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THE OPENING STATEMENT
of those who are supposed to remain silent

FALL 2018 NEWSLETTER

‘How many of us must die before 
you stand up and say ENOUGH is 
ENOUGH! Or will you be the next one 
to get killed by a rogue police officer 
who felt like your posture was overtly 
tough. I was driving in my car with 
my woman and my daughter before 
multiple shots rang out, hands in the 
air, I.D. in my back pocket, but none of 
that mattered because murder was in 
the eyes of the cop.’

When will we recognize that nothing will 
change until we put away out frivolity 
and deep seeded self hate and band 
together with the sole purpose to do 
better by ourselves and out people before 
we find ourselves back on the white 
man’s cotton fields?

Black people have been oppressed 
relentlessly by the tyranny of a system 
that has claimed to be “for the people 
and by the people.” This was a true 
statement when made, but it was not 
intended for black people because we 
were an enslaved people. So when I 

speak about tyranny in this context, I 
am talking about many people that are 
vested in a singular mindset to subdue 
the very fabric of black people. In this 
mindset were written and amended 
constitutional laws which was 
designed to dehumanize and destroy 
the creative genius of black people 
so that they would always remain 
in a quasi paraplegic stance. Look 
at the many black men and women 
that are part of Congress and high 
social standings that claim slavery is 
over, or that it never affected them 
as individuals. How can it be that the 
constitution itself has yet to thwart its 
legitimacy? We are living in a day and 
age when the remnants of oppression 
can be seen and felt in more than 
just isolated areas, but within the 
very justice and equality that we all 
purportedly enjoy.

When we look at black communities 
and the high rate of violence that is 
committed against one another, we 

become shocked and outraged. My 
sense of reason tells me, what other 
violence do I expect from black people 
in these communities when they are 
downtrodden and lost? This invisibility 
of greatness that we lack within 
ourselves was designed. What other 
violence can we expect between black 
people when we are being suffocated 
by poverty, pain, misery, and despair? 
The talk when it concerns black 
people in these conditions further 
perpetuates the alienation that is felt 
by the people in these neighborhoods. 
How can we know our potential in 
terms of development, education, and 
prosperity when we have been over-
exposed to the inferiority because of 
the color of our skin?

The talk between black people should 
be, “How can we help poverty-stricken 
neighborhoods become thriving 
communities that can produce 
meaningful solutions to combat the 
destructiveness that has become the 
norm inside of these communities?” 
We need to inspire people by exposing 
them to reachable goals that will give 
them the belief and encouragement to 
surmount the lack of concern that is 
distributed in the those areas. Instead, 
we talk from the governmental 
(oppressive) mindset, “Slavery doesn’t 
exist, you can pull yourself up by your 
bootstraps as I have done and make 
something of yourself.” Problem is, 
many of us don’t even have bootstraps 
to begin with. Many of us lack courage, 
strength, creativeness, and most of 
all, will power! Yes, some will make it, 

SCREAMS FROM THE DEAD |  Carlos King
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PATH FOR THE BLIND |  Kamauri Young         Oku Kahlo | AMERIKA IS SUICIDAL
Tears crawl as they drip from the shattered faces of emotion,
 voices screech of pain, 
  painting platforms of hurt…
Tipping scales of judgement
 fall to coercive justice
  with death being a perpetual gavel…
Blood stains the concrete
 in divided states
  of Amerikkka, where chaos’ common denominator
 reflects leadership…
Common sense is poor among the rich
 while wealth
  measures the incompetent ruler…
Lives are bought
 as Federal Reserve notes
  imitate the legal tender…
As pressure builds up
 a rebellion is in store…
  No more!!!
 crowds cry as blood boils in their veins,
  hatred pumps through their hearts
 as they mourn over the slain…
Propaganda poisons
 as it mediates with bias…
  Protesting is outdated
 in this dark age of violence…
With none to save us against these 
 “Justified Homicides”
  that title is permission to kill
 what once was hidden
  footage shoes the slaughters are real…
Media has the nerve to debate it..
 I identify with Malcolm X
  with quotes of Angela Davis
 and the militants of George Jackson
  I’m a warrior against racist…

Amerika is suicidal
How else could you explain

the self-inflicted wounds that
never heal--slit veins--bleeding

profusely
      still

This crime, that never yields
but yet and still she attempts

to conceal it all underneath this
deceptive white cloak of religion

that she wears so proudly.

Her white hands stained in our blood,
Her fangs draining us of our blood,
Amerika, staring at us through the

holes of her justice system--that covers
her face whole--and those of these

nonreligious white folk.

But her true religion lies
underneath her lies--behind those

deceitful blue eyes, shimmering with
shame, while staring inside of a scope--

aiming at innocent Black Lives--that are
being caught in the cross hairs of Nazis
who are patrolling our communities--

causing the homicide rate to rise in the
Black and Brown communities.

Hate crimes on the rise
in every state, city, community,

 dis-unity
The Black and Brown demise

But to no one’s surprise--they’re
all given immunity, every time one

picks up a gun and kills a n*gger!

But for every Black person she kills,
Amerika is turning that same gun on

herself and pulling the trigger--

 click, click--bang!

Amerikan Roulette,
Amerika is suicidal.

What do amerikans expect?

If she’s not, then why are
Black men being hanged inside

of courtrooms--beaten and
maimed outside of courtrooms,

Beaten into submission, chained
then sent away to slave forts

doomed, where they’re trained to
become kamikaze-suicidal-soldiers

of self hate
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When released back into our
communities, like ticking time bombs

ready to implode, explode implosive,
explosive-killing ourselves, killing

our own.

Frau Amerika, not Fro-Amerika,
enshrouded in her deceit, you see

the unproud Amerika weak, un-
able to stand on her own feet.

white Amerika is being carried on
the backs of Black slave 

descendants, as Black Amerika is
being kept caged inside of prisons

without shame, nor repentance.

Your brooms couldn’t sweep away
the mess that has accumulated

here on Amerika’s floors--greeted
with even heavier chains once we

reached Amerika’s shores, the
hatred that exudes from Amerika’s

pores, is deeper than what’s seen
on the surface.

Why is Amerika looking so nervous?

Trying to hide her scars, her shame--
behind bars--her pain behind stripes,

fallen stars--into unmarked graves
the bonds of warrior-slaves, their

children trapped inside of reservations--
these ghetto cemeteries--like the Jewish

ghettos in Nazi Germany, the 3rd Reich,
the similarities.

