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HIS ISSUE OF LA VOZ began with an aroma in my car that gave me a

wonderful feeling of well being and comfort but | could not pnd out what it was. |

thought the tantalizing smell came from some Turkish food that | had had in my car
and had taken to Monica who was working on the layout of La Voz. The next morning, the
aroma continued to waft into my nostrils distracting me as | drove to Gracefs house. She
had agreed to accompany me in search of icehouses to photograph. As we drove along |
asked Grace, 0Do you smell that really nice smell in my car?6 She did not and that was
that. We drove to San Antoniods south side stopping at icehouses in Graceds childhood
stomping grounds. As we headed back, we stopped at a taquito hut and | opened the trunk
to put the camera away. An aromatic scent hit me full force. After lunch I invited Grace
to take a whiff of the trunk feeling certain she would smell the aroma. Someone driving
by recognized Grace and called out to her. She strolled over to chat with an old co-worker
from school she hadnit seen in years. When she pnally strode back, she sniffed saying,
oYes, | smell it now. Ités very familiar. Very nice. | know that smell, Gloria. What is it?6
We didndt pgure it out and continued our quest taking photos, talking to folks, gathering
information until 2:30 pm when | took Grace home.

At the Esperanza, | recounted to Monica about the strange but nice smell emanating
from my car. | thought then maybe it was a bar of Mexican soap that | had promised to
bring her. Monica had been looking for a font for the Juan Crow article and had found one
made up from various Mexican soap and incense labels that promised to help with all sorts
of ailments. One of the labels said, ;QUE SON LOS TROLLS Y EN QUE NOS AYUDAN? That evening
when Monica and | went to see a play about the murders of the young women of Ju§rez,
I remembered the smell in the trunk. Before going into the play, we decided to check the
trunk thinking that maybe the soap was there. When | opened the trunk, I noticed a candle
in a glass container that had been left there in a wire basket since the December holiday
madness. It had tipped over and a pool of red wax had formed on the trunkds yoor in the
Texas heat. Pumpkin spice! Mystery solved. Later, | found the soap, JABON DE CAMALEON
still at my house.

Among the items in the trunk was a small manila envelope with Robert Noyolads book,
Inherit the Land. He had written us and sent in a donation and this small historical novel
on San Antonio. The book was pne, but the envelope was soaked red and smelled great.
Robert had sent his website info [robertnoyola.8m.com] and articles about his writing. |
felt bad about not acknowledging his letter earlier, but | had updated his address. Finding
Robertis book made me feel very grateful for all the people that take time to support
the work of the Esperanza Center and La Voz. This issue began to come together when
Cecile Pineda sent in (like Robert) a letter and a couple of poems in tribute to Richard
Woodward Hetchlerds article in the June Voz. Reading the poems made me think of the war
imagery in Sue Coeds artwork. When | checked her work online (graphicwitness.org), I ran
into a woodcut entitled, 0Wedre All in the Same Boat.6 the same words Roberto Lovato
used to end his article on Juan Crow. | wrote Sue Coe for permission to use
her artwork, deciding to feature her artwork in Cecileds poetry and in
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Robertots and Cindy Wilmoreds articles. X v §
We continue in this issue of La Voz with the series, Voz del Zocalo Ulturg pans <
that seeks to look at space and how it is being appropriated for propt. S Stregy
Spaces of all kinds including the space of our mind, our streets, our y 5 &
Q 0

resources€you name it. Two articles in particular speak to this. The prst
is an update by Amy Kastely on the lawsuit against the City of San Antoniods
March Ordinance that seeks to charge gente for the right to exercise our free speech as we
march on city streets. The second article by Rachel Jennings with a sidebar by Grace Rosales
is about icehouses, a space particular to San Antonio, but certainly on the endangered
list. Thanks to everyone for their contributions and please send in letters, articles, poems,
stories or artwork to keep us going. | promise not to ple them in the trunk of my car.
aFeliz verano! Hasta septiembre, La Editora, Gloria R.

* All letters in response to Esperanza activities
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buena gente de nuestra comunidad.

