Statement on Dry Snitching 
I had never heard the term ‘Dry Snitching’ before coming to prison, but the concept is very clear, it’s 
indirect tattling. Dry snitching is telling on someone in an oblique, round about way. That may sound low 
key or not a big deal, but trust me when I say that dry snitching will get you hurt, it is fucking hell. If you 
do this, you are ratting. 
 
Let’s say you’re not supposed to have pillows in your cell and some pig jams you up, takes your pillow, but 
no one else’s. You, feeling indignant and entitled then barks at the cop, ”why are you taking just mine 
when everyone has a pillow!” You just dry snitched on everyone. Or the cop is looking for a broom and 
you innocently inform him, ”oh it’s in Joe’s room”…sounds like nothing but who knows what was in that 
room and you just sent the cop there. 
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In the feds we have emailing and phone usages. Both of these things are always very heavily monitored. A 
slimy and accidental way to snitch on someone in the feds is to email your family or friends about 
something going on here. You aren’t officially telling the cops but you are 100% snitching. Like if you 
were hating on someone’s hustle and you emailed your partner that so and so is hustling back onions or 
something from the kitchen. That dude would get hit for that guaranteed. Ratting. That can seem harmless 
and just sharing shit with your family, but it could get the kitchen dude jammed up. We can always avoid 
accidentally dry snitching such as above by MINDING OUR OWN BUSINESS. Staying in our own lane. 
This is so important and crucial in prison. It isn’t a game. It can prevent so many potentially ugly situations. 
 
Recently I heard of a prisoner purposely dry snitching and it broke my heart and made me feel sick to my 
stomach at the exact same time. This person apparently felt unsafe with his cell mate, and thought he was in 
danger. This fucking sucks and is an ugly reality of prison. We have all been there. Being a Political 
Prisoner doesn’t make you immune to the daily grime, violence, and ugliness of prison. No one is going to 
hand you a pass. We exist and function in the same reality as everyone else, to think or expect otherwise is 
classist and gross. Our friend had a handful of options: he could have spoken with and maybe caught 
problems with his cellmate, could have tried to switch cells, he could have checked in (checking in is when 
you go to the cops and say you are unsafe and are put in Protective Custody in segregation), whatever. He 
chose what should have been a non-option. Either by email or phone our friend hit up his loved ones and 
told them in monitored communication that he was in danger FROM HIS CELL MATE. He did this 
knowing that he would get rescued by the guards, this was not an accident. This wasn’t his first day in 
prison. That is ratting. He may have never have taken the stand in a courtroom, but he just put evidence 
against his cellmate and got them put under investigation.. he may as well have had a fucking badge on. 
 
Think of the serious implications of doing this. What if that dude had a weapon or drugs on his property 
and he got searched or the room got searched, that is extra YEARS to his sentence! What if he was close to 
transferring closer to home, that would be out of the question now, or if he had a visit coming up, a child’s 
birthday or something like that. Your tattling just robbed this person of that chance to be free for that 
moment, you just took on the role-no matter how intentionally- of being the police. Your fear was more 
important than oppressing another human. He may as well have ratted on a comrade or been the person 
who told the cops where I was staying when I got arrested, that is how it felt to me. There is no excuse for 
this from anyone, let alone someone that espouses anti-oppression, pro-liberation. Our fear does not give us 
permission to snitch. You can be proactive in your safety without telling on others. No one in the free world 
gives a fuck about checking in. By doing this our friend got a safe transfer to an easy yard where no one 
will check his paper work to see what happened, but if he had got sent to another serious joint, he would 
have had tons to answer for, no one needs or wants those problems. If you believe and live a life of anti-
oppression, anti-authority, etc. etc., you cannot tell on other people to better your own situation, at least not 
in my mind. 
 
On the flip side of all of that, while in pre-trial there may be people who will try and rat on you if they can, 
hoping to lessen their own sentence at your expense. This is called ”jumping on someone’s ship”, i.e. ”Josh 
jumped on Noah’s ship”, just to use two random names. This person goes to the states attorney and says 
they will become the states evidence against you so that they can reduce their sentence. It is something I 
faced at CCA when I was there. When my plea deal was all but signed my lips got loose and it was brought 
to my attention that one of the cats I was cool with was trying to talk to them people about getting a 
reduction, telling them things about me. This made me feel like a fucking cold chump for letting my guard 
down, for believing in some romanticized ‘convict’s code’. There is an inherent desire to talk to people, to 
share things, maybe to posture and brag. But pre-trial we need to be so careful with the information we 
chose to share and who we share it with. The pigs will go to nasty lengths to jam you up, and people get 
very desperate to shave time off their own sentences. Everyone inside is not a friend, sometimes smiles 
hide fangs. 
 
24 Apr - With new parole hearings coming for MOVE 9, supporters push for parole  
As always, read please critically read corporate news articles like the one immediately below.  
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MORE: 
by Sam Newhouse (Metro) 
On Aug. 8, 1978, a Philadelphia cop was killed while officers were in a standoff with the controversial 
black group MOVE at a Powelton Village house. Nine members of MOVE were later convicted of third-
degree murder and sentenced to life in prison, 30 to 100 years. As new parole hearings approach on the 40th 
anniversary of the standoff, supporters of the so-called MOVE 9 (two of whom have died in prison) are 
renewing calls for their release on parole. 
 
Parole hearings are expected to take place in May for the three women of the MOVE 9, members Janet, 
Janine and Debbie Africa, and on Monday, their supporters organized a blitz of phone calls, faxes and 
tweets to the state Board of Probation and Parole, calling on them to grant the women parole. All of the 
surviving MOVE 9 members have been eligible for parole since 2008, including Eddie, Mike Sr., Delbert 
and Chuck Africa, but they have have been denied parole. (Two members, Phil and Merle Africa, died in 
prison.) 
 
"They've paid their debt. They've paid and then some," said Michael Africa, 39, whose parents, Debbie and 
Michael Africa, Sr., both members of the MOVE 9, have been incarcerated his entire life. Debbie was 
pregnant when she was arrested, and Michael said he was born in prison. "This isn't even dealing with 
August 8, because they've already paid for that. They paid 30 years plus 10 more years than their minimum 
sentence." 
 
Philadelphia Police Officer James Ramp was killed on Aug. 8 during the first MOVE incident. Members of 
MOVE, which calls itself a black liberation group but is also called a cult by some, were heavily armed and 
were in a standoff with police there to evict them from a Powelton Village home they had occupied 
illegally for some time. Several police officers and firefighters were injured during a shootout outside the 
house which ended in a surrender by MOVE. 
 
The incident preceded the more infamous May 13, 1985, bombing by police of the Cobbs Creek house 
occupied by other MOVE members including founder John Africa. Eleven members inside died, including 
five children, and some 65 houses were burned in a subsequent fire. 
 
During the Powelton Village incident, some observers said they saw gunfire from the MOVE compound 
strike Ramp, while MOVE denied responsibility and said he was hit by another shooter or friendly fire. But 
Michael Africa said Ramp's death should not be the main issue anymore. 
 
"We realize that this is a delicate case. They don't really want to be so quick to let people who are accused 
of killing a cop on parole. … But the parole board seems to be retrying them, asking them questions about 
the incident that seem to have nothing to do with the years they've spent," he said. "It's supposed to be, 
'Have you been rehabilitated and can you be a member of a society and a productive citizen?' The case has 
nothing to do with it." 
 
All three women of the MOVE 9 are incarcerated at the State Correctional Institution in Cambridge 
Springs, Pennsylvania, and are due for parole hearings in May. Board of Probation and Parole records for 
the three women show that they have each had multiple parole hearings since 2008, when they first became 
eligible under the 30-to-100-year sentences all nine received. All three were denied in 2008 on grounds that 
included, according to the board's decision, "minimization/denial of the nature and circumstances of the 
offense(s) committed," "refusal to accept responsibility" and "lack of remorse." At their last hearings in 
2016, they were denied for the same reasons, as well as for posing a "risk to the community." 
 
May 1st - MOVE Parole Update 
Today it was brought to our attention by our brother Eddie Africa that guards at SCI Mahanoy did  a 
thorough search of his cell. Upon their search, guards confiscated several letters written to Eddie by fellow 
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MOVE political prisoner Janet Africa, who has authorized approval from the superintendent of her prison 
to write Eddie and Eddie as well has approval from his prison to write Janet. 
 
So why all of a sudden is an issue being made of this? 
 
We have our suspicions over this issue. Our sister Janet is due to see the Parole Board on May 15th and we 
don't know what's going on for sure, but this may be a tool they will use to try to deny parole for Janet. 
 
At this point the pressure is on over the issue of MOVE and parole and these officials have been backed 
into a corner with no way out. We are just putting this out for people to be on post because there is some 
underhanded treachery going on. 
 
May 1st - Urgent Info on Delbert Africa from Ramona Africa 
This is an urgent message about our brother, Delbert Africa. Delbert is experiencing disturbing symptoms 
that are eerily similar to what our brother, Phil Africa, experienced before passing away in prison. Delbert 
tells us that he's having vision problems, he's seeing spots and he's also urinating nearly every hour. This 
system is hell bent on killing off MOVE people and we know it. May 13, 1985 proves that. Delbert has 
always been seen as a "leader" and we can see why this system would want to get rid of him. When you 
understand the pressure the parole board has on them to release the MOVE 9, it's not hard to see why 
officials would want to take somebody like Delbert out before they have to give in and release MOVE. We 
are informing people of what's going on because we want these officials to know that we're aware and 
making everybody else aware of what's going on. We're exposing their diabolical plot and thereby putting 
some protection on our brother. 
 
