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Updates for June 5th 
 
4 May - Three anti-Nazi activists face felony charges in 2016 melee 
Felony assault charges will go forward against the three anti-fascist demonstrators arrested in connection 
with a violent state Capitol clash with white supremacists in June 2016 that left 10 people injured. 
 
MORE: 
by Darrell Smith (Sacramento Bee) 
Felony assault charges will go forward against the three anti-fascist demonstrators arrested in connection 
with a violent state Capitol clash with white supremacists in June 2016 that left 10 people injured. 
 
Berkeley teacher and activist Yvonne Felarca, Brown Beret member Michael Williams and Porfirio Paz 
were told Friday in Sacramento Superior Court that the charges will stand. The three earlier accused local 
authorities of a "witch hunt" targeting anti-Nazi protesters. 
 
“The bottom line is this: There’s nothing … that shows that the Sacramento County District Attorney’s 
Office planned to carry out any discrimination against the defendants,” Judge Michael Savage said from the 
bench after hearing nearly two hours of argument Friday to dismiss assault charges. 
 
The three protesters who have faced felony charges since their arrest last year will return to Savage’s 
courtroom for a July 20 preliminary hearing in the final step before trial. The protesters remain free 
pending the July hearing. 
 
Defense attorneys argued the approximately 130 California Highway Patrol officers posted at the rally did 
nothing to protect the protesters who came under attack, later accusing CHP investigators and Sacramento 
County District Attorney’s officials of covering for the rally’s Traditionalist Worker Party and Golden 
State Skinheads while singling out anti-fascists. 
 
The arrests of the three counter-demonstrators and one Colorado white supremacist, former Sacramento 
resident William Planer, came after a year-long CHP investigation that produced 2,000 pages of findings 
but few arrests. 
 
Planer remains held in Sacramento County custody in lieu of $600,000 bail on suspicion of assault with a 
deadly weapon. He returns to court May 10 ahead of a trial date. 
 
“This prosecution came after us and us only,” Porfirio Paz’s attorney Mark Reichel said, citing declarations 
from witnesses and alleged victims that defense attorneys say were ignored by prosecutors. “We can’t leave 
this courtroom as lawyers with hundreds of pages of evidence on our side and have them say, ‘It’s not 
true.’” 
 
Michael Williams’ attorney, Linda Parisi, depicted the violence as a clash between unlawful hate groups 
armed with knives and homemade spears and peaceful protesters forced to defend themselves from attack, 
invoking the image of Charlottesville, Va., and the racial violence that left a woman dead at a white 
supremacist rally. 
 
“The fascists came with an agenda. Their agenda is hate. They came armed, they came with knives, with 
sticks fashioned as bayonets. That’s how they came to exercise their speech. The Constitution doesn’t allow 
that,” Parisi said. 
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“The prosecution says, ‘There are bad actors on all sides of the conflict.’ They said that in Charlottesville. 
A woman lost her life there,” Parisi said. “There is no moral equivalency when you have a group that 
stands for hate.” 
 
But prosecuting Sacramento County Deputy District Attorney Paris Coleman rejected claims that 
prosecutors discriminated against the counter-demonstrators. He said Felarca did not file police reports, 
while others did not cooperate with authorities. 
 
“No one from my office really cares about their ethnicity or political views,” he said. “We charge when we 
know we can prove a crime – that’s our duty. Williams, Paz and Felarca are captured on video and they’re 
standing up saying we have no evidence? Where I come from, that means, ‘Let’s go to trial.’” 
 
Savage, too, rejected the defense claims, setting up the July preliminary hearing. 
 
“It’s not a numbers game. It’s whether the DA can prove the crimes beyond a reasonable doubt,” Savage 
said. “The defense hasn’t met the burden of discriminatory prosecution.” 
 
The hearing again was packed with the defendants’ supporters – more than 50 between Savage’s fifth-floor 
courtroom at Sacramento County Courthouse and in the hallway outside. 
 
The hearing had been scheduled for a courtroom at Patino Hall of Justice inside Sacramento County Jail 
before a last-minute decision to hold the session at the main courthouse. Supporters of the defendants, now 
dubbed the “Sacramento 3,” marched the several blocks from the jail to the county courthouse. No 
incidents were reported. 
 
19 May - The War on Black Activists and Pipeline Fighters 
This nation was “founded” on a combination of defiance, confrontation and civil disobedience. The 
“Protect and Serve Act,” which is already being considered in the Senate after passing the House earlier 
this week, is an attempt to micturate on this tradition of civil disobedience and the 1st amendment of our 
Constitution via covert racism and white supremacy — and Democrats just allowed it to happen. 
 
MORE: 
by Anthony Rogers-Wright (Medium) 
One of the greatest uses of civil disobedience occurred during the Civil Rights epoch of the 1960s, and 
today we are part of a resurgence with more and more people using non-violent direct action. Since 2014, 
as we’ve witnessed the murders Michael Brown, Freddie Gray, Alton Sterling, Sandra Bland and hundreds 
of Black and Brown men and women whose deaths have not received equal coverage, more and more 
people are taking to the streets to showcase their support for the #BlackLivesMatter movement. Black 
Liberation activists have pushed back through acts of civil disobedience and confrontation, with major flash 
points occurring in Ferguson, MO and Baltimore, MD. 
 
Similarly, water protectors and pipeline fighters have upped the ante in demonstrating their defiance of 
fossil fuel infrastructure. Groups like the “Valve Turners,” who shut off five of the largest pipelines 
bringing in tar sands oil from Canada to the United States joined a growing community of everyday people 
standing up to the infrastructure and corporations fueling and funding the ever present climate crisis. And, 
of course, no one will ever forget the history made by the Native-led resistance to the Dakota Access 
Pipeline at Standing Rock, ND. 
 
It cannot be denied that these collective acts of defiance have rocked the consciousness of the country, and, 
in some cases, have resulted in actions that directly benefit the people and the planet. The previous 
administration issued injunctions against the Keystone XL and Dakota Access Pipelines (only to see them 
overturned by the current administration), Native Tribes have declared their sovereign rights by, in some 
cases, evicting fossil fuel infrastructure from their lands, one of the Valve Turners was just given clearance 
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to utilize the necessity defense in her upcoming trial and more and more people are taking to the streets and 
otherwise showcasing their support for the #BlackLivesMatter movement. The status quo is rattled, but it 
does not necessarily appear that they are, in the words of the hip hop group Mobb Deep, “Shook Ones.” 
 
Almost immediately after the departure of the last water protectors from Standing Rock’s Oceti Sakowin 
encampment, North Dakota Governor, Doug Burgum signed four bills into state law making it easier for 
law enforcement to suppress acts of civil disobedience. And states across the country have followed suit, 
with similar pieces of legislation passed or attempted from Washington State to Massachusetts. The one 
thing these bills have in common is that they were sponsored and largely supported by republican 
lawmakers. But that all changed very recently. 
 
This Wednesday, with little attention, the House of Representative just passed the “Protect and Serve Act 
of 2018” sponsored by Representative John H. Rutherford (R-FL). The bill would make it a federal crime, 
punishable by up to 10 years in prison, for “knowingly causing serious bodily injury to a law enforcement 
officer, or attempts to do so.” It joins a host of others deemed “Blue Lives Matter” laws, which have been 
introduced and passed, in part as a reaction to rising defiance to documented brutality and racism practiced 
by law enforcement in this county. 
 
Let us be clear: police departments across the country have justified brutality and murder by accusing their 
victims of assault, for actions as heinous as dodging a night stick or pushing back on a barricade that is 
crushing against a crowd. And we don’t need body cameras to know that law enforcement officials are not 
always honest about their actions that result in arrests and lethal force — assuming the cameras aren’t turned 
off as was the case with Stephon Clark in Sacramento. Cops in the U.S. already have more of a License to 
Kill than James Bond, and in many cases enjoy more impunity that he does (Bond at least, at times, faces 
some scrutiny from M for his actions.) 
 
The Democratic support (162 voting “Yea”) for this bill is revealing, considering it includes “progressive 
champions” and Bernie Sanders allies Rep. Keith Ellison (D-MN), Rep. Raul Grijalva (D-AZ), and Rep. 
Robert Francis “Beto” O’Rourke (D-TX), who is currently in a tight race for the U.S Senate against Ted 
Cruz. Outspoken Sanders supporter, Rep. Tulsi Gabbard (D-HI), who resigned from a party leadership seat 
due to her endorsement, abstained her vote on the bill. 
 
It’s bad enough these “progressive” democrats voted on the bill in the first place. But did they closely 
examine the language of the bill, and recognize that in addition to being aimed at Black Liberation activists 
and their allies, it also serves as a warning shot to water protectors and others standing up to fossil fuel 
infrastructure? Assuming they didn’t, it’s important to review Section § 120 of the bill, which stipulates: 
For purposes of subsection (a), the circumstances described in this subparagraph are that — 
 
“(1) the conduct described in subsection (a) occurs during the course of, or as the result of, the travel of the defendant 
or the victim — 
“(A) across a State line or national border; or 
“(B) using a channel, facility, or instrumentality of interstate or foreign commerce; 
“(2) the defendant uses a channel, facility, or instrumentality of interstate or foreign commerce in connection with the 
conduct described in subsection (a); 
 
Looking closely, the clause associated with “using a channel, facility, or instrumentality of interstate or 
foreign commerce” is clearly aimed at those who put it on the line to confront fossil fuel infrastructure like 
interstate and international pipelines similar to DAPL, KXL and Kinder Morgan, and attempting to 
intimidate those considering action. In short, we have a ball game, and the opponent is putting lots of pine 
tar on the balls. The slope couldn’t be more slippery if you added all the oil we need to keep in the ground 
to it. 
 
Consider this: a water protector locks down to a pipeline utilizing non-violent direct action. If a law 
enforcement official is injured in the process of cutting them free, that subject could face ten years in 
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prison. And the same situation applies when people defend their communities from police assault — think 
Ferguson and Baltimore. It’s up to us to kill this bill in the Senate before it allows more people to be killed 
in the streets and their backyards, and before it punishes people for having the temerity to fight for the 
planet and human survival. 
 