Cover Art: We're All in the Same Boat, woodcut

/ATTENTION VOZ READERS: If you have a correction you want to make on your mailing label please sena\
it in to lavoz@esperanzacenter.org. If you do not wish to continue on the mailing list for whatever reason please
notify us as well. La Voz is provided as a courtesy to people on the mailing list of the Esperanza Peace and Justice
Center. The subscription rate is now $30 per year. The cost of producing and mailing La Voz has substantially
increased and we need your help to keep it apoat. To help, send in your subscriptions, sign up as a monthly donor,

\or send in a donation to the Esperanza Peace and Justice Center. Thank you. -GAR

VOZ VISION STATEMENT: La Voz de Esperanza speaks for many individual, progressive voices
who are gente-based, multi-visioned and milagro-bound. We are diverse survivors of materialism,
racism, misogyny, homophobia, classism, violence, earth-damage, speciesism and cultural and
political oppression. We are recapturing the powers of alliance, activism and healthy conpict in
order to achieve interdependent economic/spiritual healing and fuerza. La Voz is a resource for peace, justice, and
human rights, providing a forum for criticism, information, education, humor and other creative works. La oz
provokes bold actions in response to local and global problems, with the knowledge that the many risks we take for

\ handprinted by Sue Coe with Steve Murray, 2005. /

the earth, our body, and the dignity of all people will result in profound change for the seven generations to come.




Letter to the Editor

You are doing commendable work emphasizing the need for cultura and communidad. | was also moved very deeply by
richard woodward-hetchler’s very brave, very true piece about something most people don't want to know about.

Dear Esperanza!l

Here are two reactions to the on-going terror that our country has become: (feel free to print) - Cecile Pineda

APRIL 15: SHOPPING FOR MAYHEM

“The Iraq War Costs $5,000 a second.” — news report

What of this deadly
merchandise can my

tax obligation buy?

Barely one second.

Not much time if

you think about it.

Just time for a trigger

to be pulled. An IED to

blast through jerry rigged
armor plates, a man

(or woman) positioned

at a console somewhere

in Utah to pound a distant street
to dust, send arms,

legs, dismembered hands
pying, blood seeping

under doorways,

for a newborn child to scream
in its silenced mother’s arms.
for a man to see nothing
where his hand once was.

for a small girl to see her
mother, father blown

to bits, their brains splattered
over the face of her

baby brother still safely strapped
in his car seat, for a man

to scream “Halt!”” for a woman
to see her son drop

e to the ground, lie there
Halliburton War Trough, hand printed by Sue Coe with Steve Murray, 2005. stiller than sleep.

Bio: Cecile Pineda, born in New York City, migrated to California in 1961 where she
continues to live in the Bay area. Author of The Love Queen of the Amazon, Frieze, and My $4,000 tax can’t

Face, she has also completed Fishlight: A Dream of Childhood, a non-yction memoir, .

Bardo99 and Redoubt, a mononovel. All are available from San Antonio’s Wings Press. Strem,h very far._ THEE @17 o0y
Cecile was also a teatrista founding and directing the Theatre of Man, an experimental four-yfths of this.

company. Check Cecile’s site at: http://www.home.earthlink.net/~cecilep - Cecile Pineda
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At a ﬁmssmads.

People Mus!

The United States, and the world for that matter, is at a critical
crossroad. We are in a shameful war, the environment is in grave
danger, and our economy is collapsing. This article is an attempt
to put the situation in historical perspective and make some sug-
gestions about a way forward.

Most of us did not experience the Depression of the 1930’s,
but many of us have parents or grandparents who lived through it,
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and tell us stories. Here are a few stories from this period.

10,000 military veterans of WWI and their families came to
Washington DC in 1932 and set up a tent city in order to pressure
the government to give them the bonus they had been guaranteed.
President Hoover viciously drove them out and burned the tent
city using the army under the leadership of Douglas MacArthur,
and with Captain Dwight Eisenhower serving as the liason with
the police.

Roosevelt, who’s remembered as a great President, also avoid-
ed paying the bonus to the veterans, but was able to co-opt the
movement with jobs, building a highway in Florida. He did not
pay the bonus until 1936, and then under great pressure in an elec-
tion year. Roosevelt also burned crops and slaughtered livestock
when people were starving in the name of stabilizing prices.

The desperate people of the US loved Roosevelt for his small
ameliorations of the economic suffering of the 1930°s, but what
gave him his name in history was the victory of WWII which
brought us out of the great depression. The Soviet Union had al-
ready defeated Hitler by the time the

by Cindy Wilmore

Jemand Change

victorious wars beneyting some industries and this beneyt ylter-
ing down to the population as a whole (the original trickle down),
there is a popular myth in the United States of America that wars
are good for the economy. If the aggressor wins the war and there-
by extends its economic dominance then the result can beneyt cer-
tain economic interests of the aggressor state, but war itself does
not beneyt the economy.