24 Apr - Appeals Court Hears Oral Arguments in Water Protectors Case 
The North Dakota Supreme Court in Bismarck heard oral arguments today in the appeal from convictions 
of Water Protectors Mary Redway and Alexander Simon. 
 
MORE: 
Attorney Sam Saylor with Freshet Collective appeared on behalf of both. 
 
On October 19, 2017, Mary and Alex became the first Water Protectors to be sentenced to jail time in their 
state cases. Mary served four days for Disorderly Conduct, and Alexander served 12 days for Disorderly 
Conduct and Physical Obstruction of a Government Function. 
 
To date, 19 Water Protectors have been convicted at trial. None of the others were sentenced to jail time. 
Three appeals, including these two, remain pending at the North Dakota Supreme Court. 
 
April 25th - Appeals Court Allows “Necessity Defense” for Pipeline Protesters in Minnesota 
by Staff (Red Power Media) 
On April 23rd, the Minnesota Court of Appeals ruled that four anti-pipeline activists facing criminal charges 
have a legit case to argue the “necessity defense” in court. 
 
According to EcoWatch, the so-called “Valve Turners” Emily Johnston and Annette Klapstein were 
charged after shutting off the emergency valves on a pair of tar sands pipelines owned by Enbridge Energy. 
 
The pipelines targeted were Enbridge line 4 and 67 in Leonard, Minnesota. 
 
Johnston and Klapstein, and the two defendants who filmed them in October 2016, argue their actions to 
stop the flow of the polluting bitumen from Canadian tar sands fields to the U.S. were justified due to the 
threat of climate change and had no legal alternatives. They plan to call expert witnesses who will back 
them up. 
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Prosecutors had challenged the decision to allow the “necessity defense” arguing its inclusion would 
confuse a jury and be less likely to result in a conviction, but the Court ruled 2-1 against them. The state 
can ask the Supreme Court to take up the issue. 
 
While District Judge Robert Tiffany allowed the necessity defense, he also warned in a ruling in October 
that the four must clear a high legal bar to succeed. 
 
Another hurdle is that the jury will come from a sparsely populated county where Enbridge is a major 
employer and the largest property taxpayer. 
 
Johnston and Klapstein face felony charges of criminal damage to critical public service facilities and other 
counts. 
 
Attorneys expect the judge to set trial dates for sometime this summer in Clearwater County. 
 
The necessity defense has worked for climate activists before. 
 
Last month, a Massachusetts judge found 13 activists who were arrested for sitting in holes dug for a 
pipeline to block construction “not responsible by reason of necessity” because the action was taken to 
avoid serious climate damage. 
 
April 25th - Plea Agreements, Diversions and Upcoming Trials 
Of the 831 state arrests from Standing Rock, 578 have concluded so far. A large majority of those, (337), 
were won through dismissal or acquittal at trial. This is a huge success for Water Protectors and for the 
many attorneys and legal workers who have been working steadily for over a year and half and are 
continuing those efforts unabated. However these numbers are also clear evidence that these arrests should 
never have occurred in the first place. 
 
Below is some information about the most common ways that cases can be resolved if they are not 
dismissed and the Water Protector chooses not to take it to trial, as well as an update on the trials that are 
scheduled to happen throughout the spring. 
 
Everyone with pending criminal charges has an absolute right to fight their charges all the way through 
trial. Water Protector Legal Collective is advocating fiercely on behalf of all Water Protectors with open 
cases, working diligently to extend the broadest range of positive outcomes possible and to support 
everyone through the full process, from arrest through motion practice and discovery and to trial. An 
important aspect of this work is negotiating favorable non-cooperating pretrial resolution offers that are one 
option available to Water Protectors for resolving their cases without going to trial. 
 
Plea Deals: 
A “plea deal” or “plea agreement” is one way to resolve a criminal case without having a trial. In exchange 
for a plea of “guilty” to one or more of the charges, the prosecution agrees to a reduced sentence and in 
some cases drops some of the charges. Over 90% of state criminal cases in the United States resolve before 
trial with a plea deal or some type of postponed dismissal agreement. In federal prosecutions that number is 
even higher: over 97%. In general, this is not necessarily an indicator of the strength of the cases, but 
unfortunately is simply a reflection of the fact that these resolutions are almost always pose less risk than 
taking a case to trial, and in many cases the risks of going to trial are extremely high. Going to trial can be 
financially and psychologically burdensome on an individual and their loved ones, and exposes people to 
potentially serious criminal and other types of consequences and impacts. 
 
The plea agreements that WPLC has worked to make available to Water Protectors with charges from 
Standing Rock are all “non-cooperating” agreements. This means they do not require snitching or giving 
any testimony, evidence or other information to be used against someone else. In the state cases, they also 
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are all offers that involve no additional jail time. (Please see our Water Protector Prisoners page for 
information about the federal plea agreements that will involve substantial prison time.) 
 
WPLC is not aware of any deal being offered or accepted in any Standing Rock case that would require 
cooperation with the state or federal government to harm any other Water Protector. 
 
Non-cooperating plea agreements are a legitimate and honorable option to consider in light of your 
individual situation. People have widely varied circumstances and goals with respect to their court cases. 
There is no blanket answer to whether or not it is a good choice to make, and which factors matter most 
will be different for everyone. 
 
As of April 17th, 226 Water Protectors have chosen to accept some form of pretrial agreement and many 
more are considering whether or not to do so. 
 
Deferred Imposition of Sentence: 
The vast majority of the plea agreements that Water Protectors have accepted in their state (non-federal) 
cases are non-cooperating “Deferred Imposition of Sentence” agreements. This does require entering a plea 
of “guilty” and forfeiture of any bond posted. If you successfully complete the specified period of time 
without a new arrest the guilty plea is automatically withdrawn and the case dismissed with the file sealed 
after a specified period of time – here the time period has usually been six months or one year. 
 
If you are rearrested during that time period and that fact becomes known to Morton County prosecutors 
they could decide to sentence you for the charge you pled guilty to, but your attorney would still have an 
opportunity to negotiate or litigate what the sentence or other consequence should be. 
 
A deferred imposition of sentence can also be imposed by the court as a sentence after a trial if someone 
has been convicted. This has been a common outcome in the Standing Rock cases where to date we have 
had 19 Water Protectors convicted at trial, and five of those were sentenced to Deferred Imposition of 
Sentence. 
 
As of April 24, 122 Water Protectors have accepted Deferred Imposition of Sentence agreements instead of 
going to trial. 
 
Pretrial Diversions: 
Other than outright dismissals or plea agreements, the most common pretrial resolution in these Standing 
Rock cases have been “Pretrial Diversions.” This is different from a plea agreement because it does not 
require a plea or acknowledgment of guilt. This is essentially a postponed dismissal – suspending the 
proceeding for a specified period of time (in these cases it has ranged from a single day up to 12 months) 
and then dismiss the charges with forfeiture (giving up to the state) of any bond money that was posted at 
the time of the arrest. 
 
In some cases where pretrial diversions have been offered there is also a requirement of a $100 
“community service fee”. This fee can either be paid to the state or can be paid to one of a list of approved 
nonprofits (including some that work to support indigenous peoples in North Dakota). If you would like to 
accept an offer that includes this fee but don’t have the financial resources to do so, please contact WPLC 
and we can assist with finding funds to cover it. 
 
An element of this type of agreement is that prosecutors do reserve the right to reopen and prosecute the 
case if a new arrest comes to their attention during the time period specified in the agreement. Because 
these diversions do not require a guilty plea, if the case is brought back to life you would then be back at 
the same place and with all the same options available to you as if you had not agreed to the pretrial 
diversion (you could still negotiate a plea agreement or fight your case and take it to trial at that time). 
 
As of April 24, 2018, 106 Water Protectors have accepted Pretrial Diversions. 
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Impact on Future Civil Claims: 
WPLC’s cooperating civil attorneys are in the process of preparing a class action lawsuit regarding the 
arrests on October 22, 2016. They and other attorneys have also been discussing potential civil claims with 
certain people who were arrested on October 27, 2016, and other dates. Accepting a plea agreement or 
pretrial diversion could result in you not being able to be included in these potential lawsuits. 
 
If you were injured by law enforcement at Standing Rock during the fall or winter of 2016-2017, or if you 
were arrested on October 22, 2016, you can contact our civil litigation team here. 
 
Anyone considering a future civil claim should discuss the pros and cons of a plea or diversion agreement 
with your criminal defense attorney and with your civil attorney. 
 
Attorney Obligations: 
Lawyers have an ethical obligation to advise their clients as to what, in their opinion, is the least risky 
course of action. They also must always relay the details of any plea offers to their clients. Like all 
decisions about litigation, the decision about whether or not to accept a plea always remains solely with the 
client. 
 
There are often very good reasons to encourage a client to accept a plea offer or a pretrial diversion, or to 
encourage them to reject a plea or diversion and take their case to trial. Factors to weigh include: the terms 
of the plea or other pretrial agreement being offered, what risks or possible harms that particular client 
faces given their individual circumstances, the maximum penalties they face, the strength of the case 
against them, and the availability and interest of each client to engage in ongoing court dates or trial (which 
in these cases may involve a significant amount of travel back to North Dakota). Decisions about whether 
or not to accept an offer can be very emotional and difficult to make. It is always an individual and deeply 
personal choice and ultimately each Water Protector must make their own decisions about it. 
 
If you feel that your attorney is inappropriately pressuring you to accept a plea agreement that you do not 
want, please call the WPLC hotline at (701) 566-9108 and we will do our best to find you a new lawyer at 
no cost to you. 
 