The Protect and Serve Act coincides with Donald Trump’s profoundly authoritarian speech earlier this 
week honoring law enforcement officials who recently lost their lives. At one point Trump stated, “We 
must stand up for our police, we must confront and condemn dangerous anti-police prejudice,” and took it 
to another level when he commented, “We are the ones who are taking back the streets.” The comments 
drew condemnation from the ACLU and NAACP. Law enforcement officials already have a blank check as 
it pertains to using lethal force and unchecked brutality against unarmed citizens - the combination of this 
bill and this president now gives them more of an opportunity to cash it. 
 
The great Fred Hampton told us, “you can kill the revolutionary, but you can’t kill the revolution.” Despite 
these intimidation tactics and abandonment by Democrats and “progressives” alike who supported this bill, 
if I were a betting man, I’d still put my money on the revolution staying alive and multiplying like Bebe’s 
kids. 
 
All power to the people, and all people to the power. 
 
22 May - Decades in Prison for Protesting Trump?: A Year and a Half Later, the J20 
Repression Continues 
The following essay looks at the J20 trial over a year and half after it began. 
 
MORE: 
by Peter Gelderloos (It’s Going Down) 
Right now, four people are on trial accused of multiple felonies related to protesting at the inauguration of 
Donald Trump in 2017. They are part of a group of 59 accused who face up to sixty years in prison if 
convicted. Some 230 people were arrested on January 20 (or J20), 2017, when the police kettled an 
anarchist and antifascist protest, surrounding a city block and arresting everyone they could get their hands 
on. Naturally, plenty of bystanders and even some rightwing bloggers were caught up in the kettle. Police 
let some go based on their appearance, whereas another group escaped the kettle. Everyone remaining was 
accused of forming a conspiracy and carrying out rioting, blamed for the windows of major businesses that 
were smashed along the protest route. 
 
If this sounds like an attempt to create a legal precedent for collective punishment, that’s because it is. 
According to the prosecutor and the cops, anyone who took part in an anarchist protest was part of a 
conspiracy and responsible for whatever damages occurred next to or near the protest. 
 
Initially, over 200 arrestees were facing charges and serious prison time. The first group of six people went 
to trial last November, including some who were acting as medics or independent journalists (whereas a 
journalist with fascist ties who was on the scene was not arrested and never threatened with prosecution). 
The prosecutor argued that their mere presence was enough to constitute a conspiracy. After a jury 
acquitted them of all charges, 129 defendants were dropped from the case, and the state focused on the 
remaining 59. 58 are on trial now or will be going to trial over the next few months; people who have to put 
their lives on hold, to wake up every morning and go to sleep every night with the threat of sixty years 
locked in a cage hanging over their heads. 
 
The prosecutor, Jennifer Kerkhof, who makes a considerable salary locking people up in cages, wants to 
sell the idea that the remaining defendants are the ones truly responsible for the damages caused during the 
riots on J20, even though the worst damages occurred after they had already been arrested. After getting 
burned with acquittals after their initial overreach, the prosecutor’s office is backing away from the 
principle of collective punishment, but it’s still at the heart of their case. They are still using participation in 
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the organization of a protest as evidence of guilt. In an underhanded move designed to win a precedent, 
they have stacked the current trial group with three defendants charged with specific acts of destruction—
on the basis of grainy videos in which their faces can’t be seen—and one whom they accuse as an 
organizer. 
 
I’m not going to say that this is a political trial, because by now we should realize that all trials are political. 
Anarchists who damage corporate property and organize community gardens are repeatedly treated as 
terrorists, whereas members of the extreme Right, which has racked up a higher body count than domestic 
jihadists, get slapped on the wrist. Police media spokespersons regularly claim that antifascists who 
advocate community self-defense are as bad as the racists who shoot up black churches and burn mosques. 
Some drug dealers get life sentences, while others, responsible for far more deaths, continue to get 
corporate bonuses. 
 
Anarchists who organize a protest in which corporate property is damaged are charged with conspiracy: 
everyone who was there is guilty, the prosecutors argue. Fascists who organize a protest in which they 
promise in advance to crack skulls and brutalize their enemies, who end up killing one and injuring around 
fifty, are treated as legitimate protesters, and only a small portion of those responsible for the multiple acts 
of brutality are arrested. Cracking down on the smashing windows or the burning of limousines is made a 
Justice Department priority, while the industrial disasters and workplace “accidents” that kill thousands go 
unprosecuted. Don Blankenship, the coal baron who made millions in large part through practices that 
endangered workers and destroyed the environment, was one of the few to go to prison. He killed twenty-
nine workers and went to minimum security for one year. Marius Mason is doing twenty-two in supermax 
for carrying out sabotage actions against the property of people like Blankenship. 
 
On January 20, 2017, the political class rolled out the red carpet to welcome their new chief executive, an 
outspoken racist and misogynist with ties to fascist groups. Republicans and Democrats would forget their 
principled rejection of the man who supposedly was ethically unfit to occupy the Oval Office. In no time, 
they would learn to play ball, eager to get campaign financing or to get their pet legislation passed. The 
media would use him to sell papers and ad time, lambasting him but at the same time normalizing the 
spectacle. And on the day of the inauguration all the hotels and restaurants, owned by people who were 
soon to get a big tax break, opened up to capitalize on the crowds. 
 
Several thousand people decided that protesting but accepting this new reality was not enough, given 
everything that Trump was doing to normalize overt racism and gender violence. Some wanted to take the 
streets and voice their anger in an uncompromising, unpermitted way. Others blocked entry points to keep 
the Trump supporters from enjoying their parade. Some attacked a few of the businesses that would profit 
under the new president. And many people covered their faces to hide their identity, in order to protect 
themselves both from police surveillance and repression, and from the doxxing that the Alt-Right 
systematically engages in, publishing their enemies’ personal details in order to expose them to harassment 
and assault. 
 
In fact, the dangers of police repression and neo-fascist attacks go hand in hand. Police departments across 
the country have been collaborating with extreme Right racists, protecting their gatherings while directing 
their violence against the anti-racist counterprotestors. From Charlottesville to Sacramento, they have 
charged the victims of fascist stabbings or beatings with assault. Right-wingers, however, get light 
“assault” charges for shooting protestors, as in Seattle. And police in California were caught working 
together with neo-fascists to identify, prosecute, and attack anti-racist demonstrators. 
 
Police and prosecutors in the J20 case have also been collaborating with fascists and racists. The DC police 
department gave the names and addresses of all arrestees to an extreme Right organization, which put it 
online, allowing for harassment and possible attacks. And the unscrupulous Kerkhoff submitted as evidence 
an edited video by the far Right Project Veritas—famous for a number of manipulations, including a failed 
sting intended to produce false abuse accusations and discredit the #MeToo movement. 
 



 6 of 24 

The black bloc and the other uncompromising protesters on January 20 rained on Trump’s parade. It is no 
coincidence that the Justice Department is making these prosecutions a costly priority. Yet while the media 
have positioned themselves as guardians of democracy, jumping on Trump for other improprieties and 
producing dozens of articles every time he gets on Twitter, they have not made a huge fuss about this case. 
The Washington Post has mentioned the trial several times, but primarily from the perspective of 
prosecutors. They have not criticized the Justice Department’s overreach or detailed police collaboration 
with the extreme Right and other shocking elements of the case. 
 
There certainly has been no shortage of newsworthy elements, as when prosecutor Kerkhoff tried to get 
permission for anonymous expert witnesses to testify about the criminality of anarchist black bloc protests. 
A hypocrite of the first degree, Kerkhoff argued that the witnesses need to protect their identities to avoid 
harassment. This is the same prosecutor who claims that the protesters’ use of masks to maintain their 
anonymity is proof of a criminal conspiracy deserving 60 years in prison.  And while public figures face 
criticism when they hurt people with their lies, anarchists and other protesters actually do need protection. 
They have to protect themselves from monsters like Jennifer Kerkhoff and the cops who want to lock them 
in cages for decades on end, and from the neo-fascists who have systematically been harassing those whose 
views they don’t like, even making home visits and threatening people’s children. 
 
There has been a growing and multifaceted assault on our right and our ability to remain anonymous, 
whether on the street or in our communications. The government and the corporations that shape our lives, 
like Facebook and Google, regularly break their own rules or rewrite them in order to spy on us in every 
way imaginable. In fact, science fiction from just ten years ago was incapable of imagining all the new 
ways they would be spying on us. And if there’s one thing the powerful can’t stand, it’s when those on the 
bottom insist on defending themselves. That’s the reason why democratic governments on multiple 
continents have increasingly been criminalizing the wearing of masks. This insistence by a crowd of people 
on protesting anonymously is what the prosecutors see as a conspiracy deserving decades behind bars. 
These constant assaults on our freedom are not going away. Under Trump, they are accelerating. 
 
That is why it was vitally, historically important for the celebration of Trump’s victory to be interrupted by 
police sirens and marred by the smoke of burning limousines. Classic fascism may be a thing of the past, 
but there can be no doubt that Trump is trying to normalize an even more authoritarian style of governance 
than his predecessors, with even more racist, misogynist, and classist policies. 
 
It’s clear that the actions of the J20 black bloc do not represent majority sentiment on the Left. I would, 
however, challenge the media-conditioned aversion to combative street tactics. At the Unite the Right Rally 
in Charlottesville, where white supremacists killed one and injured dozens with an ISIS-style car attack, 
and hurt many more with mob beatings throughout the town, progressive and Christian pacifists were brave 
enough to put their bodies on the line and try to resist the Klansmen and neo-Nazis. Some of them, like 
Cornel West, were also brave enough to acknowledge that, despite their tactical differences, it was those 
anarchists brave enough to arm themselves and go toe to toe with the fascists who saved many lives that 
day, defending the crowds and shutting the white supremacists down. 
 