So, this is the 4th Reich, right?
That’s what it looks like here in Amerika

who’s barely able to look at herself in the
mirror, running and hiding her face, 

searching
for a place of refuge, to save herself from

the Black tsunami waves--
waving goodbye to her confederacy--

confederate flags burning--
Black smoke filling her skies--

smokescreens--
Amerika is a liar.

Amerika is disguised as being Grate;
ungrateful of her Afrikan ties so she

ties Africans to trees until they die in the
noose of Amerika’s disease, Amerika’s lies

Amerika is sick, dying, unable to stand--
Amerika stands for nothing, 

Amerika is on her knees 
while amerikans watch as their dreams

are being lost in translation

English vs Spanish
Immigration, deportation--the separating

of families, the future of our youth
vanishing, until it dissipates into nothing

We’re looking Amerika in her eyes
confronting her with these facts

the statistics of the thousands
of incarcerated Blacks that
are now missing from our

Yohimbe family tree

But we’re calling Amerika the
land of the free?!

 Correction:
Amerika is suicidal

self-medicating, dying, dead
lying overdosed

Waking up Amerika’s sleeping
beauty--unconscious--comatose

 Flat-lined
Not breathing--unable to breathe

the fresh air of freedom, here,
in the land of the free.

Something is in the air, but
it’s not freedom, that there is:

Drug pollution,
human trafficking, guns,

church and school shootings,
rape and child prostitution--

but prosecutors are using
mass incarceration to the

defamation of the Black man’s
character as Amerika’s

solution?!

Here’s a solution:
That we allow the now Amerika
to die her much deserved death.

Then, together we’ll resurrect
the best of Amerika; and piss

on the rest of Amerika
with clenched fists to the sky

screaming now this is America!

 AMERIKA IS SUICIDAL |  Continued from Page 2
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SCREAMS FROM THE DEAD |  Continued from Page 1
but the majority of us will not. This 
disadvantage creates the disparity that 
fuels the tension that breeds not only 
deadly thoughts, but deadly actions in 
those communities. I see black people 
condemning one another due to this 
behavior, but I do not see these same 
black people condemning the people 
that created the dissonance in those 
communities. They are screaming for 
the suburbs, radio stations, and media 
outlets for black people to do better 
by one another, stop destroying one 
another, come together and put away 
these petty differences. These same 
people refuse to get their hands dirty 
with the detrimental state of existence. 
They are without the ultimate show of 
love to really inspire change in these 
communities. The ultimate show 
of love is “To Live and Die for the 
People!” This kind of commitment is 
the only thing that has the power to 
save future generations from going 
through this very thing. Instead, their 
verbal reprimands are so strict that it 
gives the impression that we are not 
one in the same. The discontent that 
black people have for one another is 
one of the reasons why we have yet 
to evolve beyond a perpetual state of 
decline. By “decline” I mean the lack 
of real opportunities for black people. 
The lack of education, jobs, healthcare, 
and a community that reflects the 
potential that everyone is screaming 
is out there for black people. The 
dissonance in these communities is 
not the result of black people having 
real opportunities and squandering 
them away. This dissonance is the 
result of the powers that be feeling like 
we are not deserving of the same piece 
of the pie as they have.

Our conditions now create by a 
systematic ideological tool that was 
designed to keep us in a subservient 
position. If I cannot identify who the 
real target of my frustration should be 
lodged at, then how can I overcome 
the travesty that I am living day in 
and day out? This self-hate that is 

embedded in so many of us, is the 
result of psychological branding that 
suppressed so many beautiful ideals 
that we as black people held so dear to 
us. If all it takes is for us to feel like we 
will never overcome, then what is the 
sense of standing up courageously and 
becoming extraordinary?

How can any person be so blinded 
by what has been happening to black 
people for what seems like forever? 
How can we not be concerned with 
the mass incarceration that removed 
black men and women from their 
communities with great regularity? 
How can poverty and the lack of real 
subject matter not be on the tongues 
and within the actions of every black 
person that is part of this system? How 
have we let material value outshine 
out integrity and out objective to 
serve the best interest of our people 
at all cost so that the acts of our 
previous history will never reflect our 
future history? How can we not see 
that no matter how much wealth we 
have accumulated as individuals, our 
people are still suffering at alarming 
rates? Regardless of our status in the 
world we are all still subject to the 
same injustice. We are still subject 
to the main prejudices that limit our 
ability to move freely about. Are black 
people looking at two entirely different 
canvases, when only one reflect the 
real suffering and the real truth of the 
people? Are our complaints of injustice 
misconstrued as complaining? Why 
are we listening to them speak about 
black privilege when no such thing 
exists?

Have we forgotten that we were 
enslaved? Have we forgotten that we 
were prevented for reading and writing, 
or showing any kind of intellectual 
prowess? Have we forgotten that 
millions of our people were killed 
by our enslavers? Oh, I forgot about 
the verbal reprimands of our people 
who have considered they have 
made it and that “slavery don’t exist 

anymore, so stop using it to further 
the black peoples’ plight because it is 
a slap in the face of the real freedom 
fighters that have blazed the trail of 
righteousness.” Try telling the Jews 
to stop remembering the Holocaust 
and celebrating the memories of 
all the people that were killed by a 
brutal dictator that felt their lives 
had no meaning. Black people have 
experienced continuous oppression 
and now we are being taught to leave 
that in the past. How offensive is that? 
A black president could not change a 
system that believes its superiority 
was a blessing from God and to put 
anyone on the same level would be a 
disrespect of that blessing. We must 
do better and I will tell you why.

In 1863, the so-called slaves were 
emancipated after hundreds of years 
of oppression. They were set free, but 
had no land, education, finance, or real 
understanding of what freedom meant 
after so many years of subjugation. 
Their history, culture, and true religion 
were suppressed by their enslavers. 
Any acts to read or to be intellectually 
inclined were met with brute force. 
So they told them, “You are free, go 
and build for yourself.” They were still 
without adequate means to do so, so 
most of them stayed on the plantation. 
The Emancipation Proclamation of 
1863 only freed the slaves in areas that 
were controlled by the confederacy. 
The United States Constitution, 
Article V says the Constitution can be 
amended or changed, if necessary. An 
amendment can be proposed by (1) 
a two-thirds vote of both houses of 
Congress, or (2) a national convention 
called by Congress at the request of 
two-thirds of the state legislature. If 
this is the case, then why hasn’t the 
United States government changed 
the writings of the constitution to 
reflect the equality that they claimed 
all of us would enjoy? The 13th 
amendment of 1865 read, “Neither 
slavery nor involuntary servitude, 
except as a punishment for crime 
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SCREAMS FROM THE DEAD |  Continued from Page 4
whereof the party shall have been duly 
convicted, shall exist within the United 
States, or any place subject to their 
jurisdiction.” The prison industry has 
become modern day slave plantations 
all across America and it seems that 
little concern is given to those who are 
directly participating in this voracious 
money-making machine.