That was the last war waged
that was a decisive victory for the
US. Wars are obviously inpationary
spending. The money goes out and if
territories and markets are not won,
nothing comes back. Consequently,
money is devalued. The longer and
stronger the losing war is waged, the
more damage to the economy.

During the Vietnam War the peo-
ple of the United States became pro-
gressively more disillusioned with a
war they came to perceive as un-win-
nable. However, the anti-war move-
ment repected the usual miniscule range of the political debate in
this country. “Ho Ho Ho Chi Minh, the NLF is gonna win,” was
often the chant of the anti- war marches in England. In the US
some anti-war organizers did not allow North Vietnamese pags
in the demonstrations, and the dominant slogan was “Bring our
boys home.”

Anti-war movements are important to the governments they
criticize only in so far as they threaten in a real way the econom-
ic interests behind the wars. The increasing politicization of the
military and youth may have had something to do with the termi-
nation of the war against Vietnam, but ultimately the Vietnamese
won the war, and without their resistance, at enormous cost to
them, the anti-war movement would never have developed.

When Congress yrst gave President Bush permission to in-
vade Irag many people said it was going to be a replay of the
Vietnam War. These people were correct. These types of wars of
aggression cannot be won. A country as powerful as the United
States, which spends more on weapons than the rest of the world

Bonus Marchers
who came to demand
their veterans bonus
payment early from
Congress battle police
in Washington, DC.
After several months
of camping near the
Anacostia River and after
confrontations with
police, federal troops
| drove the marchers from
the city. |July 1932,
National Archives and
Records Administration

US entered the war in Europe, how-
ever the US came out of WWII with
dominance over a large part of the
British and European empires. The
undeniable law of capitalism is “ex-
pand or die”. US businesses, or per-
haps better described, international
corporations headquartered in the US,
expanded at the end of WWII.

As a result of these experiences of

As a result of these experiences of victorious wars bene ting some
industries and this bene t Itering down to the populationasa
whole (the original trickle down), there is a popular myth in the
United States of America that wars are good for the economy.

If the aggressor wins the war And thereby extends its economic
dominance then the result can bene t certain economic interests of the

aggressor state, but war itself does not bene t the economy




combined, has a very hard time facing the reality that unless the
opponent is a tiny island, the resistance to an unjustiyable inva-
sion from an obvious aggressor will be limitless.

A future important military victory for the US Empire is ex-
tremely unlikely, and a small victory such as Grenada or Panama
will not solve our economic problems. We could even withdraw
our troops from Iraq and use immensely stronger nuclear weap-
ons than the depleted uranium we are using now and it would not
produce a victory in the modern world by any rational method of
assessment. We must be clear on this. We will lose the Iraq War
because the Iraqis will not allow us to win. A peace movement
never caused a war to be lost nor stopped a winning war.

Also, no war has ever been fought altruistically. It is absolute-
ly contrary to human nature. Anytime US (or any other) troops
are sent anywhere the motive for the military action will be other
than the one stated, and the question is fiwho beneyts.0 Did you
hear anyone in the government say that we were invading Iraq
to steal their oil? Of course, most of the individual soldiers who
are in the war because of the economic draft do not endorse this
thuggery, and in many cases are actively resisting the war in one
way or another.

In the aftermath of Hurricane Katrina, the yrst major event to
damage the Bush administration, it became much easier to criti-
cize the federal government. The criminally absurd inability of the
government to even deliver food and water to the people trapped
in the convention center in New Orleans replaced the image the
swaggering Bush had promoted of himself as John Wayne (an il-
lusion which wasnét even true for John Wayne who did not yght in
WWII), with a more realistic image as weak and incompetent.

The lack of advancement in Iraq and the damage to the sol-
diers in deaths, injuries, and psychological impairment, have
combined to make the Irag War very unpopular. The majority of
the population of the US now recognizes that we were taken into
this war on false pretences.

One of the main slogans used by virtually every local anti-war
group is “Not worth the loss, not worth the cost.” This does not
begin to describe the armed robbery of another country which
quite probably has caused the death of over a million people al-
ready, the torture, the destruction, the enormous dislocation, etc.,
and of equal importance, the heartbreaking damage to the young
US soldiers. On the
June 10,2008 episode
of DEMOCRACY
NOW! (www.democ-
racynow.org), Leila
Al-Arian  (daughter
of political prisoner
Sami Al-Arian, who
has been detained by
the US government
since 2002 although
he has been cleared
of terrorism charges)
stated that 99% of
Iragi citizens now
want the US
out of Irag.

But we need
to do more
than end the
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war.

