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North Country Politics
–Again
by Bill Cowan

In the weeks before the 2013 General

Election several enrollees in the local Democratic and Working Family Party decided to
encourage unregistered local citizens to register
to vote and to offer absentee ballots to those
who qualified. As I reported in the first and
second issues of UnderCurrents, local Republican Party officials unsuccessfully challenged
those efforts, even sending local police to the
homes of those who had worked to enroll
voters, a clear effort to harass any who had
dared to become involved.
Now fast forward ten months. I received
a letter (see attached) from the New York
State Attorney General’s office in September
of this year; it is signed by Colleen M. Glavin,
Assistant Attorney General, Public Integrity
Bureau.
The letter states that the New York State
Police asked the Attorney General’s office
to investigate, “and if necessary criminally
prosecute allegations of false or fraudulently

completed absentee ballot applications” on which
my name had appeared. The same letter was sent to
other people who had also helped collect absentee
ballots.
The letter further asks that I have an attorney
contact Ms. Glavin to “discuss this matter.” It
concludes by stating that if Ms. Glavin does not
hear from my attorney, “a criminal complaint may
be lodged” against me, and a warrant may be sought
for my arrest. That’s enough to strike fear in the
minds of anyone . . . and what does someone do
who cannot afford an attorney?
In due course, an attorney whom I had known
for many years agreed to represent me. She made an
appointment with Ms. Glavin and met with her in
her Albany office on September 24th.
It has been two months since that meeting.
Neither my attorney nor I have heard anything
further, and it appears that the State has taken no
further action.
I am left, however, with a public but
unsubstantiated allegation that impugns my name

Civil Rights?
only if you’re
WILLINg to FIght!
the

Civil Rights Act and its amendments
guaranteed that no person in the United States shall,
on the grounds of race, color, sex, age, disability
or national origin, be excluded from participation
in, be denied the benefits of, or be subjected to
discrimination under any program or activity
receiving Federal financial assistance.
However, there is no quick way for any person
aggrieved by Civil Rights violations to have equal
access or equal justice. Essentially, the rights we are
guaranteed might be “given” if we are willing to fight
long and hard to achieve them. While we fight for
our rights, whatever harm is being done by Civil
Rights violations continues with hundreds of people
harmed by and limited by those violations.
The major difficulty with administrative and
remedial law, such as the Civil Rights Act and
Americans with Disabilities Act, is that people
do not simply have these rights, as stated in the
law. When they are harmed by violations of the
law, they must seek a remedy. Seeking a remedy is
complicated and lengthy since the most amicable
form of remedy is a local complaint often launched
with the same people who are violating the law. If
that doesn’t work, the next steps are to file a lawsuit
or a complaint with State or Federal authorities.
Most people who are harmed by Civil Rights
violations do not have the money to afford an
attorney capable of bringing a Civil Rights lawsuit.
These suits are extremely lengthy and expensive.
If they can’t afford an attorney, their only option is
to make a complaint with the state or the Federal
agency that oversees the funding for the violator.
If a recipient of federal assistance is found to
have discriminated and voluntary compliance with
the law cannot be achieved, the federal agency
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providing the assistance should either
initiate fund termination proceedings
or refer the matter to the Department
of Justice for appropriate legal action.
Generally, all State and
Federal oversight agencies attempt
a voluntary resolution first. This
is done partly to save taxpayer
monies and partly to reach quicker compliance. The
resolution attempts start with a warning letter, usually
involve some sort of investigation; then a mediation or
settlement effort is initiated. Only if all of that fails will
the oversight agency then refer the case to the United
States Department of Justice (DOJ). The Dept. of Justice
will also attempt the very same resolution steps before it
proceeds to a lawsuit. This attempt at getting equal access
and equal justice, no matter how many people are being
harmed while it is undertaken, can last from three to ten
years.
Local agencies and others that provide transportation
violate the Civil Rights Act, the Americans with
Disabilities Act, and Federal funding laws when they
don’t have ramps in their vehicles, don’t announce bus
stops for the blind, or don’t offer the same or equivalent
services to all of their customers, clients, students or
veterans.
Most people don’t know that transportation in this
nation, even for non-profit agencies, is largely funded
by the Federal Government. Public Transit Authorities
typically receive 80% of their funding from the federal
government, but often claim that it isn’t enough. If
someone offered to give you $80 free and clear, would you
tell them that only $100 would be enough?
Non-profits receive 50% to 80% of the funding for
their vehicles, and that funding requires them to comply
with all federal laws, but they will still claim that it’s too
expensive to install a ramp. They say this even after they
signed legal documents agreeing to install ramps. If you
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and reputation. In our two-hundred-year-old justice
system it has always been assumed that the accused
may know his or her accusers, and if required, face
them in a court of law.
I don’t know the identity of my accusers,
and—I don’t know the precise nature of their
accusations! I don’t even know who filed the
original allegation with the State Police!