Slavery has been abolished, but be 
mindful that America was built on 
the free labor of black people. To take 
the benefits of free labor away is to 
cripple the many people that benefited 
from it. The slave owners had to be 
compensated for the value they lost 
when they were forced to free the 
slaves. It took a great number of years 
before America could formulate a 
legal measure to compensate the 
many people that were affected by 
the abolishment of slavery. They put 
out great minds and resources into 
finding the solution that would create 
free labor without alarming the vast 
number of people that were against 
slavery. The 13th amendment was the 
remedy because most people would 
not read the Constitution itself, and 
the ones that did would scan right 
past it because it didn’t apply to them. 
America’s think tanks created prisons. 
Prison institutions we designed to give 
reparation to the slave owners for his 
previous sacrifice. Instead of black 
people being on tobacco and cotton 
fields, they were placed in prisons 
where they were forced to work for 
less than nothing for a crime that was 
systematically created to destroy the 
strength and will of the black man 
and woman. Right now today, we have 
more prison institutions for black 
people than institutions of higher 
learning. When one objectively looks 
around the United States of America, 
he/she will see privilege, mass 
incarceration, a disproportionate 
distribution of wealth, inadequate and 
costly healthcare, poverty-stricken 
neighborhoods, failed educational 
institutions, and a list of other things 

that perpetuate the imbalance that 
exists between white and black people. 
Oh, I keep forgetting, “Slavery doesn’t 
exist anymore.” I guess you have never 
looked at the 13th amendment in this 
light, huh?

The 14th Amendment is no different 
in the reduction of black people by 
claiming we are citizens, but still are 
restricted in certain ways because of the 
color of our skin. The 14th Amendment 
reads, “All persons born or naturalized 
in the United States, and subject to the 
jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the 
United States and of the State wherein 
they reside...” This amendment 
according to the Constitution was 
intended to protect the rights of freed 
slaves by guaranteeing all citizens 
“equal protection under law.” Please 
understand, this Amendment was 
written in 1868 and still today, black 
people do no enjoy the fruits of this 
constitutional amendment, nor have 
we been protected equally as others 
have been. The inherent privilege that 
white people enjoy is the reason why 
the Constitution itself will never truly 
reflect the hearts of black people. It 
is not enough for white people to say, 
“I am not prejudiced or racist” while 
keeping their heads down and their 
hands in their pockets. It is not enough 
for the oppressor to sit down and talk 
with the oppressed because nothing 
meaningful will be accomplished. The 
oppressor will not give in to chance 
because he feels himself superior to 
the oppressed. Only an oppressor can 
persuade another oppressor to change 
his stripes, and this will only take place 
if his finances are affected or he has a 
crisis that brings about his empathy. 
This is what it is and until we accept 
this, we will continue to be denied the 
same privileges as everyone else.

In 1879, the 15th Amendment gave 
black people the right to vote, 
but why would we need the 15th 
Amendment to give us the right to 
vote, when the 14th Amendment 

gives us citizenship? Citizenship is 
supposed to mean enjoying the same 
fruits as everyone else, but between 
these two constitutional amendments, 
that is no the case. The contradiction 
is discouraging to say the least. 
The 15th amendment supposedly 
gave us the right to vote, but white 
people continued to roadblock 
the advancement of black people. 
Southern states used grandfather 
clauses, literacy tests, poll taxes, and 
lynching to keep black people from 
voting. It took the Voting Rights Act 
of 1965 to make the 15 Amendment a 
viable document for black people. But 
the contradiction still exists because 
citizenship should afford you with 
the same abilities as everyone else 
and it does not. Just think about this: 
If black and white people are equal, 
the why hasn’t Congress written an 
Amendment to reflect this? If the 14th 
amendment gives you citizenship, 
then why must the 15th Amendment 
give you the right to vote? These 
contradictory Amendments continue 
to divide a nation which claims that all 
people are equal under the umbrella of 
the United States Constitution.

In conclusion, we must be courageous 
enough to stand up against 
injustice so that our voices can be 
an affirmation to real progress. We 
cannot continue at this rate if we hope 
to have a generation that is free of the 
impediments that continues to thwart 
our progress. The blame game is not 
an effective tool to utilize in order to 
inspire the masses, truth will do. Being 
judgmental and critical of one another 
will further reduce our desire for real 
freedom. Creating avenues and using 
revenues to educate and advance our 
people is so much better. Remember, 
the ultimate show of love is to live and 
die for the people, what better way to 
live is there that you can think of?

Love is Love,

Carlos King, An Incarcerated Brother
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#INCARCERATEDLIVESMATTER |  Wilfred Fanon

Just a few years ago the crisis of mass incarceration was 
largely an invisible issue. Talked about almost exclusively 
in abolitionist circles and on prison yards. However, today, 
it is part of mainstream discourse. Publications and groups 
spanning the political spectrum are weighing in, even 
Hillary Clinton and Donald Trump professed support for 
reducing the incarceration rate during their run toward the 
White House. Still, we must not be naive.

Elite-level alliances, the dominant voice, taped and stapled 
together by mounting fiscal pressures is unlikely to result 
in more than a few modest reforms. As the incarceration 
rate grew over the last four decades, so did the political 
influence and power of those with vested economic 
interests in maintaining the world’s--and history’s--
largest penal system. It is unlikely such powerful interests 
will allow the incarceration rate to be significantly reduced 
without a fight.

In order to eliminate mass incarceration, which is leading 
to nothing but social devastation and the making of 
a permanent underclass, maximum cooperation and 
solidarity is required on the part of incarcerated and non-
incarcerated people.

Furthermore, as long as reducing the incarceration rate 
is confined to fiscal pressures, little attention, if any at all, 
will be paid to the root cause of mass incarceration (the 
marginalization and permanent sidelining of large portions 
of the population), or how caging people for part or all of 

their lives has removed from the community and family the 
abilities to sustain themselves free of state and corporate 
domination.

Eradicating mass incarceration ultimately requires struggles 
against all its forms. Diverse coalitions and networks offer 
the most promising strategies for the challenge. Therefore, 
incarcerated people here in Michigan and throughout the 
country, encourage everyone to encourage someone to get 
involved in the movement to bring mass incarceration to 
an end.