If we do nothing
but appeal to a limited
selyshness, and under-
estimate the ability of
the citizens of the US to
empathize with another
culture, or even to under-
stand their own situation,
we offer very little hope.
The problems we are
now facing have been
accumulating for a very
long time, as internation-
al corporate capitalism in

How well organized
and informed we are
after the election is

than WhoWins « o

much more important

no way operates to the
beneyt of the great ma-
jority of the citizens of the world. The Iraq war has exacerbated
and accelerated this situation, and this intensiycation will contin-
ue until we withdraw from lIraq. However, in order to overcome
the economic situation in which we ynd ourselves some radical
changes must be made.

President Jimmy Carter was defeated by the high interest
rates which were enacted to control the inpation that was a result
of the Vietnam War. During the Vietnam War, the Federal Re-
serve Bank (a partly private institution by the way, controlled by
a board of private bankers, the foxes guarding the hen house) had
been shoring up the federal government by keeping the interest
rate artiycially low. With the election of a less reactionary Demo-
cratic president virtually inevitable, the Federal Reserve Bank is
currently announcing that it will raise the interest rates soon. It
looks like we are in for a repeat of the late 70°s but much, much
WOrse.

The Democratic presidential primary between Hillary Clin-
ton and Barack Obama has stimulated the most intense interest
in elections in the United States that we have seen in most of
our lifetimes. This is mainly due to the disastrous condition in
which we ynd ourselves after essentially 28 years of right wing
rule (Bill Clinton’s administration did nothing to reverse or even
slow down the rightward trend which began with the end of the
Vietnam War.)

International capitalism has been dying since the Vietnam
War. The only possible discussion now is how we transform inter-
national capitalism, and what will replace it. How well organized
and informed we are after the election is much more important
than who wins if we wish to make that transformation to a world
that is better for all of us, instead of one that beneyts only a few
and is barbaric for the rest of us.

There is a tendency in the popularized history of this country
to give all the credit to the leaders. This is not the way things hap-
pen. The people have made advances only when they demanded
them. It is an error to depend on some benevolent supreme lead-
er. It’s not necessarily because the political candidates are evil,
but because they get caught up in what they are doing, and with
whom they are communicating and they make one compromise
and then another. If we want to have input on where to draw the
line on these compromises (which we desperately need), we must
organize now and decide what is most essential, what changes we
must make in order to survive and expand our humanity. It’s go-
ing to take more than rhetoric to turn this around.
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ﬂ Immediate withdrawal from Iraq. Forget this idiocy of how do we

withdraw, what will happen after we leave, etc. Just get out. We are
doing no one, including ourselves, any good by being there. At some point we
can begin to make reparations for the damage we have done.

Bring all military home to the United States and put them to work

building schools and hospitals, trolleys and subways and assist-
ing teachers in the classroom. If we get out of the way people of the world
can work out their own problems. Of course, along with this, we will enact
mandatory public service in the new “military” for two years for all women
and men over the age of 18, if they havenit already fulylled this. We will give
our military the help they need to recover from their horriyc experiences.

Suspend all adventurous weapons production, which means all
new, complicated, expensive weapons systems, including bil-
lion dollar submarines for which we have no use. How many times do we
need to be able to destroy the world to make ourselves safe? These munitions
factories can be transformed to do research for renewable energy and other
socially useful applications. An immediate halt to all exports of weapons, and
aid to and involvement with foreign military and police.
4; The Civil Rights guarenteed to us in the U.S. Constitution will be
reinstated in full and extended to cover any interaction we have
with anyone anywhere in the world. We will close Guantanamo. We will
not prosecute 15 year old prisoners of war as murderers. We will not kidnap.
We will not torture. We will reinstate habeas corpus (This has already hap-
pened because of efforts by the ACLU, the Center for Constitutional Rights,
and other groups). We will discontinue illegal wiretaps and general paranoid
surveillance. We will treat people as we wish to be treated and extend civil

rights to all regardless of age, gender, sexual orientation, color, class, culture,
ability, or citizenship status.

Extend Medicare to all people who want it. We can no longer af-

ford to pay off the protection racket. Support preventative healthcare
and traditional methods for treating illnesses.The organization, Progressive
Democrats of America, has taken up the cause of Universal Healthcare in
their campaign “HEALTHCARE NOT WARFARE” (www.pdamerica.org).

6 The U.S. government will have a non-interventionist policy with

the pharmaceutical companies, and stop promoting their inter-
ests. BIG PHARMA is obviously sociopathic, and needs to be curbed.
So, the new national health system will promote traditional or alternative
health care methods, exercise, preventive nutrition, and nutritional remedies
in general. We will negotiate with pharmaceutical companies who are coop-
erative for drugs needed in our Medicare program.