signed a contract, would you expect to violate it and have
no repercussions?
Colleges offer transportation to students, but most
State University of New York student shuttle buses
(across the state) don’t have ramps or lifts for their
students who use wheelchairs. They claim that “the
student association runs the bus service” so they are
not responsible. But, those shuttles and the contractor
that runs them were largely acquired/hired with Federal
money. If you had a disabled child in college, shouldn’t
your tuition provide the same opportunities for your child
that other students have?
Veterans Service Organizations, like the DAV,
routinely solicit charitable donations for vans to transport
veterans to medical care at Veterans Administration
clinics, but they exclude mobility-impaired veterans from
riding in those vans. Veterans nationwide are excluded
if they cannot walk into the transport van, which, by
the way, is a free ride for those veterans. And, the DAV
turns those charitably funded vans over to the Veterans
Voluntary Services Administration which manages the
maintenance and insurance. This is federally supported
discrimination. If your husband had his legs blown off
while defending his country, would it seem fair that he
couldn’t get his free ride to medical care?
• 54 million Americans have disabilities
• 5.5 million Veterans have disabilities
• 16,000 citizens in Clinton County have disabilities
If the County, State or Nation wanted to build an
equitable society, it could start by being as outraged about
the widespread discrimination in Transportation as it
seems to be about grocery prices.
If the nation really wants more people “off the dole”,
we might start thinking about how those people can
actually get to work from their homes.
If we want our children to see the “better angels” in
us, we might think about standing up for an issue that
affects
millions of people every day.
________________
REFERENCES: Title VI (Civil Rights) Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA), 49 CFR §37.121, 49 CFR §37.131 ((b), (e),) 49 CFR
§37.137 (c), 49 CFR §37.23, 49 CFR, Program Fraud Civil Remedies
Act of 1986, 31 U.S.C. Chapter 38 - Administrative Remedies
for False Claims and Statements and implementing US DOT
Regulations, 49 CFR Part 31, The Criminal Provisions of 18 U.S.C
1001 as authorized in 49 U.S.C. 53 and other applicable statutes.

Rising Tide Vermont Member
Found Not Guilty
FoR mAY 27 vERmoNt gAS PRotESt
Press Release from Rising Tide Vermont

The

trial of Henry Harris, who was
charged with trespassing at Vermont Gas Systems’
(VGS) headquarters in South Burlington on May
27, ended with a not guilty verdict. Harris and
other members of Rising Tide Vermont blockaded
the main entrance of VGS and dropped a massive
banner from the roof, demanding the company
immediately cancel its plans to build the fracked gas
pipeline.
Harris, a volunteer organizer with Rising Tide
Vermont, said, “Today the court ruled in my favor
because the jury recognized Vermont Gas and
the state of Vermont had no basis in their charges
against me. The state’s prosecutor, with pressure
from VGS and the Shumlin administration, was
attempting to stifle future protests against the
fracked gas pipeline and Shumlin’s hypocritical
climate and energy policies.”
Since the May 27th protest, hundreds of
Vermonters have taken part in rallies, blockades, and
an occupation of the Governor’s office to demand
an end to the pipeline project. The 64 activists who
were arrested at the occupation on October 27th
are also facing charges of trespass. “We asked the
Governor to revoke his support of the fracked gas