Upcoming Trials: 
WPLC is continuing to actively support and represent Water Protectors who have chosen not to accept any 
offered plea agreement, or who have not been offered plea agreements. Over the next several months, there 
are 144 trials scheduled, from arrest dates including the mass arrests at Last Child Camp (February 1, 2017) 
and the eviction of Oceti Šakowiŋ camp (February 23, 2017). Please check our website and Facebook 
pages regularly for news about these cases. 
 
WPLC remains committed to supporting Water Protectors in fighting their Standing Rock cases and we 
continue to advocate for the best possible range of options for Water Protectors to choose from to 
successfully resolve their cases. If you were arrested in relation to water protector activities at the Standing 
Rock ceremonial encampments and you do not have a lawyer, or if you need help getting in touch with 
your lawyer, please call the WPLC hotline at (701) 566-9108 or email 
WPCriminalDefense@protonmail.com. We will be happy to help you arrange for an effective lawyer to 
represent you at no cost to you. Our goal is to ensure that everyone facing charges as a result of the DAPL 
resistance has excellent legal representation. 
 
April 28th - U.S. Appeals Court to Hear Arguments for Last Connection of Controversial Dakota 
Access Pipeline 
by Staff (Native News Online) 
A three-judge panel of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit will hear oral arguments Monday on 
the appeal of a decision made by U.S. District Court Judge Shelly Dick to grant a preliminary injunction to 
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halt construction on the portion of the Bayou Bridge pipeline that crosses the Atchafalaya Basin, a National 
Heritage Area synonymous with Louisiana crawfish production. 
 
Bayou Bridge Pipeline, LLC, a partnership between Energy Transfer Partners and Phillips 66, has been 
rushing to construct its controversial 162-mile crude oil pipeline through the Basin ever since the Fifth 
Circuit granted a motion for stay last month that suspended Judge Dick’s February ruling. 
 
Despite elevated water levels and the myriad issues caused by construction during high water periods, 
crews have been working aggressively to clear trees. In recent court filings, Bayou Bridge Pipeline, LLC 
confirmed that it mobilized crews in the Basin just two days after the stay was issued on March 13 — 12 
acres have since been cleared, and another 11 acres were planned for clearing by April 30. 
 
“Pipeline companies typically have built their pipelines during the low water season, late summer and fall, 
to minimize damage to the Atchafalaya Basin wetlands,” said Dean Wilson, executive director of 
Atchafalaya Basinkeeper. “Bayou Bridge has shown, once again, unethical behavior, when they decided to 
move forward with construction of their pipeline during the high water season that usually runs from 
February until late July. Their open trenches and clearing of trees has the potential to fill hundreds of acres 
by sending sediment deep into the Basin’s swamp.” 
 
Judge Dick granted the preliminary injunction halting construction in the Atchafalaya Basin to prevent 
irreparable harm to ancient cypress and tupelo trees that provide habitat for migratory birds, bears, bats and 
numerous other wildlife. Judge Dick found that the plaintiffs — Atchafalaya Basinkeeper, the Louisiana 
Crawfish Producers Association — West, Gulf Restoration Network, Waterkeeper Alliance and Sierra 
Club, represented by Earthjustice — were likely to succeed on the merits of their case and that construction 
would irreparably damage the sensitive ecosystems of the Basin. The plaintiffs filed a legal challenge to the 
Bayou Bridge pipeline on January 11 in the U.S. District Court for the Middle District. 
 
“When Energy Transfer Partners used a similar tactic to rush construction of the Rover pipeline, they 
caused 2.2 million gallons in spills of drilling fluids, industrial waste and/or sediment, amassing more than 
100 violations/non-compliance incidents and four stop work orders for their failure to comply with 
environmental regulations designed to protect streams, rivers, wetlands, drinking water and public safety,” 
said Donna Lisenby, Clean & Safe Energy Campaign Manager of Waterkeeper Alliance. “It would appear 
they are rushing to clear trees in the Basin before the courts have a chance to stop them,” she concluded. 
 
“At some point in Louisiana, we need to decide that our irreplaceable natural resources are more important 
than an out-of-state company’s profits,” said Julie DesOrmeaux Rosenzweig, Sierra Club Delta Chapter 
Director. “We hope the appellate court agrees with the lower court, who had the benefit of hearing expert 
testimony first-hand, that the land being cleared for an unnecessary pipeline is a treasure worth protecting.” 
 
24 Apr - Leonard Peltier’s Legal Team Under Attack 
The following is from one of Leonard Peltier’s direct supporters. 
 
MORE: 
I had planned to send out our bi-weekly newsletter Saturday after I had my legal visit with Leonard. I 
always want him to have a chance to send you his personal thoughts and greetings. However, I didn't get to 
visit Leonard as after filing my papers and stating I was there for a legal visit I was asked to turn my 
pockets out and be tested for illegal substances. I didn't think anything about the request and the machine 
indicated a positive response! I said it must be a mistake as I had just washed and pressed my pants for the 
visit. The officer said he would clear the machine and re-swab my pockets, and again it indicated a positive 
response and I was denied a visit and told to wait for the Lieutenant for further information. 
 
I was very upset and explained that I did not do drugs or smoke any illegal substances and that my 
office/house was a Drug Free Zone. In about 40 minutes the Lieutenant came out and said due to a double 
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positive I would be denied visitation with Leonard for 30 days. I told him what I had told the officer and 
the Lieutenant said, “Oh we don't think you do drugs nor are we implying that you do. But you could have 
come in contact with some dirty money or been in a gas station or someplace where drugs might have been. 
You may visit Mr. Peltier after 5/22.” As soon as I left the prison I called our lawyer, Mr. David Frankel 
and explained what had happened. 
 
Mr. Frankel is very concerned as this is the second time (Jan. 21, 2018) in 3 months that this has happened 
when I went to see Leonard on a legal visit. Frankel feels I am being targeted as a way to disrupt 
communication between Leonard and his legal team. It is impossible for Frankel to travel on an ongoing 
basis from his office to the prison. And my role as his paralegal is to be the person that maintains the 
communication between him and Leonard. 
 
Needless to say, Leonard was very upset and agrees with Frankel that his legal team is being targeted. And 
we are working on strategies to counteract this attack. We will keep you updated as this progresses forward. 
 
26 Apr - Still-Imprisoned 1968 Columbia Student Strike Committee Leader David 
Gilbert's "Memories of the Columbia Strike"  
In the spring of 1968, as the representative of the 1968 Columbia Student Strike Committee, David Gilbert 
spoke at the Strike Committee's "Counter-Commencement" event in early June 1968.  
 
MORE: 
Imprisoned excessively since October 1981 in New York State as a result of his participation in a politically-motivated 
action in Nyack, New York, 1968 Columbia Student Strike Committee Leader Gilbert recently shared his memories of 
what happened on Columbia University's campus in the spring of 1968, by writing the following words in his prison 
cell, 50 years after the Columbia Student Revolt: 
 
We responded to a high tide of struggle in a world of searing injustices and bright hopes for change. The 
immediate context entailed two giant events. On 1/31/68, the Vietnamese launched the Tet Offensive, with 
attacks in almost every major city there, showing that the U.S invasion would never subdue them. On 
4/4/68, Martin Luther King, Jr., was assassinated, setting off Black uprisings in over 100 cities. These 
burning issues of the day had many concrete expressions locally. Having worked on those concerns at 
Columbia for years, I was elated to see an eruption of mass militancy that might make some sorely needed 
changes happen. 
 
I had graduated in 1966 but stayed in touch with the SDS chapter. As it happened, about two weeks earlier 
I got busted at a downtown demonstration – jumped by police for exercising my constitutional right to 
peacefully picket. With those charges pending, I was overly cautious in not occupying a building. When I 
heard that the Black students had asked whites to leave Hamilton Hall, I was pleased that those exiting 
responded by seizing other buildings. 
 
The central role of the Student Afro-American Society wasn’t just an inspired moment but came out of the 
organizing work they’d been doing, which was especially courageous given that Black students were such a 
small minority back then. Their strong relationship with groups in Harlem who were fighting the gym was 
a key. Many white students, even with a passion for fighting racism, found it hard to recognize Black 
leadership and support self-determination. And, despite the outstanding roles of many women, leadership 
and even who was heard in discussions was terribly male dominated. We still had a lot to learn about 
racism, sexism, and class elitism within ourselves. At the same time, taking principled action against the 
power structure is the best way to move forward. 
 
A Black only building with others seized in solidarity made perfect sense to me as someone who admired 
Malcolm X and had supported the Black Power movement. But like many others, it wasn’t until later that I 
understood fully the pivotal role that the Black students had played. Looking back, I realize that when I was 
asked by the strike coordinating committee to carry out some functions, I didn’t know and didn’t ask if this 
decision had been worked out and agreed upon with Hamilton Hall. 
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The night after the occupation began, I was sent to represent the strike to the faculty assembly, which was 
insisting on a campus vote on how to proceed. Some faculty were scandalized when I said that our 
understanding of democracy insisted on the Vietnamese and the people of Harlem having a vote in 
decisions that affected them most of all. Later on, I climbed in and out of a couple of buildings to facilitate 
strategy discussions, monitored police activity, and handled some communications with the outside world. 
Joe Barthel and I conducted a post-bust press conference where we faced a fire storm of hostility from the 
“objective” media. 
 