The impetus for this more often comes from incarcerated 
people and their families, because their lived experience 
often allows them to see more clearly the contradictions 
between myth and reality and lead them to develop a 
critical perspective on crime and punishment in America. 
But, those not directly affected by mass incarceration also 
have an important role to play in building a movement to 
challenge incarceration patterns.

To reach its goal, a movement must include different 
approaches to change and a great variety of people filling 
different roles. Each of us prefer some roles over others. 
And we may play a range of different roles in different 
circumstances. Understanding our preferences and 
strengths can help us work with others more powerfully. 
The Civil Rights Movement illustrates the potential of 
coalition between a disadvantaged group working with 
allies from a wide range of people. Everyone brought their 

own perspective and moral 
commitment to the struggle; 
and willingness to risk their lives 
that forced American society as a 
whole to confront the ugly reality 
of racism. Struggling to eliminate 
mass incarceration gives us a 
similar opportunity today. One of 
the defining social crises of our 
time.

History illustrates how tenacious 
and variable systems of 
oppression are and how dynamic 
and creative we must be to rise 
to the challenges they pose. As 
individuals and as groups our 
visions can only be partial. But 
working together brings multiple 
ways of analyzing the multiple 
dimensions of incarceration, and 
imagining a world far less reliant 
on it. #IncarceratedLivesMatter
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The following is a transcribed 
excerpt of a recent episode 
of Rustbelt Abolition Radio, a 
monthly internet radio show 
dealing with issues of the history 
and present of incarceration in 
the Rustbelt. Friends and family 
can listen to the show, including 
its entire archive, for free at 
www.rustbeltradio.org

a Maria: I’m a Maria, and you’re 
listening to Rustbelt Abolition Radio, 
an abolitionist media and movement 
building project based in Detroit, 
Michigan. On today’s show I’m 
speaking with Myaisha Hayes and 
James Kilgore about the Challenging 
E-carceration project, launched in 
Spring 2018 to contest the use of 
electronic monitoring in the criminal 
justice and immigration systems.

Myaisha Hayes: My name is Myaisha 
Hayes and I am the National Organizer 
on Criminal Justice & Technology 
at the Center for Media Justice. The 
Center for Media Justice is a national 
organizing hub whose mission is to 
win racial and economic equity in a 
digital age. We are also the host of the 
nation’s largest racial justice network 
for media technology and cultural 
change known as the Media Action 
Grassroots Network. And my work in 
particular focuses on the way in which 
technology is expanding the harm 
caused by policing and the criminal 
legal system.

James Kilgore: My name is James 
Kilgore. I work out of the Urbana-
Champaign Independent Media 
Center which is a part of the network 
that Myaisha talked about. I am also 
the director of this project called 
Challenging E-carceration which grew 
out of my own experience of being on 
electronic monitor for years post my 
6 and a half years of incarceration so, 
I believe electronic monitoring poses 
some serious threats and concerns 
to us as a new form of incarceration 

moving in from the safe facilities 
into communities. I’ve done a lot a 
work around mass incarceration 
since I came out if prison. In 2009, I 
wrote a book called understanding 
mass incarceration and I’ve also been 
active in my own community as a co-
director of a reentry program called 
First Followers and as part of an anti 
jail group called Build Programs not 
Jails.

a Maria: There’s a growing movement 
of people working to undermine the 
common sense of imprisonment. 
Why is this an important moment to 
challenge electronic incarceration 
as a false solution to other forms of 
incarceration?

James Kilgore: Well at this moment 
e-carceration is on the agenda and 
ending cash bail is on the agenda. 
A part of our concern is if you get 
people out of jail or prison what 
comes next? And as Myaisha said, this 
is not an alternative to incarceration 
but rather this is an alternative form 
of incarceration and we want to stop 
this before it really gets a foothold into 
the movement to change the criminal 
legal system. Because we think there is 
a lot of naivety about it, there is a lot of 
belief that this is an alternative, that it’s 
just a piece a plastic around peoples 
ankles, when actually, as you noted is 
a shackle is a connection to carceral 
control and it’s a way of restricting 
people’s movement, depriving them of 
their liberty. And in many cases people 
are actually paying money to be on 
this, so it’s becoming a monetized 
form of incarceration where you are 
paying money to be locked up in your 
own home.

Myaisha Hayes: We are in this 
moment right now where there is a lot 
of activity happening to dramatically 
reduce our prison and jail populations. 
Because of all this activity there are a 
lot of folks talking about, what do we 
do? How do we get people out of these 

conditions? And make no mistake, like, 
none of us are naive about the horrible 
conditions that people face when 
they are detained pretrial or when 
they are incarcerated inside prisons. 
But the answer cannot be to come 
up with a new form of incarceration, 
which is what electronic monitoring 
does. It merely just shifts the site 
and cost of incarceration away from 
jails and prisons into our homes and 
our communities. So while electronic 
monitoring has been used in the 
criminal legal system for the past 30 
years, the number of people on these 
devices have more than doubled in 
the past decade, and so as James was 
saying, we are seeing people routinely 
placed on electronic monitoring as a 
condition of parole, pretrial release, 
and this includes also youth that are 
just as involved, and immigrants. 
And so, as we are contending with 
ways to stop this problem of mass 
incarceration we have to think 
really critically about what the 
alternatives are and whenever we 
talk about electronic monitoring it’s 
really important, particularly in this 
campaign, to uplift the narrative that 
it’s an alternative form of incarceration, 
not an alternative to incarceration. 
And if we want to have conversations 
about alternatives then we need to 
not blindly rely on technology as the 
solution to these issues.

James Kilgore: And I think one of the 
important points that we repeatedly 
make is: in order to have genuine 
decarceration that is transformative 
we need to take the resources that 
have been put into building jails and 
prisons and into the entire criminal 
legal apparatus and shift those into 
the communities that have been hit 
by mass incarceration and really 
redistribute and change the ways in 
which these communities function. 
And even to just let people out of jails 
and prisons without providing them 
with any different context within 

INTERVIEW WITH MYAISHA HAYES AND JAMES KILGORE |  Rustbelt Abolition Radio
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INTERVIEW WITH MYAISHA HAYES AND JAMES KILGORE |  Rustbelt Abolition Radio

in which it operates, is simply to 
condemn them to unlimited poverty, 
to living completely at the margins 
and the authorities may brag that 
recidivism rates have fallen but the 
quality of life for people is hardly 
better and sometimes can be even 
worse than what people face when 
they are in prison.

a Maria: The two of you, with the panel 
of women who launched the campaign, 
have talked about how this brings the 
un-livability of prisons into our homes 
and neighborhoods. Can you say more 
about that?