Shown above is the banner that was dropped which resulted in the trespass charge.
pipeline”, said Stuart Blood, 63 year old organizer
with Keystone xL Resistance from Thetford
Center, “and to recognize the need to ban all new
fossil fuel infrastructure, because new fossil fuels
move us in the wrong direction.”
Resistance to proposed fossil fuel infrastructure
is erupting throughout the country. This week,
protesters occupied the US Capitol when the
Senate attempted to pass a bill that would have
approved the Keystone xL pipeline. In Fitchburg,
Massachusetts, several hundred people rallied
against a proposed Kinder Morgan pipeline
that would carry fracked gas across Northern
Massachusetts. This month, the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission in Washington DC was
blockaded for a week because of its lack of oversight

Beyond Extreme
Energy at FERC
by Ted Glick

“The people gonna rise like the waters,
Gonna calm this crisis down.
I hear the voice of my great granddaughter
Saying shut FERC down right now.”

Who

would have thought it? On Friday
morning, November 7, for two and a half hours the
determined and courageous nonviolent activists of Beyond
Extreme Energy (BxE) shut down the DC headquarters
of the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC).
All three entrances to the building were successfully
blockaded, and virtually no one was getting in.
By 9:00 A.M there were about 150 FERC
employees massed on the sidewalks in front of FERC,
waiting for the police to clear away five fracking fighters
who had successfully locked down at 7:00 A.M. with lock
boxes across the driveway into the FERC parking garage.
The driveway had been the route used by police to funnel
FERC employees into the building for the four days
previous when BxE activists had successfully blockaded
the two pedestrian entrances.
For short periods of time during those four days, we
had been able to prevent pedestrian use
of that driveway. We did so by forming a long enough
line of people to prevent anyone from getting through,
until the cops moved in and made arrests after their
required three warnings. About seventy people were
arrested over the course of the week.
But Friday morning was different. And because of
the successful lock box action and total blockade, it was
different in a way none of the BxE organizers had even
thought about.
Friday was the day for additional fracktivists
and extractivists from the severely fracked-up state
of Pennsylvania to join BxE. So as those 150 FERC
employees waited to get into the building, we organized

a teach-in on the front sidewalk, right in the midst of
the employees. For fifteen or twenty minutes people
like Maggie Henry and Veronica Coptis spoke from the
heart, to let the silent and listening FERC employees
know the human toll that their support of the gas rush
has caused. There were no catcalls, no boos, no one
publicly questioning the truth of what was being said.
It was a very special moment.
We had been talking with and distributing material
to FERC employees and others passing by all week. The
leaflet we distributed to FERC employees said, in part:
“We apologize for any disruption to your work day,
but that’s what we’re here for—to disrupt the workings
of FERC, which continues to approve gas infrastructure
projects that threaten the health and quality of life for
millions of Americans and the whole planet through
increased greenhouse gas emissions.
“Many of you work at FERC because you think it
does a good job of balancing the needs of industry and
economic development with the health and environmental
challenges of impacted communities. But the Obama
Administration’s ‘all of the above’ strategy is condemning
us to runaway climate chaos while condemning families
in fracking’s path to a hellish existence. FERC should
be prioritizing the emergence of renewable energy as a
growing source of our electrical power.”
We found surprisingly little hostility from the close
to 2,000 people to whom we distributed our flyers. We
even found, to our surprise, indications of support from
some of the Federal Protective Services and DC Metro
police who were doing their best to keep FERC open
despite our blockade. Going into the week, our lawyer
had said to us that he expected that they would get more
aggressive as the week went by, but that turned out not to
be the case.
Exceptions included a couple of people tasered on
Friday after we heard talk of it earlier in the week, several
people falsely charged with “assault” for standing their