End the fake war on drugs. Start a real war on drugs which redirects

half of the money from law enforcement and prisons to rehabilitation.
We want research on what are the most effective programs to adequately
fund rehabilitation for the best chance of success. Nationalize all prisons.
Privatized prisons are an abomination.

Reform federal agrarian programs so that they ONLY ASSIST

SMALL FARMERS. We want an end to corporate welfare. We are go-
ing to encourage chemical free farming as concerns to save the earth are also
a priority. Suspend all commercial production of biogenetically engineered
food until much more research has been done. And, strengthen food distribu-
tion programs so no one is left hungry.

Public schools should no longer warehouse
children while parents work but should
provide authentic educational experiences that in-
sure students can get the highest level of education
they choose to pursue. Students who direct their own
learning can become productive members of society.
ﬁﬂ of aquifer recharge areas and water
resources critical to the maintenance of

our water supply. Develop the means for puriycation

and delivery of water to households eliminating the
necessity for bottled water.

Stop construction and contamination

ﬂ Raise the tax on the oil companies and put

the money into research on renewable en-
ergy, mass transit, and heating for poor people

12 Strengthen and extend mass transit

systems such as subways, light rail, bus

lines, and trains for people and products. There

should be no drilling for oil in environmentally sen-

sitive areas. Funding for research into sustainable
energy should be prioritized.

ﬂ Let’s borrow some of the advances in

Europe and enact a 30 hour work week

with full employment, free, high quality child
care, and 6 weeks paid vacation every year.

Healthcare Not Warfare by Sue Coe, 1991.



(Three hundred gather to memorialize 3455 combat deaths in Lafayette, California, May 29, 2007)

Ten men (or women)
per day equals

not quite one year
of killing, give or
take away 20 days,
or so. Killing one
man (or woman) per
day equals not quite
ten years, give or
take away 200

men (or women)

or 200 days.

Killing 655,000

men, women or
children since
March 19 of 2003
equals four years
and sum of killings
or 162,500 killings
per year; or 13,540
killings per month
or 451 killings per day
of men, women and
possibly children.
451 killings per day
does not equal

2.37 killings per day.
655,000 killings at
2.37 killings per day
equals 234,120 days
of killings or

641 years of killing

which does not
equal 4 years of killing.

You can see 3455
crosses (some armless)
from the BART station
at Lafayette oryou
can look away.
And at this sunset
Memorial Day you can
read the sign
| hold as high as
my short arms can
carry it: 655,000
Iraqi dead since
the invasion of
March, 2003, of
men, women, and impossibly
children. An unstable
sign. The reverse:;
To equal the same percentage,
seven million

ve hundred thousand
US citizens would
have had to die.

A woman approaches
me in a safety vest,
her monitor s role at
theready: Itsup

to you, she says, but
there are to be no

politics. | say,

But thisis a
memorial. One

Iraqi death
does not equal
one US death.
One US death
equals 189

Iraqi deaths.
And | am only one
here to represent them.
Whereas
each one of you
represents only
eleven point 5 deaths.
Why is it that | am
only one,
yetyou are
many?

Taking a reading at

the base of an incline

of 45 | 3455 crosses
(some rise perpendicular
to the ground armless,
and Islamic) appear
numerous, unfathomable as
655,000 armless markers.
might appear,

Its all according to

the angle of incline.

- May 30, 2007

And the Dogs Howled by Sue Coe, 2000.
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THE MERIDA INITIATIVE: ..

-

P

A CONTINUATION IN THE CYCLE OF VIOLENCE#

On Wednesday, [May 14, 2008] the U.S. House Foreign
Affairs Committee passed the *“Merida Initiative to
Combat Illicit Narcotics and Reduce Organized Crimes
Authorization Act of 2008.”” Also known as “Plan Mexico”,
a less than popular name due to its resemblance to “Plan
Colombia”, the initiative calls for a foreign aid package of close
to $1.6 billion meant to combat drug trafycking and organized
crime in Mexico. A bulk of the money has been speciycally
designated to fund the acquisition of military equipment such
as helicopters and weapon systems. This is, in my opinion the
worst plan proposed at the worst time.