James Kilgore: Well I think people who 
aren’t familiar or who haven’t been 
impacted by electronic monitoring 
don’t realize the draconian regulations 
that go along with electronic 
monitoring. There are no rights or 
entitlements for people who are on 
electronic monitoring in most cases. 
It’s completely left up to the whim of a 
probation officer or parole officer, and 
most of these officials are schooled 
in the doctrine of punishment and in 
the doctrine that has informed mass 
incarceration and led to the situation 
that we are in at the moment. So to give 
them control over your movements, 
over whether you can participate in 
family activities, over whether you can 
participate in community activities, 
whether you can access work. This is 
ceding that authority back to the state 
but bringing it in to your living room. 
And I think a couple of the important 
points are: one, is that you are actually 
bring the technology of incarceration 
into the house when you are bringing 
this box or this technology into 
people’s living space. So a lot of people 
that have been on a monitor talk about 
how they feel as if they are inflicting 
a prison on their family members by 
bringing this device into the house 
and bring the rules and regulations of 
the monitor so that their own family 
members become like their jailers 
in the sense that they have to make 

sure that they are home on time that 
they don’t leave the house before they 
are allowed movement, so forth, and 
there’s just this incredible uncertainty 
about whether or not a small violation 
is going to send somebody back to 
prison.

I interviewed Monica Cosby who spent 
twenty years in prison and sixty days 
on a monitor when she came out. And 
what she said was that, as a woman who 
had been in an abusive relationships 
that being on a monitor was like being 
in an abusive relationship — that the 
fear never went away. That even when 
you left the house there was a fear 
that you were going to do something 
wrong and when you came home 
you were to be punished for it. So she 

drew this analogy between electronic 
monitoring and being in an abusive 
relationship. Well obviously there 
are differences, but the point is that 
people constantly feel fear. I heard 
people talk about feeling paralyzed, 
feeling suffocated when they are on 
an electronic monitor. Then the other 
issue of about exclusion zones that are 
put on people so that people can be 
prevented from going to certain parts 
of the city, and this often affects people 
that have a history of sex offenses, or 
a history of alleged gang involvement, 
they are barred from going to different 
parts of the city. And this is really the 
ultimate kind of urban restructuring, 
it’s a form of gentrification where you 

use technology to keep certain people 
in certain places and protect other 
people from the marginalized sectors 
of the population, particularly people 
of color.

a Maria: Myaisha, you started saying 
something back there at the beginning?

Myaisha Hayes: I always, you know, 
refer to James around that because 
he’s directly impacted by electronic 
monitoring and I think those who 
have had to experience electronic 
monitoring should be sharing their 
stories and sharing their narratives 
because the details of their stories I 
think really get at the heart of what we 
are saying about electronic monitoring 
being a form of incarceration. What 
really stands out to me is Lavette Mayes 
who is a volunteer at the Chicago 
Community Bail Fund who is one of 
our panelists for our webinar and 
before joining CMJ I was a organizer 
at the Close Rikers campaign and so 
whenever I hear horror stories about 
the conditions inside our jails it’s 
always really shocking. But what was 
shocking about her story was that 
when she was released from Cook 
County [jail] the conditions that she 
faced on electronic monitoring was so 
severe it was like her entire home had 
been subjected to random searches 
and check-ins that really impacted her 
family, her movement, everything that 
James had just said, and so she ended 
up taking a plea, which is something 
that we see a lot with people that 
are detained pretrial inside of jails. 
We saw this a lot with Rikers Island, 
people taking deals because they can’t 
handle the conditions inside of Rikers, 
and I think that is something of a red 
flag to us as advocates and organizers 
who are contending with whether 
or not technology such as electronic 
monitoring can be an alternative if we 
keep seeing same results happening, 
right, people still taking deals that 
they should be fighting, right, instead 
of using electronic monitoring so.
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a Maria: It can be unclear where and 
how ankle shackles are brought into 
people’s’ lives in court cases these 
days. Can you talk about where the net 
is often cast, so to speak, and the fight 
against widening the net?

James Kilgore: I think there are 
four main areas where electronic 
monitoring is used. First, it’s used as 
a condition of parole when people 
have done their time already and 
yet somehow we want to extend 
their period of incarceration with 
technology so this is a really flagrant 
violation of what is supposed to be 
happening in sentencing. Secondly, 
they’re used pretrial where people 
are–have–a case in jail and they are 
released some time they’re paying 
a bond or bail to be released and 
the monitor becomes a condition of 
that bail. Thirdly, they’re used quite 
frequently in juvenile justice which 
is a particularly high growth area 
that’s disproportionately targeting 
black and brown youth. I talked to 
an eighteen year old man who’s been 
on electronic monitoring seven times 
already and I did quite a number of 
inquiries with youth groups in Chicago 
and Los Angeles, mainly youth of 
color, and electronic monitoring is 
just about as common as Jordans in 
those communities. I mean it’s just 
everybody is experiencing it or knows 
somebody who has it and everybody 
knows the problems that you face in 
terms of making sure you have them 
plugged in or making sure that you 
are home on time, all the rules and 
regulations. This is part of the culture 
that criminalize population in those 
cities. And the fourth area which is 
an extremely high growth area for 
the use of electronic monitoring is in 
immigration. What’s happening is that 
the GEO group, the world’s biggest 
private prison operator, owns the 
electronic monitoring company that 
contract with ICE. So not only are they 
building these immigration prisons, 
but they are also using electronic 

monitors on the surplus population. 
And what’s really been surprising in 
the case we heard about is that people 
are being put on these monitors and 
then they are just being sent on their 
way, so they are not really reporting 
to a parole officer or to a probation 
officer, or to a supervisor as you are 
in the other situations, they seem to 
just been wandering around with this 
device while the company is making 
money on it and they’re sitting there 
trying to figure out, what is this thing 
doing? Once again, there is a culture 
of fear that goes along with it but it’s 
unclear why this is being used and it’s 
certainly making a lot of money for BI 
— which is the company that is owned 
by the GEO group that sells these 
things.

