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I. HISTORY OF PRISONS IN AMERICA 
A Historical Timeline of American Prisons 
From 3000BC – 1980s (beginning of Private Prisons) 
3000 BC: The Birth of Modern Civilization: Prisons have been in use since the beginnings of 
civilization beginning with a stop gap measure put in place before the sentencing of Life in 
Slavery or Execution. 
1000 BC: The first records of prison creation exist in parts of Egypt. Prisons were harsh 
and difficult usually consisting of underground dungeons where prisoners waited for 
slavery or death. The Greeks changed these policies and instituted isolated prisons where 
visitors could come and visit family and friends. However the Roman Empire re-instituted 
harsh prison reform. Prisons were dungeons with prisoners stacked up each other in 
claustrophobic cells. Prisoner would be chained to the walls indefinitely or until death. If 
death was not the sentencing they were turned into slaves to help till the agricultural 
landscape or turned into gladiators or slaves of the arena. It took 224 slaves to work the 
great Roman Coliseum when in full use. Harsh prison treatment was continued for multiple 
millennia. 
1166 AD: Henry II builds first English Prison along with first set of judicial laws that 
include early form of a jury system. 
1215: King John signs the Magna Carta, perhaps most import rights document in human 
history. The document made it so that the King of England did not rule with only certain 
liberties and his will was not arbitrary. Stated that all freemen could only be punished 
under the law of the land.  
1500-1776: The industrial boom led to prison overcrowding and therefore creation 
convict transportation to the New World and Australia (over 50,000 people). In fact when 
Christopher Columbus came across the ocean he carried with him a black man abducted 
from the Canary Islands and four convicts. England, in its race for land, used prisoners and 
disposable. Used as extra men on crews. Their purpose was to establish a race in the New 
World in order for the British to build colonies.   In England, the legal system became 
known as "the Bloody Code": between 1688 and 1815, the number of capital crimes rose 
from about fifty to more than two hundred. The theft of a silk handkerchief or a pocket 
watch might lead to execution. 
1550-1603: Reign of Queen Elizabeth, instituted policies that allowed prisoners to go to 
the New World instead of facing capital punishment. It was eventually declared that any 
felon except those who had committed witchcraft, rape, murder, or burglary could be 
legally transported to Virginia.  
1570: St. Augustine Florida. Spanish soldiers build first prison in North America.  
1618: Beginning of indentured servitude when the poor, in order to come to the New 
World, would form a debt bondage that lasted for a certain number of years. (Essentially 
they were slaves with an end date). 
1619: Jamestown. England enters into the Atlantic Slave Trade. 
1690: The Old Gaol is built in Massachusetts. Oldest Wooden Jail in America. Jails were a 
place that served as a go between pre-trial and post trial. Only penalties inflicted were 
fines, stocks, and whipping. 
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1700s: List of crimes continues to broaden and most criminals (over 60%) were shipped to 
the America's and sold at auction. Nearly the entire colony of Georgia is founded with 
convicts. 
Mid 1700's: Every County in the colonies has its own jail. 
1776: The American Revolution: Through the British Penal system into disarray. Use of 
jails and prisons in the colonies were used as prisoner-of-war storage as well as private 
residences.  
1776: Constitution. Giving all free American's certain inalienable rights. 
1796: Pennsylvania drastically reduces the number of crimes that can have capital 
punishment attributed to them. Many states soon follow. Virginia second, its legislators 
simultaneously called for the construction of a “gaol and penitentiary house” as the 
cornerstone of a new criminal justice regime. All inmates served a mandatory period of 
solitary confinement after initial entry. Unfortunately for its inhabitants, the site at 
Richmond where Virginia’s first penitentiary was built bordered a stagnant pool, in which 
sewage collected. The prison's cells had no heating system and water oozed from its walls, 
leading inmates’ extremities to freeze during the winter months. Prisoners could perform 
no work during the solitary portion of their sentence, which they served completely 
isolated in near-total darkness, and many went mad during this portion of their sentence. 
Those prisoners who survived the isolation period joined other inmates in the prison 
workshop to make goods for the state militia. The workshop never turned a profit. Escapes 
were common. 
1800: First major American prison reform. America entered into a grand expansion of land, 
personal and social growth, as well as wealth. To address these changes, post-colonial 
legislators stressed the need for a system of hard labor to replace ineffectual corporal and 
traditional punishments. Ultimately, these early efforts yielded the United States' first 
penitentiary systems.  
1820: Institution of penitentiaries and Asylums.  
1829 - Eastern State Penitentiary in Philadelphia started enforcing solitary confinement in 
an effort to rehabilitate its prisoners. Until 1904, prisoners entered the institution with a 
black hood over their head, so they would never know whom their fellow convicts were, 
before being led to the cell where they would serve the remainder of their sentence in near-
constant solitude. 
End of 1830s: Penitentiaries become an established institution. The penitentiary largely 
ended community involvement in the penal process—beyond a limited role in the criminal 
trial itself—though many prisons permitted visitors who paid a fee to view the inmates 
throughout the nineteenth century. 
1830s – 1854: The Jacksonian Era: Brought about two systems of penal development. The 
Pennsylvania System, which called for all prisoners to be forced into solitary confinement. 
(Ultimately a failure due to costs, three prisons built, each costing over $750,000 dollars. 16 
million dollars today) And the Auburn System. The Auburn system attempted to break the 
spirit of the inmate and utilized hard labor. The Auburn system developed the lockstep 
shuffle. This system became the preferred system in America. The institutions were 
cheaper to construct, and the system allowed for inmate labor to provide a profit for the 
institution. Despite many controversies, deaths, murders, rapes, and unstable 
administration it became quite popular.  
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This use of inmate labor would fall under three categories. The contract system sold convict 
labor to private entrepreneurs. The lease system would lease the inmate to private interests 
for a fixed fee. Under the state system, prison-made goods were used or sold by state 
agencies. 
Slavery in the South: Few black Southerners in the lower South were imprisoned, and 
virtually none of those imprisoned were slaves. Most often, slaves accused of crimes—
especially less serious offenses—were tried informally in extra-legal plantation "courts," 
although it was not uncommon for slaves to come within the formal jurisdiction of the 
Southern courts. The majority of Southern inmates during the antebellum period were 
foreign-born whites. Nevertheless, in the upper South, free blacks made up a significant 
(and disproportionate) one-third of state prison populations. Governors and legislators in 
both the upper and lower South became concerned about racial mixing in their prison 
systems. Virginia experimented for a time with selling free blacks convicted of “serious” 
crimes into slavery until public opposition led to the measure's repeal (but only after forty 
such persons were sold).  Very few women, black or white, were imprisoned in the 
antebellum South. But for those women who did come under the control of Southern 
prisons, conditions were often "horrendous." Although they were not made to shave their 
heads like male convicts, female inmates in the antebellum South did not live in specialized 
facilities—as was the case in many antebellum Northern prisons—and sexual abuse was 
common. 
1865: End of the American Civil War: Most state prisons had gone unchanged since their 
creation and therefore were in terrible conditions. Focus shifted to the rehabilitation of the 
individual—this time with an emphasis on using institutional inducements as a means of 
affecting behavioral change. At the same time, Reconstruction-era penology also focused on 
emerging "scientific" views of criminality related to race and family. 
One of the major issues with post-reconstruction prison systems was their bizarre method 
of controlling the inmates in order to try and create "rehabilitation." Due to overcrowding 
and understaffing here are a few of these "methods". 
The Pulley: Convicts were suspended by the wrists, fastened over their head, for anywhere 
from a few minutes to an hour. 
The Iron Cap: The convict wore a case composed of small rods or bands of iron—which 
weighed between 6 ½ and 8 pounds—around the neck, and an iron band across the next 
and shoulders held it in place. 
The Lash and Paddle:  This traditional penitentiary punishment continued into the post-
war era with some refinement—i.e., weighted leather strips and aerated paddles were used 
instead of whips. The number of strokes was set to the offense and in some placed, like 
Massachusetts, limited by statute. Sing Sing convicts in the 1880s reportedly jumped from 
the upper galleries of the prison's cell blocks in an effort to break their legs and escape a 
paddling. 
Water Crib: this disciplinary instrument involved the inmate’s being placed in a coffin-like 
box about six-and-a-half feet long, thirty inches wide, and three-feet deep. The inmate 
would lie face down; his or her hands cuffed behind the back, while keepers slowly filled 
the crib with water to simulate drowning. 
1870-1900: The Reformation system: Use of the Maconochie System (Alexander 
Maconochie died 1860, Scottish Captain and Penal Reformer. Called the “Father of Parole”) 
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under the system (a Mark System) the flat sentence was eliminated meaning the institution 
of parole. The system required five principles: 1. Release was based on the completion of a 
determined amount of labor. 2. The amount of labor performed was expressed in a number 
of marks that the prisoner had to earn through improvement of conduct, frugality of living, 
and habits of work. 3. Prisoners must earn what they receive. Any indulgences would 
create a debt in marks. 4. When qualified to work in teams of 6 or 7 the entire group must 
operate as one with the same level of answerability. 5. If work was good the punishment 
would be less severe preparing the inmate for real life society.  
1870: Formation of ACA, the American Correctional Association. Future President 
Rutherford B Hayes was founding Association President. Worked actively to develop a 
national correctional philosophy.  
1876: Elmira Reformatory opens in New York. Overcrowding had become an issue since 
the end of the War so the first of many reform schools were started. It housed convicts 
from ages 16 – 30. The general emphasis was on the reformation of youths. Work loads for 
outside companies continued but there was an additive for educational reform as well. 17 
states would copy this school by 1913. The movement came at a time when public 
education was rapidly developing, as many believed it was the answer to criminality.  
Late 1880s: Institution of the Bertillon system for Identification. Main use of identifying 
criminals until the use of fingerprints. Looked like a large passport with full description and 
photo.  
1890-1925: Prison population more than doubled. 93,000 by the end of '25. 
1900: The Industrial Age: With a new emphasis on labor, education and religion became 
less important, but so did corporal punishment. Parole was used as a great incentive. Many 
things were brought with the age. Prison Farms allowed many states to get rid of poor 
laborers and use inmate laborers to work large state owned farms, farm labor. Used many 
in the South it carried the same use as the Northern Industrial Prisons, to generate profit 
for the state. Industrial Prisons made inmates grow pale and anemic due to lack of sun 
exposure working nonstop in factory prisons, while the prison farms instituted the Chain 
Gang, chaining working inmates together on the line. Mounted guards and dogs operated 
control. Because the guards could lose their jobs if fugitives escaped many inmates were 
shot and killed every year. Prison Farms later helped built the railroad and roads. The State 
saved $5,000 per half mile of railroad built by prisoners. Prisoners were also forced to 
build prisons complete with plumbing.  
1918: Prohibition 
1918: Inadequate Care: Annual Report of the New Jersey Penal System found that it was 
impossible to segregate syphilitic and Tubercular prisoners from the general prison 
population leading to a gigantic rise in death and illness. Wisconsin state kept mentally ill 
in solitary confinement because they were out of room. Chamber pots used for the 
bathrooms were emptied daily in the sewer. Entire prison sometimes 2-3,000 men must 
line up and do so at same time. A survey in 1927 found that of the 110 prisons, zero had 
any educational programs. Public scrutiny was minimal at best.  
1919: Stolen vehicles become a federal offense. 
1920: Institution of Prison Camps. Inmates built roads, railroads, levees, and agricultural 
work. Escape was either death of multiple years in the worse prisons in the nation.  
1924: Creation of the FBI. 
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1927: First Federal Women's Prison opens: The Federal Industrial Institution for Women, 
the first women's federal prison, opens in Alderson, West Virginia. All women serving 
federal sentences of more than a year were to be brought here. 
1930: The 1930s and 1940s were classified as the Big House Era. Prison structures were 
designed like an Auburn-style prison. The inmates did not work, and rehabilitation 
programs were absent in the Big House. Corruption was a method of control. 
1930-1950: Gradual disappearance of the striped Uniform. Psychology shifts from 
believing that criminal is a sinner to criminal is sick. Prisons become known as correctional 
centers. Overcrowding becomes massive due to the Great Depression, World War II, and 
post war. A rapid increase of blacks to the north coincided with a rapid increase in racial 
numbers in the prison system.  
1930: Ohio Penitentiary Prison Fire. 322 inmate deaths. A cordon of penitentiary guards 
was thrown about the towering prison walls. Other squads took up vantage points in guard 
towers and by this time 500 soldiers from Fort Hayes local military post, were on the scene. 
Machine guns were mounted at the gates and on the walls. Bayonets were fixed and the 
troopers were ordered to shoot to kill. A troop of the National Guard soon augmented the 
regulars, and 30 minutes after the fire started the prison was completely surrounded. 
1941: Prison manufacturing increases due to WW II. Most are up to inspection and high in 
quality.  
1945-1970: Starting in California, the Corrections Era focused on positivism and stressed 
rehabilitation rather than punishment. Behavioral sciences were applied to correct the 
inmate. This new approach brought new terminology along with the new philosophy. Social 
unrest on the outside found its way into the prison systems at this time as well.  
1959: Montana State Prison Riot. Three killed 
1960s: The courts ended their hands-off policy in the 1960s, and their decisions provided 
inmates with more rights. Inmates have the right to law books and legal materials (Younger 
v. Gilmore, 1971) and to "jailhouse lawyers" (Johnson v. Avery, 1969). The courts have also 
ruled that inmates do not have a right to organize an inmate union (Jones v. North Carolina 
Prisoners' Union, 1977). Overcrowding per se is not unconstitutional (Bell v. Wolfish, 1979; 
Rhodes v. Chapman, 1981). The Fourth Amendment's protection against unreasonable 
searches does not apply to the inmate's prison cell (Hudson v. Palmer, 1983). 
1970- Present: The Privatization of Prison begins. In response to the overcrowded 
conditions of the nation's prisons, a solution was sought in the "privatization" of prisons. 
Private facilities were being constructed to ease the crowded conditions. Wackenhut 
Corporation and Corrections Corporation of America, Inc. were two of the early entries into 
the privatization movement. More common among juvenile facilities, the adult prisons 
began to face opposition when the costs started to equal that of state facilities.  
1971: Attica Prison Riots: More than 1,000 prisoners rebelled, holding dozens of guards 
hostage and issuing a series of demands to improve living conditions (prisoners were 
reportedly allowed only one shower per week and one toilet-paper roll per month). After 
negotiations broke down, authorities forcibly retook the facility, using tear gas and live 
ammunition. The violence killed 32 inmates and 11 guards. (Decades later, New York State 
awarded millions in damages to surviving inmates who said they were mistreated 
following the insurrection as well as to the families of slain employees.) 
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1973: Since 1973, the number of incarcerated persons in the United States has increased 
five-fold, and in a given year 7 million persons are under the supervision or control of 
correctional services in the United States. 
1973: Signing of the Rockefeller Drug Laws. The laws established strict mandatory prison 
sentences for the sale or possession of illegal narcotics. This is the official beginning to the 
War on Drugs. This is also the foundation for the P.rison I.ndustrial C.omplex.  
1984: CCA Corrections Corporation of America is awarded a contract to take over a prison 
facility in Hamilton County, Tennessee. Public announcement of the Privatization of 
Prisons. Most privately run facilities are located in the southern and western portions of 
the United States and include both state and federal offenders 
 
