
By Dave Lindorff 

f anything is different after 911 1, it’s air travel, as passengers 
endure long lines and extra security checks at airports. For I some passengers and would-be passengers, though, air travel 

has become something much more harrowing, as the 
Transportation Security Administration targets political activists 
for harassment. 

For months, the TSA, a federal agency established a year ago 
to protect the nation’s transportation system from terrorism, 
denied it had a blacklist of people to be singled out by security 
staff for special inspection and questioning. But in mid- 
November, in an interview with this reporter, spokesman David 
Steigman acknowledged that the government has “a list of about 
1,000 people” who are deemed “threats to aviation” and not 
allowed on airplanes under any circumstances. 

Steigman added that the TSA itself has no guidelines defin- 
ing who is put on the list, but rather relies on names provided 
by other federal agencies, such as the FBI, Secret Service or INS. 
The TSA also has no procedures for people to clear their names 
and get off the list. 

I t  appears, however, that this is only part of the story. Most of 
those who have been singled out for special interrogation and 
searches of their luggage and their persons, at least those who have 
gone public with their experiences, clearly are not “threats to avi- 
ation.” Indeed, many have been ardent advocates of nonviolence. 
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Consider the experience of John Dear, a 43-year-old Jesuit 
priest, member of the Catholic peace group Pax Christi and 
former executive director of the Fellowship of Reconciliation, 
an interfaith global peace organization. “I fly just  about every 
week,” Dear says. “Since 911 1, I’ve been taken aside at the 
boarding gate every single time and searched and questioned.” 

He describes one particularly disturbing experience. “I got 
to the Southwest Airlines gate at the San Jose airport, on my 
way to Los Angeles, but as soon as the attendant saw my 
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boarding pass, he shouted, “You can’t be here. You have to 
be searched!” 

“Everyone’s jaws dropped, and all the passengers backed away 
from me,” he recalls. The flight was delayed while Dear was 
taken aside and minutely searched, with more than 100 pas. 
sengers looking on nervously. 

thers, like the Green Party’s Nancy Oden, have reported 0 being detained by armed soldiers, or, like Green Party 
leader Doug Stuber, questioned by Secret Service agents, some- 
times at such length that they missed their flights. In most cases, 
they ultimately were permitted to fly to their destinations. 

Asked if such people are considered “threats to aviation,” 

“What they are doing is 
harassing people who are 
opposing the war and 
publicly speaking out against 
administration policy.” 

Steigman said no. He speculated that they might have gotten on 
the list because they committed federal felonies. Some do have 
records. In Dear’s case, he went to jail for ceremonially whacking an 
F-15 jet with a hammer in an act of civil disobedience. 

But none of the people whose cases In These Xmes has exam- 
ined had any history of violence that would suggest they might 
be a threat to airline safety. Indeed many, like Dear, are ardent 
pacifists. What they seem to share is opposition to the Bush 
administration’s war policies and its attack on civil liberties. 

So what is going on here? 
Asked if the TSA has a second list, one not of the “threats to 

aviation” who would never be allowed to get on a plane, but 
rather of political activists who are to be singled out for intense 
scrutiny and interrogation, Steigman said, “I don’t know. I’ll 
have to look into that.” 

A day later, he came back with a curiously candid, if rather 
alarming, answer. “I checked with our security people,” he said, 
“and they said there is no second list.” Then, after a pause, he 
added, “Of course, that could mean one of two things: Either 
there is no second list, or there is a list, and they’re not going to 
talk about it for security reasons.” 

Some of those who have been stopped for special scrutiny by 
TSA agents in recent months have been specifically told that 
their names were “on a list.” Last spring, Virgine Lawinger, a 74- 
year-old nun and a member of Peace Action, was stopped at the 
Milwaukee airport along with some 20 other members of the 
group on their way to Washington to lobby the Wisconsin con- 
gressional delegation against military aid to Colombia. She says 
they were told at the time by local sheriff’s deputies and 
Midwest Express ticketing personnel that one or several of them 
were “on a list,” and that the TSA had instructed airport secu- 
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rity to keep the group off the plane. 
Lawinger, with the help of the local ACLU, filed a Freedom 

of Information request with the TSA in early October, seeking 
to learn why she had been barred from her flight. A month later, 
word came back that the TSA had a file on her, though all the 
pages were withheld except for a copy of a news clipping from 
the local paper reporting on her experience at the airport. It isn’t 
known whether the other information in Lawinger’s TSA file 
contains information predating the airport incident. 