The strike could be so successful because of the years of persistent organizing around both racism and the 
war, including a long train of requests and demonstrations asking the Columbia administration to end these 
travesties. The first time the university disciplined me, about 4 years earlier, was when we tried to organize 
a boycott in support of the predominantly Black and Latin cafeteria workers’ effort to unionize. Later, we 
joined tenant protests against Columbia University, one of the biggest slumlords in New York City. We had 
raised concerns about war research in the science and engineering departments, and we actively tried to 
disrupt CIA and military industrial complex recruitment on campus. (We were completely committed to 
free speech, and we felt an urgent moral imperative to stop criminal organizations from recruiting 
operatives for mass murder and torture.) A wide majority of students supported our demands around IDA 
and the gym, which showed that with consistent organizing and catalyzing action many people can be won 
to opposing oppression and injustice. While some moderates felt our demands were too radical, these were 
but two examples of the many more, extensive ways the university functioned as an institution of war and 
racism. 
 
Despite our serious shortcomings, there is a lot to affirm. For me, the Columbia strike was a high point in 
the student protests of the sixties as an elite institution completely integral to the prevailing social structure, 
was shut down from within in solidarity with the oppressed. Such effective collective action and the sense 
of a community-of-resistance that went with it felt great. Columbia also became an inspiration for scores of 
other campuses to intensify their efforts around racism and the war. The way the strike revolved around 
solidarity with Harlem and Vietnam pointed to an understanding that white supremacy and global 
domination are two fundamental aspects of one, intolerably inhumane, system – and that those who care 
and are aware can make a difference. 
 
27 Apr - New Federal Prison Policies May Put Books and Email on Ice 
The Federal Bureau of Prisons (BOP) is quietly rolling out a pair of new policies that could restrict access 
to books and communications for the system's nearly 200,000 prisoners. 
 
MORE: 
by Lauren Gill (In Justice Today) 
The first of the new policies bans all books from being sent into federal facilities from outside sources 
including Amazon and Barnes & Noble. These retailers are usually the only means by which prisoners can 
receive books because most facilities reject reading material sent from individuals or small bookstores due 
to regulations aimed at eliminating contraband. 
 
Now, prisoners instead will have to submit a request to purchase books — a limit of five per order —
 through an ordering system in which they must pay exorbitant prices and don’t have the option to buy 
cheaper used paperbacks. In addition, prisoners must pay a 30 percent tax plus shipping cost, according to 
prisoners and memos distributed in at least three BOP facilities. Under the new protocol, a book purchased 
from Amazon for as little as $11.76, with shipping included, could cost more than $26. 
 
The new books policy has yet to be implemented BOP-wide but it has been in effect in the United States 
Penitentiary in Atwater, California, since October 11, 2017, according to Atwater officials. And it has been 
in place at the Victorville Federal Correctional Institution (FCI) since February 24, 2018, according to a 
BOP memo obtained by the CAN-DO Foundation, a nonprofit that advocates for clemency for all 
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nonviolent drug offenders. In the memo, warden David Shinn wrote that the change was a result of 
“attempts to introduce narcotics … unauthorized positive urinalysis; inmate on inmate assaults; and inmate 
on staff assaults.” Three prisoners incarcerated at FCI Victorville told In Justice Today that the new policy 
has resulted in a massive price increase for books as well as months of wait time between orders. 
 
“One friend of mine bought two $4.99 books and the price ended up being $42 total,” said one prisoner, 
who requested not to be named out of fear of retribution from prison officials. “Plus, the books take months 
to arrive.” 
 
The warden of the Coleman Correctional Complex in Florida sent a similar memo to prisoner in March 
advising that the policy will go into effect in May. 
 
“Effective Monday, May 14, 2018, books from a publisher, book club, bookstore, or friends and family will 
no longer be accepted through the mail,” reads the memo from warden R.C. Cheatham which was first 
obtained by the Families Against Mandatory Minimums organization (FAMM). “Books will be rejected by 
mailroom staff and returned to sender.” 
 
The BOP’s new policy is likely to be harmful because books are a critical part of the rehabilitation process, 
allowing prisoners to learn and develop new skills. A 2013 RAND study found that prisoners who received 
education in prison had 43 percent lower odds of recidivating than those who did not. “Your books are 
everything,” Amy Povah, a formerly incarcerated person and CAN-DO founder, told In Justice Today. “It’s 
what keeps you going.” 
 
Clarence Remble, a prisoner who is serving a 36-year sentence at Victorville, told In Justice Today that 
steep prices and lengthy wait times have meant that he and other prisoners have stopped ordering books 
altogether. 
 
“The fox is not worth the chase so I and others no longer order books cause they cost too much,” he said. 
 
When asked about the book policy at Coleman during a BOP house oversight hearing on April 17, BOP 
Director Mark Inch claimed he hadn’t seen the memo and then stumbled through an unintelligible 
explanation of it. 
 
“The memo you’re looking at, I’ve not actually seen that memo but the work that we are doing on 
combating the introduction of contraband into our facilities addresses multiple ways of materials are 
brought into our facilities as we look and pilot different ways to (inaudible) contraband,” he said. 
 
Inch argued that prisoners can access books through recreational and legal libraries. But CAN-DO’s Povah 
says that library selections are mostly limited to Harlequin romance novels and fiction by the likes of 
Stephen King and John Grisham. 
 
BOP told FAMM it is planning to write a “new memo” due to the criticism it received after news of the 
Coleman memo broke in the Miami New Times in early April, according to FAMM’s president, Kevin 
Ring. But prisoners in both Coleman and Victorville say they haven’t heard anything about a change in —
 or reversal of — the memo. 
 
BOP did not return requests for comment from In Justice Today. 
 
In the second new directive, BOP is placing new limits on prisoner communications that will greatly affect 
who they can talk to on the outside. Under this policy, no two prisoners are allowed to have the same 
person on their contact list in prison email system, known as CorrLinks, according to memos circulated 
circulated in Coleman, Victorville, and California’s Dublin Federal Correctional Institution. 
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“An inmate’s contact list may not possess another inmate’s immediate family member, friend, or contact 
located on the inmate’s approved list,” reads the March 22 Dublin memo, adding it will make exceptions 
for “attorneys, clerks of the court, and other contacts approved on a case-by-case basis.” 
 
The new CorrLinks policy is already in effect at Victorville and USP Atwater, and Povah said she has 
received five notices stating that she had been removed from prisoners’ contact lists. The policy is slated to 
go into effect in Dublin on April 23 and Coleman on May 14. 
 
Advocates say that the rule will cut off prisoners from communicating with advocates, pen pals, family 
members, friends, and journalists who are in touch with multiple prisoners in one facility. 
 
“This will prevent us from assisting prisoners or learning about the very abuses we are discussing now,” 
Povah said. “It’s as if they want to cut prisoners off from the outside world altogether.” 
 
May 3rd - Federal prisons abruptly cancel policy that made it harder, costlier for inmates to get books 
by Ann E. Marimow (Washington Post) 
Federal prison officials abruptly reversed a controversial policy Thursday that had made it harder and more 
expensive for thousands of inmates to receive books by banning direct delivery through the mail from 
publishers, bookstores and book clubs. 
 
The restrictions were already in place in facilities in Virginia and California and were set to start this month 
at a prison in Florida. 
 
Under the rules, inmates in at least four facilities were required to order books only through a prison-
approved vendor and, at three of the prisons, to pay an extra 30 percent markup. 
 
The reversal came after two days’ of inquiries from The Washington Post asking about the vendor, the 
markup and the rationale for the restriction. 
 
Prison officials said in an email Thursday that the bureau had rescinded the memos and will review the 
policy to “ensure we strike the right balance between maintaining the safety and security of our institutions 
and inmate access to correspondence and reading materials.” 
 
Officials declined to identify the vendor and explain the costs added to the book purchase prices. 
 
For months, the restrictions meant inmates could not have books shipped free from friends and relatives but 
also could not have books sent directly from online retailers like Amazon.com or book clubs. Using online 
retailers or book clubs are two avenues many facilities employ as a way to preserve access but reduce 
opportunities to alter books or use them to smuggle drugs and other contraband. 
 
“You shouldn’t have to be rich to read,” said Tara Libert, whose D.C.-based Free Minds Book Club has 
had reading material returned from two California prisons in recent months and has stopped shipping to 
two others because of the policy. 
 
The head of the federal prison system said during a congressional committee hearing in April that he was 
not aware of the memos his wardens issued restricting book deliveries and that he would clear up any 
“misperception” that prison officials are withholding books. 
 
Concerns from House Judiciary Committee Democrats were stirred when lawmakers learned of the policy 
at one Florida facility; however, memos showed the practice extending elsewhere in the country. 
 
Michelle Bonner, executive director of the DC Corrections Information Council, which monitors facilities 
where District residents are locked up, said limiting book-buying options for inmates stifles “their ability to 
access information and their ability to better themselves with books.” 
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Libert said she was thrilled to learn from The Post about the reversal Thursday and that federal prison 
officials “recognized the importance of having unfettered access to books.” 
 
She also said she planned to remain vigilant to ensure “this is a firm commitment and that they truly 
understand the educational and rehabilitative impact of books.” 
 
The statement from the Federal Bureau of Prisons public affairs office on Thursday, while pulling back the 
policy, noted that “inmate purchased books provide an avenue for introduction of contraband.” 
 
In announcing the policy in March at the United States Penitentiary Lee in Southwestern Virginia, the 
warden described the “heightened mail monitoring procedures” as necessary to block attempts to smuggle 
in drugs through the mail and said the policy would “increase the safety and security of staff and inmates.” 
 
It was unclear Thursday how quickly the message from Washington would filter out to the prison facilities 
throughout the country. 
 
“We are working with the wardens to ensure they are clear that we are not implementing restrictions on 
book ordering at this time and we will follow up as soon as all issues have been addressed,” a bureau 
spokesman said. 
 