Myaisha Hayes: Just to add a little bit 
to how electronic monitoring shows 
up in immigration. ICE launched their 
alternative to detention program, 
back in, I think the late nineties 
with the purpose of expanding 
release options for undocumented 
immigrants awaiting their deportation 
proceedings. And initially many 
immigration rights organizations 
supported this program because, 
one, the abuse that immigrants had 
experienced in detention centers were 
so horrific that, of course, alternatives 
to these detention facilities would 
be very beneficial, and at the time 
these programs were very much 
community-based programs but after 
the attacks on September 11 the political 
motivation to invest in community-
based programs evaporates and the 
priority when it comes to immigration 
becomes exclusively about national 
security. So, by the early 2000’s you 
see ICE’s alternative to detention 
program includes the most restrictive 
forms of supervision and then by 
2004 they launch their ISP (Intensive 
Supervision Program) which 
includes this heightened reliance on 
electronic monitoring for immigrants. 
And truthfully there is not enough 

information about how they decide 
who’s being placed on electronic 
monitoring, you know, supposedly it 
has to do with the category of “risk” 
but I’ve also spoken to advocates 
and lawyers who said that it could 
be as simple as there is no room in 
this detention facility and we are just 
going to place you on this electronic 
monitor. Immigrants face, you know, 
very similar violations and abuse while 
they’re on electronic monitoring. I 
think immigration is an interesting 
space to uplift because the intention 
behind alternatives is to not rely on 
the most restrictive, the most punitive 
forms of incarceration. But instead, 
electronic monitoring in this space 
have actually expanded the state’s, or 
the government’s, ability and capacity 
to actually detain immigrants. They 
are not using detention facilities any 
less now then they were fifteen, twenty 
years ago and now they can detain 
even more people through the use of 
electronic monitoring.

James Kilgore: And just to build off 
of that, not only is it ICE and BI that is 
doing this, but we now seen the rise of 
private companies like Libre by Nexus, 
which pays the immigration bonds for 
people to be released and then puts 
them on an electronic monitor and 
charges them 14 dollars a day which is 
not mandated by the court or by ICE 
but is mandated by the company and 
the company keeps all that money. It 
doesn’t go towards the person’s bond, 
it’s just pure revenue for Libre by Nexus. 
So there is a number of lawsuits that 
are being brought against them, And 
bail bond companies are doing similar 
things now. I know in New York I’ve 
talked to people who have cases when 
they are paying their bail they are then 
being put on electronic monitor by 
the bail bond company, not ordered 
by the court, and then they are under 
some kind of very nebulous kind of 
restrictions or control or surveillance 
by the bail bond companies. So we 
are seeing a different form of the 
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privatization of electronic monitoring, 
beyond the privatization that takes 
place through the courts and through 
the GEO group channels.

 a Maria: Despite the fact that 
electronic monitoring has been around 
for, as you said, decades now, the 
combination of expanding technology 
and political shifts around –quote, 
unquote– “prison reform” has made 
this a critical moment to highlight 
e-carceration. Can the two of you 
outline the campaign and talk about 
the different angles from which people 
are plugging into this work?

Myaisha Hayes: Sure, so a major 
component of this campaign is doing a 
lot of public education around why the 
presentation of electronic monitoring 
as an alternative to incarceration is 
misguided. And this is a narrative that 
we need to push forward with our 
bail reform folks, folks that are doing 
parole, immigration, you know, juvenile 
justice, because the narrative is strong 
throughout all of those spaces that the 
best alternative that we have at the 
moment is electronic monitoring and 
we really need to do a lot a lot of work 
to reframe that narrative and uplift 
the fact that electronic monitoring is 
an alternative form of incarceration, 
not an alternative to incarceration. 
And that for jurisdictions that are 
already using electronic monitoring, 
let’s treat it as a form of incarceration 
by uplifting a standard of rules and 
regulations that respect the rights 
of those who are on electronic 
monitoring because as James just said 
before and in past presentations, even 
when you are inside you have rights, 
they may not be a lot, they may not 
always be well facilitated– but you 
have rights. And so people who are on 
electronic monitoring should also have 
rights, but we have to be real about 
the fact that it’s an alternative form of 
incarceration to get to a conversation 
around what sort of rights and 
protections should you have when you 

are on electronic monitoring. So that 
is a big part of this campaign’s work 
and what we are planning to do in the 
future with our partners. And finding, 
you know, organizing and advocacy 
interventions where our guidelines 
and our narrative and the mission 
of this work can have a high impact. 
We’ve been referencing a lot of the bail 
movement that’s happening, the bail 
reform movement that’s happening, 
and so where there is legislation that 
can potentially introduce electronic 
monitoring we want to work with 
our allies and partners on how 
can we educate their members or 
their elected around the harm that 
electronic monitoring can potentially 
produce.

James Kilgore: So, I think also we are 
talking about working in concrete 
situations where there are already  
possibilities for legislation that kind 
of draw on the guidelines that we’ve 
drawn up. So, for example in Illinois, 
where I live, there’s a bill that’s being 
put forward that would ban the use of 
electronic monitoring for people on 
parole except for where it’s required by 
statute; we don’t like that fact there is 
some exceptions but it would require a 
whole lot of other legislation to change 
that. So, we are building towards 

having a bill put into the legislature 
in the fall that would get rid of 85% 
of the people who are on monitoring, 
it will get rid of the monitor for them. 
We think this is an important step and 
sets a precedent for other states to get 
rid of monitoring for people on parole 
because we think that’s really the kind 
of most outrageous use of electronic 
monitoring when people are coming 
home after doing 20 years in prison 
and then they’re getting locked up 
in their own homes and is costing 
taxpayers extra money, so, we have in 
Illinois for example, they spend 3 and 
a half million dollars on electronic 
monitoring of people on parole. And 
yet –a story just came out this week–
that they are spending 300 dollars, 
300 dollars! on books for a prison 
system of about 45,000 people so it’s 
pretty clear that this provides us for 
some opportunities to get resources 
reallocated away from locking people 
up in their homes. And I think in a 
broader sense to connect this to an 
issue of prison abolition.

I think we have to look at what 
electronic monitoring is in a broader 
context, it’s not just something that’s 
imposed as a condition of parole or 
pretrial release, but it’s also a form 
of surveillance that about 70% of 
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the devices that are out there now 
are GPS-enabled they’re are tracking 
locations and their putting that data 
somewhere on a cloud, there are not 
regulations in most places about what 
happens to that data, about who owns 
it, about what can be done with it. In 
Germany, for example, they have to 
delete that tracking data after two 
months. We’ve seen contracts in the 
U.S. that guarantee that the data will 
be kept for 7 years. So this is being now 
blended in with all the other databases 
that are on the population that’s on 
electronic monitoring because this 
is a criminalized population and so 
these databases are another way in 
which people are deprived of their 
liberty, are deprived of opportunities 
for employment, deprived of 
opportunities for accessing education 
and so forth. So, we need to recognize 
that the breadth of, the impact that 
this is not just as people are kept in 
their houses–as if that is not bad 
enough– but it has these implications 
for a surveillance base enhanced. 
And it’s important to recognize that 
the impact for people who are in a 
criminalized sector of the population 
is very different than the impact of 
what I call the “Snowden type of 
surveillance” where people are getting 
emails and phone calls snatched for 
no particular reason. There is no 
real impact on people, maybe there 
will be one day, but the people who 
are protesting against this for the 
most part are people who say “we’re 
innocent, you should be surveilling 
these people over here” –but it’s 
the people that are on monitors, the 
people that are being the victims of 
Stingrays* and other kinds of state 
surveillance that pay the price of that 
surveillance with their liberty.

a Maria: What does electronic 
monitoring, and the fight against this 
set of technologies, have to do with 
abolition?