on fracking projects. “More and more people
are recognizing that the risks of climate change
are too great to continue to be on the sidelines
of this struggle, and they’re rising up to demand
a livable future,” said Maeve McBride, thirtynine year-old coordinator of 350Vermont.
Activists have pledged to continue to
obstruct the construction of the pipeline
and pursue every avenue to stop the project
from being implemented. Organizers also say
they’ll continue to mount pressure against the
Shumlin administration.
For additional information, contact: Henry
Harris, Rising Tide Vermont, 917.922.5430,
or Will Bennington, Rising Tide Vermont,
802.734.9642.

nonviolent ground as part of a blockade and some
police assistance to a small number of aggressive
FERC employees who tried to push through us.
Central to the success of this action were the
sisters and brothers from the Great March for
Climate Action who were there for most of the
week. The decision to do this action during election
week had a lot to do with the plan of the Great
March to arrive in DC on November 1, ending on
that day their eight month walk across the United
States. Many of us who were not part of that march
were impressed by the depth of commitment
and soulful strength and organizing smarts they
collectively brought to the November 1-7 week.
We received more than a little criticism about
our decision to do this during election week, and we
understood why. We were not doing this to make a
statement about how messed up our electoral system
is, and that people should forget voting—not at all. In
our call to action we said, right up at the top, “vote we
must, but we must also do more.” If the Great March
had not been arriving on November 1, we probably
would have moved things back a week or two.
It is time, in 2015 and 2016, for many, many
more of us to “vote” with our whole lives through
massive, serious, strategic, nonviolent direct action
campaigns that are as coordinated as we can make
them. Investors in the fossil fuel industry, Democrats
and others who want our votes, members of the
mass media, and the American people generally,
need to get it that the climate justice movement,
increasingly aligned with other movements for
progressive social change, refuses to accept
“all of the above” and “business as usual.” We know
there is little time left, and we are the leaders we
have been waiting for. Now must be—has to
be—our time to rise up in large numbers and
with a spirit of love, a nonviolent discipline and a
willingness to sacrifice that cannot be ignored.
Ted Glick was one of the organizers of Beyond
Extreme Energy, representing the Chesapeake Climate
Action Network. Past writings and other information
can be found at http://tedglick.com, and at twitter at
http://twitter.com/jtglick.

to the
Editor
Let’s Emulate Lewis, NY
A recent article in the Press-Republican (Essex County
Going Solar, Sunday, 11/2) reported on a planned solar
panel array on a former landfill in Lewis. Great Idea!
We must continue attempts to minimize the negative
aspects of fossil fuels--oil trains, fracking, Keystone xL,
etc.--but such attempts are only half the battle. We need to
actively promote alternative energy to replace the fossil fuel
nastiness.
Certainly there must be tracts of land in Clinton County
and elsewhere which have limited commercial value or environmental sensitivity and could be used for a solar panel
array, as in Lewis. How could such a project be initiated?

Notes from
our Sponsors
Many Thanks to Our Sponsors.
We could not do this without you!
In Health Family Medicine
74 Margaret St., Plattsburgh
562-2369
Wholistic Health Care
Blue Collar Cafe
82 Margaret St., Plattsburgh
Family Friendly, Made From Scratch
Tim Palmer, Marti Martin, Kathy Felty,
Jerry Carpenter, Monique Weston, Keene, NY,
Debbie Rubin, Carmel Valley, CA

“There is no way in the world that we can
have a sustainable economy and maintain
international trade rules as they are.” –
Elizabeth Warren, This Changes Everything

Jerry Carpenter

“War is a Racket!”
– Gen. Smedley Butler
SPonSorSHIP donatIonS are Gratefully accePted.
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An objective
Consideration of 9/11
by Gerald Carpenter