Barbara Olshansky, assistant legal director of the Center for 
Constitutional Rights (CCR) in New York, reports that she has 
been stopped and searched every time she has flown since 9/11, 
On three of those occasions, she was forced to pull down her , 
pants in view of other travelers. One of those times, when she 
demanded to know why she was being singled out, the airline I 
agent at the gate threatened to bar her from the plane if she 
raised a fuss and added brusquely, “The computer spit you out. I 
don’t know why, and I don’t have time to talk to you about it.” 

hile few would object to the TSA’s maintaining a prop- W erly compiled list of genuine “threats to aviation” or 
preventing such people from boarding planes, it would appear 
that such a “no fly” list is not the one leading to all the harass- 
ment of political activists, who, after all, usually do get to fly. 

Nancy Chang, a senior litigation attorney at the CCR, who 
also has been singled out for searches and questioning at the 
airport, says the government is “leveraging legitimate air 
safety concerns into a program that targets law-abiding 
Americans for questioning and detention based on their 
political viewpoints.” 

Father Dear agrees. “I think what they are doing is harassing 
people who are opposing the war and publicly speaking out 
against administration policy,” he says. 

One hint that this may be what is going on was provided to 
the Green Party’s Stuber. When the Secret Service agents ~ 

called in by the TSA security guards arrived at Raleigh- 
Durham Airport to interrogate (and run a retina scan on) him, 
he says they came armed with a loose-leaf binder, which they 
left open near him as he was being questioned. On an open 
page, he claims he was able to discern a long list of progressive 
political organizations. Among those he was able to make out 
clearly on the list: the Gteen Party, Greenpeace, Earth First! 
and Amnesty International. Since his interrogation in 
October, Stuber, an art dealer, says he has been unable to get 
onto a plane. 

Confirmation of a TSA travel blacklist is particularly trou- 
bling to civil-liberties advocates, because the names of people to 
be subjected to extra security investigation are being made avail- 
able to private companies. Airline computers at airport board- 
ing gates are flagging people. These lists are not being closely 
held within the national security or law-enforcement files, but 
are apparently being widely dispersed. 

In fact, this seems to be the new privatization approach of 
the administration when it comes to Homeland Security. The 
Wall Street Journal reported that the FBI made its list of peo- 
ple with even remote links to terrorism-having associated, 
perhaps inadvertently, with a terror suspect, for example- 
available to a wide range of private companies, from banks 
and rental-car companies to casinos. 
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Says CCR’s Olshansky: “It’s bad enough when the federal 
government has lists like this with no guidelines on how they’re 
wmpiled or how to use them. But when these lists are then 
given to the private sector, there are even less controls over 
how they are used or misused.” Since airlines have always had 
the right to decide whether someone can board a plane, she 
observes that providing such a list to an airline represents a 
“tremendous chilling of the First Amendment right to travel 
and speak freely.” 

This week, the CCR announced that it is considering a law- 
suit against the TSA. A number of those whose travel has been 
interfered with have signed on as possible plaintiffs, and CCR is 
inviting those with similar experiences to contact them 
(www.ccr-ny.org). Meanwhile, the ACLU has posted a no-fly 
complaint form to fill out on its Web site for those who are 
harassed or prevented from flying (www.aclu-wa.org/take-action/ 
NoFlyList.htm1). 

Calling the existence of such travel blacklists “an obvious and 
egregious violation of the First Amendment, because it permits 
both discrimination against a particular viewpoint and because 
it is a prior restraint on Americans’ right to travel,” CCR Legal 
Director William Goodman says, “the U.S. government appears 
to be targeting citizens because of their beliefs.” 

Dave Lindorff, a regular contributor to In These Times, is the author 
of Killing Time, a &w book on the case of Mumia Ah-Jamal. 