In the aftermath of Charlottesville, there has been no end of left-wing, progressive, and activist 
organizations, clinics, and offices that have turned to anarchist groups to help them with digital and 
physical security. Anarchists gave that help without complaint. That’s the spirit of solidarity: in the face of 
powerful, sadistic, remorseless enemies like Nazis or the FBI, we stick together. And though criticism 
between different tendencies in a social movement is vital, those opposed to black blocs and other 
combative tactics have often crossed the line from constructive criticism to snitching and authoritarianism, 
expelling people from protests or movement spaces, and even collaborating with the police to aid in their 
arrest. (Some, like the unscrupulous journalist Chris Hedges called the black bloc a “cancer,” in shockingly 
fascistic language). In the anti-police movement that emerged between the protests in Oakland in 2009 and 
those in Ferguson in 2014, such activists often stood with the forces of law and order, protecting businesses 
rather than standing with people from the most affected neighborhoods. 
 



 7 of 24 

But in 2017, when activists of any stripe realized that they also faced a lethal threat, they turned to the same 
anarchists they had attempted to turn into bogeyman. From internet security tools to experience in self-
defense, anarchists gladly and freely shared their resources with the rest of the movement. But they only 
had that experience and those resources thanks to the use of controversial tactics like the black bloc over 
the prior years. People like Hedges are invulnerable in their ivory towers, but grassroots activists have 
realized that, if the police aren’t out to kill them, the alt-Right just might be. Not so many years elapsed 
between the Greensboro Massacre and Charlottesville. Hopefully this next time, our movements will have 
better collective memory, and we won’t forget. 
 
Another historical lesson that is significantly older in its origin is that in the face of fascism, appeasement 
doesn’t work. Nonviolent and democratic tactics were already attempted, exhaustively, to stop the spread of 
fascism in the 20s and 30s, and they were an abject failure. When a political party embraces openly white 
supremacist and misogynist ideas and maintains visible contacts with neo-fascist networks, that is more 
than enough reason to cause problems in the streets. Politicians are opportunists at their core, and if they 
don’t receive any negative consequences, political discourses and tactics that had been taboo become 
normalized. The black bloc was carrying out an intelligent, historically grounded strategy when they took 
to the streets in January, 2017, to demonstrate that the new direction the government was taking was 
intolerable. 
 
I say all this because, even though any given protest tactic must be subject to critique and the J20 black 
bloc is no exception, we also have a collective duty to defend and support those who are facing trial, 
because they are up there in the courthouse for all of us. 
 
And in that courthouse, there is no meaningful justice. Even if all the defendants are acquitted for lack of 
evidence, their punishment has already been meted out. The process is the punishment. The initial assault 
by police with tear gas and concussion grenades. The lengthy lock-up in inhuman conditions, the insults, 
the rough treatment, including sexual assault at the hands of police in a few cases. The anxiety of an attack 
by white supremacists after the police doxxing. The sure knowledge that the guardians of law and order in 
this society, whom we see on a daily basis, work hand in hand with white supremacists and will treat us 
like public enemies the minute they run our IDs. The months and months, going on a year and a half, faced 
with the threat of extreme punishment, the obligation for the defendants and their loved ones to put their 
lives on hold, to lose jobs or halt studies and move to a rapidly gentrifying, increasingly expensive 
Washington DC to wait for a trial that has already been delayed numerous times. Meanwhile, the cops, the 
prosecutors, and the judges won’t get punished for the very real harm they have caused. No, they’ll get 
paid. 
 
Collective punishment, even though democratic jurisprudence rejects it as a hallmark of totalitarian 
regimes, is a systematic element of the present system. Every time you steal someone away and lock them 
in a cage, you are harming their broader circles. Families and friends also suffer imprisonment. A more 
honest, empathetic society would recognize the truth in the assertion that prison is torture. But hundreds of 
thousands of cops, bureaucrats, lawyers, and judges make their money off of the prison system. The vast 
majority have never even spent a week in prison or done anything else to get a sense for the kind of harm 
they are inflicting on their victims. Sending people to prison is our kneejerk response to crime. Yet crime is 
a reflection of systemic problems, decisions about what constitutes crime are always political and elitist, 
and governments are becoming increasingly vindictive in punishing those crimes that are intended to stop a 
greater social harm. 
 
But they are least likely to do so when there is massive public support. And such support is vital to keeping 
the government from carrying out its worst atrocities. Remember, it was the massive blockades shutting 
down nearly every international airport in the country that delivered the Trump agenda its first setback. 
And earlier, under the Obama administration, it was the wave of protests and riots from Ferguson to 
Baltimore to Oakland—and not the President—that forced this country to start talking about police 
murders. The media have tried to turn judges and FBI agents into the heroes and protagonists of the 
movement to stop white supremacy and xenophobia in this country, but this is absurd. Their hope is that we 
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wait for elections to change things, but if they see that there are no negative consequences for playing ball 
with Trump, either as his courtiers or as a loyal opposition, then Trump’s political style and discourse will 
become normalized and legitimized. 
 
Everyone who opposes what Trump represents is on trial in that DC courtroom. Everyone who thinks we 
should be able to protect our identities from the police and neo-fascists, everyone who thinks we have a 
right to defend ourselves, has a stake in the outcome of the trial. We need to support all the remaining J20 
defendants, making sure they and their communities are not isolated, and that the people in our circles 
remember what this trial represents. 
 
May 23rd - Prosecutors Illegally Withheld Evidence From Trump Inauguration Protesters, Judge 
Finds 
by Sam Adler-Bell (The Intercept) 
Chief Judge Robert E. Morin of the D.C. Superior Court found on Wednesday that federal prosecutors 
suppressed potentially exculpatory evidence against six Inauguration Day protesters. In a motion filed late 
last night, attorneys for the defendants accused the government of withholding evidence that could have 
exonerated their clients — a serious violation of pretrial discovery rules. Attorneys allege that the state 
withheld evidence by editing a video of a protest planning meeting. Defense attorneys called on the court to 
sanction Assistant U.S. Attorney Jennifer Kerkhoff for “blatant hiding of evidence” and requested that the 
indictment against their clients be dismissed. 
 
At pretrial hearing Wednesday afternoon, Morin agreed that the prosecution had violated the “Brady rule,” 
which governs the state’s pretrial obligations to disclose exculpatory evidence, but declined to rule on the 
defense’s motions to dismiss the indictment or suppress the evidence. Morin will rule on those sanctions 
next week. 
 
“The government has abused its power by hiding discovery from all defendants,” the attorneys, led by 
Andrew O. Clarke and Cary Clennon, wrote in the motion, “purposefully choosing not to disclose Brady 
information, and calling into question the integrity of all of its third-party video evidence and proffers in 
open court.” 
 
J20 supporters cheered Morin’s finding, but pushed for serious sanctions. “We hope that the court further 
recognizes that these violations are characteristic of the U.S. Attorney’s approach to this case from day one 
and their shameless attempts to criminalize standard acts of organizing and protest,” said Sam Menefee-
Libey of D.C. Legal Posse, which is coordinating support for the defendants. “We hope that other aspects 
of the prosecution’s strategy, including use of right-wing ultranationalist sources and many repressive 
tactics drawn from the post-9/11 security state, are also shut down by the court.” 
 
The trial for the latest tranche of J20 defendants — Matthew Hessler, Christopher Litchfield, Daniel 
Meltzer, Dylan Petrohilos, Clay Retherford, and Caroline Unger — is slated to begin June 4. They are 
accused of conspiring to commit acts of violence during Donald Trump’s inauguration in Washington, D.C. 
A key piece of evidence in the state’s case against them, as well as other protesters, is a video of a January 
8, 2017, meeting of “Disrupt J20,” the umbrella group under which left-wing activists organized the 
protests. 
 
The video of the planning meeting was provided to investigators by Project Veritas, a controversial far-
right media group known for “sting” operations against its political opponents and the publication of 
selectively edited videos. In the J20 video, organizers can be heard discussing plans for blockades and other 
civil disobedience. At one point, a speaker promises to make the inauguration a “giant clusterfuck.” At no 
point do they explicitly endorse property destruction. 
 
Defense lawyers say the government edited the Project Veritas video to exclude evidence favorable to their 
clients. 
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“Assistant U.S. Attorney Jennifer Kerkhoff has repeatedly shown contempt for the legal process in her zeal 
to convict political activists,” said Menefee-Libey. “Federal prosecutors are prepared to hide evidence, 
malign political organizing, and spend millions of taxpayer dollars in an attempt to put anti-Trump 
protesters behind bars for decades.” (A representative for the U.S. Attorney’s Office declined to comment 
for this story.) 
 
The J20 prosecution has been ongoing for well over a year. Thus far, prosecutors have had little success in 
their effort to collectively criminalize protest participants. In December 2017, a jury acquitted the first six 
defendants to face trial. Charges against an addition 129 were dropped in January 2018. A total of 59 
defendants still face felony prosecution. 
 
In its filing, the defense also accused Kerkhoff of disclosing new video evidence without notifying the 
defense. If Morin decides not to dismiss the charges against the six defendants, the defense lawyers are 
asking for the entire Veritas video to be suppressed at trial. 
 
Prosecutors have maintained that the footage redacted from the video had no evidentiary value. Kerkhoff 
asserted in court that the only two minor edits were made to the video: one at the beginning, when the 
Veritas infiltrator can be seen in a bathroom mirror, and another at the end, when an undercover police 
officer’s face appears on camera. “We cut that part out,” Kerkhoff said at a hearing on April 6, 2018, “and 
then provided everything else to defense counsel.” 
 
But that’s not the whole story, defense attorneys said in their filing. Recently, the defense obtained the full 
video after the court compelled prosecutors to produce an unedited version. According to their motion, the 
full video “shows the creator of the video coming from the bathroom, walking past a huge group of people 
talking loudly and then sitting down in a breakout session already in progress.” More importantly, toward 
the end of the video, the Veritas mole can be heard saying, “I was talking with one of the organizers from 
the IWW”— the Industrial Workers of the World, a left-wing group — “and I don’t think they know 
anything about any of the upper echelon stuff.” 
 
“This is exculpatory evidence to the defense,” the defense motion says. “The government plans to argue 
that Mr. Petrohilos and everyone else at that meeting were intending to plan a violent protest. What better 
exculpatory evidence for the Defense than the words from the person sent to capture a nefarious meeting 
stating right after the meeting, ‘I don’t think they know anything’?” 
 