We

tend to think of 9/11 as a single
terrible event, when, of course, it was a combination of terrible events, each one a mass of
complexities and anomalies. This complexity
makes it difficult to have a coherent discussion
of 9/11, unless we are able to isolate significant
aspects and examine them objectively.
Discussions of 9/11 often engender
powerful emotions, since people have strong
beliefs about 9/11 events. Actually, the major
events were all physical occurrences and can be
considered from a scientific perspective. Belief
is appropriate for religion, but it is not relevant
in an objective evaluation of physical events.
One such event for which enough empirical
data is available to allow a firm conclusion is
the collapse of WTC-7, sometimes referred to
as the “smoking gun” of 9/11, since it was not
plane struck.
Many Americans are unaware of WTC7, as it fell at 5:30 PM on 9/11 and had been
evacuated, so it was not considered newsworthy
compared to other events of the day.
Building Seven was a forty-sevenstory, steel-framed, concrete structure which
collapsed symmetrically at the acceleration
of gravity (free fall) for over 100 feet, straight
down through the path of maximum structural
resistance. If a falling object has to do work
(overcome resistance), free fall can’t be attained.
Such a “collapse” could only occur if all

resistance was removed, as by controlled demolition.
This conclusive theoretical proof is buttressed by
chemical residue of demolition in WTC dust, and
by other evidence.
At www.AE911Truth.org, over 2,200
architects and engineers have made a compelling
case for controlled demolition. These scientists
choose to focus only on the scientific evidence
without speculating about responsibility, though
obviously, OBL and nineteen Muslims were not
in a position to pre-rig the demolitions, so the
primary perpetrators remain at large. On the above
website, or on UTube, you can find a 15-minute
video narrated by Ed Asner, called “Solving the
Mystery of Building 7”. I am confident that if you
approach this material with an open mind, you will
be convinced that the official narrative on 9/11 is
seriously flawed.
A similar argument can be made for the
collapse of the Twin Towers, and though the
plane strikes are probably irrelevant to the final
collapses, they do confuse the issue. However, even
if the plane strikes or weakened steel started the
collapses, once they were initiated, they are allegedly
gravitational collapses. A rational conclusion about
these collapses can be reached merely by viewing
them, since, in a gravitational collapse, the only
energy available is from the action of gravity on the
mass of the building.
As can be seen in this screen shot of the
North Tower exploding (ae911.truth.org), festoons

of dust, concrete chunks and multi-ton pieces of
steel, one of which embedded in a neighboring
building, are being ejected at speeds of 60-80 mph.
(by actual measurement from video footage). The
obvious question of a rational observer (and didn’t
we all ask it in the back of our minds?) is, what
is propelling those explosive ejections? Is this a
building in gravitational collapse, or a building being
explosively disintegrated?
The events of 9/11 are not settled history!
The real story has yet to be written. Consider, if you
will, the monolithic importance of 9/11 in national/
global history. The “Patriot Act”, two horrible
wars, Homeland Security, the “War on Terror”, the
Imperial Presidency, TSA, NSA surveillance, the
ongoing erosion of our civil rights, and national
economic decline—these ALL flow directly from
the official narrative on 9/11—the Crime of Our
Time!

hands Across
the Lake
by Mary-Alice Shemo

An

idea was born at a climate summit sponsored by 350VT in
Montpelier, Vermont, on November 1. Discussion and brain-storming followed
the presentation of a workshop on oil-by-rail, centering on the fact that it’s one
lake and one watershed. Whatever happens to Lake Champlain affects people
who live around it.
Out of that discussion came an idea for collaboration, solidarity and mutual
support among the people struggling with fossil fuel issues on both sides of the
lake, eventually drawing in people who live in various places the rail line passes
through, as well as other places surrounding Lake Champlain.
It was dubbed “Hands Across the Lake”. The concept includes an event
in late spring to symbolize the unity and draw public attention to the issues
involved.
The summit was 350VT’s initial follow-up to the People’s Climate March
in New York City on September 21. There were four workshops in the
morning, including one on the bomb trains. People on the Vermont side of
Lake Champlain have been busy opposing the Vermont Gas pipeline, which is
currently being extended through Addison County to Middlebury, Vermont. A
further extension is proposed to go under Lake Champlain to the International
Paper plant in Ticonderoga. Most attendees at the climate summit were not