 

II. Prison Privatization  
The Incarceration Business:  America's Private Prisons 
The latest report by the American Civil Liberties Union(ACLU) is not likely to inspire 
politicians to shut down our private prisons when prison operators are pouring millions of 
dollars into their campaign coffers. 

Jobbing out the incarceration business, said lawyer David Shapiro of the ACLU Prison 
Project “has been a bonanza for the private prison industry, which rakes in billions of 
dollars a year and dishes out multi-million dollar compensation packages to its top 
executives.” 

And those top executives, in turn, between 1998 and 2000, for example, wrote over $1.2-
million in checks to political candidates and political parties. And why not, when their firms 
have received such huge public subsidies as $68 billion in tax-free bonds to help them 
build? 

Since the 1980s Reagan era shift to privatization, more than 150 private facilities—
detention centers, jails, and prisons—-with a capacity of about 120,000 have been opened, 
and 7% of all U.S. adults inmates have been dumped in them. 

“Abuse of prisoners, escapes, prison violence including prisoner-on-prisoner, prisoner-on-
guard and vice versa, restricted and malfeasant health care, providing rotten food, and 
other prison management problems are characteristic of the private prison industry,” 
writes sociologist Margaret Rosenthal in “The Long Term View,” a journal published by the 
Massachusetts School of Law at Andover.  Rosenthal is Professor Emerita, School of Social 
Work, Salem State College, Mass. 

“One study found 49% more prisoner-on-staff and 65% higher prisoner-on-prisoner 
assaults in private medium and minimum security prisons than in public ones,” Rosenthal 
writes. Example: at the Northeast Ohio Correction Center in Youngstown, operated by 
industry leader Corrections Corporation of America(CCA), in a period of just 14 months 
there were 13 stabbings, two murders and six escapes that ended in violence. Rosenthal 
said other sociologists have documented “many other examples of brutality and 
incompetence perpetrated in CCA-run facilities.” 
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Since private prisons prosper in proportion to the number of prisoners they house, “the 
suspicion remains that they may hold on to prisoners, particularly ones who are not 
troublesome as a means to earn extra money,” Rosenthal writes. Even when operators do 
not directly control discharge decisions, she notes, “by controlling record-keeping about 
prisoners’ behavior they can have a determining role in establishing when a prisoner is to 
be released or paroled.” 

The ACLU report, titled, “Banking on Bondage: Private Prisons and Mass Incarcerations,” 
was released Nov. 2 and traces the rise of the for-profit prison companies that have 
“capitalized on the nation’s addiction to incarceration (2.4-million behind bars) to achieve 
gigantic profits.” 

“Spurred by criminal laws that impose needlessly steep sentences—especially for low-
level, non-violent offenders—and curtail rehabilitation opportunities, the United States 
today imprisons more people than any other nation in the world,” an ACLU news release 
states. 

“The crippling cost of incarcerating increasing numbers of Americans has saddled 
government budgets with rising debt and exacerbated the current fiscal crisis confronting 
states across the nation. Yet the two largest private prison companies alone obtained 
nearly $3 billion in revenue in 2010,” the ACLU statement said. 

It noted that Arizona is seeking to add 5,000 more private beds despite its own Auditor 
General’s finding that for-profit imprisonment may cost more than jailing them in public 
facilities. 

The ACLU report asserts that mass incarceration “wreaks havoc on communities by 
depriving individuals of their liberty, draining government resources and bringing little or 
no benefit to public safety.” The biggest losers in the privatization fiasco, apart from the 
taxpayers, are members of the Afro-American and Hispanic communities whose harsh 
sentences for minor crimes are filling many prison beds. Many marijuana prisoners are 
doing harder time than white collar criminals. 

“It is imperative that we halt the expansion of for-profit incarceration,” Shapiro said, as 
“The private prison industry helped create, and continues to feed off, the social ill of mass 
incarceration.” He concludes, “Private prisons cannot be part of the solution—economic or 
ethical—to our nation’s addiction to incarceration.”   

To “halt the expansion” of private prisons is an urgent first step—as long as it is quickly 
followed up by closing every one of them now in operation. This would be a fine project for 
church groups and civic associations. And one way to find beds for private inmates would 
be to set free the hundreds of thousands of prisoners doing time for victimless crimes such 
as marijuana possession and to transfer others who rightfully belong in mental institutions, 
not behind bars. 

Taken from Global Research, November 12, 2011.  The Incarceration Business: America's 
Private Prisons by Sherwood Ross 
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Banking on Bondage 
Executive Summary  The imprisonment of human beings at record levels is both a moral 
failure and an economic one — especially at a time when more and more Americans are 
struggling to make ends meet and when state governments confront enormous fiscal crises. 
This report finds, however, that mass incarceration provides a gigantic windfall for one 
special interest group — the private prison industry — even as current incarceration levels 
harm the country as a whole. While the nation's unprecedented rate of imprisonment 
deprives individuals of freedom, wrests loved ones from their families, and drains the 
resources of governments, communities, and taxpayers, the private prison industry reaps 
lucrative rewards. As the public good suffers from mass incarceration, private prison 
companies obtain more and more government dollars, and private prison executives at the 
leading companies rake in enormous compensation packages, in some cases totaling 
millions of dollars. 

The Spoils of Mass Incarceration   The United States imprisons more people — both per 
capita and in absolute terms — than any other nation in the world, including Russia, China, 
and Iran. Over the past four decades, imprisonment in the United States has increased 
explosively, spurred by criminal laws that impose steep sentences and curtail the 
opportunity to earn probation and parole. The current incarceration rate deprives record 
numbers of individuals of their liberty, disproportionately affects people of color, and has 
at best a minimal effect on public safety. Meanwhile, the crippling cost of imprisoning 
increasing numbers of Americans saddles government budgets with rising debt and 
exacerbates the current fiscal crises confronting states across the nation.  Leading private 
prison companies essentially admit that their business model depends on high rates of 
incarceration. For example, in a 2010 Annual Report filed with the Securities and Exchange 
Commission, Corrections Corporation of America (CCA), the largest private prison 
company, stated: "The demand for our facilities and services could be adversely affected by 
. . . leniency in conviction or parole standards and sentencing practices . . . ." 

As incarceration rates skyrocket, the private prison industry expands at exponential rates, 
holding ever more people in its prisons and jails, and generating massive profits. Private 
prisons for adults were virtually non-existent until the early 1980s, but the number of 
prisoners in private prisons increased by approximately 1600% between 1990 and 2009. 
Today, for-profit companies are responsible for approximately 6% of state prisoners, 16% 
of federal prisoners, and, according to one report, nearly half of all immigrants detained by 
the federal government. In 2010, the two largest private prison companies alone received 
nearly $3 billion dollars in revenue, and their top executives, according to one source, each 
received annual compensation packages worth well over $3 million. 

A Danger to State Finances   While supporters of privatization tout the idea that 
governments can save money through private facilities, the evidence for supposed cost 
savings is mixed at best. As state governments across the nation confront deep fiscal 
deficits, the assertion that private prisons demonstrably reduce the costs of incarceration 
can be dangerous and irresponsible. Such claims may lure states into building private 
prisons or privatizing existing ones rather than reducing incarceration rates and limiting 
corrections spending through serious criminal justice reform. 
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This year, advocates of for-profit prisons trotted out privatization schemes as a supposed 
answer to budgetary woes in numerous states: 

 Arizona has announced plans to award 5,000 additional prison beds to private 
contractors, despite a recent statement by the Arizona Auditor General that for-
profit imprisonment in Arizona may cost more than incarceration in publicly-
operated facilities. Arizona's Department of Corrections is the only large agency in 
that state not subject to a budget cut in fiscal year 2012 — in fact, the Department's 
budget increased by $10 million. According to a news report, private prison 
employees and corporate officers contributed money to Governor Jan Brewer's 
reelection campaign, and high ranking Brewer Administration officials previously 
worked as private prison lobbyists. 