In the 1963 case Brady v. Maryland, the Supreme Court held that “the suppression by the prosecution of 
evidence favorable to an accused … violates due process where the evidence is material either to guilt or to 
punishment, irrespective of the good faith or bad faith of the prosecution.” Under the Brady rule, 
prosecutors must disclose any information that might help the defense in advance of trial. 
 
If not for the court compelling the government to produce the whole video, the defense would never have 
seen what may be exculpatory evidence. 
 
Along with the suspicious edits, defense attorneys say that on April 12, 2018, the government uploaded — 
to a file system shared by prosecution and defense attorneys — an additional 45 minutes of video 
“seemingly from the same planning meeting,” but from another angle. None of the defense attorneys had 
previously seen this footage; it was never mentioned in the Government’s Designation of Evidence, and the 
government did not announce that new videos had been uploaded. 
 
“Although defense is now in possession of this information, this blatant hiding of evidence leads counsel to 
have to go through hours of video evidence in this matter again to make sure there aren’t any other 
instances when the government has clipped or misrepresented evidence,” the defense lawyers state in their 
motion. “That is an impossible task and should not be the burden of the defendants.” 
 



 10 of 24 

In March, lawyers for defendant Cassandra Beale also accused prosecutors of a Brady violation when they 
failed to disclose that the government had misidentified Beale in a video of a protest planning meeting — 
an incident supporters of the J20 defendants seized on. 
 
“This motion identifies an ongoing pattern by this prosecution,” said Menefee-Libey. “At best, the U.S. 
Attorney’s Office is playing fast and loose with the rules of discovery; at worst, they’re knowingly 
withholding evidence that could mess up their case and seeking to convict these protesters by any means 
necessary.” 
 
The apparent cooperation between federal prosecutors and far-right groups has been a subject of 
controversy throughout the trial. Undercover D.C. police officer Bryan Adelmeyer also attended the 
January 7 planning meeting. According to the government, the police did not know Project Veritas had sent 
a mole to the meeting until the video was released online. At that point, prosecutors say, they requested a 
full copy of the footage from Project Veritas. But J20 supporters have questioned the extent of the 
government’s relationship with Veritas. 
 
“The prosecution has entered into evidence a video recorded by a third party that both has a reputation for 
dishonesty and is clearly biased against the defendants,” said Chip Gibbons, the policy and legislative 
counsel for Defending Rights and Dissent. “The public absolutely has a right to know about the extent of 
law enforcement collusion with a right-wing outfit seeking to demonize and delegitimize protesters.” 
Gibbons, along with the National Lawyers Guild, have filed Freedom of Information Act requests 
pertaining to law enforcement involvement with third parties like Project Veritas. 
 
Last September, Kelly Weill reported in the Daily Beast, the U.S. attorney sought to introduce a series of 
videos ripped from right-wing YouTube channels, including one produced by the far-right Oath Keepers 
militia. 
 
The defense’s motion comes amid another Inauguration Day protest trial, which began May 14, against 
four defendants: Michael Basillas, Seth Cadman, Anthony Felice, and Casey Webber. On Wednesday, 
jurors heard testimony from a property manager of a building housing a Starbucks whose window was 
damaged on Inauguration Day. Another set of defendants are set to go on trial beginning May 29. Morin, 
the D.C. Superior Court judge, heard the defense’s Brady violation motion Wednesday morning at a pre-
trial hearing. He indicated that he will likely introduce sanctions against the U.S. Attorney for the Brady 
violation, but won’t rule on those until next week. 
 
During the hearing, Morin also ruled to permit testimony from Christina Williams, an FBI analyst who 
until recently headed the “Domestic Terrorism Analysis Unit.” Prosecutors portrayed Williams as an expert 
on “black bloc” tactics, in which protesters dress alike and mask their identities. In a May 18 pretrial 
hearing, Williams testified that she had overseen the preparation of FBI intelligence reports on “anarchist 
extremism” but had no specific FBI training regarding black bloc. 
 
On cross examination, Williams admitted that she had never personally researched black bloc tactics before 
the J20 case; never interviewed a participant in a black bloc; or written any memos, reports, or 
presentations specifically about black bloc workings. Nonetheless, Morin ruled that Williams would be 
allowed to offer educational testimony about black bloc tactics, but she will be prohibited from 
commenting on the specific events of January 20, 2017. She is also prohibited from using the phrase 
“anarchist extremist” or offering definitions of words like “direct action,” “medic,” “marshal,” “scout,” or 
“affinity group.” 
 
According to a court filing, much of her testimony was to be based on publicly available material, such as 
books including academic Mark Bray’s “Antifa: The Anti-Fascist Handbook” and Kevin Danaher and 
Jason Mark’s “Insurrection: Citizen Challenges to Corporate Power.” 
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When asked in court to comment on one of the books cited in the filing to establish her bona fides, 
Williams responded, “It’s been a while since I’ve read it.” 
 
May 31st - Inauguration Day rioting charges dropped against 7 defendants 
by Keith L. Alexander (The Washington Post) 
Federal prosecutors Thursday dropped their cases against seven people charged with rioting during 
President Trump’s inauguration after a D.C. judge determined that the government intentionally 
misrepresented information and withheld evidence from the defense. 
 
Assistant U.S. Attorney Jennifer Kerkhoff had repeatedly told the court and defense attorneys that her 
office possessed a single video of a protest-planning meeting, secretly recorded by a conservative group 
that had infiltrated the meeting. But on Wednesday, the U.S. Attorney’s Office acknowledged in an email 
to defense attorneys that 69 such undercover videos or audio recordings existed. Prosecutors wrote that 
they had turned over evidence they deemed relevant to the cases. 
 
During a hearing Thursday in D.C. Superior Court, Judge Robert E. Morin pressed prosecutors about the 
omission. 
 
“It was intentional. Your office represented there was only one video,” Morin said. “The government has 
not offered any explanation as to why they did not inform the court of these additional videos.” 
 
A week before the case was to go to trial, Assistant U.S. Attorney Ahmed Baset said prosecutors would 
withdraw charges, with the option of reinstating them. He did not offer an explanation. Over Baset’s 
objection, Morin dismissed the conspiracy to riot cases with prejudice, meaning the charges cannot be 
reinstated. Morin also dismissed the rioting charges without prejudice, which means the cases could be 
refiled at some point. 
 
The dismissals marked the latest turmoil in criminal cases stemming from the mass arrests on Jan. 20, 
2017. More than 200 people were accused of smashing windows and rioting for some 16 city blocks in 
downtown Washington. 
 
Authorities say the group used “black bloc” tactics — wearing dark clothing and hiding their faces by 
wearing masks and goggles. 
 
Defense attorneys have strenuously pushed back, saying that most people who joined protests that day were 
demonstrating legally and that only a small group peeled off to vandalize. 
 
Defense attorneys on Thursday praised Morin for holding the government accountable for the discrepancy 
in evidence. They said that their clients had been deprived of the opportunity to examine all the video 
evidence and that it would have been unfair to proceed to trial. 
 
“In making his decision, Chief Judge Morin had to figure out how to rebalance the scales of justice, which, 
for our trial group, he succeeded in doing,” said attorney Andrew O. Clarke. “We have been fighting for the 
First Amendment rights to protest for more than a year with these cases.” 
 
Clarke’s client Dylan Petrohilos, 29, who had been charged with rioting, said he and others had faced 
unfair prosecution. 
 
“This happens often in this city to poor people and people of color. But we were able to expose it,” 
Petrohilos said. 
 
Kerkhoff was not present for the hearing before Morin because she was in a separate trial in the rioting 
case. Her colleague Baset told the judge that the government meant it had only one video from that 
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particular planning meeting, but Morin responded that that was not what Kerkhoff told the court. Baset then 
said he could not speak on her behalf. 
 
Jessie K. Liu, the U.S. attorney for the District of Columbia, declined to comment on the issue. 
 
Legally, prosecutors must provide their evidence to the defense at the earliest possible time, even if that 
evidence weakens their case. Failure to do so can be considered misconduct and a violation of a 1963 rule 
based on the U.S. Supreme Court case Brady v. Maryland. 
 
Careful prosecutors will often turn over as much material as possible to the defense because they recognize 
that their cases could be jeopardized later if they fail to turn over some information. 
 
An inherent problem with the system, according to former federal prosecutor Barak Cohen, is that it asks 
“the fox to guard the henhouse.” 
 
“Even a well-intentioned prosecutor is less likely to think creatively and aggressively about what might be 
exculpatory than a defense lawyer fighting to protect a client,” said Cohen, now a white-collar defense 
lawyer with Perkins Coie. 
 
Concerning the scale of the material withheld, Cohen said that “even a small violation of Brady is 
problematic, but the bigger the misconduct, the more it calls into question the prosecution’s tactics.” 
 
In all, 234 people were charged in connection with the Inauguration Day disturbances. Twenty of those 
people have pleaded guilty, and prosecutors dropped cases against 20 in early reviews. 
 
The first trial, late last year, resulted in acquittals for all six defendants after jurors said they found no 
evidence that the six were personally involved in the destruction. The acquittals forced prosecutors to 
reexamine the remaining cases. In January, the government dropped its cases against 129 people. The cases 
of 52 defendants are pending. 
 
In addition to dismissing the cases Thursday, prosecutors also said they would not use the undercover 
videos in any remaining cases because they have become a distraction. The footage came from Project 
Veritas, a group that uses secret recordings to target the mainstream news media and left-leaning groups. 
 
The Project Veritas video also has come under scrutiny in cases involving other Inauguration Day 
defendants. In a case involving a separate group of defendants, Morin found that the prosecution 
improperly edited the video. He dismissed Kerkhoff’s argument that it was altered solely to protect the 
identity of both the Project Veritas informant and an undercover police officer. 
 
In another case, Superior Court Judge Kimberley Knowles ordered that the defense be permitted to meet 
with the person from Project Veritas, referred to in court only as Matt, who shot the video. 
 