Last year, the New York State corrections department implemented new restrictions on packages for 
inmates, including used books, as part of an effort to combat contraband in state prisons. The policy 
required inmates to order through a small number of state-approved vendors. Gov. Andrew M. Cuomo 
quickly rescinded the pilot program after an outcry from families and prison reform advocates. 
 
Memos from individual wardens to their inmates had described the restriction and how inmates would need 
to adjust their book buying. 
 
The memos outlined a cumbersome seven-step ordering process that required inmates to submit their 
requests with the book title, author — and esoteric 13-digit ISBN number of each volume. 
 
The costs to the inmate included a 30 percent markup, according to memos for USP Atwater, the Central 
Valley facility in California with 1,200 inmates, and USP Lee, which has about 1,300 inmates. 
 
Book orders had been processed weekly and inmates were limited to five softcover books per mailing, 
according to the memos, first reported by In Justice Today and obtained by the nonprofit CAN-DO, which 
advocates clemency for nonviolent drug offenders. 
 
At the D.C. Jail, officials allow delivery of newspapers, newsletters and softcover books directly from a 
publisher, bookstore, book club and community-based organization. 
 
Amy Lopez, the former head of educational programs for the Bureau of Prisons during the final months of 
the Obama administration, reviewed the book-ordering procedures this week and said she is concerned the 
limits will significantly slow down the distribution of books in prisons and contribute to reduced literacy. 
 
“When you restrict reading materials, you’re contributing to lower literacy rates and it limits inmates’ 
connections with the community,” said Lopez, who is now overseeing education at the D.C. Department of 
Corrections. 
 
The policy already was cutting off access to educational programs like the Free Minds Book Club, whose 
members are D.C. residents locked up in federal facilities throughout the country. The group’s 600 
members in about 50 prisons receive a dozen titles a year, and have most recently read “Hidden Figures” 
and the memoir “I Am Malala.” 
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The program pays for the books and ships directly through Amazon. (Amazon chief executive Jeffrey P. 
Bezos owns The Washington Post.) 
 
Inmates answer book-discussion questions and correspond with the nonprofit’s staff members. 
 
With limited access to book reviews, inmates often don’t know which titles to choose, making the 
directive’s requirement that inmates proactively pick titles more problematic, Libert said. 
 
At a congressional hearing last month, lawmakers pressed the Trump administration to rollback the new 
orders and ensure the policy is not being adopted throughout the system that houses about 184,000 inmates. 
 
Bureau of Prisons Director Mark S. Inch suggested the restrictions were one way individual prisons are 
trying to stop people from bringing contraband into secure facilities. 
 
Rep. Jerry Nadler (D-N.Y.) said the book-ordering limits seem to be at odds with the bureau’s mission to 
rehabilitate and educate inmates, and that it would be particularly damaging for indigent prisoners. 
 
“Can you make sure that people who don’t have money have access to books?” Nadler asked the director. 
 
Inch assured lawmakers that inmates still have access to books through prison libraries. 
 
“I will certainly communicate if there’s a misperception that we are withholding educational, recreational 
books, legal books of any form, because that’s certainly not the case,” Inch said. 
 
House Democratic lawmakers said Thursday that in the two weeks since that hearing, they had not received 
a follow-up response from federal prison officials. 
 
30 Apr - Reality Winner’s Defense Severely Hindered As Judge Rejects Nearly All 
Subpoenas 
A federal judge denied forty of the forty-one requests for subpoenas, which the defense for Reality Winner 
submitted. 
 
MORE: 
by Kevin Gosztola (Shadowproof) 
Winner is a former NSA contractor accused of mailing a classified document on alleged Russian hacking of 
voter registration systems to The Intercept. She was charged with violating the Espionage Act and is 
currently in detention at the Lincolnton County Jail in Georgia, where she awaits trial. 
 
The defense sought subpoenas for information from the CIA, Defense Department, National Archives 
Records Administration, National Security Council, the Office of the Director of National Intelligence, 
Homeland Security Department, and White House. They wanted records from the states, which DHS 
claimed had their voting registration systems allegedly hacked by Russians. 
 
However, prosecutors argued the subpoenas to “numerous federal agencies for a wide array of generically 
described material” would amount to an “unchecked fishing expedition.” This would be an “oppressive and 
frivolous waste of government resources.” 
 
Judge Brian Epps essentially bought all of the arguments of prosecutors. On April 27, he rejected forty 
subpoenas as “overly broad.” Epps contended they fall short of the “specificity requirement.” 
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“None of the requests specify particular books, papers, documents, data, or other objects to be offered into 
evidence at trial,” Epps contended. “Instead, the requests are scattershot, dragnet attempts to discover 
evidence not presently known to exist.” 
 
Only one subpoena for a spreadsheet from an unidentified agency was approved. 
 
“I am outraged, once again, by the ruling from the court,” Billie Winner-Davis declared. “By denying the 
defense the access to information and evidence they need to defend my daughter Reality, it appears to me 
that the court is cutting off their ability to develop and mount any kind of defense.” 
 
“Over and over, I have seen rulings like this coming out of this court, and it saddens me that she is not 
being treated fairly by our court system. I once had faith in our government and our judicial system but 
having to live through this has completely changed my views.” 
 
She added, “I am so afraid for my daughter and what is happening to her. I hope others are seeing it too.” 
 
John Kiriakou, a former CIA officer who was the target of a leak prosecution and was sentenced to 30 
months in prison, told Shadowproof he was disgusted that Winner is being denied the ability to defend 
herself. 
 
“Federal prosecutors frequently appeal to judges to keep information in national security cases classified 
even when it isn’t and when it is necessary for a defendant’s case,” Kiriakou said. “All 75 motions for 
declassification in my case were denied.” 
 
“My attorney said it best: ‘We just don’t have a defense now.’ And that’s exactly what the Justice 
Department wants. It wants to deny Reality Winner the ability to defend herself.” 
 
Kiriakou accepted a plea deal because of the many roadblocks created by prosecutors and the court. 
 
Winner’s defense hoped to subpoena information from cybersecurity companies and organizations, like 
CrowdStrike, FireEye, F-Secure Corporation, and TrendMicro. But the judge rejected these subpoena 
requests. 
 
To help the defense make its case, J. William Leonard, former director of the Information Security 
Oversight Office (ISOO), took the stand during an April 23 hearing for three hours. 
 
Leonard previously provided expert advice or testimony in the case against NSA whistleblower Thomas 
Drake. He also worked for the Defense Department and developed policies to prevent leaks, ensure leaks 
were investigated, and curtail the overclassification of information. He reviewed information sought from 
government agencies through subpoenas and found such records are crucial to determine whether the 
“intelligence reporting” in the document Winner allegedly disclosed is “national defense information.” 
 
For Winner to be convicted of violating the Espionage Act, the prosecution is supposed to prove she 
released “national defense information.” 
 
Leonard wrote in a declaration that the government’s theory around “national defense information” in the 
document depends upon whether the information is, in fact, accurate. 
 
He noted high-government officials in President Donald Trump’s administration have made statements 
“undermining the veracity of the information” she allegedly released. If the information is inaccurate, the 
government’s contention that “its disclosure could harm the national security of the United States would be 
severely undermined.” 
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The “national defense information” should be “closely held,” especially if it is top secret information. But 
if the government disclosed this information to state governments or others in organizations that do not 
have security clearances, then the information cannot be “closely held.” That would undermine the 
prosecution’s case against Winner. 
 
Apparently, the hearing in which Leonard testified became frustrating as Epps maintained the defense had 
not addressed what the subpoenas were for specifically. A presentation lasting several hours was provided 
to the court, which should have covered specificity as well as why the requested records were relevant to 
the defense. But the judge still denied nearly all the subpoena requests 
 
Epps mentioned in the conclusion that the prosecution “agreed” to expand discovery obligations to 
“accomplish key objectives” Winner had in “serving subpoenas on the designated federal agencies.” It is 
unclear whether this will help the defense obtain any of the records it wanted. 
 
The trial for Reality Winner is scheduled for October 15. Winner has been jailed without bail for 331 days. 
 
30 Apr - Mumia Abu-Jamal Update 
Mumia and his legal team are fighting to make sure he gets a new trial. 
 
MORE: 
Report From Courtroom of Judge Tucker 
"In its failure to recognize that Ronald Castille played an active role in pursuing the execution of Mumia 
Abu-Jamal the new District Attorney's office headed by Larry Krasner, is failing to do what justice 
requires.  It is continuing the position of his predecessors, to the satisfaction of the Fraternal Order of 
Police." Bret Grote, Esq. Abolitionist Law Center Legal Director 
  
Yesterday Tracey Kavanaugh, the Assistant District Attorney assigned to Mumia's case  appeared before 
the court.  She represented to Philadelphia Common Pleas Court Judge Leon Tucker that the District 
Attorney's Office has conducted an extensive search and still has been unable to find the missing memo 
from then-DA Ronald Castille in which he sought updates on the status of every capital case from 
Philadelphia in early 1990. She also made clear that the new District Attorney for Philadelphia (sworn in 
January 2018), Larry Krasner, has kept the same position as his predecessor: that former District Attorney 
Castille did not have personal involvement in a critical decision in Abu-Jamal's case, and that the 
Philadelphia DA's office lead by Krasner opposes the pending Post Convcition Relief Application (PCRA) 
seeking reinstatement of Abu-Jamal's appellate rights. If these rights were reinstated he would be granted a 
hearing on whether there was sufficient cause to issue an order for a new trial on his criminal conviction.  
Mumia has spent 37 years in prison for the killing of a police officer in Philadelphia in 1981, a crime for 
which he has maintainted his innocence.  He is currently serving a life sentence at SCI Mahanoy in 
Frackville PA.  
 