 Florida has responded to exploding incarceration costs largely through increasing 
reliance on private prisons. Although the assertion that private prisons save 
taxpayer money is highly questionable, supporters of privatization, according to a 
recent news report, claim that privatization in Florida is necessary to rein in the 
prison system's budget, which stood at $2.3 billion in 2010. A recent editorial in the 
Orlando Sentinel expressed the view that privatization "has eclipsed and shelved 
potentially more fruitful, cost-effective changes. One of them is sentencing reform." 
On September 30, 2011, a Florida court enjoined the Department of Corrections 
from implementing the privatization of prisons in 18 counties, finding that the 
planned privatization failed to comply with procedures mandated by state law. The 
court stated, "[t]he decision to issue only one [request for proposal] and only one 
contract for all 29 prison facilities [subject to proposed privatization] was based on 
convenience and speed, … rather than on any demonstrated savings or benefit 
advantage." 

 Ohio recently announced that it will become, on December 31, 2011, the first state 
in the nation to sell a publicly operated prison, Lake Erie Correctional Facility, to a 
private company, CCA. Notably, the head of Ohio's corrections department had 
served as a managing director of CCA. The claim that prison privatization 
demonstrably reduces costs and trims government budgets may detract from the 
critical work of reducing the state's prison population. 

 Louisiana narrowly defeated a proposal, pushed by Governor Bobby Jindal in a 
desperate attempt to generate short-term revenue, to sell off three state prisons to 
private companies. The Louisiana House Appropriations Committee blocked the bill 
by a vote of 13-12, with legislators expressing deep concern about the wisdom of 
selling off the state's assets. 

 The federal government is in the midst of a private prison expansion spree, driven 
primarily by Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE), an agency that locks up 
roughly 400,000 immigrants each year and spends over $1.9 billion annually on 
custody operations. ICE now intends to create a new network of massive 
immigration detention centers, managed largely by private companies, in states 
including New Jersey, Texas, Florida, California and Illinois. According to a news 
report, in August 2011, ICE's plans to send 1,250 immigration detainees to Essex 
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County, New Jersey threatened to unravel amid allegations that a private prison 
company seeking the contract, whose executives enjoyed close ties to Governor 
Chris Christie, received "special treatment" from the county. The fiscal crisis 
confronting the federal government, however, has done nothing to dampen 
Washington's spending binge on privatized immigration detention. 

Atrocious Conditions   While evidence is mixed, certain empirical studies show a 
heightened level of violence against prisoners in private institutions. This may reflect in 
part the higher rate of staff turnover in private prisons, which can result in inexperienced 
guards walking the tiers. After an infamous escape from an Arizona private prison in 2010, 
for example, the Arizona Department of Corrections reported that at the prison, "[s]taff are 
fairly 'green' across all shifts," "are not proficient with weapons," and habitually ignore 
sounding alarms. Private facilities have also been linked to atrocious conditions. In a 
juvenile facility in Texas, for example, auditors reported, "[c]ells were filthy, smelled of 
feces and urine." 

Just three weeks before the release of this report, prisoner fights in several locations 
throughout a private prison in Oklahoma left 46 prisoners injured and required 16 inmates 
to be sent to the hospital, some of them in critical condition. The risks to safety confronting 
inmates in private prisons are especially relevant at present, as the U.S. Supreme Court 
considers a case that could, depending on the outcome, prevent federal prisoners in private 
institutions from seeking compensation for constitutional violations — including deliberate 
indifference to prisoners' physical well being. 

***Taken from the beginning of Banking on Bondage: Private Prisons and Mass 
Incarceration  November 2, 2011 written and produced by the ACLU.  For the full document 
look at the pdf here:                  
http://www.aclu.org/files/assets/bankingonbondage_20111102.pdf 

III. P.I.C. 
P.I.C. or the Prison-Industrial Complex is a term attributed to the large growth in US inmate 
population since the 1970s and to the political influence of private prisons.  PIC is guilty of 
perpetuating the stereotypes and flawed belief system that the correct solution to social 
issues such as homelessness, poverty, race, drugs, mental illness, and education 
incompetence is through imprisonment.  Although a quick fix it does not get to the root of 
the criminal mentality in human beings.  Other characteristics are through private prisons 
and federal the concept of prison building is a great job creator.  Ultimately the main goal of 
the PIC is turn out major profit rather than fix and rehabilitate criminals therefore 
dropping the crime rate.  Since the beginning of The War on Drugs  in 1971 the prison 
system as surged over 700 percent having in between 2.4 and 3 million Americans in 
prison a year.  Today the numbers are staggering.  1 out of every 100 American Adults is 
behind bars, but 1 out of ever 32 is either on probation, parole, or in prison.  The United 
States spends over 74 billion dollars a year on prison.   
 

http://www.aclu.org/files/assets/bankingonbondage_20111102.pdf
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The US constitutes 5% of the world's population but also has 25% of the world's 
prison population. 
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***Taken from Business Insider.  13 Signs that America's Prisons Are Out of Control.  By 
Michael Kelley Apr. 12, 2012 
***Taken from Huffington Post.  Jailing Americans for Profit.  By John Whitehead.  Apr. 10, 
2012 
***Taken From CNBC.  Billions Behind Bars.  Scott Cohn 2013 News Program 
 
Angela Davis gave a 1997 speech entitled The Prison Industrial Complex.  Davis also co-
founded a prison abolition group called Critical Resistance.  Later in 1998 She wrote the 
article Masked Racism:  Reflections of the Prison Industrial Complex.  Here is that article: 
Imprisonment has become the response of first resort to far too many of the social 
problems that burden people who are ensconced in poverty. These problems often are 
veiled by being conveniently grouped together under the category “crime” and by the 
automatic attribution of criminal behavior to people of color. Homelessness, 
unemployment, drug addiction, mental illness, and illiteracy are only a few of the problems 
that disappear from public view when the human beings contending with them are 
relegated to cages. 
Prisons thus perform a feat of magic. Or rather the people who continually vote in new 
prison bonds and tacitly assent to a proliferating network of prisons and jails have been 
tricked into believing in the magic of imprisonment. But prisons do not disappear 
problems, they disappear human beings. And the practice of disappearing vast numbers of 
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people from poor, immigrant, and racially marginalized communities has literally become 
big business. 
The seeming effortlessness of magic always conceals an enormous amount of behind-the-
scenes work. When prisons disappear human beings in order to convey the illusion of 
solving social problems, penal infrastructures must be created to accommodate a rapidly 
swelling population of caged people. Goods and services must be provided to keep 
imprisoned populations alive. Sometimes these populations must be kept busy and at other 
times — particularly in repressive super-maximum prisons and in INS detention centers — 
they must be deprived of virtually all meaningful activity. Vast numbers of handcuffed and 
shackled people are moved across state borders as they are transferred from one state or 
federal prison to another. 
All this work, which used to be the primary province of government, is now also performed 
by private corporations, whose links to government in the field of what is euphemistically 
called “corrections” resonate dangerously with the military industrial complex. The 
dividends that accrue from investment in the punishment industry, like those that accrue 
from investment in weapons production, only amount to social destruction. Taking into 
account the structural similarities and profitability of business-government linkages in the 
realms of military production and public punishment, the expanding penal system can now 
be characterized as a “prison industrial complex.” 
The Color of Imprisonment 
Almost two million people are currently locked up in the immense network of U.S. prisons 
and jails. More than 70 percent of the imprisoned population are people of color. It is rarely 
acknowledged that the fastest growing group of prisoners are black women and that Native 
American prisoners are the largest group per capita. Approximately five million people — 
including those on probation and parole — are directly under the surveillance of the 
criminal justice system. 
Three decades ago, the imprisoned population was approximately one-eighth its current 
size. While women still constitute a relatively small percentage of people behind bars, 
today the number of incarcerated women in California alone is almost twice what the 
nationwide women’s prison population was in 1970. According to Elliott Currie, “[t]he 
prison has become a looming presence in our society to an extent unparalleled in our 
history — or that of any other industrial democracy. Short of major wars, mass 
incarceration has been the most thoroughly implemented government social program of 
our time.”  
To deliver up bodies destined for profitable punishment, the political economy of prisons 
relies on racialized assumptions of criminality — such as images of black welfare mothers 
reproducing criminal children — and on racist practices in arrest, conviction, and 
sentencing patterns. Colored bodies constitute the main human raw material in this vast 
experiment to disappear the major social problems of our time. Once the aura of magic is 
stripped away from the imprisonment solution, what is revealed is racism, class bias, and 
the parasitic seduction of capitalist profit. The prison industrial system materially and 
morally impoverishes its inhabitants and devours the social wealth needed to address the 
very problems that have led to spiraling numbers of prisoners. 
As prisons take up more and more space on the social landscape, other government 
programs that have previously sought to respond to social needs — such as Temporary 
Assistance to Needy Families — are being squeezed out of existence. The deterioration of 
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public education, including prioritizing discipline and security over learning in public 
schools located in poor communities, is directly related to the prison “solution.” 
Profiting from Prisoners 
As prisons proliferate in U.S. society, private capital has become enmeshed in the 
punishment industry. And precisely because of their profit potential, prisons are becoming 
increasingly important to the U.S. economy. If the notion of punishment as a source of 
potentially stupendous profits is disturbing by itself, then the strategic dependence on 
racist structures and ideologies to render mass punishment palatable and profitable is even 
more troubling. 
Prison privatization is the most obvious instance of capital’s current movement toward the 
prison industry. While government-run prisons are often in gross violation of international 
human rights standards, private prisons are even less accountable. In March of this year, 
the Corrections Corporation of America (CCA), the largest U.S. private prison company, 
claimed 54,944 beds in 68 facilities under contract or development in the U.S., Puerto Rico, 
the United Kingdom, and Australia. Following the global trend of subjecting more women to 
public punishment, CCA recently opened a women’s prison outside Melbourne. The 
company recently identified California as its “new frontier.” 
Wackenhut Corrections Corporation (WCC), the second largest U.S. prison company, 
claimed contracts and awards to manage 46 facilities in North America, U.K., and Australia. 
It boasts a total of 30,424 beds as well as contracts for prisoner health care services, 
transportation, and security. 
Currently, the stocks of both CCA and WCC are doing extremely well. Between 1996 and 
1997, CCA’s revenues increased by 58 percent, from $293 million to $462 million. Its net 
profit grew from $30.9 million to $53.9 million. WCC raised its revenues from $138 million 
in 1996 to $210 million in 1997. Unlike public correctional facilities, the vast profits of 
these private facilities rely on the employment of non-union labor. 
The Prison Industrial Complex 
But private prison companies are only the most visible component of the increasing 
corporatization of punishment. Government contracts to build prisons have bolstered the 
construction industry. The architectural community has identified prison design as a major 
new niche. Technology developed for the military by companies like Westinghouse is being 
marketed for use in law enforcement and punishment. 
Moreover, corporations that appear to be far removed from the business of punishment are 
intimately involved in the expansion of the prison industrial complex. Prison construction 
bonds are one of the many sources of profitable investment for leading financiers such as 
Merrill Lynch. MCI charges prisoners and their families’ outrageous prices for the precious 
telephone calls which are often the only contact prisoners have with the free world. 
Many corporations whose products we consume on a daily basis have learned that prison 
labor power can be as profitable as third world labor power exploited by U.S.-based global 
corporations. Both relegate formerly unionized workers to joblessness and many even 
wind up in prison. Some of the companies that use prison labor are IBM, Motorola, Compaq, 
Texas Instruments, Honeywell, Microsoft, and Boeing. But it is not only the hi-tech 
industries that reap the profits of prison labor. Nordstrom department stores sell jeans that 
are marketed as “Prison Blues,” as well as t-shirts and jackets made in Oregon prisons. The 
advertising slogan for these clothes is “made on the inside to be worn on the outside.” 
Maryland prisoners inspect glass bottles and jars used by Revlon and Pierre Cardin, and 
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schools throughout the world buy graduation caps and gowns made by South Carolina 
prisoners. 
“For private business,” write Eve Goldberg and Linda Evans (a political prisoner inside the 
Federal Correctional Institution at Dublin, California) “prison labor is like a pot of gold. No 
strikes. No union organizing. No health benefits, unemployment insurance, or workers’ 
compensation to pay. No language barriers, as in foreign countries. New leviathan prisons 
are being built on thousands of eerie acres of factories inside the walls. Prisoners do data 
entry for Chevron, make telephone reservations for TWA, raise hogs, shovel manure, make 
circuit boards, limousines, waterbeds, and lingerie for Victoria’s Secret — all at a fraction of 
the cost of ‘free labor.’” 
Devouring the Social Wealth 
Although prison labor — which ultimately is compensated at a rate far below the minimum 
wage — is hugely profitable for the private companies that use it, the penal system as a 
whole does not produce wealth. It devours the social wealth that could be used to subsidize 
housing for the homeless, to ameliorate public education for poor and racially marginalized 
communities, to open free drug rehabilitation programs for people who wish to kick their 
habits, to create a national health care system, to expand programs to combat HIV, to 
eradicate domestic abuse — and, in the process, to create well-paying jobs for the 
unemployed. 
Since 1984 more than twenty new prisons have opened in California, while only one new 
campus was added to the California State University system and none to the University of 
California system. In 1996-97, higher education received only 8.7 percent of the State’s 
General Fund while corrections received 9.6 percent. Now that affirmative action has been 
declared illegal in California, it is obvious that education is increasingly reserved for certain 
people, while prisons are reserved for others. Five times as many black men are presently 
in prison as in four-year colleges and universities. This new segregation has dangerous 
implications for the entire country. 
By segregating people labeled as criminals, prison simultaneously fortifies and conceals the 
structural racism of the U.S. economy. Claims of low unemployment rates — even in black 
communities — make sense only if one assumes that the vast numbers of people in prison 
have really disappeared and thus have no legitimate claims to jobs. The numbers of black 
and Latino men currently incarcerated amount to two percent of the male labor force. 
According to criminologist David Downes, “[t]reating incarceration as a type of hidden 
unemployment may raise the jobless rate for men by about one-third, to 8 percent. The 
effect on the black labor force is greater still, raising the [black] male unemployment rate 
from 11 percent to 19 percent.” 
Hidden Agenda 
Mass incarceration is not a solution to unemployment, nor is it a solution to the vast array 
of social problems that are hidden away in a rapidly growing network of prisons and jails. 
However, the great majority of people have been tricked into believing in the efficacy of 
imprisonment, even though the historical record clearly demonstrates that prisons do not 
work. Racism has undermined our ability to create a popular critical discourse to contest 
the ideological trickery that posits imprisonment as key to public safety. The focus of state 
policy is rapidly shifting from social welfare to social control. 
Black, Latino, Native American, and many Asian youth are portrayed as the purveyors of 
violence, traffickers of drugs, and as envious of commodities that they have no right to 
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possess. Young black and Latina women are represented as sexually promiscuous and as 
indiscriminately propagating babies and poverty. Criminality and deviance are racialized. 
Surveillance is thus focused on communities of color, immigrants, the unemployed, the 
undereducated, the homeless, and in general on those who have a diminishing claim to 
social resources. Their claim to social resources continues to diminish in large part because 
law enforcement and penal measures increasingly devour these resources. The prison 
industrial complex has thus created a vicious cycle of punishment which only further 
impoverishes those whose impoverishment is supposedly “solved” by imprisonment. 
Therefore, as the emphasis of government policy shifts from social welfare to crime control, 
racism sinks more deeply into the economic and ideological structures of U.S. society. 
Meanwhile, conservative crusaders against affirmative action and bilingual education 
proclaim the end of racism, while their opponents suggest that racism’s remnants can be 
dispelled through dialogue and conversation. But conversations about “race relations” will 
hardly dismantle a prison industrial complex that thrives on and nourishes the racism 
hidden within the deep structures of our society. 
The emergence of a U.S. prison industrial complex within a context of cascading 
conservatism marks a new historical moment, whose dangers are unprecedented. But so 
are its opportunities. Considering the impressive number of grassroots projects that 
continue to resist the expansion of the punishment industry, it ought to be possible to bring 
these efforts together to create radical and nationally visible movements that can legitimize 
anti-capitalist critiques of the prison industrial complex. It ought to be possible to build 
movements in defense of prisoners’ human rights and movements that persuasively argue 
that what we need is not new prisons, but new health care, housing, education, drug 
programs, jobs, and education. To safeguard a democratic future, it is possible and 
necessary to weave together the many and increasing strands of resistance to the prison 
industrial complex into a powerful movement for social transformation.  
***Taken from Masked Racism by Angela Davis.   
 