During that Memorial Day meeting, defense attorneys said in court, Matt said that as many as eight Project 
Veritas informants attended various protest-planning meetings before the inauguration and made additional 
recordings. Knowles denied a defense request in that case to dismiss charges but said the government had 
been “negligent” in not revealing the other recordings to the defense. 
 
Kerkhoff argued before Knowles that she turned over only video that prosecutors used to link the four 
defendants to the criminal charges. 
“We tried to do what the court ordered us to do and focus on criminal conduct,” Kerkhoff told Knowles on 
Tuesday in court. “I don’t have this massive trove the defense thinks exist.” 
 
The jury in the case before Knowles begins deliberations Friday. 
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22 May - Second Annual Int’l Day of Solidarity with Eric King: His Story 
June 28, 2018 is the second annual International Day of Solidarity with Eric King. June 28th, 2016 was the 
day that he was sentenced to 10 years in prison. Now, two years later, he is able to share his story about 
the action that got him there. 
 
MORE: 
We hope that you will join us in celebrating and showing solidarity for our friend by writing him, sending 
him books, spreading the word through banner drops or leafleting, or organizing a fundraiser or celebratory 
event. 
 
—– 
 
Kansas City is such a beautiful place in the summer. So hot that you can feel your lungs melting with every 
breath, but dim enough where the stars still shine through the city lights. Walking to Congressman 
Cleaver’s office, that is what caught my attention: the stars, a full 12 of them, were keeping me company 
on my journey. 
 
I must not have looked suspicious at all, walking down the street in a sweater, jeans, and a loaded 
backpack. Nothing see here! Just another fellow having a late night jaunt through the city. I miss that 
backpack more than anything, it was a real loyal companion. As any street/traveling kid already knows, you 
never leave home without your backpack. Mine had my essentials in it: extra socks, two loaded bottles, 
assorted weapons, tooth paste, and one can of black beans. Only a fool leaves home without a can of black 
beans. This backpack had been my companion for over a decade, it was as important as anything I owned. 
It was also used as evidence against me in this and many-a-crime. Why could I never take you off 
backpack! 
 
The Kansas City midtown area is a bit run down and beautiful. Murals and taggings on every building, 
some political, some gang affiliated, some just fish swimming out of rabbit brains… something for all taste. 
There are some lovely gardens, discarded homes, occasional busses missing wheels. I walked these streets 
every day and night, slept on them occasionally, sprinted down them from time to time. They offered me 
shelter and escape, comfort and solace… concrete as an accomplice. 
 
There were no nerves headed to the office, not because of any bravery or extensive convictions, but 
because my dumb body just doesn’t produce adrenaline at the right moments. My shoes were tied tight 
because I knew there may be some running involved, and you never want to lose a shoe while being 
chased, or at any other time. It took me 24 minutes to get where I needed to be, a familiar walk that I had 
made daily in preparation. This was an area completely engulfed in predatory capitalism. Pay Day loans, 
check cashing, liquor stores, banks, every one of them deserved a bit of violence headed their way, and 
some actually got it. =) A whole street full of bullseyes. 
 
The congressman’s office was decided on two weeks prior. A lawmaker sitting comfortably in my city 
while an uprising happens just hours away, no no no. There are many options when deciding in which way 
you want to fuck up a building. Some are very basic, like a brick, but  I didn’t think that said enough. Spray 
painting was too simple and wouldn’t get the full message across in my mind. A Molotov was the choice 
because it painted the right picture, and because really who can afford to make pipe bombs. The thought of 
the National Guard in Ferguson, an occupied city, the smell of a city on fire, the fear of having armed 
soldiers ready to pop…I felt like our police-supporting law makers deserved to feel that as well. 
 
Sitting across the street I waited patiently, listening to the sounds of the city. My eyes kept darting around, 
looking for any signs of life in the office or headed my way on the streets. After 30 odd minutes it was go 
time. I walked to the back of the office, unloaded my bottles, and made sure my face was properly covered. 
There were two options to aim for: a big ass front window where all the staff worked, or a little window on 
the side of the building, which seemed to be (and was) the congressman’s window. I chose the tiny 



 14 of 24 

window. A hammer was used to bust out the window. The biggest surprise of all of this was that I actually 
got that hammer through the window. No one has ever in my life accused me of being a good throw. My 
hand eye coordination is comparable to a drowning mole rat. When the window was busted the clock 
started, yet in my mind time kind of froze. My hand lifted the first bottle, the wind wanted in on the action 
and kept blowing out the lighter, the wind is always trying to get involved. Bottle one goes in the air 
annnndddd…smashes against the side of the window frame…fuck. Bottle two gets lit, gets thrown 
and…hits the underside of the window…the office isn’t up in flames. Of all things it was disappointing that 
the sun would rise on an intact building. 
 
After the second bottle hit it was time to move. Everything became incredibly loud, my breathing, the 
sound of my feet scuttling down the hill and into the sub-street before making my final exit and vanishing 
into the night (headed back home). 
 
In hindsight I made a serious handful of mistakes. I should have never used the hammer to break the 
window. I should have deleted my facebook or at least shut it down. There were successes as well, though. 
I was able to maintain my values which include not cooperating with the state even though it meant that my 
sentence was more severe, that’s a win. I was able to express my feelings and wage my own revolutionary 
battle, and that’s all that we can ever do. I took on a symbol of authority in complete solidarity with the 
people in Ferguson. Nothing changed after this, and nothing was expected to. 
 
When I arrived in prison I had no support system. There was no money waiting for me, there weren’t 
people spreading word to help me or get information out. No one let the community knew this was a 
Ferguson solidarity act. My complete narrative in that first month or so was dictated by the media, and I 
was painted as a mentally ill jackass, this wasn’t ok to me. I spent two years per-trial unable to give words 
or explanation. So this is my story, my narrative of the events that happened and why they happened, and 
what has happened since. 
 
In closing, the building failed to ignite…not the Molotov cocktail 	
 
They are still fighting in the streets, so we are still fighting in here. 
 
Ferguson Always. 
 
23 May - FBI Conducting Doors Knocks in Southeast Michigan 
The following short statement on FBI harassment comes from the 1st of May Anarchist Alliance. If you are 
approached by the FBI, refer them to a lawyer. 
 
MORE: 
It has been confirmed by multiple sources including the National Lawyers Guild (NLG) that at least two 
people have been visited by the FBI in southeast Michigan. What we know is: 

o 1 person was not home and referred the FBI to their lawyer 
o 1 person was asked about several names and organizations 
o It seemed the questioning was related to antifascist organizing 

 
They have no formal charges. 
 
We would remind people not to talk to the FBI. They are trained to get you talking about unimportant 
things and then see how you react when they change the subject. If they try to contact you, refer them to 
your lawyer. They have questions? Tell them to submit them in writing to your lawyer. Don’t talk to them 
and let others know they tried to visit you. 
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This is a time to stay calm. It is not a surprise that authorities are targeting people who are organizing for a 
different future. It is a time to make sure your communications are as secure as possible while still being 
able to organize. 
 
The FBI wants you to be paranoid. That is the best reason to try not to be. Trust your people, trust each 
other and communicate on what you hear and see. 
 
We don’t want people to freak out, we want people informed. We will share more info as we get it. 
 
May 24th - Statement on Recent FBI Visits in Southeast Michigan 
What follows is a statement from the Michigan Anti-Repression Committee on recent FBI visits, their 
context, and what to do if you or those close to you are also approached by the FBI or police. 
 
Over the last several days at least two activists have been visited by FBI agents in Southeast Michigan. In 
one case, two FBI agents attempted to question an activist at their home, but the activist was not home at 
the time. In the other case, two FBI agents visited another activist, partially blocking them in their driveway 
outside of their home as they were leaving for school. During this visit, the FBI agents asked a series of 
general questions regarding anti-fascist and other organizations, including Redneck Revolt, the IWW, 
Nashville ARA, and Solidarity and Defense. In addition, the FBI agents asked questions about specific 
individuals, as well as specific events, including the March 5, 2018 Stop Spencer demonstration at 
Michigan State University in East Lansing, Michigan. At this time, we have reached out to all individuals 
and organizations mentioned by the FBI. 
 
We realize that, historically, intelligence gathering campaigns are started in order to cause disruptions and 
panic within our communities. We must respond to this latest round of FBI harassment by supporting each 
other, and not by speculating about the nature of the FBI’s investigation. In the coming days and months, 
we strongly encourage anyone who is visited by the FBI or other agents to insist on your right to remain 
silent. Even the most seemingly innocuous information can help the government further repress our 
movements. By refusing to cooperate with political fishing expeditions and by exposing the FBI’s 
harassment, we can build support and solidarity among our various communities. Solidarity means we have 
a responsibility to support and protect one another in the face of state repression. By helping to educate 
ourselves and others on best practices when dealing with police, or federal agents, we can keep each other 
safe from future incidences. Community self-defense is our best weapon against repression tactics that aim 
to exploit and divide us. 
 
If you, or anyone you know, is ever visited by the FBI or other law enforcement agents: 

o Say only: “I am going to remain silent. Give me your card and my lawyer will contact you.” 
o Contact your nearest National Lawyers Guild (NLG) chapter to let them know about the encounter. 

If you are in Michigan, contact the Detroit and Michigan Chapter of the NLG at 313.925.2626 
o Let us know what happened by contacting the Michigan Anti-Repression Committee at: 

MIAntiRepCommittee@protonmail.com 
o We encourage you to broadly spread the word of your experience, which will alert other activists. 

 
If the FBI or other law enforcement agents want to conduct a search: 

o Say, “I do not consent to a search.” 
o You may inform them that if they leave a card a lawyer may contact them. You can then ask them 

to leave, or you can simply close the door. 
o If they do have a warrant, you may ask them to slide it under the door or mail slot. 
o You may want to take a picture of the warrant and send it to a lawyer. Signal is a secure and 

encrypted messaging app for smartphones <signal.org> 
o You can assert that you wish to consult with a lawyer before consenting to a search. This may not 

stop them from entering. 
o Before they enter, you may wish to shut down electronics, move anything you wish to keep private 

from plain sight, and close all doors. The warrant may not apply to the entire house. 
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o Anything in plain sight that obviously appears illegal or evidence of a crime may be seized. 
 