Abu-Jamal's counsel, Sam Spital from the NAACP Legal Defense Fund, argued forcefully in court today 
that Ronald Castille did in fact make a critical decision in the Abu-Jamal case when he advocated to 
Governor Robert Casey in 1990, that the Governor should expedite the litigation in all capital cases by 
signing the death warrants at the soonest possible time. 
  
Castille explicitly asked the Governor to do this in the case of Leslie Beasley, who was convicted of killing 
a police officer, to show to "all police killers that the death penalty means something in Pennsylvania." 
Mumia was still on direct appeal when Castille made this policy decision to enlist the Governor's support in 
expediting the litigation by signing of death warrants, meaning that it was the policy of Castille's office to 
seek the immediate signing of a death warrant upon completion of Abu-Jamal's appeal.  We know Castille 
was actively tracking every capital case in his office, including Abu-Jamal's, and vigorously defending the 
convictions and sentences and pushing for execution of each capital case defendant, including Abu-Jamal. 
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Counsel for Abu-Jamal are now permitted to take the deposition of former ADA Gaele Barthold 
McLaughlin, and will file an amended PCRA by July 9. The DA has been ordered to respond to that filing 
by August 9. The next hearing in this matter is scheduled for August 30 in Judge Tucker's courtroom in 
Philadelphia. 
 
April 30th - Why my brother, Mumia Abu-Jamal, should be set free 
by Keith Cook (Philadelphia Inquirer) 
I was stationed in Europe 37 years ago when I received the call that all black families dread. My little 
brother, Mumia Abu-Jamal, had been shot by the police and was fighting for his life. 
 
Mumia was the kindest and gentlest of my five siblings. At the time, he had been working two jobs to 
support his wife and children and honing his distinctive voice as a radio journalist-. He was a rising star, 
and the pride of our family. 
 
Dedicated to truth, Mumia used his radio show to expose police brutality, housing discrimination, and City 
Hall corruption. Philadelphia magazine had just heralded him as one of  “81 People to Watch” and 
Columbia University had given him the prestigious Major Armstrong Award for his radio editorial on the 
pope’s visit to Philadelphia. 
 
Contemplating the painful reality of black life in America, I flew home immediately. 
 
I arrived to a bad situation. My brother lay unconscious, handcuffed to a hospital bed, and accused of 
killing Daniel Faulkner. 
 
Faulkner was a white police officer; my brother a black man on the scene. It seemed that nothing else 
mattered. 
 
The police labeled him a cop killer. Journalists and politicians buried his humanity. And Judge Albert F. 
Salbo — who, according to a 1992 Inquirer report, presided over 31 cases  that resulted in the imposition of 
the death penalty — convicted and sentenced him to death in the absence of material evidence. 
 
The conflicting and recanted testimonies and absence of a motive didn’t matter. 
 
It didn’t matter that four witnesses told police that the shooter fled the scene. 
 
Nor did it matter that a Justice Department investigation had just concluded that the level of police 
corruption “shocks the conscience.” 
 
Still, Mumia maintained his innocence. 
 
In 1995, an international movement stopped his state execution. In 2011, his death sentence was declared 
unconstitutional; and now a pending court order demanding that the DA release all the files in his case 
could open the path to his freedom. 
 
In opposition, the officer’s widow, Maureen Faulkner, has asserted that the police are victims of the legal 
system and that the appellate process is a gravy train for criminals. 
 
Yet, the incestuous nature of the District Attorney’s Office and appellate judges tells a different story. In 
Philly, prosecutors who convict defendants often become the judges who deny their appeals. 
 
This miscarriage of justice brings Mumia to court Monday. He seeks relief on the basis of Williams v. 
Pennsylvania, where the Supreme Court ruled that one person, Ron Castille, should not be both prosecutor 
and judge in the same case. 
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I believe Castille double-dipped in Mumia’s case. Before he became a Pennsylvania Supreme Court justice, 
he was Philly’s district attorney. As such, Castille helped prosecute Mumia in the city’s most famous case. 
Later, as a judge, he denied Mumia’s appeal. In the 1990s, Mumia’s lawyers asked for Castille’s recusal. 
The judge had been funded and named Man of the Year by the Fraternal Order of Police (FOP), an 
organization invested in Mumia’s conviction and execution. He refused to recuse himself. 
 
Despite these violations, Mrs. Faulkner is calling on elected officials to turn their backs on the constitution 
and block Mumia’s due process. 
 
Our family empathizes with Mrs. Faulkner’s pain. But we regret that the police have manipulated her thirst 
for vengeance all these years in order to conceal the truth about who killed Officer Faulkner. 
 
Photos taken by a freelance photographer, Pedro Polakoff, appear to show police cooking up the crime 
scene in Mumia’s case. In the photos, Officer James Forbes, who testified in court that he properly handled 
the two guns allegedly retrieved at the scene, is seen holding the weapons with bare hands. 
 
In 1995, amidst another scandal of police corruption, then-District Attorney Lynne Abraham told the Legal 
Intelligencer that her office would “discard any cases where evidence surfaces that even one of the officers 
involved in an investigation lied in court or in written reports.” 
 
We call on District Attorney Larry Krasner to honor his predecessors’ promise and stay true to his own 
pledge to right the wrongs of his office: Do your part to help free my brother, Mumia. 
 
 
30 Apr - A Note on Recent FBI Visits in Seattle 
On Friday April 27th, FBI agents visited at least three houses in Seattle and left business cards with the 
names of individuals they wanted to talk to written on the back. 
 
MORE: 
At one house the agents picked packages up on the porch and pretended to be delivery people in order to 
confirm the identities of those living there. When it became clear they were not delivery people the door 
was quickly slammed in their faces. 
 
These visits have become a yearly ritual. In the week before May Day, the feds do the rounds to make sure 
that everyone knows they are watching. We should see this for what it is – an intimidation tactic and part of 
a strategy of repression designed to scare people out of organizing. It is important to take visits like this 
seriously, but their predictability also makes it fairly clear that they are mostly intended to make people feel 
afraid. 
 
We are sharing this information here because we believe that communicating about repression is essential 
to keeping each other safe and to ensuring that it does not achieve it’s desired end – leaving communities 
feeling isolated and afraid. A similar report written last year in the days leading up to the 1st provided some 
helpful advice: 

“Remember that the FBI already knows that they have talked to you – telling your comrades about what 
happened is the safest thing to do. Also know that often when the FBI flex and try to intimidate someone, it’s not 
necessarily because they have dirt on you; they are hoping to scare you into admitting something they don’t yet know. 
Don’t let the Feds or any other pigs intimidate you out of fighting back. Make good decisions, read up on security 
culture (read here or listen here ) and tech security precautions (here and here ) Remember that the communities that 
are safest from repression are the ones in which people communicate, support and treat each other well. Don’t talk to 
the police ever!” 
 
1 May - Former Black Panther Romaine ‘Chip’ Fitzgerald seeks parole after 49 years 
behind bars 
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On April 26, former Black Panther Herman Bell was released from prison in New York State after 45 
years. That leaves at least 10 surviving members of the Black Panther Party behind bars, including 
Romaine “Chip” Fitzgerald, who is currently held at the California State Prison-Los Angeles. 
 
MORE: 
by Ann Garrison (San Francisco Bay View) 
Fitzgerald’s next parole hearing is scheduled for May 4. 
 
Fitzgerald was convicted of murdering a security guard and attempting to murder a highway patrolman 
after he and fellow Panthers were stopped for a broken tail light in 1969. He pled innocent at the time but 
has since changed that plea to “no contest.” He has spent 49 years behind bars, more time than any other 
former Panther. I spoke to his friend Arthur League, a former Panther who lives in the San Francisco Bay 
Area. 
 
Ann Garrison (AG): Arthur, why hasn’t your friend Chip Fitzgerald been paroled, despite eligibility, for 
so many years? 
Arthur League (AL): Well, his case has been handled so much differently than those of other people with 
similar cases that you can only draw one conclusion: It’s because he was a member of the Black Panther 
Party. Chip’s been in prison for 49 years, but there’re people who’ve been convicted of multiple murders 
who’ve been released. 
 
Every time you raise that question, the state responds that people like Chip are just common criminals, not 
political prisoners. And I would argue that they release common criminals. 
 
People who were not members of the Black Panther Party or who were not political are released, but Chip 
and other former Panthers and political people are not released. It’s not rocket science to see the disparity 
and conclude that he’s still inside because he’s a former Panther. He’s gone to the parole board with many 
years of what’s called “clean time,” but they still haven’t released him. 
 
AG: “Clean time” meaning with no record of prison rule infractions? 
AL: Yes. 
 
AG: Chip grew up in the Los Angeles area, in Watts and Compton, and became active in the party for only 
two years before he was sentenced to death at age 20. Can you tell us about the organizing he did in the Los 
Angeles area? 
AL: Chip took a lot of responsibility for the breakfast program. He was the one who opened the facility 
where we served breakfast in Los Angeles – breakfast for children. Some of the kids who are grown up 
now still remember him. 
 
He did general party work; together we sold newspapers, organized political education classes, and 
escorted seniors to get their checks cashed so that they wouldn’t be harassed by people trying to extort 
money from them. That’s the general Panther work that we did. 
 
AG: If you listen to Chip’s 2007 voice interview on Indybay or read his letters, it’s clear that he’s still full 
of love for people, not just Black people but all oppressed people. He said he wants to go back to the 
neighborhood he worked in and talk to the youth about building community instead of fighting amongst 
themselves. Can you imagine that? 
AL: Absolutely. He took risks in prison by telling the youth there that they should be building community 
instead of gangs. 
 