Labor Work Force:  American companies that once looked to places like Mexico and China 
for cheap labor are bringing those jobs back to the U.S.  Why? Because prison labor is much, 
much cheaper.  Paid between 93¢ and $4.73 per day, and collecting no benefits, prisoners 
are a cheap labor source for about 100 companies.   
What does this have to do with you? 
If you have insurance, invest, use utilities, have a bank, drive a car, send a child to school, go 
to a dentist, call service centers, fly on planes, take prescription drugs, or use paper, you 
might be benefiting from prison labor. 
If you’ve bought products by or from Starbucks, Nintendo, Victoria’s Secret, JC Penney, 
Sears, Wal-Mart, K-Mart, Eddie Bauer, Wendy’s, Proctor & Gamble, Johnson & Johnson, 
Fruit of the Loom, Motorola, Caterpiller, Sara Lee, Quaker Oats, Mary Kay, or Microsoft, you 
are part of this system. 
When prisoners are in state and federal prisons, the U.S. taxpayer is subsidizing low wages 
and corporate profits, since they are paying for prisoners’ room, board, and health care. 
 When prisoners are in private prisons, prison labor is a way to make more money off of the 
human beings caught in the corrections industry.  In other words, prison labor is an 
efficient way for corporations to continue to increase their profits without sharing those 
gains with their employees. 
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Tens of thousands of US inmates are paid from pennies to minimum wage—minus fines 
and victim compensation—for everything from grunt work to firefighting to specialized 
labor. Here's a sampling of what they make, and for whom. 
Each month, California inmates process more than 680,000 pounds of beef, 400,000 
pounds of chicken products, 450,000 gallons of milk, 280,000 loaves of bread, and 2.9 
million eggs (from 160,000 inmate-raised hens).  Starbucks subcontractor Signature 
Packaging Solutions has hired Washington prisoners to package holiday coffees (as well as 
Nintendo Game Boys). Confronted by a reporter in 2001, a Starbucks rep called the setup 
"entirely consistent with our mission statement." 
Texas inmates produce brooms and brushes, bedding and mattresses, toilets, sinks, 
showers, and bullwhips. Bullwhips? 
In the mid-1990s, Washington prisoners shrink-wrapped software and up to 20,000 
Microsoft mouses for subcontractor Exmark (other reported clients: JanSport and Costco. 
"We don't see this as a negative," a Microsoft spokesman said at the time.  Dell used federal 
prisoners for PC recycling in 2003, but stopped after a watchdog group warned that it 
might expose inmates to toxins. 
Texas and California inmates make dorm furniture and lockers, diploma covers, binders, 
logbooks, library book carts, locker room benches, and juice boxes. 
Federal Prison Industries, a.k.a. Unicor, says that in addition to soldiers' uniforms, bedding, 
shoes, helmets, and flak vests, inmates have "produced missile cables (including those used 
on the Patriot missiles during the Gulf War)" and "wiring harnesses for jets and tanks." In 
1997, according to Prison Legal News, Boeing subcontractor MicroJet had prisoners cutting 
airplane components, paying $7 an hour for work that paid union wages of $30 on the 
outside. 
In Texas, prisoners make officers' duty belts, handcuff cases, and prison-cell accessories. 
California convicts make gun containers, creepers (to peek under vehicles), and human-
silhouette targets. 
California inmates sew their own garb. In the 1990s, subcontractor Third Generation hired 
35 female South Carolina inmates to sew lingerie and leisure wear for Victoria's Secret and 
JCPenny's. In 1997, a California prison put two men in solitary for telling journalists they 
were ordered to replace "Made in Honduras" labels on garments with "Made in the USA." 
At California's prison dental laboratory, inmates produce a complete prosthesis selection, 
including custom trays, try-ins, bite blocks, and dentures. 
Prisoners in for burglary, battery, drug and gun charges, and escape helped build a Wal-
Mart distribution center in Wisconsin in 2005, until community uproar halted the program. 
(Company policy says, "Forced or prison labor will not be tolerated by Wal-Mart.") 
Its inmate call centers are the "best kept secret in outsourcing," Unicor boasts. In 1994, a 
contractor for gop congressional hopeful Jack Metcalf hired Washington state prisoners to 
call and remind voters he was pro-death penalty. Metcalf, who prevailed, said he never 
knew. 
***Taken from Mother Jones Article What do Prisoners Make for Victoria's Secret by 
Caroline Winter.  August 2008. 
***Taken from The Society Pages Article Prison Labor and Taxpayer Dollars by Lisa Wade.  
April 4, 2013. 
 
State Prisons contracting slave labor 
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It is not only federal prisons that contract out prison labor to top corporations. State 
prisons that used forced prison labor in plantations, laundries and highway chain gangs 
increasingly seek to sell prison labor to corporations trolling the globe in search of the 
cheapest possible labor. 
One agency asks: “Are you experiencing high employee turnover? Worried about the costs 
of employee benefits? Unhappy with out-of-state or offshore suppliers? Getting hit by 
overseas competition? Having trouble motivating your workforce? Thinking about 
expansion space? Then Washington State Department of Corrections Private Sector 
Partnerships is for you.” (educate-yourself.org, July 25, 2005) 
Major corporations profiting from the slave labor of prisoners include Motorola, Compaq, 
Honeywell, Microsoft, Boeing, Revlon, Chevron, TWA, Victoria’s Secret and Eddie Bauer. 
IBM, Texas Instruments and Dell get circuit boards made by Texas prisoners. Tennessee 
inmates sew jeans for Kmart and JCPenney. Tens of thousands of youth flipping 
hamburgers for minimum wages at McDonald’s wear uniforms sewn by prison workers, 
who are forced to work for much less. 
In California, as in many states, prisoners who refuse to work are moved to disciplinary 
housing and lose canteen privileges as well as “good time” credit, which slices hard time off 
their sentences. 
Systematic abuse, beatings, prolonged isolation and sensory deprivation, and lack of 
medical care make U.S. prison conditions among the worst in the world. Ironically, working 
under grueling conditions for pennies an hour is treated as a “perk” for good behavior. 
In December, Georgia inmates went on strike and refused to leave their cells at six prisons 
for more than a week. In one of the largest prison protests in U.S. history, prisoners spoke 
of being forced to work seven days a week for no pay. Prisoners were beaten if they refused 
to work. 
***Taken from The Pentagon and Slave Labor in US Prison by Sara Flounders.  International 
Action Center and Global Research.  February 4, 2013. 
 