If the FBI or other law enforcement agents have a subpoena: 

o Agents who come to your home with a subpoena are not legally entitled to enter unless you give 
them permission. Unless they have a warrant, they cannot come inside to search for anyone or 
anything named in the subpoena. The best way to assert that they do not have permission is to 
declare “I do not consent to searches.” 

 
For more information on resisting political repression: 
ccrjustice.org/if-agent-knocks-booklet 
nlg.org/know-your-rights-english 
crimethinc.com/2017/08/24/when-the-police-knock-on-your-door-your-rights-and-options-a-legal-guide-
and-poster 
grandjuryresistance.org 
resistgrandjuries.net 
ssd.eff.org/en 
 
24 May - June 11th: Interview with Ray Luc Levasseur 
In an interview for the June 11th International Day of Solidarity with Marius Mason and all long-term 
anarchist prisoners, the June 11th crew spoke to Ray Luc Levasseur, former political prisoner and member 
of the United Freedom Front. 
 
MORE: 
They talked with Ray about his history with anti-prison organizing, going underground to wage armed 
struggle against the state, fighting for parole for political prisoners, solidarity he received while behind 
bars, supporting aging and ill comrades behind bars, having children while underground, and how to 
support his imprisoned comrades Tom Manning and Jaan Lamaan. The full interview can be heard at 
itsgoingdown.org/june-11th-interview-with-ray-luc-levasseur 
 
May 31st - June 11, 2018 Statement From Eric King 
I’ve got a lot of shit to say. Not right now per se, but in general there is a lot I like to talk about, and a lot I 
want to get off my chest or vent about. The environment I currently am held in is not conducive to radical 
or “liberal” conversation topics. Me lamenting about vegan food options isn’t an interesting topic here in 
the politically west coast. My tongue is developing callouses I bite it so much around here. You’ve gotta 
keep yourself cool and out of bullshit, and the best and safest bet for me is often the mute button. 
 
This is why I love my support team, and why I love people who write and support me. They turn my mute 
button off, they un-muzzle me. I can laugh with the people who back me when a rogue Anarchist helicopter 
crashes itself to kill all the soldiers on board. I can celebrate Herman’s release, or cry over the loss of more 
Palestinian life. I can get challenged on my views and ideas, I can be heard and recognized as another 
human being with ideas and feelings and beliefs. Something that very rarely happens in here. It is one of 
the biggest blessings I have, being able to share stories, share feelings, and share life with other human 
beings that can see past these walls. 
 
One of my long term friends/supporters has been doing this really amazing thing recently, that I feel can 
very much potentially help spread prisoner support, and that is posting my writings to different ‘write in’ 
things. Submitting my writings to different groups web pages or blogs or zines, any of it. To me this is huge 
because it gives an opportunity to reach beyond the die-hard prison support community. Maybe someone 
new will see a submission, which will lead them to my website, which maybe sparks their interest further 
and they check out Bill’s or Michael’s team, this helps the entire community. It gives the chance to reach 
more people, people who may haven’t cared before but reads this one time, and it changes everything. 
Spark a change in their mind, to let them know that the struggle doesn’t stop when we are locked up, that 
we don’t stop existing as actual people inside prison, as opposed to just prisoners existing. 



 17 of 24 

 
Recently I have received letters from different college and MIDDLE SCHOOL classes. Their teachers have 
encouraged them to reach out to political prisoners to further understand different struggles and what 
people go through while in prison. Isn’t that fucking amazing? Those teachers are doing what our support 
teams do, what our comrades do, spreading our voices and our stories, which carries the struggle past these 
walls, which hopefully inspires a deeper interest in ending prisons and supporting people who have fought 
against the system that holds them up. There is so much potential in being able to spread our voices this 
way. 
 
Reaching outside our own community feels to me like an incredibly valuable, and important aspect of 
prison support. I want my mom to recognize Jennifer’s name, I want my non-political friends to know who 
Sean or Sol or Marius is. That is important. The more our teams and supporters spread our stories and our 
words, the more chance we have of getting more support and more anger towards this system. The more 
support we have the further our voices spread, the more we are shielded from our enemies in blue, the more 
we are kept human. 
 
Thank you to everyone who has supported anyone behind bars…fist raised for Herman. 
 
25 May - Time to Write Parole Letters for Jalil Muntaqim! 
Call to write letters in support for parole of long-time political prisoner Jalil Muntaqim. 
 
MORE: 
Once again, we are preparing for Jalil’s upcoming parole hearing in June. Since the PBA, the FOP, and the 
Correctional Officers union are able to collect thousands of signatures against parole, we must work to gain 
as many signatures and letters of support for Jalil as possible. A hard copy of the petition can be 
downloaded here. This can be signed and returned to nycjericho@gmail.com. 
 
You can also download and print out the parole campaign brochure explaining Jalil’s case as a way of 
educating people about the political nature of the case and the parole board’s constant denials despite 
national and international support for Jalil’s release on parole. 
 
We are making an effort to include letters of support for Jalil that are personalized and from people who are 
familiar with him and his work. If you want further instructions for how to write a strong, personalized 
letter of support, please email carroll.nora@gmail.com. 
 
Jalil has also prepared a fact sheet for those who would like to write letters to the Parole Board on his 
behalf. 
 
Anthony Bottom (Jalil A. Muntaqim) has been in prison since 1971, one of the longest held political 
prisoners in the world. Having spent more time in prison than Nelson Mandela, in 46+ years Jalil has 
accomplished the following: 

o In 1977, he started the first national prisoners newspaper called “Arm the Spirit”. 
o In 1976-77, he initiated a national prisoners campaign to petition the United Nations on the issue of 

prison conditions and the existence of political prisoners. The petition was heard by a special UN 
Committee, and recorded as UN document E/CN.4/Sub.2/NGO/75. 

o In 1986, he drafted a legislative bill for New York State prisoners to obtain good time off their 
maximum sentence. The bill was submitted and introduced into the New York State Committee on 
Corrections by former Assemblyman Arthur O. Eve. 

o In 1994, while incarcerated at Shawangunk Correctional Facility, he established the first Men’s 
Council in any U.S. prison. His efforts were featured on television in Japan and written about in the 
NY Times. During this period, he also graduated from SUNY New Paltz with a B.S. in Psychology 
and a B.A. in Sociology. He also taught African Studies to a group of prisoners. 
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o On two occasions, he received commendations from prison officials for quelling potential prison 
riots, one in the mess hall at Great Meadows Correctional Facility and another in the auditorium of 
Greenhaven Correctional Facility. 

o In 1998, he co-initiated a national march and demonstration in Washington, D.C., calling for 
recognition and amnesty for U.S. political prisoners. Over 8,000 activists from across the country 
participated. This led to the formation of the Jericho Amnesty Movement, of which he is a 
founding member. 

o From 1996-99, he was the office manager of the prison computer lab at Eastern Correctional 
Facility. His duties consisted of teaching prisoners keyboarding skills and how to use computer 
software programs. During that time he also raised money from inmate accounts to support the 
charitable Children’s Fund. 

o In 1999, in Auburn Correctional Facility, he established sociology, poetry and legal research and 
discussion classes under the auspices of the Lifers’ Committee that he chaired. 

o He co-sponsored the Victory Gardens Project, a program in which farmers in Maine grew tons of 
fresh produce for distribution to poor urban communities in New York, New Jersey and Boston, 
Massachusetts. In the four years of its existence, the Project distributed nearly 10,000 pounds of 
fresh produce in urban centers. 

o In response to the tragedy of September 11, 2001, while in Auburn Correctional Facility, he 
proposed raising funds from inmates to donate to the American Red Cross. Former Deputy 
Superintendent of Programs R. Nelson acknowledged Jalil’s efforts in a memorandum. 

o While in Auburn Correctional Facility he worked as a Pre-GED Teacher’s Assistant and earned a 
vocational certificate for Architectural Drafting. He also proposed and gained the approval for a 
Life Skills Program for inmates. 

o Over the years Jalil has filed several lawsuits on behalf of prisoners, including trying to win NYS 
prisoners the right to vote, & to amend Executive Law §259i for parole reform for class A1 felons. 

o He is a published author of essays & poetry; his writings are also found in several University-
sponsored books of compilations of prison writers. He has also written an unpublished novel & 
teleplay. 

 
In the event of his release on parole, Jalil intends to establish community computer lab centers to instruct 
youth and seniors on computer literacy, closing the digital divide, etc. 
 
To learn more about Jalil, check his website: freejalil.com. 
 
To write a letter in you own words in support of parole for Jalil, address to: 
Senior Offender Rehabilitation Coordinator 
Sullivan Correctional Facility 
325 Riverside Drive 
Fallsburg, New York 12733 
 
BUT SEND TO: 
Nora Carroll 
The Parole Preparation Project 
168 Canal Street, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10013 
 
30 May - The Unofficial Gag Order of Jamil Al-Amin 
At the modern intersection of Islamophobia and the Black Lives Matter movement resides Jamil Al-Amin 
(formerly H. Rap Brown), the now forgotten civil rights activist and revolutionary leader who, 16 years ago 
this year, was sentenced to life imprisonment for the murder of Fulton County, Georgia Sheriff’s Deputy 
Ricky Leon Kinchen and the wounding of his partner, then-Sheriff’s Deputy Aldranon English, during a 
March 2000 gunfight. 
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MORE: 
by Obaid H. Siddiqui (The Root) 
On the night of March 16, 2000, Deputies Kinchen and English were serving a warrant for the arrest of Al-Amin for 
missing a court hearing regarding a traffic stop when they were engaged in a gun battle outside Al-Amin’s grocery 
store in the West End neighborhood of Atlanta. 
 
Kinchen died the next day in the hospital, and English, who had wounds that reminded arriving paramedic Kristin 
McGregor Jones of “Vietnam War wounds that I’ve seen in the movies,” later identified Al-Amin as the shooter 
before being rushed into surgery. 
 