AG: Chip’s trial, including jury selection, lasted only five days, and he was sentenced to death, but the 
sentence was commuted when the 1972 US Supreme Court ruled that the death penalty was “cruel and 
unusual punishment” and therefore unconstitutional because – as employed – it was racist and “arbitrary 
and capricious.” Can you tell us about Chip’s trial and his legal representation at the time? 
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AL: Well, like a lot of people without many resources, he was represented by a public defender, and public 
defenders don’t have a lot of resources to defend their clients even if they try. But for a capital trial to go on 
for basically four days – though technically I guess there was a fifth day – that kind of lets you know what 
his representation was like. 
 
He had very poor representation. Regrettably, that’s the way it was. But a four- or five-day death penalty 
case? I don’t think so. 
 
AG: And does he have legal representation for this parole hearing in the first week of May? 
AL: Yes, he does. 
 
AG: Chip mailed me a memorandum that was given to him over two weeks ago, notifying him of a list of 
“confidential information” that would be held against him at his parole hearing. It seems that anonymous, 
aka “confidential,” informants alleged that he was involved in various kinds of gang activity from March 
2010 through November 2012, before the prison hunger strike in 2013. 
 
Someone or some people seem to have reported that he was an “associate/member” of the Security Threat 
Group (STG)-I Black Panther Party, the STG-II Black Panther Party, the STG-1 Black Guerrilla Family 
and an influencer or leader of the STG-II East Coast Crips. In an allegation so racist that it should be 
illegal, someone accused him of being “influential and/or in a leadership position amongst the Black inmate 
population.” That’s actually printed on the memo from the California Department of Corrections. 
 
Chip said that all these allegations were made after a security squad discovered that Romaine Chip 
Fitzgerald was in their prison, then started closely monitoring his mail and confiscated all his property 
looking for evidence of criminal or gang activity. He said there was none, so they fabricated these 
allegations that now urgently imperil his hope of finally being paroled next week. What’s your response to 
this record attributed to anonymous informants? 
AL: From 2010 to 2012, their so-called informants were supposedly telling them that Chip was a member 
of the Black Panther Party, but the party had been dissolved 30 years earlier, in 1982. Everyone knows 
Chip was a Panther in 1969 when he was arrested. But in 2010, 2011, and 2012? Really? 
 
And he was never a member of any of those other groups, but it’s stuff like this that keeps people like Chip 
locked up for years on end. Once the lying starts, they (prison authorities) seem unable to stop, they just 
keep adding more and more, no matter how unbelievable it is. 
 
The word they love most is “anonymous.” How do you contest anonymous informants? 
 
AG: Is there anything else you’d like to say? 
AL: If Chip isn’t paroled, he should be able to win his freedom by filing a writ of habeas corpus in Los 
Angeles Superior Court saying that the parole board’s ruling is “arbitrary and capricious.” That means it’s 
based on the whim of the parole board, not on the law or his prison record. 
 
AG: Does he have the legal help he needs to do that? 
AL: Not yet, and after 49 years in prison, Chip doesn’t have resources. If anyone has legal help to offer or 
suggest, or financial resources to help pay for legal help, they can contact the editor of the San Francisco 
Bay View newspaper, editor@sfbayview.com. 
 
1 May - Criticism mounts over witnesses in trial of anti-Trump protesters 
Criticism of the US government's choice of expert witnesses in the trial of anti-fascist defendants is 
mounting. 
 
MORE: 
by Patrick Strickland (Al Jazeera) 
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On Friday, US Assistant District Attorney Jennifer Kerkhoff filed a motion naming Christina Williams, an 
analyst with the FBI, as an expert witness in the upcoming trial of six defendants on June 4.  
 
The six defendants are part of a group that includes 59 people facing hefty charges over their alleged 
involvement in protests against US President Donald Trump's inauguration. 
 
The court filing explains that Williams' expertise derives from her history of FBI work, including in 
"counter-terrorism". 
 
Much of her testimony will be largely based on her reading of four popular books, including Antifa: The 
Anti-Fascist Handbook, a recent bestseller authored by historian Mark Bray, the filing explains. 
 
Her testimony will deal with the use of black bloc, a tactic in which demonstrators dress in all black and 
conceal their identities with hoodies, ski masks, sunglasses or scarves. 
 
"In the context of the black bloc tactic, 'direct action' often refers to violent direct action because the 
purpose of the black bloc is to achieve anonymity within the group," Friday's court filing reads.  
 
Wearing all black, the filing continues, "creat[es] an environment in which it is difficult for law 
enforcement to stop and/or to arrest individual perpetrators of violence and destruction." 
 
"It is really quite absurd," author Bray told Al Jazeera by telephone. 
 
"It is interesting how history has become a sort of focal point of this case ... I think it's very much indicative 
of a lack of concrete evidence and the kind of whimsical nature of the prosecution," he added. 
 
Bray, who is also a historian of political radicalism and one of the organizers of protest movement Occupy 
Wall Street, said the government's case was "largely" based on the notion that if one wears black or covers 
their face at a protest, they "necessarily intend to commit criminal acts".  
 
But that's "not what the history says, and that's not what the book says," he concluded. 
 
The other three books identified in the court filing as evidence of Williams' expertise are The Guide: A 
Handbook on Direct Action and Activist Security, Insurrection: Citizen Challenges to Corporate Power and 
The Black Bloc Papers. 
 
Several controversial witnesses  
 
The introduction of Williams as an expert witness comes after the government's request to admit an 
anonymous undercover agent as a witness was rejected by Judge Robert Morin in March. 
 
The undercover agent, who was identified by the pseudonym, "Julie McMahon", had infiltrated protests 
involving black bloc tactics in the past. 
 
After the judge denied the introduction of the anonymous witness, the prosecution was granted an 
extension in order to find another expert witness to testify about black bloc.  
 
The defendants are facing a slew of felonies related to rioting and property damage over their alleged 
involvement in, or organizing of, demonstrations against Trump's inauguration on January 20, 2017. 
 
During the anti-fascist and anti-capitalist bloc march, the windows of some stores, including Starbucks, 
were broken.  
 
Police cordoned off participants and bystanders, attacking them with pepper spray and other weapons.  
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More than 230 people were surrounded and arrested, among them protesters, reporters, bystanders, medics 
and legal observers. Most were subsequently issued a felony rioting charge. 
 
While several defendants subsequently reached deals with authorities or had their charges dropped 
altogether, the majority were hit with additional felony charges when a superseding indictment was 
returned in April 2017. 
 
The charges carried sentences that could put defendants behind bars for several decades. 
 
In November 2017, the prosecution sparked widespread criticism when it introduced into evidence a video 
by Project Veritas, a far-right group known notorious for its dubious ethical practices while carrying out 
doing undercover research activities. 
 
The following month, a jury found the first batch of six defendants not guilty on all charges, which 
included both felonies and misdemeanors. 
 
In January, charges were dropped for 129 defendants. In a court filing at the time, US Attorneys' Office for 
DC said it would focus on the remaining 59 defendants by dropping the charges against the other 129. 
 
In February, the Partnership for Civil Justice Fund (PCJF) filed a lawsuit against DC Mayor Muriel Bowser 
and Karl Racine in the US Attorney's office seeking information about the relationship between the 
prosecutors and police and right-wing political groups, including Project Veritas.  
 
That lawsuit accuses the District of Columbia of "unlawfully" denying a request to provide information the 
PCJF sought in a Freedom of Information Act filed in November 2017.  
 
Sam Menefee-Libey, an activist with the DC Legal Posse, said the latest choice of Williams as an expert 
witness is further evidence of the government's "overreach".  
 
"It's yet another installment in the ongoing saga of the prosecution's general disregard for the professed 
standards of the criminal justice system," Menefee-Libey told Al Jazeera. 
 
"If they think that someone can read widely available books about organizing and use those books to 
prosecute people engaged in political activity, that sets a scary precedent." 
 
May 6th - CALL-IN CAMPAIGN TO #DROPJ20, MAY 10-11 
On December 21st, a jury returned a not-guilty verdict on all charges for the first six defendants in the J20 
case. Subsequently, on January 19th, 2018, the prosecution dropped charges against 129 defendants. This is 
a huge victory! But the fight isn’t over yet: 59 people still face decades in prison. The next round of trials is 
set to start on May 14th, 2018. The prosecution intentionally delayed the April trials for lack of an “expert 
witness,” essentially conceding that they can’t win the case as is. We know this is a case of political 
targeting, and we must demand that the remaining 59 defendants get their charges dropped! We are asking 
that everyone call the US Attorney’s office from 9am-6pm on 5/10/18 and 5/11/18 and tell them to DROP 
THE CHARGES against ALL the remaining defendants! 
 