IV. Prison & Race 

 
"Mass incarceration on a scale almost unexampled in human history is a fundamental fact 
of our country today -- perhaps the fundamental fact, as slavery was the fundamental fact 
of 1850. In truth, there are more black men in the grip of the criminal-justice system -- in 
prison, on probation, or on parole -- than were in slavery then. Over all, there are now more 
people under 'correctional supervision' in America -- more than six million -- than were in 
the Gulag Archipelago under Stalin at its height." -- Adam Gopnik, The Caging of America 
 
 
 
 
The New Jim Crow:  Mass Incarceration in the Age of Colorblindness 
 
Summary of The New Jim Crow 
More African Americans are under the control of the criminal justice system today – in 
prison or jail, on probation or parole – than were enslaved in 1850. Discrimination in 

http://educate-yourself.org/
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housing, education, employment, and voting rights, which many Americans thought was 
wiped out by the civil rights laws of the 1960s, is now perfectly legal against anyone 
labeled a “felon.” And since many more people of color than whites are made felons by the 
entire system of mass incarceration, racial discrimination remains as powerful as it was 
under slavery or under the post-slavery era of Jim Crow segregation. 
This is the premise of a book, which has sparked a new social movement: Michelle 
Alexander’s The New Jim Crow: Mass Incarceration in the Age of Colorblindness (The New 
Press, New York 2010). Alexander describes how mass incarceration today serves the same 
purpose as pre-Civil War slavery and the post-Civil War Jim Crow laws: to maintain a racial 
caste system. Alexander defines “racial caste” as a racial group locked into an inferior 
position by law and custom. She asserts that Jim Crow and slavery were caste systems, and 
that our current system of mass incarceration is also a caste system: “The New Jim Crow.” 
The original Jim Crow laws, after slavery ended, promoted racial discrimination in public 
housing, employment, voting, and education. The powerful Civil Rights struggles of the 
1950s and 1960s seemingly ended the Jim Crow era by winning the passage of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964 and the Voting Rights Act of 1965. The book demonstrates, however, 
that the racial caste system has not ended; it has simply been redesigned. 
Alexander explains how the criminal justice system functions as a new system of racial 
control by targeting black men through the “War on Drugs.” The Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 
1986, for example, included far more severe punishment for distribution of crack 
(associated with blacks) than powder cocaine (associated with whites). Civil penalties, such 
as not being able to live in public housing and not being able to get student loans, have been 
added to the already harsh prison sentences. 
“Today,” says Alexander, “a criminal freed from prison has scarcely more rights, and 
arguably less respect, than a freed slave or a black person living ‘free’ in Mississippi at the 
height of Jim Crow.” 
The author argues that nothing short of a major social movement can end the new caste 
system. Alexander challenges us to establish a grass-roots movement to deal with  the very 
foundation of the mass incarceration system: “If the movement that emerges to end mass 
incarceration does not meaningfully address the racial divisions and resentments that gave 
rise to mass incarceration, and if it fails to cultivate an ethic of genuine care, compassion 
and concern for every human being – of every class, race, and nationality – within our 
nation’s borders, including poor whites, who are often pitted against poor people of color, 
the collapse of mass incarceration will not mean the death of racial caste in America. 
Inevitably a new system of racialized social control will emerge … No task is more urgent 
for racial justice today than ensuring that America’s current racial caste system is its last.” 
Alexander’s call is being answered through the rise of a new movement to end mass 
incarceration and its racial underpinnings. The New Jim Crow movement is formed of  
loosely-linked local study groups reading and discussing The New Jim Crow, and beginning 
to develop a grass-roots strategy first for exposing the injustice of mass incarceration, and 
then for challenging and ultimately ending it. At this moment of global awakening in the 
face of injustice, the focus on mass incarceration and racial injustice could not be more 
timely. 
 
***Taken from The Center for Law and Justice 2012.  http://www.cflj.org/new-jim-crow/ 
 

http://www.cflj.org/new-jim-crow/
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Op-ed by Michelle Alexander 
 

THE legal scholar Derrick A. Bell foresaw that mass incarceration, like earlier 
systems of racial control, would continue to exist as long as it served the perceived 
interests of white elites. 

Thirty years of civil rights litigation and advocacy have failed to slow the pace of a 
racially biased drug war or to prevent the emergence of a penal system of astonishing size. 
Yet a few short years of tight state budgets have inspired former “get tough” true believers 
to suddenly denounce the costs of imprisonment. “We’re wasting tax dollars on prisons,” 
they say. “It’s time to shift course.” 

Newt Gingrich, the former House speaker, shocked many earlier this year when he 
co-wrote an essay for The Washington Post calling on “conservative legislators to lead the 
way in addressing an issue often considered off-limits to reform: prisons.” 

Republican governors had already been sounding the same note. As California was 
careering toward bankruptcy last year, Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger lamented that more 
money was being spent on prisons than on education. Priorities “have become out of whack 
over the years,” he said. “What does it say about any state that focuses more on prison 
uniforms than on caps and gowns?” Another Republican governor, John R. Kasich of Ohio, 
recently announced support for reducing penalties for nonviolent drug offenders as part of 
an effort to slash the size of the state’s prison population. 

A majority of those swept into our nation’s prison system are poor people of color, 
but the sudden shift away from the “get tough” rhetoric that has dominated the national 
discourse on crime has not been inspired by a surge in concern about the devastating 
human toll of mass incarceration. Instead, as Professor Bell predicted, the changing tide is 
best explained by perceived white interests. In this economic climate, it is impossible to 
maintain the vast prison state without raising taxes on the (white) middle class. 

Given this political reality, it is hardly a surprise to read a headline that says, 
“N.A.A.C.P. Joins With Gingrich in Urging Prison Reform,” rather than the other way around. 
If there were ever an illustration of Professor Bell’s theory that whites will support racial 
justice only to the extent that it is in their interests, this would seem to be it. 

Of course, in the late 1970s, when Professor Bell, who now teaches at New York 
University School of Law, first advanced his theories, our prison population was much 
smaller. The Reagan revolution had not yet taken hold. No one knew that the war on drugs 
and the “get tough” movement would unleash a wave of punitiveness that would trap 
generations in ghettoes, and brand them criminals and felons. No one foresaw the caste-
like system that would emerge, the millions who would be stripped of basic civil and 
human rights supposedly won in the civil rights movement — the right to vote, to serve on 
juries, and to be free of discrimination in employment, housing, education and public 
benefits. 

Today, 2.3 million Americans are behind bars; the United States has the world’s 
highest rate of incarceration. Convictions for non-violent crimes and relatively minor drug 
offenses — mostly possession, not sale — have accounted for the bulk of the increase in the 
prison population since the mid-1980s. 

African-Americans are far more likely to get prison sentences for drug offenses than 
white offenders, even though studies have consistently shown that they are no more likely 
to use or sell illegal drugs than whites. 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2011/01/06/AR2011010604386.html
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What to do now? Understandably, civil rights advocates and criminal justice 
reformers are celebrating this moment of what Professor Bell calls “interest convergence.” 
They say we must catch the wave and ride it. Many have given up all hope of persuading the 
white electorate that they should care about the severe racial disparities in the criminal 
justice system or the racial politics that birthed the drug war. It’s possible now, they say, to 
win big without talking about race or “making it an issue.” Public relations consultants like 
the FrameWorks Institute — which dedicates itself to “changing the public conversation 
about social problems” — advise advocates to speak in a “practical tone” and avoid 
discussions of “fairness between groups and the historical legacy of racism.” 
Surely the Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. would have rejected that advice. 

In 1963, in his “Letter From a Birmingham Jail,” he chastised white ministers for 
their indifference to black suffering: “I have almost reached the regrettable conclusion that 
the Negro’s great stumbling block in his stride toward freedom is not the White Citizens 
Counciler or the Ku Klux Klanner, but the white moderate who is more devoted to ‘order’ 
than to justice; who prefers a negative peace which is the absence of tension to a positive 
peace which is the presence of justice; who constantly says, ‘I agree with you in the goal 
you seek, but I can’t agree with your methods of direct action’; who paternalistically 
believes he can set the timetable for another man’s freedom; who lives by a mythical 
concept of time and who constantly advises the Negro to wait for a ‘more convenient 
season.’ ” 

He continued: “We will have to repent in this generation not merely for the hateful 
words and actions of the bad people but for the appalling silence of the good people.” Such 
language would not have tested well in a focus group. Yet it helped to change the course of 
history. 

Those who believe that righteous indignation and protest politics were appropriate 
in the struggle to end Jim Crow, but that something less will do as we seek to dismantle 
mass incarceration, fail to appreciate the magnitude of the challenge. If our nation were to 
return to the rates of incarceration we had in the 1970s, we would have to release 4 out of 
5 people behind bars. A million people employed by the criminal justice system could lose 
their jobs. Private prison companies would see their profits vanish. This system is now so 
deeply rooted in our social, political and economic structures that it is not going to fade 
away without a major shift in public consciousness. 

Yes, some prison downsizing is likely to occur in the months and years to come. But 
we ought not fool ourselves: we will not end mass incarceration without a recommitment 
to the movement-building work that was begun in the 1950s and 1960s and left unfinished. 
A human rights nightmare is occurring on our watch. If we fail to rise to the challenge, and 
push past the politics of momentary interest convergence, future generations will judge us 
harshly. 
 
***Taken from In Prison Reform, Money Trumps Civil Rights Op-ed piece by Michelle 
Alexander.  The New York Times May 14, 2011.   
 
***For the full pdf of the introduction of The New Jim Crow go to:  
http://www.socialism.com/drupal-6.8/sites/all/pdf/class/Alexander-
The%20New%20Jim%20Crow.PDF 
 

http://www.socialism.com/drupal-6.8/sites/all/pdf/class/Alexander-The%20New%20Jim%20Crow.PDF
http://www.socialism.com/drupal-6.8/sites/all/pdf/class/Alexander-The%20New%20Jim%20Crow.PDF
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***Full book is available at the VCU Cabell Library General Collection:  HV9950.A437 2010 
 
Statistics on African-American Race and Prison  

 Even though blacks and whites have similar levels of drug use, blacks are ten times 
as likely to be incarcerated for drug crimes. 

 “There are more blacks under correctional control today — in prison or jail, on 
probation or parole — than were enslaved in 1850, a decade before the Civil War 
began.” 

 “As of 2004, more African American men were disenfranchised (due to felon 
disenfranchisement laws) than in 1870, the year the Fifteenth Amendment was 
ratified prohibiting laws that explicitly deny the right to vote on the basis of race.” 

 There are 50,000 arrests for low-level pot possession a year in New York City, 
representing one out of every seven cases that turn up in criminal courts.  Most of 
these arrested are black and Hispanic men. 

 Nearly 1/3 of black men will spend time in prison in their lifetime. 