Prior to his murder trial, Al-Amin released a statement proclaiming his innocence and empathy for the family of 
Kinchen. Afterward, the trial judge, Stephanie B. Manis, placed a gag order on Al-Amin to prevent him from 
speaking. 
 
That gag order has unofficially been reinstated over the past 10 years, ever since Al-Amin was secretly moved from a 
state prison in Georgia to the federal Administrative-Maximum (ADX) supermax prison in Florence, Colo., 
amounting to the de facto silencing of a man who has been targeted by the federal government for decades and who 
many believe is innocent of the crimes for which he’s been convicted. 
 
A Perceived Threat 
 
Multiple writers, journalists, filmmakers and academics have attempted to reach out through the federal Bureau of 
Prisons to interview Al-Amin. All requests have been denied or ignored. 
 
Early in 2017, professor and author Arun Kundnani, who is currently working on a biography of Al-Amin, “initiated 
the process [and] went through the paperwork,” but was told that an interview of Al-Amin “would not be allowed to 
take place,” Kundnani said. 
 
“Every scholar and journalist has been denied over the past 10 years because of a ‘security risk,’” Kundnani said. 
 
The apparent “security risk” posed by Al-Amin stems from his time in the Georgia State Prison at Reidsville, where 
he was first imprisoned to serve his life sentence. Through the prison mail system, Al-Amin was asked to represent the 
needs of Muslim prisoners in the Georgia prison system. Yusha Abdul-Quddos, a prisoner at Reidsville at the time, 
asked Al-Amin to “facilitate and encourage communication between Muslim inmates and the Reidsville prison 
administration,” according to Al-Amin when he explained the intent of the communication to prison authorities. 
 
Al-Amin accepted, later explaining to prison officials that he wanted to “help Muslim inmates achieve the same 
religious privileges afforded to inmates of other religions.” An intelligence unit within the prison inferred a greater 
threat and, after investigating the situation, released three reports that ultimately acknowledged that Al-Amin never 
“ordered other inmates at any prison to commit violence against prison officials” and was not tied, directly or 
indirectly, to any violence or unrest. Still, the unit requested that Al-Amin step down from his leadership role, and he 
acquiesced. 
 
Two months later, though, on June 12, 2006, the FBI prepared a report based on the information gathered from the 
prison intelligence unit titled, “The Attempt to Radicalize the Georgia Department of Corrections’ Inmate Muslim 
Population.” 
 
The purpose of the FBI report was to “provide insight into the motivation of a radical extremist exploiting an inmate 
population for personal gain and power.” Identifying Al-Amin as the “radical extremist,” the report continued, stating, 
“The solidarity movement could unify radical extremists, resulting in a power base within the inmate population 
which could promote organized recruitment drives for radical Islamist and collective disruptive or subversive 
behavior.” 
 
The report claimed that the “assertion that one of the missions of the movement is to promote and defend the interests 
of incarcerated Muslims” was one of many “security and radicalization concerns.” 
 
The Prison Shuffle 
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On July 30, 2007, a year after the FBI report, which lacked a single bit of evidence tying Al-Amin to extremism, Al-
Amin was secretly transferred to the federal ADX prison without the knowledge of his family or legal counsel. 
 
Al-Amin spent seven years in solitary confinement in the ADX, where he was locked in an underground cell for 23 
hours a day. By early 2013, he’d developed a dental abscess that, by October 2013, had caused his jaw to swell. “He 
had fluid gushing out of his mouth [and began] swallowing the toxic fluids,” said Karima Al-Amin, Al-Amin’s wife 
and lawyer. 
 
When she spoke with him in 2014, he sounded as if he was “out of breath, as if he was running; he had difficulty 
breathing,” Karima Al-Amin said. The toxic fluids “had gone into his lungs and chest area.” 
 
While Al-Amin languished in the ADX with an increasingly serious medical condition, thousands of miles from his 
home in Atlanta, his family became worried. It was “rough for us, realizing he’s up in age now, thinking he’s in a cell 
and can’t get proper medical attention,” said Karima Al-Amin. The situation is “so emotionally draining. It finally hit 
Kairi [one of their sons] when he couldn’t sleep. Just thinking about his [father’s] health made [Kairi] break down.” 
 
After his wife led a campaign to get her husband proper medical attention, Al-Amin was moved to the Butner Federal 
Medical Center, a federal prison in North Carolina, in July 2014. 
 
Having formally been treated for the abscess, Al-Amin was then moved to the U.S. Penitentiary, Canaan, a federal 
prison in Pennsylvania. For the first time in his life sentence imprisonment, Al-Amin was placed in general 
population, out of solitary confinement. But by early 2016, he was moved again, this time to U.S. Penitentiary, 
Tucson, a federal prison in Arizona, where he is currently held, cut off from speaking to the outside world. 
 
An Open Letter to the Federal Bureau of Prisons 
 
Through “policy documents made available by the Georgia Department of Corrections, the BOP [Bureau of Prisons] 
... assessed that [Al-Amin] is a security risk—someone who is convicted of harming a law enforcement officer is a 
certain risk,” said Kundnani, who is seeking to interview Al-Amin in the Arizona prison. “But while at Reidsville, he 
was granted interviews,” Kundnani pointed out; therefore the “reason they give now—nature of conviction—would 
have applied earlier, not just over the past 10 years.” 
 
“Serial killers are interviewed in prison, but he’s not allowed to communicate with the outside world in the form of an 
interview. It’s something that needs to be addressed,” Kundnani said. 
 
As a result, Kundnani published an open letter in December 2017 aimed at the BOP and the state of Georgia, 
demanding an end to the isolation of Al-Amin and allowing academics and journalists access to him. 
 
Kundnani hopes that the open letter can get enough support from the world of academia so that he can “go back to the 
BOP and ask them to review their decision in unjustly silencing [Al-Amin].” 
 
“The suggestion that I’d be in danger by interviewing him, that’s ridiculous. Whose security is at risk?” Kundnani 
asked rhetorically. “So the reason must lie somewhere else.” 
 
A Decadeslong Target 
 
Federal authorities have long sought to discredit, silence and punish Al-Amin. As part of the FBI’s illegal 
Counterintelligence Program, or COINTELPRO, J. Edgar Hoover sent a memorandum dated Aug. 25, 1967, to all FBI 
offices regarding “Black Nationalist Hate Groups” (eerily similar to the supposed current “black identity extremist” 
threat identified by the FBI). 
 
The memo ordered all FBI offices to “expose, disrupt, misdirect, discredit, or otherwise neutralize” all individuals and 
organizations considered a threat. Al-Amin, then H. Rap Brown, listed among three others—Stokely Carmichael 
(Kwame Ture), Elijah Muhammad and Maxwell Stanford (Muhammad Ahmed)—was to be given “particular 
emphasis.” 
 
The surveillance continued throughout the 1990s, as the FBI placed informants in Al‐Amin’s Atlanta community 
to try to connect him with criminal activity. Despite developing a 44,000‐page file on Al‐Amin, the FBI was 
unable to pin a single charge on him. 
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That all changed in May of 1999, when Al-Amin was pulled over by Cobb County, Ga., Police Officer Johnny Mack 
for driving a vehicle with a “drive-out tag,” which legally allowed new car owners to drive a vehicle for 30 days 
without officially registering it. 
 
In a court hearing, Mack explained that stopping cars with drive-out tags was part of his “basic patrol,” even when 
there was no evidence of wrongdoing. 
 
In light of new documents that were released by the FBI in 2013 per a long-standing Freedom of Information Act 
request initiated by Al-Amin’s wife, Karima, the traffic stop appears more targeted than random. On April 14, 1999, 
six weeks before Mack pulled over Al-Amin on May 31, an FBI document logging surveillance on Al-Amin stated he 
was “observed unloading unidentified items from a dark green Ford Explorer with dealer tags.” 
 
According to Mack’s testimony, he ran a check on the vehicle identification number and the car was listed as stolen. 
At that point, Al‐Amin was removed from his vehicle and searched. 
 
During the pat-down, Mack found a bill of sale for the vehicle and a police badge in Al‐Amin’s wallet. The bill of 
sale showed Al‐Amin as the rightful owner of the vehicle and that the honorary badge had been issued to Al‐Amin 
from the former mayor of White Hall, Ala., John Jackson. 
 
Al‐Amin never presented the badge, and following the arrest, the mayor of White Hall sent a letter to officials in 
Georgia verifying the authenticity of the honorary badge. Still, Al‐Amin was charged with driving a stolen car, 
driving with expired insurance and impersonating a police officer. 
 
After missing the court date for the traffic hearing, which Al-Amin asserts he was never told of after it had been 
rescheduled following a severe ice storm that hit Atlanta, Deputies Kinchen and English went to serve the warrant for 
his arrest that led to the gunfight. 
 
Disputed Evidence 
 
Al-Amin’s trial lasted two months. Multiple elements of the prosecution’s narrative didn’t fit the physical evidence of 
the crime scene. The surviving deputy, English, swore that his attacker had gray eyes and that he and Kinchen had 
shot him. There were multiple 911 calls made after the shooting that identified a man “bleeding on the corner begging 
for a ride.” 
 
But Al-Amin has brown eyes and, when captured four days after the gunfight, had no signs of any shooting-related 
injuries. 
 
A witness testified that upon hearing shots fired, he looked out his window and saw a man of “average height, average 
build” firing a gun and was “absolutely positive” it wasn’t Al-Amin, who has a distinctively lean, 6-foot-5-inch frame. 
 
Moreover, the guns found in Alabama during the arrest of Al-Amin did not have any fingerprints on them; nor did Al-
Amin have any residue from shooting the guns on his hands or clothes. The latter was an important detail: Federal 
officers claimed that Al-Amin shot at them during his capture, and they even filed a federal indictment against him. 
The charges were dismissed in 2002 after multiple witnesses testified that federal officers were the only ones firing 
their weapons. 
 
In addition, the prosecution provided no motive. No explanation was given as to why a well-respected religious leader 
of a burgeoning Atlanta community, on the night of one of the holiest days in the Muslim calendar—Eid al-Adha—
would shoot at two black deputies serving him a warrant for missing a traffic-stop hearing. 
 