For one, it fuels a widespread speculation that the so-called
“aid” is part of a larger strategic national security initiative, “a
sort of Marshall Plan for Latin America, that runs parallel to the
wars in Irag and Afghanistan.” It also begs to question whether
infusing Mexico with a multibillion military project will have
the same effect as it has had in Colombia, where an increase in
human rights abuses and paramilitary violence have taken place
since Plan Colombia was implemented seven years ago.

While President Felipe Calderon touts his government’s
revamped efforts to address widespread drug-related violence
in the country and while he views the Merida Initiative as a
much needed step in the right direction; widespread reports of
human rights violations and abuses at the hands of Mexican
security forces have hit an all-time high. Opposition groups in
Mexico have denounced the initiative as a ploy to strengthen the
military’s policing role in Mexican society, to increase counter-
intelligence and anti-subversive mechanisms and to provide
the government with resources for stronger involvement in the
affairs of individuals, all of which has been disguised under
the umbrella of a drug war, such as was the case with Plan
Colombia.

While the social components of the initiative seem to hit the
high notes of an otherwise pat symphony, some wonder whether
these represent mere demagoguery. As the Latin American
Working Group has rightly pointed out, not a penny of the
Merida Initiative will provide aid to reduce poverty, it further
skews aid to Latin America in the direction of security assistance

rather than aid for public health, poverty reduction, and disaster
assistance. The Merida Initiative also does nothing to solve
the problems on our side of the border that increase violence
in Mexico and Central America: the United States’ demand for
illegal drugs and the pow of U.S. yrearms into the region.

What is in the package is a strong military and strategic
component that falls short of sending U.S. troops to Mexican
soil, such that it provides strict guidelines for the training
of Mexican troops, it counsels Mexican agencies on U.S.
requirements enlisting private U.S. enterprises to assist in anti-
narcotics equipment and guidance and provides for mere human
rights and ethics “suggestions” in dealing with bystanders and
society at large. In other words, the “aid” has been formulated as
an incentive and
reward to
Calderon’s
government, and
a slap in the face
to Human Rights
defenders in
Mexico.

This  year
marks the 60th
anniversary  of
the  Universal
Declaration  of
Human Rights adopted by the United Nations. As Bloggers
Unite celebrates this remembrance with the credo “that all
people are born with basic rights and freedoms that include
life, liberty, and justice,” it is imperative that we take a closer
look at the effects that our involvement in different regions and
countries around the world is having to its citizens. The Merida
Initiative, Plan Colombia, The Iraq war, have all been sold to the
American public as efforts in democratization, peace, prosperity
and security, all of which have shown exactly the opposite.
They have destabilized regions, fueled insurgencies, increased
violence cycles and most importantly they have threatened the
core principles of the rights to life, liberty and justice. q

..nota penny of the Merida Initiative
will provide aid to reduce poverty, it
further skews aid to Latin America in the
direction of security assistance rather
than aid for public health, poverty
reduction, and disaster assistance.
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HR6028 or the Merida Initiative gives 1.5 billion dollars
over the next 5 years to Mexico and Central America for the
war on drugs. Over 2/3 of this money goes to Mexico, and it
appears that most will be distributed in 2009 and 2010. On
June 10, 2008, HR6028 was passed by a large majority. Only
22 Democrats voted against it, none of whom were from Texas.
However two of the most progressive members of Congress,
John Conyers and Dennis Kucinich did vote against it.

It is clear at this point that the war on drugs is doing
nothing for the citizens of the United States of America, which
has more people in prison than anywhere in the world, while
remaining yrst in drug use as well. Isnit it also clear that it is
doing nothing for the citizens of the rest of the world? It has
produced a hell on earth in Colombia. Do we want to allow this

£ = See www.groundswellonline.org/groundswell/2008/05/merida-initiati.html =8 55

disaster to be spread to Mexico?

Furthermore, why are we giving any law enforcement
money to the fraudulently elected government of Mexico, the
same government that is responsible for so much repression
in Oaxaca? We canit even give medical care to children
here but we can pay the government of Mexico so that it can
continue its horrendous policies.

The war on drugs is nothing but a cover for a war on both
human rights and popular resistance to oppressive regimes.
Act to prevent this bill from becoming law. The Merida Initiative
is now in the Senate, and should be vulnerable for no other
reason than it adds to our huge debt.

Contact your Senators and Representatives
about this now! -Guillermina Williams
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IWD Planning Committee & the Coalition for Free Speech

V.

City of San Antonio

Street marches are the most important

form of democratic protest practiced
throughout the world. Most recently, on February 15, 2003, over
12 million people around the world marched in the streets to
protest the planned U.S. invasion of Irag. Over 2,000 protestors
were in downtown San Antonio — on the sidewalks. Organizers
wanted to march in the streets, but they were told by the San
Antonio Police Department that a street march would cost several
thousand dollars.