 
 
Immigration Detention 

 

The fastest growing form of incarceration in the United States is immigration detention. 
And the biggest benefactor of this increased enforcement of border and immigration laws 
is the very profitable and politically connected private-prison industry. 
This story examines the dramatic growth of privately run prison operators and the next 
dark chapter in America’s prison industrial complex: immigrant detention. As the federal 
government increasingly turns to corporate America to punish and hold its detainees, we 
examine the racial and ethnic disparities produced by the boom in the U.S. prison 

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2011/11/05/of-50000-marijuana-arrest_n_1078023.html
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population and the role the industry plays in exerting political pressure on lawmakers to 
encourage not only a shift to privatization but harsher and longer sentencing guidelines. 
Between 2003 and 2010, Nashville, Tenn.–based Corrections Corporation of America 
(CCA), the giant of the industry that controls roughly half of all private-prison beds in the 
nation, spent $14.5 million lobbying the Department of Homeland Security, U.S. 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE), the Department of Justice, the Office of 
Budget Management, the Federal Bureau of Prisons, and both houses of Congress. 
Andrea Black, coordinator for Detention Watch Network (DWN), which represents 
immigrant-advocacy groups, says, “DWN has questions about the role of the private-prison 
industry and its lobbyists in shaping current immigration detention policies.” 
In less than a decade, the country’s punitive crackdown on undocumented immigrants and 
the unprecedented demand for bed space by federal immigration authorities has been 
nothing short of a bonanza for private-prison operators such as CCA and its chief 
competitors GEO Group and Cornell Companies, which are merging. (Click here to see a 
chart of these industry leaders.) 
How did this come about? In 2001, Steve Logan, then-CEO of Cornell, fielded a question 
from a Wall Street analyst during an investor conference call wondering what impact the 
Sept. 11, 2001, terrorist attacks would have on his company’s bottom line. 
“I think it’s clear that with the events of Sept. 11, there’s a heightened focus on detention, 
both on the borders and within the U.S. [and] more people get caught,” Logan told the 
audience. “So that’s a positive for our business. The federal business is the best business for 
us. It’s the most consistent business for us, and the events of Sept. 11 are increasing that 
level of business.” 
His response was prophetic. Strip away the emotions, the questions of justice, the callous 
and racial political wrangling, and Arizona’s tough new immigration law—SB1070, which 
gives police broad authority to arrest and detain anyone they suspect of being 
undocumented—means one thing for private-prison operators: more demand for 
immigration detention beds and a steady flow of inmates to fill them. 
On July 6, 2010, the U.S. Department of Justice filed a lawsuit to block the state of Arizona—
a border state that’s a major gateway for undocumented immigrants from Mexico—from 
using police-state tactics to crack down on undocumented immigrants crossing the border. 
But the fractious debate is spreading: Oklahoma, Texas, Utah, Maryland and Colorado are 
now considering tough immigration laws of their own on the heels of Arizona’s efforts. 
And in the topsy-turvy world of the private-prison industry—where societal ills, like 
recidivism, crime and recessions are touted as “good for business”—this kind of news 
makes shareholders and investors very happy. 
Booming Detainee Population 
In 2009, ICE—a division within the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) responsible 
for enforcing immigration law—had 387,790 immigrant detainees in custody or 
supervised, more than twice the number in 2003 when ICE was created and the crackdown 
on immigrants began in earnest. 
All told, the number of immigrants in detention has climbed from around 5,000 in 1994 to 
more than 30,000 last year. 
A Detention Watch Network briefing to the U.N. Special Reporter on human rights notes 
that “at an average cost of $95 per person/per day, immigration detention costs the U.S. 
government $1.2 billion per year.” 
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ICE officials say it costs about $175 a day to detain someone at Elizabeth Detention Facility 
in New Jersey. They refused to say how much ICE pays CCA. 
For private-prison corporations, which provide most of the prison beds that house this 
booming detainee population, all this new business since Sept. 11 has translated into 
record revenue and stock prices. Since 2000, the number of federal inmates held in 
privately run prisons has climbed 114 percent, while the number of state inmates held in 
private facilities has increased by 33 percent. 
Six states house at least 25 percent of their prison population in private facilities. They are 
New Mexico (46 percent), Montana (36 percent), Hawaii (35 percent), Vermont (34 
percent), Alaska (29 percent) and Idaho (29 percent), according to CCA’s 2009 annual 
report. 
“Between 2007 and 2009, when earnings for the S&P 500 dropped by 28 percent, ours 
grew by 18 percent,” said Damon Hininger, the chief executive officer of CCA, during an 
investor conference call in May. 
Federal Government to the Rescue 
In the late 1990s, the private-prison industry was on the verge of bankruptcy. Speculative 
over-building had left many of these companies over-leveraged, debt-ridden and bloated 
with thousands of empty beds. A series of highly publicized scandals, lawsuits and fines 
over human-rights violations, including the use of attack dogs, physical and sexual abuse 
and poor healthcare at a number of facilities, prompted many states to pull the plug on 
their private-prison contracts. Investors on Wall Street sold their shares en masse. 
In its 10-Q annual filing back in late 2000, CCA’s stock was trading at a low of $1.15 and its 
accountants expressed “substantial doubt” about the company’s ability to continue. 
But today, business is back on track, thanks largely to immigrant detention: In the first 
quarter of 2010, it earned $1.7 billion in revenues, 40 percent of it from contracts with ICE, 
U.S. Marshals Service and Federal Bureau of Prisons. 
Today, almost 9 percent of inmates are housed in private facilities, and private-prison 
operators say they are capturing an increasingly larger share of the incremental prison-
population growth every year. 
During a recent investor conference call, Hininger noted that in 2002, only 6.8 percent of 
the incremental growth in the prison population was being funneled into the private prison 
system. In 2008, they are capturing 72.4 percent. 
A Growing Backlash 
As the industry grows, so too does a backlash—from critics who argue that private prisons 
are morally wrong, mismanaged and unsafe. Critics say that human-rights violations and 
physical and sexual abuse of inmates flourish in privately run prisons and detention 
centers because they are closed to outside scrutiny, allowing guards and officials to act 
with impunity. Immigration detainees are particularly vulnerable because of language 
barriers and fear of deportation. 
“The condition and terms of immigration detention in the U.S. are equivalent to prison 
where freedom of movement is restricted, detainees wear prison uniforms and are kept in 
a punitive setting,” according to the Detention Watch Network briefing to the U.N. Special 
Reporter. 
This is the case even though under U.S. law an immigration violation is a civil offense—akin 
to a traffic violation.  The companies counter that they are living up to their contractual 
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obligations and continue to win new contracts because they run their prisons well and 
treat prisoners fairly. 
Several weeks after DiversityInc submitted questions in writing to CCA officials, the 
company responded in writing. Steve Owen, a spokesperson for the corporation, wrote that 
CCA operates “safe and humane detention facilities in a manner that respects the dignity of 
the detainees and adheres to federal ICE detention standards.” 
“In addition to strong oversight from government officials—who have full access to our 
prisons and detention centers—our facilities are also audited and inspected regularly by 
independent teams of professional experts,” he wrote. 
A similar request from DiversityInc to GEO Group was rejected. Because of its merger with 
Cornell, Pablo Paez, GEO’s director of corporate relations, says neither firm could 
“comment beyond the information that is available through our public filings and 
statements.” 
 
***Taken from DiversityInc The Prison Industrial Complex: Biased, Predatory and Growing 
 
Arizona, Immigration Detention, and SB 1070 
 
STATE BILL 1070:  Arizona Governor Jan Brewer signed Senate Bill 1070, or SB 1070, into 
law on April 23, 2010. Supporters sought border security, while opponents feared racial 
profiling. The U.S. Department of Justice filed a lawsuit, and the U.S. Supreme Court heard 
arguments to uphold or overrule an injunction on certain aspects of the law. A ruling on the 
injunction was released June 25, 2012. 
WHAT IS SB 1070:  U.S. federal law requires all aliens over the age of 14 who remain in the 
United States for longer than 30 days to register with the U.S. Government, and to have 
registration documents in their possession at all times; violation of this requirement is a 
federal misdemeanor crime. The Arizona Act additionally made it a state misdemeanor 
crime for an alien to be in Arizona without carrying the required documents, required that 
state law enforcement officers attempt to determine an individual's immigration status 
during a "lawful stop, detention or arrest", or during a "lawful contact" not specific to any 
activity when there is reasonable suspicion that the individual is an illegal immigrant.  The 
law barred state or local officials or agencies from restricting enforcement of federal 
immigration laws, and imposed penalties on those sheltering, hiring and transporting 
unregistered aliens.  The paragraph on intent in the legislation says it embodies an 
"attrition through enforcement" doctrine. 
SB 1070 & PRISON:  Last year, two men showed up in Benson, Ariz., a small desert town 
60 miles from the Mexico border, offering a deal.  Glenn Nichols, the Benson city manager, 
remembers the pitch.  "The gentleman that's the main thrust of this thing has a huge 
turquoise ring on his finger," Nichols said. "He's a great big huge guy and I equated him to a 
car salesman."  What he was selling was a prison for women and children who were illegal 
immigrants.  "They talk [about] how positive this was going to be for the community," 
Nichols said, "the amount of money that we would realize from each prisoner on a daily 
rate."  But Nichols wasn't buying. He asked them how would they possibly keep a prison 
full for years — decades even — with illegal immigrants?  "They talked like they didn't 
have any doubt they could fill it," Nichols said.  That's because prison companies like this 
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one had a plan — a new business model to lock up illegal immigrants. And the plan became 
Arizona's immigration law. 
Behind-The-Scenes Effort To Draft, Pass The Law 
The law is being challenged in the courts. But if it's upheld, it requires police to lock up 
anyone they stop who cannot show proof they entered the country legally. 
When it was passed in April, it ignited a firestorm. Protesters chanted about racial profiling. 
Businesses threatened to boycott the state. 
Supporters were equally passionate, calling it a bold positive step to curb illegal 
immigration. 
But while the debate raged, few people were aware of how the law came about. 
NPR spent the past several months analyzing hundreds of pages of campaign finance 
reports, lobbying documents and corporate records. What they show is a quiet, behind-the-
scenes effort to help draft and pass Arizona Senate Bill 1070 by an industry that stands to 
benefit from it: the private prison industry. 
The law could send hundreds of thousands of illegal immigrants to prison in a way never 
done before. And it could mean hundreds of millions of dollars in profits to private prison 
companies responsible for housing them. 
Arizona state Sen. Russell Pearce says the bill was his idea. He says it's not about prisons. 
It's about what's best for the country. 
"Enough is enough," Pearce said in his office, sitting under a banner reading "Let Freedom 
Reign." "People need to focus on the cost of not enforcing our laws and securing our border. 
It is the Trojan horse destroying our country and a republic cannot survive as a lawless 
nation." 
But instead of taking his idea to the Arizona statehouse floor, Pearce first took it to a hotel 
conference room. 
It was last December at the Grand Hyatt in Washington, D.C. Inside, there was a meeting of 
a secretive group called the American Legislative Exchange Council. Insiders call it ALEC. 
It's a membership organization of state legislators and powerful corporations and 
associations, such as the tobacco company Reynolds American Inc., ExxonMobil and the 
National Rifle Association. Another member is the billion-dollar Corrections Corporation of 
America — the largest private prison company in the country. 
It was there that Pearce's idea took shape. 
"I did a presentation," Pearce said. "I went through the facts. I went through the impacts 
and they said, 'Yeah.'" 
Drafting The Bill 
The 50 or so people in the room included officials of the Corrections Corporation of 
America, according to two sources who were there. 
Pearce and the Corrections Corporation of America have been coming to these meetings for 
years. Both have seats on one of several of ALEC's boards. 
And this bill was an important one for the company. According to Corrections Corporation 
of America reports reviewed by NPR, executives believe immigrant detention is their next 
big market. Last year, they wrote that they expect to bring in "a significant portion of our 
revenues" from Immigration and Customs Enforcement, the agency that detains illegal 
immigrants. 
In the conference room, the group decided they would turn the immigration idea into a 
model bill. They discussed and debated language. Then, they voted on it. 
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Key Players That Helped Draft Arizona's Immigration Law 