familiar with the oil train issue and how it is threatening Lake Champlain.
A light buffet lunch and networking followed; then there were four more
workshops in the afternoon.
This writer was invited by Mollie Matteson of the Center for Biological
Diversity to speak at the bomb train workshop, since we had worked together
to organize the event here on July 5, which observed the first anniversary
of the disaster at Lac Mégantic. As the above-mentioned discussion
progressed, a clipboard was passed around for interested people to sign up for
participation. Eight of those present signed up on the spot.
The task now is to gather a group here in New York State, starting with
Plattsburgh, to flesh out the idea and bring it to life. Another group could
be formed in Essex County. Meanwhile, the folks in Vermont will continue
to recruit and organize. One way to proceed might be for the sub-groups to
meet initially and develop ideas. Later, perhaps a meeting of the larger group
could occur to compare notes and make concrete plans. Some of the work can
also be done by conference calls, which work beautifully when well handled.
The work will be not only to oppose fossil fuel projects, but on a more
positive note, to encourage energy efficiency and renewable energy sources.
There are many points where an impact can be created.
Anyone interested in participating, or with ideas to offer, can contact
Mary-Alice Shemo in NY at <shemogua@juno.com> or Mollie Matteson in
VT at <mmatteson@biologicaldiversity.org>

Pope Francis
to Publish

ENCYCLICAL oN CLImAtE ChANgE
by Christopher Lamb

Pope

Francis is to publish an
encyclical on climate change and plans to convene
a meeting of faith leaders on the issue ahead of two
crucial summits on the environment next year.
The developments were revealed by Bishop
Marcelo Sánchez Sorondo, Chancellor of the
Pontifical Academy of Sciences, when he delivered
Cafod’s annual Pope Paul VI lecture on Friday last
week.
While it is known that Pope Francis has been
working on a climate change encyclical, its time of
publication had not previously been made public.
Bishop Sorondo, an Argentinian who is close
to the Pope, said the encyclical would be produced
in time to influence “next year’s crucial decisions”,
which include a meeting in September at the United
Nations to draft the Sustainable Development
Goals and another gathering on climate change in
Paris in December.

On the planned papal meeting the bishop said
the Pope wanted to bring leaders of the main
religions together “to make all people aware of the
state of our climate and the tragedy of social
exclusion”.
In September in an article for the journal
Science, two academics called for a “massive
mobilisation” of public opinion by the Vatican
and other religions to take action to protect the
environment.
In his lecture the bishop said the problems for
the natural world have been exacerbated by the fact
economic activity is only measured according to
gross domestic product that “does not take into
account the degradation of the earth” nor “the
unjust inequalities between countries and within
countries”.
Bishop Sorondo told The Tablet: “The Pope is
very aware that the consequences of climate change
affect all people, but especially the poor. This is the
moral consequence, the moral imperative.”
Above: Pope Francis links care of creation to
love of neighbour. Photo: CNS
Originally published in The Tablet on 15
November 2014. Reprinted here with the kind
permission of the Publisher. Please visit The Tablet
at http://www.thetablet.co.uk
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Hey Big Guys!
Yah, It’s us the Little Guys.
Just want you to know It’s easy to win a game
when your opponent doesn’t
know he’s being played.
We know we’re being played
now . . .
So game on and may the best
guys win!
SUBMITTED FAITHFULLY BY YOUR
CORRESPONDENT,

Anne (rah! rah!) Mousse
NExT TIME: In Search of the Level
Playing Field