In fact, the 2003 San Antonio Code of Ordinances said that
street marches “of a political nature” were not to be charged for
police or trafyc control costs, but we now know that the SAPD
routinely told activists that they must pay thousands of dollars
to march. For those with friends in City Hall or in the SAPD, a
few phone calls would get these costs waived, but for countless
others, the costs were prohibitive and street march plans were
cancelled.

So we walked on the sidewalks in February 2003, and the
conditions were dangerous. The sidewalks were too small to hold
the large crowd; a few people
were pushed into the streets,
where pro-war hecklers yelled
and raised ysts from their cars.
Frustrated pedestrians pushed
through the crowd to catch a
bus or enter a store, shoving
marchers as they moved past.
Peopleinwheelchairsstruggled
to negotiate blocked sidewalks
and curbs and elderly marchers
stumbled over cracks and holes
in the cement.

On April 10, 2006,
millions of people marched
in over 140 U.S. cities to urge
Congress to pass just and

gathered in the Plaza de Zacate overpowed onto the streets.
People surged towards Houston Street and began to march.
Organizers’ futile efforts to move marchers to the sidewalks were
soon abandoned. The people united. Forunately, the City made no
arrests and imposed no charges.

But the City did form a committee. That committee, with
members drawn from city staff, the SAPD, and the city attorney’s
ofyce, prepared a new Parade Ordinance repealing the cost
exemption for marches with a political focus and presented it for
City Council approval in March, 2007. Alarmed, Councilmembers
Patti Radle and Elena Guajardo convinced the City Council to
table the proposal until staff received wider input. Community
representatives tried for months to convince staff and SAPD
representatives not to impose the prohibitive costs. In May, both
Radle and Guajardo were replaced on the City Council and on
November 29, 2007 the City Council enacted the New Parade
Ordinance, with strong negative votes by Councilmembers
Lourdes Galvan and Mary Alice Cisneros. The only concession
to free speech and assembly rights in the Ordinance is a provision
for the City to absorb the
yrst $3,000 in costs, but
organizers will have to pay
for all additional costs, which
typically are at least $3,000
- $10,000 and often much
more. With this Ordinance,
San Antonio has become the
yrst major city in the nation to
impose such prohibitive costs
on street marches.

The Lawsuit

After the vote, members of
the International Woman’s
Day Planning Committee
and the Coalition for Free

humane immigration reform.
Over 40,000 of those activists
were in San Antonio, marching
down Houston Street from
the Plaza de Zacate to Travis Park. After that march, the City
wanted its organizers, who had obtained a parade permit, to pay
over $70,000 for police and trafyc control. Councilmember Patti
Radle intervened and the idea was dropped.

Less than a month later, on May 1, over 18,000 San Antonians
marched for immigrant rights as part of the National Day Without
Immigrants. This march did not have a permit. Ofycer Jenkins, who
handles SAPD parade permits, had refused to issue a permit unless
the organizers agreed to pay tens of thousands of dollars. What
about the marchers’ rights to freedom of speech and assembly?
fiYou can march on the sidewalk,0 Ofycer Jenkins told them.

As the 6 pm start time approached on May 1, the huge crowd

A street teatro at the U.S. Courthouse gave the crowd and reporters a picture of the
inequities that the March Ordinance of San Antonio promotes.

Speech marched from Council
Chambers to the Federal
Courthouse and yled a lawsuit
challenging the new Parade
Ordinance as violating the First Amendment rights of free speech
and assembly and the Fourteenth Amendment right to equal
protection of the laws. We also asked for a preliminary injunction,
to stop the City from charging the high fees for street marches
until the case went to trial and a ynal decision was reached.

The case was assigned to Judge Xavier Rodriguez and he
held a hearing on our request for a preliminary injunction. On
February 21, the Judge ordered the injunction and issued a 37
page explanation of his decision.

This is where things get complicated. Even though street
marches have long been protected by the First Amendment,
recent decisions have opened cracks in these protections. Most
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importantly for us, some courts have resurrected an off-hand,
long-ignored, comment made by the U.S. Supreme Court in
the 1941 case of Cox v. New Hampshire. That case involved the
misdemeanor prosecution of sixty-yve Jehovahds Witnesses who
marched without a permit, carrying signs saying “Religion is
a Snare and a Racket,” “Serve God and Christ the King,” and
“Fascism or Freedom.” The Supreme Court held that the state
could require a permit without violating the First Amendment and
commented that the permit fee of $1 to $300 (with small marches
being charged anominal fee and large circus parades being charged
up to $300) probably would be permissible, so long as the fee was
“not a revenue tax, but one to meet the expense incident
to the administration of the act and to the maintenance of
public order in the matter licensed.”