 
Source: NPR News Investigations 
Credit: Stephanie D'Otreppe/NPR 
 
"There were no 'no' votes," Pearce said. "I never had one person speak up in objection to 
this model legislation." 
Four months later, that model legislation became, almost word for word, Arizona's 
immigration law. 
They even named it. They called it the "Support Our Law Enforcement and Safe 
Neighborhoods Act." 
"ALEC is the conservative, free-market orientated, limited-government group," said 
Michael Hough, who was staff director of the meeting. 
Hough works for ALEC, but he's also running for state delegate in Maryland, and if elected 
says he plans to support a similar bill to Arizona's law. 
Asked if the private companies usually get to write model bills for the legislators, Hough 
said, "Yeah, that's the way it's set up. It's a public-private partnership. We believe both 
sides, businesses and lawmakers should be at the same table, together." 
Nothing about this is illegal. Pearce's immigration plan became a prospective bill and 
Pearce took it home to Arizona. 
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Campaign Donations 
Pearce said he is not concerned that it could appear private prison companies have an 
opportunity to lobby for legislation at the ALEC meetings. 
"I don't go there to meet with them," he said. "I go there to meet with other legislators." 
Pearce may go there to meet with other legislators, but 200 private companies pay tens of 
thousands of dollars to meet with legislators like him. 
As soon as Pearce's bill hit the Arizona statehouse floor in January, there were signs of 
ALEC's influence. Thirty-six co-sponsors jumped on, a number almost unheard of in the 
capitol. According to records obtained by NPR, two-thirds of them either went to that 
December meeting or are ALEC members. 
That same week, the Corrections Corporation of America hired a powerful new lobbyist to 
work the capitol. 
The prison company declined requests for an interview. In a statement, a spokesman said 
the Corrections Corporation of America, "unequivocally has not at any time lobbied — nor 
have we had any outside consultants lobby – on immigration law." 
At the state Capitol, campaign donations started to appear. 
Thirty of the 36 co-sponsors received donations over the next six months, from prison 
lobbyists or prison companies — Corrections Corporation of America, Management and 
Training Corporation and The Geo Group. 
By April, the bill was on Gov. Jan Brewer's desk. 
Brewer has her own connections to private prison companies. State lobbying records show 
two of her top advisers — her spokesman Paul Senseman and her campaign manager 
Chuck Coughlin — are former lobbyists for private prison companies. Brewer signed the 
bill — with the name of the legislation Pearce, the Corrections Corporation of America and 
the others in the Hyatt conference room came up with — in four days. 
Brewer and her spokesman did not respond to requests for comment. 
In May, The Geo Group had a conference call with investors. When asked about the bill, 
company executives made light of it, asking, "Did they have some legislation on 
immigration?" 
After company officials laughed, the company's president, Wayne Calabrese, cut in. 
"This is Wayne," he said. "I can only believe the opportunities at the federal level are going 
to continue apace as a result of what's happening. Those people coming across the border 
and getting caught are going to have to be detained and that for me, at least I think, there's 
going to be enhanced opportunities for what we do." 
Opportunities that prison companies helped create. 
 
***Taken from Prison Economics Help Drive Arizona Immigration Law by Laura Sullivan.  
NPR Oct. 28, 2010 
 
Arizona Maricopa County Sheriff Joe Arpaio:  is the five-time elected sheriff of Maricopa 
County, Arizona. First voted into office in 1992, Arpaio is responsible for law enforcement 
in Maricopa County. This includes management of the Maricopa County Sheriff's Office, 
county jail, courtroom security, prisoner transport, service of warrants, and service of 
process. 
Since 2005, he has taken an outspoken stance as an advocate for strong enforcement of 
immigration law, and has become a flashpoint for opposition to Arizona's SB1070, the 
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Support Our Law Enforcement and Safe Neighborhoods Act.  He is well known for 
attracting media attention, and styles himself as "America's Toughest Sheriff."  He is being 
sued by the U.S. Department of Justice and in a separate class-action matter for racial 
profiling.[6] Arpaio is also known for his investigation of President Barack Obama's birth 
certificate, and his claim that it is forged.   

• Began the nation's first female and juvenile chain gangs. 

• Claiming that pink is psychologically calming, has ordered Maricopa County inmates to 
wear pink underwear; Arpaio also uses pink handcuffs. 

• Boasts that he has eliminated almost every comfort from county jails, including 
basketball, coffee, salt, pepper and movies. Inmates' TV choices are limited to networks 
such as the Disney Channel and C-SPAN. 

• Says he provides the cheapest prisoner meals in the U.S., at just 15 each. He also reduced 
meals in the country's prisons to two a day, to save on labor costs. Inadequate meals were 
one reason a federal judge ruled against Arpaio and the county in 2008, finding that they 
violated prisoners' constitutional rights by depriving them of appropriate health care and 
housing them in unsanitary conditions. The judge noted that many inmates were forced to 
eat moldy bread and rotten fruit. 

• Created a tent city to house more inmates at lower cost. Installed a neon sign on a guard 
tower that reads "Vacancy." 

• In 2005, ordered nearly 700 maximum-security prisoners to march four blocks to a new 
jail facility wearing only pink underwear and flip-flops. "It's a security issue," Arpaio said. 

• A consistently popular Republican, he has won all of his sheriff's elections by double 
digits. 

• Has faced numerous complaints from Amnesty International, the ACLU and other rights 
groups. His office is being investigated by the Justice Department for alleged discrimination 
and unconstitutional searches and seizures. 

"It's 120 degrees in Iraq and the soldiers are living in tents and they didn't commit any 
crimes, so shut your mouths." 
— Arpaio to inmates living in tents that reached 138 degrees during a heat wave. Associated 
Press, July 25, 2003 

 
Pink Underwear:  One of his most visible public-relations actions was the introduction of 
pink underwear, which the Maricopa County Sheriff's website cites as being, "world-
famous." Arpaio subsequently started to sell customized pink boxers (with the Maricopa 
County Sheriff's logo and "Go Joe") as a fund-raiser for Sheriff's Posse Association. Despite 
allegations of misuse of funds received from these sales, Arpaio declined to provide an 
accounting for the money. 
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Arpaio's success in gaining press coverage with the pink underwear resulted in his 
extending the use of the color. He introduced pink handcuffs, using the event to promote 
his book, Sheriff Joe Arpaio, America's Toughest Sheriff.  Arpaio has said "I can get elected on 
pink underwear...I've done it five times." 
---Recent Pink Underwear Story 3/4/13 

PHOENIX - The U.S. Supreme Court on Monday declined to hear Maricopa County 
Sheriff Joe Arpaio's appeal of a ruling that criticized a decision by his jail officers to force 
pink underwear onto a mentally ill inmate who erroneously believed jailers were trying to 
rape him. 
T he refusal by the court means the lawsuit by the estate of Eric Vogel is one step 
closer toward having a second trial. 
Arpaio's office won the case at trial, but the 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals threw out the 
verdict and called for a new trial in a ruling a year ago. 

The 9th Circuit said dressing inmates in pink underwear -- a hallmark of Arpaio -- 
appeared to be punishment without legal justification and noted that it's fair to infer that 
the selection of pink as the underwear color was meant to symbolize the loss of prisoners' 
masculinity. 

Arpaio aide Jack MacIntyre said the sheriff still has a request for the 9th Circuit to 
reconsider the ruling and he's confident of the agency's chances because it has the law on 
its side. 

"The 9th Circuit decision that we have thus far hasn't changed law in this circuit," 
MacIntyre said. The 9th Circuit denied a similar reconsideration request in November. 
Joel Robbins, a lawyer for Vogel's estate, said he believes the sheriff will try to bring the 
case before the Supreme Court again. "I don't believe the Supreme Court will waste its time 
hearing this appeal," Robbins said. 

Early in his 20-year tenure as sheriff, Arpaio won points with voters for making 
inmates wear pink underwear, housing them in canvas tents during triple-digit summer 
heat, and dressing them in old-time striped jail uniforms. 

Arpaio's attorneys wanted the nation's highest court to examine whether having 
pink boxers as part of the standard jail uniform can constitute punishment before a trial is 
held. 

Vogel had refused to get out of his street clothes after he was arrested in 2001 for 
investigation of assaulting an officer who was responding to a burglary call. A group of 
officers in the jail stripped Vogel and put him in pink underwear and other prison clothing 
as he shouted that he was being raped. 

A lawyer for Vogel's estate has said the officers didn't sexually assault Vogel and 
that his client didn't suffer injuries at the jail. 

Vogel, who was determined by a counselor to be paranoid and psychotic, died less 
than a month later, after he and his mother got in a minor car accident. When an officer 
handling the accident told Vogel that he might be jailed on a warrant stemming from his 
previous struggle involving jail clothes, Vogel ran several miles from the scene back to his 
home. 

He died the next day, and medical examiners concluded the cause was cardiac 
arrhythmia. 
***Taken from Arpaio loses appeal on pink underwear case by The AZ Central.  March 4, 
2013 



 32 

***Taken from Arpaio Interview.   
***Taken from  Blowing His Cool by Tony Ortega.  May 27, 1999 
***Taken from eye witness experience by Grant Freeman July-November 2010 
***Taken from Time Bio: Joe Arpaio. 
 

V. Prison & Class 
 

Pop Quiz: Who is most likely to be a victim of crime? 
1. Uber-wealthy 
2. Middle class 
3. Poor 
4. People with nice cars 

Answer: The poor. They are also the least likely to report it. 

 

If you struggle to pay your bills and don't know where your next meal is coming from, 
studies show you are more likely to be incarcerated. Once you fall into that cycle, it's 
difficult to break out. When people get out of jail, they usually have no money or a stable 
home to return to. If you are African American, the chances that you will be incarcerated 
are even higher. Studies show that people resort to crime only if they determine that 
potential benefits outweigh the cost or consequences of committing that. Therefore, people 
living in poverty are more likely to commit burglary, larceny or theft. 

Crime Follows Poverty Because:  
• Low-income and African American communities have a higher percentage of adult males 
behind bars (and many for drug or lesser crimes than whites). That means fewer fathers, 
grandfathers and mentors for young men to look up to. Without a stable father figure, 
young men are more likely to follow the paths of their father. 

• The "war on drugs" has traditionally targeted low-income, minority communities where 
many street dealers live instead of the often white and well-to-do suppliers. 

• A criminal record reduces one's opportunities for employment; thus, they are more likely 
to turn to crime again. 