Despite the lack of motive and actual evidence, the jury of nine blacks, two whites and one Hispanic returned a guilty 
verdict after five hours of deliberation. The jury decided against the death penalty and instead committed Al‐Amin 
to life in prison. The same day that his conviction was delivered, the state trial court ruled that the original traffic stop 
that started the whole ordeal had violated Al‐Amin’s Fourth Amendment right of protection from unreasonable 
search and seizure, and therefore had been illegal. 
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Since then, Al-Amin has been secretly moved from a state prison in Georgia to federal custody, where, at USP, 
Tucson, he is currently imprisoned and still actively working with his lawyers to petition for a retrial. 
 
The Appeal 
 
The appeal for a retrial is being led by the law firm Kilpatrick Townsend & Stockton. KT&S originally was assigned 
Al‐Amin’s case pro bono when he brought a suit against the warden of the Georgia State Prison, Hugh Smith, and 
other prison officials for illegally opening mail from his legal counsel in violation of Georgia Department of 
Corrections’ procedures and Al-Amin’s constitutional rights. 
 
As he researched the case, Allen Garrett and lead counsel and senior partner at KT&S A. Stephens Clay discovered 
retaliatory actions on the part of prison officials against Al‐Amin. Moreover, they came across the work of G. Terry 
Jackson and Linda Sheffield, Al‐Amin’s attorneys from his state appeal case in 2007. 
 
The 2007 state appeal featured a deposition of Otis Jackson, a man who, on three separate occasions, confessed to the 
crime for which Al-Amin is imprisoned. Jackson’s deposition provided accurate details of the night of the shooting, 
from the type of weapons and ammunition used to the position of the deputies and vehicles during the shootout. 
 
Jackson also matches the physical description of the eyewitness who saw the shooter—Jackson is listed as 5 feet 8 
inches tall and 170 pounds, and he has gray eyes, matching the testimony given by Deputy English of the man who 
shot him. 
 
Jackson’s confession also matches the 911 calls reporting a bleeding man making his way through the neighborhood: 
In his confession he describes knocking on doors and trying to hitch a ride while bleeding from his wounds. 
 
Jackson even has scars on his body from wounds he says were caused by the guns of the deputies during the gunfight. 
(Jackson, also known as James Santos, is currently serving a prison sentence at U.S. Penitentiary, McCreary, in 
Kentucky, for unrelated crimes. He is scheduled to be released in 2027.) 
 
On March 7, Al-Amin’s current lawyers submitted an appeal petitioning for a new trial with the 11th U.S. Circuit 
Court of Appeals in Georgia, partly based on ignored evidence contradicting the prosecution’s claims, like the 
multiple confessions of Otis Jackson that were never presented to the jury, and blatant violations of Al-Amin’s 
constitutional rights during the original trial. 
 
During the prosecution’s closing arguments, a mock cross-examination was performed of Al-Amin—a gross violation 
of his Fifth Amendment right not to testify or to have his choice used against him, as the prosecution did. 
 
Planting Guns 
 
Al-Amin’s defense was also refused the chance to cross-examine FBI agent Ron Campbell, a violation of the 
confrontation clause within the Sixth Amendment. Not only did Campbell admit to angrily spitting on and kicking Al-
Amin after he was handcuffed, but his story concerning where he was during the hunt for Al-Amin prior to his capture 
was also inconsistent. 
 
At one point, while looking through the wooded area where Al-Amin eventually was arrested, Campbell claimed that 
he was helped over a fence by other officers. Later, Campbell claimed that he was alone when he climbed the fence. 
 
The details of Campbell’s story are important, specifically in relation to the finding of the guns at the scene and when 
he was alone. Although federal officers claimed that Al-Amin fired weapons at them prior to his arrest—a claim that 
was later dropped after multiple witnesses contradicted the charge—the guns found at the scene had neither 
fingerprints, DNA, nor blood tying them to Al-Amin. 
 
Al-Amin’s lawyers believe that Campbell planted the guns at the scene, referencing an incident five years earlier in 
1995, when Campbell killed Glenn Thomas, a 23-year-old black man in Philadelphia. 
 
On June 1, 1995, Campbell and three Philadelphia police officers approached Thomas while he was sitting on a railing 
with two friends drinking a milkshake. Thomas was wanted for skipping bail and missing a court hearing for charges 
stemming from an assault on Housing Authority officers six months earlier. 
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Thomas started to run, but before he could get far, he was shot and killed by Campbell. The FBI and the Philadelphia 
officers claimed that Thomas pulled a gun and turned toward them to fire. However, witnesses to the shooting said 
Thomas didn’t have a gun. 
 
Further contradicting Campbell’s claim was the fact that Thomas was shot in the back of the head and the gun found 
next to him had no fingerprints on it, leading many to believe the gun was planted on Thomas by Campbell. 
 
Al-Amin’s defense wanted to question Campbell about his history of being accused of planting weapons on suspects, 
but the judge denied the attempt because Campbell, though investigated by the FBI’s Internal Affairs unit and 
subjected to a private criminal complaint calling for his arrest in the Superior Court of Pennsylvania, was never found 
guilty. 
 
Now, 16 years after his conviction and 10 years since any journalist or academic has been able to interview him, Al-
Amin sits in a federal prison, waiting for his case to make its way through the court of appeals. All the while, his 
family and supporters believe he’s innocent and simply another targeted victim of a decades-old federal vendetta. 
 
“We Don’t Want You Talking” 
 
The de facto silencing of Al-Amin is “more about what [he] represents, not the nature of his conviction. The 
government believes he’s a radical voice among Muslims and black people, and they’d rather that his followers did 
not hear from him,” said Kundnani. 
 
Khalil Abdul-Rahman, a close friend of Al-Amin’s and a leader of a Muslim community in Greensboro, N.C., recalled 
seeing Al-Amin in 2013 as a legal assistant to former U.S. Attorney General Ramsey Clark, who visited Al-Amin at 
the ADX supermax prison in Colorado. 
 
Al-Amin was “allowed out in the yard for a little bit with a few other prisoners ... the [Hispanic prisoners] gravitated 
toward him, and when [they] were called back in, they asked the guards for Qurans,” Abdul-Rahman said. “[The then-
] warden [David Berkebile] was watching the whole time,” and he turned to Al-Amin and said, “‘This is why we don’t 
want you talking.’” 
 
30 May - NoDAPL Water Protector Sentenced to 36 Months by Federal Judge 
Michael “Little Feather” Giron was sentenced by Chief Judge Daniel Hovland to thirty six months for 
Civil Disorder charges stemming from the October 27th, 2016 defense of the Oceti Sakowin treaty camp 
during the #NoDAPL movement. 
 
MORE: 
The treaty camp, erected in the direct path of the Dakota Access Pipeline, was eventually evicted by State, 
Federal and Private police forces. Little Feather joined hundreds in defense of the camp and was charged 
by the federal government for his actions. 
 
The sentencing marks the first of a series of defendants awaiting trial and sentencing from charges brought 
forward against them by the United States government. 
 
Little Feather, incarcerated since March 9, 2017, was originally charged with Use of Fire to Commit a 
Federal Felony Offense and Civil Disorder. Through a change of plea to a non-cooperating plea agreement 
on February 8th, 2018, the Use of Fire to Commit Federal Felony Offense was dropped. 
 
Chief Judge Daniel Hovland who presided over the trial told Little Feather “It seems as though you’ve 
turned things around in your life, sir…I commend you for that.” 
 
Little Feather’s wife Leoyla Cowboy said, 
    “We are so grateful to finally be able to start counting the days until Little Feather will return home to his family 
and community and we appreciate all the amazing support we have received.” 
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Little Feather has already served fifteen months that will count as time served. The federal sentencing 
comes as Red Fawn Fallis awaits sentencing on June 25th, 2018 and Michael “Rattler” Markus awaits 
sentencing on May 30th, 2018. Currently, Dion Ortiz and James “Angry Bird” White are preparing for 
federal trial. Brandon J Nastacio “Bravo One” and Brandon Aaron Miller-Castillo are also facing federal 
charges. 
 
The first federal sentencing comes alongside ongoing state-level trials. According to the Water Protector 
Legal Collective website, as of May 2 2018, there have been 835 state criminal cases connected to the 
#NoDAPL movement, of those: 328 have been dismissed, 24 acquitted at trial, 115 received a pretrial 
diversion, 127 have reached plea agreement and 16 have been convicted at trial. 
 
9 Jun - NYC Anarchist Book Fair 
WHAT: Book Fair 
WHEN: 11:00am-7:00pm, Saturday, June 9th 
WHERE: Judson Memorial Church - Judson Memorial Church, 55 Washington Square South, Manhattan 
COST: FREE 
 
MORE: 
It’s 2018 and, once again, the specter of war haunts us—in the headlines as well as in the depressing 
certainty that the politicians and other elites who rule the societies of this world persist in maintaining the 
exploitative death-culture hierarchy of white-hetero-patriarchal Imperial-colonial-capitalism. 
 
Once again, too, we will contribute to the ongoing dialogue and analysis occurring worldwide and help 
ordinary people who seek to understand their history and search for liberatory alternatives (mutual aid, 
autonomy, solidarity, decisions based on consensus, etc.). We emphasize the dominant role of the 
oppressed in the creation of forward-looking activism and culture as we celebrate the struggle to free 
humanity and the animal world from today’s predatory global political and social systems. The NYC 
Anarchist Book Fair actively encourages members of minority and oppressed groups—whose voices may 
not be heard in the larger community—to join us in inspiring, planning, and organizing this year’s event. 
 
Details about additional events and book fair exhibitors; panels and workshops will appear on our website 
<anarchistbookfair.net> as they are confirmed. NYC Anarchist Book Fair tablers include publishers of 
anarchist literature; small independent presses; community groups focused on, among other topics, 
ecological activism and animal liberation; and prisoner support networks. Although this collective does not 
engage in celebrity worship, a special section in the venue will be set aside for anarchist authors who would 
like to make an appearance. 