Over the past twenty years or so, a few smaller cities
and towns have required street march organizers to pay
some amount to offset police and trafyc control costs.
Courts have disagreed on whether these fees, most of
which were under $1,000, violated the First Amendment.
The only recent Supreme Court case held that such fees
were unconstitutional if the dollar amount was set by
police ofycials without clear guidelines. We believe
that the costs contemplated by the San Antonio Parade
Ordinance, ranging
from several thousand to
several tens of thousands,
are signiycantly different
from those previously
approved by  lower
courts. These  fees
are unreasonable and
operate as a complete
bar on important rights
to freedom of speech and
assembly.

The law is also conpicted as to whether a City may waive
fees for favored marches and parades while requiring others
to pay thousands of dollars. One line of cases holds that it is
unconstitutional for the government to impose a burden on some
people or groups merely because of their political message or
viewpoints. This is the doctrine of viewpoint neutrality that Judge
Orlando Garcia found violated by the City in its 1997 defunding
of the Esperanza. Another line of cases holds that the government
may grant special subsidies to some people or groups in order to
promote a message that the government endorses.

In his decision granting a preliminary injunction, Judge
Rodriguez found that the Parade Ordinance probably was
unconstitutional in its failure to deyne clear cost guidelines.
He also indicated that the City probably did not violate the
Constitution by waiving the fees for the three City-sponsored
events mentioned in the Parade Ordinance: the MLK March, the
Diez y Seis Parade, and the Veterans Day Parade, but the Judge
did not consider whether further waivers would be permissible.
Since then, we have received City documents showing that these
three waivers are just the tip of the iceberg. In 2007, for example,
81 Parade Permits were issued and for 67 of these, police costs
and/or trafyc device costs were waived. Only 12 events were
targeted for full payment. San Antonio is not carefully choosing
to endorse a few messages; in fact, the City is generally allowing
free access to the streets and is targeting a few organizations and
events with onerous costs.

On March 13, the City Council amended the Parade Ordinance,
hoping to correct the constitutional violations discussed by Judge
Rodriguez. The amendments list seven factors for the SAPD
to consider in setting the fees (the march route, the number of
participants etc.) and direct the Chief of Police to create a Standard
Operating Procedure implementing these factors.

Atthat point, the lawsuit stalled, waiting for the Chief of Police
to issue the Standard Operating Procedure so that we could all
see what the fee-setting details would be. Months passed. Finally,
Judge Rodriguez set the case for a Status Conference on June
24. On June 23, the Standard Operating Procedure was issued.
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Buena gente at the status conference on June 24, 2008 at the Federal Courthouse in S. A.

We will ask Judge Rodriguez to continue the injunction, arguing that the high

fees constitute an insurmountable bar to freedom of speech and assembly, that
the frequent waivers constitute unconstitutional viewpoint discrimination,

and that the Parade Ordinance is unconstitutionally vague initsde nition of
First Amendment Processions and Non-First Amendment Processions.

In court the next day, City Attorney Deborah Klein offered a
“computer glitch” as the explanation for the delay.

So now things are speeding up. Judge Rodriguez reafyrmed
the trial date of November 17, 2008. On June 27, the City yled a
Motion asking the Court to end the injunction on the ground that
the amendments and the Standard Operating Procedure correct
all unconstitutional aspects of the Parade Ordinance. We will ask
Judge Rodriguez to continue the injunction, arguing that the high
fees constitute an insurmountable bar to freedom of speech and
assembly, that the frequent waivers constitute unconstitutional
viewpoint discrimination, and that the Parade Ordinance is
unconstitutionally vague in its deynition of AFirst Amendment
Processions” and “Non-First Amendment Processions.”

This is an important struggle. We must preserve our right
to march in the streets! We must protect the public right to open
political debate! Join us! Come to Free Speech Coalition Meetings
the 2" Tuesday of every month at the Esperanza! Write letters to
the editor or Op-Ed pieces! Contribute money to the Coalition for
litigation expenses! Call 210.228.0201 to get involved! The case
will go to trial on November 17, 2008! For more go to: www.
esperanzacenter.org\freespeech q

NEEDED: Court reporter willing to help the

Free Speech Coalition. Call 639-9790.