Now is the time to keep up the pressure! The U.S. Attorney’s office can decide to drop these charges any 
time. Let’s make sure they can’t get any work done, show them they can’t get any work done while we let 
them know we are watching these cases. We’re asking you to keep the following people busy listening to 
our demands all day long on May 10th and 11th: 
Jennifer Kerkhoff – Lead Prosecutor, Deputy Chief of the Felony Major Crimes Trial Section 202.252.7380 
Lisa Greene – The Deputy Chief of the Superior Court Division, Kerkhoff’s direct supervisor 202.252.7485 
Richard Tischner – The Chief of the Superior Court Division, Kerkhoff’s direct supervisor 202.252.7274 
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US Attorney for DC Jessie Liu – The person in charge of the US Attorney’s office, Trump appointee 
202.252.7566 
Rizwan Qureshi - Assistant J20 prosecutor (general line - use directory/operator) 202.252.7679 
John Gidez – The Chief of the Felony Major Crimes Trial Section, Kerkhoff’s colleague 202.252.6752 
John Borchert - Assistant J20 prosecutor (esp. Dreamhost and Facebook warrants) 202.252.7679 
 
For maximum impact: make it personal. Why are you upset? How do you feel about limits on street 
protest? Tell them your opinion about police infiltration of anti-capitalist and anti-fascist communities. 
Perhaps you want to discuss private property destruction as symbolic political action. Whatever topics you 
select, you should use the opportunity to make sure that for the duration of this phone zap they will hear 
from us all the two days long. Please be aware your calls are likely recorded and we do not advise 
answering questions about your identity. Please use your best discretion if referencing anything that 
occurred on January 20th so as not to negatively impact the ongoing case. 
 
Call-in Script 
Here’s a sample script to get you started! 
 
Hello. My name is __________. (first name is fine) 
 
I am calling about the inauguration day protesters still facing trumped up criminal charges. Your office 
needs to drop these remaining charges. There is no good reason your office should be pursuing these 
charges when six people have already been found NOT GUILTY on all counts in the first trial. Again, your 
office should drop the remaining charges. 
 
Over the last year these prosecutions have pushed all limits: 

o Intimidation to coerce plea deals by making inflated charges. 
o Shielding law enforcement from public accountability by issuing gag orders. 
o Disrupting people’s lives by making overblown charges and using those to justify intrusive, 

extensive investigations meant to build those cases. 
o This overall strategy to intimidate activists, disrupt social movements and silence dissent by 

weaponizing the use of trumped up charges is not going unnoticed. Your office has the power to 
end the repression and intimidation. Drop the charges now. 

 
N.B. Some callers to AUSA Kerkoff in January found her to be argumentitive, and may treat the call 
similarly to her courtroom presentation. You are welcome to expand this script to include opinions about 
the limits placed on street protest, the infiltration of anti-capitalist and anti-fascist communities by the 
police, or private property destruction as symbolic political action. Please be aware that your calls are likely 
recorded and we do not advise answering any questions about your identity. Please use your best discretion 
if referencing anything that occured on January 20th so as to not negatively impact the ongoing case. 
 
4 May - Veganism At The Intersection 
Below is the latest from Walter Bond. 
 
MORE: 
Intersectionality. The places where all the various struggles for social justice movements intersect, and the 
places many feel we should all come together linking our struggles, becoming stronger together and 
fortifying a united front against racism, sexism, ableism and all other forms of human oppression. 
 
But what about specieism? It seems that when intersectionality gets applied to Animal liberation that it is 
largely a one way road. We are to sacrifice the integrity of our movement to once again focus on human 
issues as the core, as the primary concern. We are called upon to stop with all this Vegan nonsense which, 
don’t you know, is just so elitist and privileged! we are asked to only see the suffering, torture, exploitation 
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and death of hundreds of species, billions of lives lost and brutalized as equal to one segment of our own 
species not enjoying full social equality? 
 
I don’t buy it…Pluralistic movements often fail from lack of a definitive goal. When your dealing with 
large groups of people with various beliefs, ideas and points of view the more complicated you make the 
goal the more you alienate your own cause from the mainstream and in the case of Animal Liberation we 
want Veganism, concern for Animals and the Earth to be accessible to all, to be practicable by all, not just 
by those who we feel have right ideas or politics or views, right? 
 
Veganism and Animal right is not a punk rock movement where we don’t want the ‘conformists’ or 
‘posers’ to take ‘our thing’. It’s very good that Veganism along with concern for those outside of our 
species is becoming more mainstream, this is what makes it relevant and turns that stream of consciousness 
into eventual and long term change for Animals. 
 
Intersectionality, more than truly seeking long term changes is just another feeble attempt by anarchists to 
usurp the very hard and difficult work that many people are doing in various causes and make it look as if 
some pretend poor kids from the suburbs are orchestrating the vanguard of the future. And as far as Animal 
Liberation is concerned where are the people from ‘me too’ or ‘black lives’ that are going Vegan in 
solidarity with Animal Lib? I haven’t heard from any. They are doing what they should, which is fighting 
hard and paving the way for their movements just as we are for Animals. And make no mistake about it 
there is no Animal Liberation without Veganism. 
 
Despite much of the pessimistic attitude that poisons us all from time to time. The reality is that we are 
doing great things in the Animal Rights Movement. We need only look back to where we were 20 years 
ago, when Veganism and A.R. were ‘fringe’ and ‘specialty’ to today where it’s all readily available and 
there is more activism happening in various ways than ever before! This diversity in action, within A.R. is 
vital and important. It is never a matter or all of us doing what is viewed by society or our peers as the most 
extreme actions. While this plays it’s part, in the long run it is no more vital than the political work, public 
education, sanctuaries and production of competitive Vegan products that can win over consumers (which 
is unfortunately holy work in a capitalist society). 
 
Of course social justices causes that combat racism, sexism etc. are important to practically all Vegans but 
not in tandem, not as one long string of hyphenated words. We should be more concerned with the 
convergence of these movements after there successful conclusions into a more peaceful and sustainable 
world. Not in simply diluting one with another. 
 
As Animal activists we must also remember that unlike human-centered causes we are to be the voice for 
the truly voiceless in our society. Animals are not marginalized, their voices are not ignored, they have no 
voice in the human world no voice but the ones we can give them. So let our voices speak only to their 
interest and benefit, to the exclusion of their use and the protection of their lives without reservation, 
apology and with zero concern for fringe elements within pseudo-political movements that claim that those 
of us who care deeply and exclusively about Animals, the Earth and the Vegan way of life are bigots, 
elitists or thoughtless consumers. Because that is a baseless claim, and the opposite of reality. 
 
4 May - Judge finds 'Red' Terry and her daughter in contempt for tree-sit protests of 
pipeline 
A judge gave a mother and daughter until midnight Saturday, May 5th to come down from two trees where 
they have been blocking construction of the Mountain Valley Pipeline. 
 
MORE: 
by Laurence Hammack (The Roanoke Times) 
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In an opinion released late Friday afternoon, U.S. District Court Judge Elizabeth Dillon found 61-year-old 
Theresa “Red” Terry and her 30-year-old daughter, Theresa Minor Terry, in contempt of a court order that 
granted the pipeline company access to their family’s land on Bent Mountain. 
 
Should the Terrys come down voluntarily from two tree stands they have occupied since early April, the 
women would not be fined — although Roanoke County police would likely be waiting to charge them 
with trespassing, obstruction of justice and interfering with the property rights of Mountain Valley. 
 
But if the protesters stick to their stands, they will face fines of $1,000 a day, Dillon ruled. 
 
The judge also set a second deadline: If either one of the women remains up a tree after midnight on 
Thursday, Dillon will authorize the U.S. Marshals to arrest them. Details on how that might be 
accomplished would be outlined in an additional order. 
 
Several weeks after the Terrys took to the trees, Mountain Valley asked that they be held in contempt for 
violating one of Dillon’s earlier orders, which gave the company, through eminent domain, a forced 
easement to run its natural gas pipeline through their land. 
 
The Terrys’ resistance was one of four similar protests along the approximately 100-mile route the pipeline 
will take through Southwest Virginia. 
 
“The Terrys and many of their supporters have expressed their belief that the MVP project is ill-advised 
and a threat to their land and the area’s water supplies,” Dillon wrote. 
 
But regulatory agencies and courts have found in Mountain Valley’s favor. 
 
“The court understands that the Terrys and others are disappointed and frustrated with the situation,” Dillon 
wrote. “But the Terrys have resorted to actions that clearly violate the court’s orders and MVP’s rights 
under it.” 
 
“Even if their conduct is viewed as a form of civil disobedience intended to focus the public’s attention or 
to express their opposition to the project, those who disobey valid orders of a court should be prepared to 
face the consequences of doing so.” 
 
Dillon also found John Coles Terry, the husband and father of the two tree-sitters, in contempt for 
supporting them. He will be fined $2,000. 
 
All of the fines will go to Mountain Valley Pipeline to cover its damages. 
 
11 May - Metropolitan Anarchist Coordinating Committee General Assembly 
WHAT: General Assembly 
WHEN: 6:30pm, Friday, May 11th 
WHERE: Verso Books - 20 Jay Street, Brooklyn, New York 11201 
COST: FREE 
 
MORE: 
The assembly will begin @ 7:00 PM, orientation for newcomers begins 6:30 PM. 
 
MACC assemblies are open to all anarchists, antifascists, anti-authoritarians and those interested in 
anarchist ideas and organizing so please invite your friends and share widely! 
 
If you haven't attended before, these assemblies are an opportunity to get plugged in with MACC, its 
various committees and working groups, and other NYC based anarchist projects. 



 30 of 30 

 
There is an orientation before the assembly starting at 6:30 PM for those interested in familiarizing 
themselves with MACC, the history, process and politics that underskirt general assemblies, and anarchist 
ideas. 
 
As with all assemblies, we encourage everyone to come with ideas about what they would like to see for 
future campaigns or actions and what direction they'd like MACC to take in terms of building a more 
powerful, militant anarchist movement. 
 
For more information contact us at info@macc.nyc. 
 
20 May - Anarchists Care About Books (ACAB): Parable of the Sower 
WHAT: Book discussion 
WHEN: 4:00-6:00pm, Sunday, May 20th 
WHERE: Bluestockings - 172 Allen Street, New York, New York 
COST: Free 
 
MORE: 
Come to discuss Octavia Butler's Parable of the Sower. 
 