1 % ;  Domini cares 

consumers an-& inv&tors 
make a diKereerence. 

rvices LLC, Distributor. 2/01 I 

Appeal to Reason: 
25 Years In These 
Times is a special 
anniversary 
volume featuring 
highlights of the 
groundbreaking 
coverage of the 
labor movement, 
the environment, 
passroots politics, minority communities, and the 
media h m  the past qu&er century of In These Times. 

DECEMBER 2 3 .  2002 13 I N  THESE TIMES 
LICENSED TO UNZ.ORG

ELECTRONIC REPRODUCTION PROHIBITED



he irony of the media-imposed label “anti-globalization” is 
that we in this movement have been turning globalization 
into a lived reality, perhaps more so than even the most 
multinational of corporate executives or the most restless 

of jet-setters. Globalization is not restricted to a narrow series of 

_____ 

trade and tourism transactions. It is, instead, an intricate process 
of thousands of people tying their destinies together simply by 
sharing ideas and telling stories about how abstract economic 
theories affect their daily lives. This movement doesn’t have 
leaders in the traditional sense-just people determined to learn, 
and to pass it on. 

Like others who found themselves in this global web, I arrived 
equipped with only a limited understanding of neoliberal eco- 
nomics, mostly how they related to young people growing up 
over-marketed and underemployed in North America and 
Europe. But I have been globalized by this movement: I have 
received a crash course on what the market obsession has meant 
to landless farmers in Brazil, to teachers in Argentina, to fast- 
food workers in Italy, to coffee growers in Mexico, to shantytown 
dwellers in South Africa, to telemarketers in France, to migrant 
tomato pickers in Florida, to union organizers in the Philippines, 
to homeless kids in Toronto, the city where I live. 

A few months into George W. Bush‘s “war on terrorism,” I 
realized that something had ended. Some politicians rushed to 
declare that what had ended was the movement itself: The con- 
cerns it raised about globalization’s failures are frivolous, they 
claimed, even fodder for “the enemy.” In fact, the escalation of 
military force and repression over the past year has provoked the 
largest protests yet on the streets of Rome, London, Barcelona 
and Buenos Aires. It also has inspired many activists, who had 
previously registered only symbolic dissent outside of summits, 
to take concrete actions to de-escalate the violence. These 
actions have included serving as “human shields” during the 

standoff at the Church of the Nativity in Bethlehem, as well as 
attempting to block illegal deportations of refugees at European 
and Australian detention centers. 

But as the movement entered this challenging new stage, I real- 
ized I had been witness to something extraordinary: the precise 
and thrilling moment when the rabble of the real world crashed 
the experts-only club where our collective fate is determined. 

few months ago, while riffling through my column clippings A searching for a lost statistic, I noticed a couple of recurring 
themes arid images. The first was the fence. The image came up 
again and again: barriers separating people from previously pub- 
lic resources, locking them away from much-needed land and 
water, restricti g their ability to move across borders, to express 

Some of these fences are hard to see, but they exist all the same. 
A virtual fence goes up around schools in Zambia when an edu- 
cation “user fee” is introduced on the advice of the World Bank, 
putting classes out of the reach of millions of people. A fence goes 
up around the family farm in Canada when government policies 
turn small-scale agriculture into a luxury item, unaffordable in a 
landscape of tumbling commodity prices and factory farms. A 
fence goes up around clean water in South Africa when prices 
skyrocket owing to privatization, and residents are forced to turn 
to contaminated sources. And there is a fence that goes up 
around the very idea of democracy when Argentina is told it 
won’t get an International Monetary Fund loan unless it further 
reduces social spending, privatizes more resources and eliminates 
supports to local industries, all in the midst of an economic cri- 
sis deepened by those verp,policies. 

Fences have always been a part of capitalism, the only way to 
protect property from would-be bandits, but the double standards 
propping up these fences have, of late, become increasingly bla- 

political dissen f ,“to demonstrate on public streets. 

Fences & 
Whdows 

Who are 
the real 

glo balkers? 
By Naomi Klein 
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