James Kilgore: What does electronic 
monitoring have to do with abolition, a 
lot of people who have that perspective, 
I mean we have that perspective, a lot 
of people think well this is a really 
technicist kind of thing, it’s a reformist 
kind of action. I think for a lot of people 
when you talk about getting people off 
of electronic monitors or reducing the 
use of electronic monitors it sounds 
like a very kind of technical kind of 
“tweaking” of the system and for some 
people it maybe even be seen as kind 
of like almost helping perpetuate 
the system by fighting against this 
technology but not really getting 
at the root of the problem. But we 
actually see electronic monitoring as 
a futuristic vision on the part of the 
carceral state about how incarceration, 
mass criminalization, can work in 
the future. There is the issue of the 
site and the costs of incarceration 
being shifted from state facilities into 
communities, into households, but 
there is also the kind of restructuring 
of urban space that is possible with 
the use of technology, and I refer to 

this as “e-gentrification.”

So for example, if we look at the 
apartheid state, I mean cause I lived 
in South Africa in the 1990s, so I have 
some familiarity with the passbooks 
that Black people were supposed 
to carry. And police would post up 
on corners and stop people and if 
their passbook was like a domestic 
passport, didn’t have a permit that 
would allow them to be in a particular 
part of the city, they went to jail. Well, 
certainly with GPS-enabled phones, 
and other kinds of GPS-enabled 
tracking devices this is a very easy 
kind of, form of population control to 
our present day urban situations. And 
already we see gentrification which is 
enforced by a variety of ordinances, 
by a variety of policing practices, but 
this is a technology that basically 
gives everyone kind of a technological 
passbook which says where you can 
go and where you can’t go, when you 
can go there. All these things can easily 
be programed into a more advanced 
electronic monitoring device. One 
of the things that I found was when I 
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interviewed youth and I asked them 
where do they think this technology 
will be in 10 years, almost without 
exception they say we are going to 
have computer chips implanted in 
us and there is going to be this total 
control kind of situation, and I think 
we need to at least plug in to their 
kind of view of the world in regards 
to this technology and think about if 
you were the CEO of the GEO group 
or coreCIVIC what would you been 
looking to do in 5 or 10 years in cell 
phones (or whatever communication 
devices we have in 5 or 10 years) going 
to be able to do to help you complete 
your agenda? There’s a lot of big 
questions, I mean we want to fight to 
get people off these devices, we want 

to fight for people to have freedom 
in their daily lives and not have their 
families and their communities be 
controlled by technology but we also 
want to put that in the context of 
contesting the vision as to where is 
technology going and how it’s going to 
impact particularly Black and Brown 
people, poor people in this county.

Myaisha Hayes: Please check out the 
Center for Media Justice’s website, 
when you get to our page the Center 
for Media Justice, there is a tab 
called “challenging E-Carceration.” 
And when you click on that you will 
see our fact sheet, you will see the 
guidelines that James authored, 
you will see case studies about how 
electronic monitoring shows up in 

pretrial and parole, and than our 
contact information in case people 
want to get involved. We just had 
our first organizing call and we plan 
to have a lot more and so with more 
folks on those calls we hope to find 
opportunities to do more of this work, 
so I just wanted to make sure we said 
that.

a Maria: Yes, absolutely. Thank you for 
that and thank you both so much for 
joining us today! 

Myaisha Hayes: Thanks so much for 
having us!

James Kilgore: Thanks, thanks so 
much for the program, a wonderful 
program.

INTERVIEW WITH MYAISHA HAYES AND JAMES KILGORE |  Rustbelt Abolition Radio

BOOK DISCUSSION: DAWN - OCTAVIA BUTLER

This winter, The Opening Statement will begin hosting a 
book club/discussion via the newsletter. We are hoping this 
will provide an opportunity to build community through 
reading a common text. Our first book will be Octavia 
Butler’s science fiction novel Dawn. Write to us to request a 
copy of the book. Copies of the novel will be provided free 
of charge, but there is a currently a limited quantity of 25. 
The Opening Statement will mail questions and topics to 
consider while reading Dawn with the copy of the book, 
and the newsletter will also solicit responses to the novel 
from readers to be published in the Winter and Spring 2019 
issues. Readers are under no obligation to write a response, 
but we’d like to provide a forum for readers across the 
state to engage in discussion if they choose (or to simply 
see how other readers are responding to the novel). We 
hope to continue this practice in the future as way to build 
community, and we also welcome suggestions for potential 
future books. We are interested in books that might have a 
broad appeal and offer the chance for rich discussion. Send 
potential titles to our P.O. Box. 

In Dawn (1987), the earth has 
been destroyed in a nuclear 
holocaust, and an alien race, 
the Oankali, has rescued a few 
survivors, preserving them in 
sleeping pods for 250 years. 
Lilith Iyapo is awakened by 
the Oankali and trained to 
assist them in their plan to 
interbreed with these human 
survivors. A review in the Black 
American Literature Forum by 
Adele Newson noted that “the 
narrative of Dawn is engaging; 
the prose flows with a single 

minded intensity.” The critic Gerry Canavan said he “devoured 
Dawn over a single weekend,” and then he “set about tracking 
down …every other novel Butler had published.”
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From time to time people both inside 
and outside of prison ask me to 
recommend a book for them to read. 
There are just so many book I believe 
need to read, or should be read, that 
recommending just one becomes a 
perplexing task. However, when it 
was recently suggested that we use 
The Opening Statement to introduce 
people to books they may have no 
awareness of or may not otherwise 
come across, one book immediately 
came to mind, Dan Berger’s The 
Struggle Within: Prisons, Political 
Prisoners, and Mass Movements in the 
United States (2014).

While the so-called War on Drugs has 
been the principle vehicle to expand 
incarceration in the US, Berger’s 
book explains why: Current debates 
about incarceration cannot be fully 
understood without acknowledging 
the historical debts from slavery, legal 
and de facto segregation, relocation, 
and state violence that advantages 
the capitalist while locking workers 
and poor people out of positions that 
would allow their collective, rather 
than token, economic and social 
advancement; and how incarceration 
attempts to silence and neutralize 
workers and poor people when they 
resist.

The men and women Berger writes 
about, who were singled out by local, 
state, and federal agencies for some 
of the worst government abuses, tell 
the story of those who have been 
incarcerated because of their pursuit 
of social justice. Telling their stories 
provides a framework for questioning 
and challenging our practices, a 
framework for remaining open to 
creating new ways as we encounter 
inevitable problems of co- optation, 
resistance, insufficient knowledge, and 
changing social conditions. A reminder 
that the pursuit of social justice is an 
actual struggle, both on the inside and 
outside of prison. Many of the men and 
women Berger writes about have been 

in prison upward of thirty-five years.

By examining some of the most 
dynamic social movements across half 
a century: Black Liberation, Puerto 
Rican Independence, Native American 
sovereignty, Chicano radicalism, 
white anti-racist and working class 
mobilization, pacifist and antinuclear 
campaigns, and earth liberation and 
animal rights, Berger helps the reader 
to understand that the growth of 
prisons in American has shadowed 
the rapidly deteriorating economic 
and social conditions that not only 
keep those social movements relevant 
today, but that make the men and 
women who are incarcerated ideal 
candidates to participate in them.

If I had one criticism, and I’m not 
certain criticism is the appropriate 
word, it would be Berger’s classification 
of some prisoners as “political,” and 
others not being “political.”

The incarceration of people is a 
political act. I use the word political 
to refer to aspects of the system that 
center on power relationships. It 
represents the use of physical force by 
the state to control the lives of people 
the state has defined as criminal. 
For example, a drug offense could 
be defined as a public health issue 

instead of a crime, and negotiated in 
a myriad of ways that do not include 
incarceration. The choice to define 
drug offenses as “crime” is a political 
choice. All incarcerated people, 
whether they are active in political 
work or not, are political due to the 
role that incarceration plays in this 
country in power distribution.

I would like to see Berger’s book 
as part of a broader process of 
reorientation and reorganization. A 
process that some quarters of the left 
have been slowly moving toward the 
past several years. A process that aims 
to generate maturity in our approach 
to organization, in our personal lives 
as well as in our interactions with the 
planet and others.

Send us your thoughts: how do you find 
out about national prisoner issues? Be 
specific please! 

BOOK REVIEW: DAN BERGER’S THE STRUGGLE WITHIN 
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THE OPENING STATEMENT is an abolitionist newsletter 
driven by the voices and visions of Michigan prisoners, as 
well as those on the outside impacted by the prison system.  

THE OPENING STATEMENT hopes to foster ongoing discussion 
against the violence of incarceration.

WE WOULD LOVE TO HEAR FROM YOU.  
If you would like to contribute to the ongoing discussion, please 
send critical essays, reflections on your own experiences, poetry, 
or artwork to the address below. Feel free to write something in 
response to the pieces in this publication. We are particularly 
interested in publishing pieces exploring the personal and 
political impact of imprisonment, as well as envisioning a new 
world without the violence of cages, walls, and borders. Please 
tell us clearly if you want us to publish your work with your full 
name, a pen name, or anonymously. If you submit material for 
publication, we will automatically add you to our subscription list 
and publish your work online unless you clearly ask us not to.

IF YOU WOULD LIKE TO SUBSCRIBE, please write to the address 
below requesting a subscription and you will begin receiving the 
publication free of charge. Current publication is quarterly.

HELP SPREAD THE WORD!
Do you know someone who might be interested in this 
publication? Please share it with them and have them write to us 
directly. We are not able to add someone to our subscription list 
without hearing from them directly.

IF YOU WOULD LIKE TO UNSUBSCRIBE, please let us know 
and we will remove your name immediately. We understand that 
people may choose to unsubscribe for any number of legitimate 
reasons and respect that choice, no questions asked!

CONTACT: 
The Opening Statement 
c/o MAPS 
PO Box 4811 
East Lansing, MI 48826

FAMILY AND FRIENDS can find us at  
www.michiganabolition.org

Attention mailroom: The First Amendment to the U.S. Constitution protects free speech. Regulations that permit the government or its 
employees to discriminate on the basis of the content of the message cannot be tolerated under the First Amendment (i). Further, prisoners retain free speech rights. 
Thought control, by means of prohibiting beliefs, would not only be undesirable but impossible (ii). Fact of confinement and needs of the penal institution impose 
rational limitations on prisoner free speech rights (iii), but those restrictions must have a “valid, rational connection” to “legitimate penological interests” not related 
to the content of ideas (iv). Regulations and practices can only be justified when the practice “furthers an important or substantial government interest unrelated to 
the suppression of expression” (v). This means you cannot legally suppress the expression of ideas. Prison walls do not serve to form a barrier separating prisoners 
from the protections of the constitution (vi). Core political speech is most-zealously guarded and there is a public interest “in having free and unhindered debate on 
matters of public importance— the core value of the Free Speech Clause of the First Amendment” (vii). Thus, exclusion of printed material on the basis of its political 
perspective amounts to free speech retaliation and discrimination, which is illegal (viii). If you exclude printed material for an unlawful basis, or if you simply conjure 
up a false pretext for its exclusion, you have broken the law. The prisoner recipient of this mail has cause for bringing a civil rights action against you and has cause for 
gaining punitive damages—which means money. You and everyone who permits this action, from your supervisor to the director of the prison system, may be named 
in those civil actions, and you may also be subject to termination from your employment. Because this primer is included in this mailing, you will not be able to claim 
you did not know your actions were illegal. For these reasons, we ask that you conform to federal law and refrain from unlawful discrimination against the enclosed 
materials, permitting mail service of this literature that objectively meets all legitimate criteria set forth in prison regulations. i, Reagan v. Time, Inc., 468 U.W. 641, 
648-49, 104 SCt 3262 (1984). “[T]he fact that society may find speech offensive is not sufficient reason for suppressing it. Indeed, if it is the speakers’ opinion that gives 
offense, that consequence is a reason for according it constitutional protection.” Hustler Magazine, Inc. v. Falwell, 495 US 45, 46, 108 SCt 876, 882. The government may 
not prohibit the expression of an idea simply because society finds the idea itself offensive or disagreeable, U.S. v. Eichman, 496 US 310, 319, 110 SCt 2404 (1990). “[A]
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