• A neighborhood's goals and values are reflected in the amount of crime that occurs. 
"Neighborhoods and Violent Crime: A Multilevel Study of Collective Efficacy" by Robert J. 
Sampson, Stephen W. Raudenbush and Felton Earls, published in Science magazine in 1997, 
found that the ability of communities to obtain resources and public services correlates 
with the signs of disorder. For example, the fewer resources a community has to invest into 
their homes, the more likely it is to find vacant houses, vandalism and burned-out 
buildings—conditions that breed crime. 
• Lower-class youth commit four times more violent crimes than middle-class youth. 
• The total cost of crime in the U.S. is $2 trillion per year—$1.3 trillion comes from street 
crime and the remainder from economic crimes such as fraud. 
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• The victimization costs of street crime are approximately $700 billion per year. 
• Poverty raises the cost of crime by at least $170 billion annually. 
• Fifty-three percent of people in prison earned less than $10,000 per year before 
incarceration. 

High Crime Rates Among Poor: Why 
It is a fact that neighborhoods where the poor are concentrated are more prone to high 
crime rates, and poor residents are the most common victims of crimes. Beyond a 
simplistic answer of "poor people want/need more stuff so they have to take it," what are 
other, more researched answers? Oscar Newman offered several in "Creating Defensible 
Space" (U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, 1996, $15): 

• A one-parent household headed by a female is more vulnerable to criminal attack. 
• Families with only one adult present are less able to control their teenage children. 
• Young teenage mothers are often victimized by their boyfriends. 
• The criminal activity by the poor is tolerated, if not condoned, among the poor. 
• The poor, and particularly the poor members of racial minorities, are unable to demand 
as much police protection. 
• Committing crimes against residents in rundown and "ghetto" areas requires minimal 
skill and risk. 

Question of the Day: Where are the jobs? 
They may be shrinking for everyone, but it was already bad for the poor. A congressional 
study found, pre-recession, that two-thirds of all new jobs are being created in the suburbs 
(where many city poor do not have transportation to get to). Meanwhile, the study found 
that three-quarters of welfare recipients live in the inner city or urban areas. 
And it found that 95 percent of welfare recipients do not own a car. 

Rich Cities, Poor Cities 
Many people, politicians and corporate media love to talk about Jackson's placement in CQ 
Press'—let's be honest, bogus—"dangerous" rankings every year. But the part they don't 
always pick up on is how many poor cities tend to have more crime. The authors of 
"Suburban Nation" (North Point Press, 2001, $19) explain why certain cities are richer (and 
safer) and others are dirt-poor (and suffer the resulting effects of crime): 

Rich Cities/Suburbs have: 
> Good infrastructure 
> More services 
> Better (funded) schools 
> More effective city management (they can afford it) 

Poor Cities have: 
> Deteriorating physical environment 
> Very inadequate services 
> Severely limited tax base ... thus: 
> Inability to attract jobs, commerce, real estate investment 
> Congregations of needy in needy places.   

***Taken from Defensible Space by Oscar Newman, 1996 
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***Taken from The Economic Costs of Childhood Poverty in the United States by The Journal 
of Children and Poverty March 2008 
***Taken from The Poverty-Crime Connection by Lacey McLaughlin of the Jacksonville Free 
Press Oct 19, 2011 
The Cycle:   
Forty years after the United States began its experimentation with mass incarceration 
policies, the country is increasingly divided economically. In new research published in the 
review Daedalus, a group of leading criminologists coordinated by the American Academy 
of Arts and Sciences (which paid me to consult on this project) argued that much of that 
growing inequality, which Slate's Timothy Noah has chronicled, is linked to the 
increasingly widespread use of prisons and jails. 
 
It's well-known that the United States imprisons drastically more people than other 
Western countries. Here are the specifics: We now imprison more people in absolute 
numbers and per capita than any other country on earth. With 5 percent of the world 
population, the U.S. hosts upward of 20 percent of its prisoners. This is because the 
country's incarceration rate has roughly quintupled since the early 1970s. About 2 million 
Americans currently live behind bars in jails, state prisons, and federal penitentiaries, and 
many millions more are on parole or probation or have been in the recent past. In 2008, as 
a part of an "American Exception" series exploring the U.S. criminal-justice system, New 
York Times reporter Adam Liptak pointed out that overseas criminologists were "mystified 
and appalled" by the scale of American incarceration. States like California now spend more 
on locking people up than on funding higher education. 
In devastating detail in Daedalus, the sociologists Bruce Western of Harvard and Becky 
Pettit of the University of Washington have shown how poverty creates prisoners and how 
prisons in turn fuel poverty, not just for individuals but for entire demographic groups. 
Crunching the numbers, they concluded that once a person has been incarcerated, the 
experience limits their earning power and their ability to climb out of poverty even decades 
after their release. It's a vicious feedback loop that is affecting an ever-greater percentage 
of the adult population and shredding part of the fabric of 21st-century American society. 
In 1980, one in 10 black high-school dropouts were incarcerated. By 2008, that number 
was 37 percent. Western and Pettit calculated that if current incarceration trends hold, 
fully 68 percent of African-American male high school dropouts born from 1975 to 1979 
(at the start of the upward trend in incarceration rates) will spend time living in prison at 
some point in their lives, as the chart below shows. 

http://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/abs/10.1162/DAED_a_00019
http://www.slate.com/id/2266025/entry/2266026
http://www.nytimes.com/2008/04/23/us/23prison.html?_r=1&ref=american_exception
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Then, given the staggering scale of black incarceration, the authors looked at the effect on 
employment data if prisoners were factored into the unemployment numbers generated by 
the government. Using that more realistic measure of unemployment, they found that 
fewer than 30 percent of black male high school dropouts are currently employed. Seventy 
percent are jobless. Those are the sorts of unemployment figures one associates with failed 
Third World states rather than the largest, wealthiest economy on earth. And they augur ill 
for long-term social stability. 
It gets uglier. When high school dropouts buck the trend by coming out of prison and 
finding steady work, they overwhelmingly hit a dead end in terms of earnings. Western and 
Pettit found that after being out of prison for 20 years, less than one-quarter of ex-cons 
who haven't finished high school were able to rise above the bottom 20 percent of income 
earners, a far lower percentage than for high-school dropouts who don't go to prison. They 
conclude that the ex-cons end up passing on their economic handicap, and by extension the 
propensity of ending up behind bars, to their children and their children's children in turn. 
As evidence, they cite recent surveys indicating children of prisoners are more likely to live 
in poverty, to end up on welfare, and to suffer the sorts of serious emotional problems that 
tend to make holding down jobs more difficult. 
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University of California at Berkeley professor of law Jonathan Simon writes that these men 
and women in many ways become the human equivalent of underwater homes bought with 
subprime mortgages—they are "toxic persons" in the way those homes have been defined 
as "toxic assets," condemned to failure. 
Last year, for the first time since 1972, the total number of people in prison in America 
declined. That's a good thing. It suggests that legislators, along with the broader voting 
public, are finally waking up to the huge, and unsustainable, financial costs that states are 
absorbing by keeping large numbers of low-end offenders locked up. But the reasons for 
scaling back the prison system ought not to be framed solely as a cost-cutting measure 
that's necessary but nasty. As this new research so clearly shows, locking up poor people in 
historically unprecedented numbers has undermined one of America's most durable, and 
valuable, traits—social mobility. 
***Taken from Toxic Persons by Sasha Abramsky of Slate.  Oct. 8, 2010. 
 
-*- For further research check the pdf Incarceration & Social Inequity by Bruce 
Western & Becky Pettit.  Daedalus Journal Summer 2012. Vol. 139. Pages 8-19.   
http://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/pdf/10.1162/DAED_a_00019 
 

  

 
 
 

http://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/pdf/10.1162/DAED_a_00019
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VI. Prison & Religion 

 
***Taken from Why Is Religion More Popular in America Than in Western Europe? by 
Huffington Post Aug. 13, 2012. 
 

VII. Prison & The Law 
KNOW YOUR RIGHTS 
YOUR RIGHTS  
- You have the right to remain silent. If you wish to exercise that right, say so out loud.  
- You have the right to refuse to consent to a search of yourself, your car or your home.  
- If you are not under arrest, you have the right to calmly leave.  
- You have the right to a lawyer if you are arrested. Ask for one immediately.  
- Regardless of your immigration or citizenship status, you have constitutional rights. 

YOUR RESPONSIBILITIES  
- Do stay calm and be polite.  
- Do not interfere with or obstruct the police.  
- Do not lie or give false documents.  
- Do prepare yourself and your family in case you are arrested.  
- Do remember the details of the encounter.  
- Do file a written complaint or call your local ACLU if you feel your rights have been 
violated. 

IF YOU ARE STOPPED FOR QUESTIONING  
Stay calm. Don't run. Don't argue, resist or obstruct the police, even if you are innocent or 
police are violating your rights. Keep your hands where police can see them.  
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Ask if you are free to leave. If the officer says yes, calmly and silently walk away. If you 
are under arrest, you have a right to know why.  
You have the right to remain silent and cannot be punished for refusing to answer 
questions. If you wish to remain silent, tell the officer out loud. In some states, you must 
give your name if asked to identify yourself.  
You do not have to consent to a search of yourself or your belongings, but police may 
"pat down" your clothing if they suspect a weapon. You should not physically resist, but 
you have the right to refuse consent for any further search. If you do consent, it can affect 
you later in court.  
 
IF YOU ARE STOPPED IN YOUR CAR  
Stop the car in a safe place as quickly as possible. Turn off the car, turn on the internal 
light, open the window part way and place your hands on the wheel.  
Upon request, show police your driver's license, registration and proof of insurance.  
If an officer or immigration agent asks to look inside your car, you can refuse to 
consent to the search. But if police believe your car contains evidence of a crime, your car 
can be searched without your consent.  
Both drivers and passengers have the right to remain silent. If you are a passenger, you 
can ask if you are free to leave. If the officer says yes, sit silently or calmly leave. Even if the 
officer says no, you have the right to remain silent.  
 
IF YOU ARE QUESTIONED ABOUT YOUR IMMIGRATION STATUS  
You have the right to remain silent and do not have to discuss your immigration or 
citizenship status with police, immigration agents or any other officials. You do not have 
to answer questions about where you were born, whether you are a U.S. citizen, or how you 
entered the country. (Separate rules apply at international borders and airports, and for 
individuals on certain nonimmigrant visas, including tourists and business travelers.)  
If you are not a U.S. citizen and an immigration agent requests your immigration 
papers, you must show them if you have them with you. If you are over 18, carry your 
immigration documents with you at all times. If you do not have immigration papers, say 
you want to remain silent.  
Do not lie about your citizenship status or provide fake documents.  
 
IF THE POLICE OR IMMIGRATION AGENTS COME TO YOUR HOME  
If the police or immigration agents come to your home, you do not have to let them in 
unless they have certain kinds of warrants.  
Ask the officer to slip the warrant under the door or hold it up to the window so you 
can inspect it. A search warrant allows police to enter the address listed on the warrant, 
but officers can only search the areas and for the items listed. An arrest warrant allows 
police to enter the home of the person listed on the warrant if they believe the person is 
inside. A warrant of removal/deportation (ICE warrant) does not allow officers to enter a 
home without consent.  
Even if officers have a warrant, you have the right to remain silent. If you choose to 
speak to the officers, step outside and close the door.  
 
IF YOU ARE CONTACTED BY THE FBI  
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If an FBI agent comes to your home or workplace, you do not have to answer any 
questions. Tell the agent you want to speak to a lawyer first.  
If you are asked to meet with FBI agents for an interview, you have the right to say you 
do not want to be interviewed. If you agree to an interview, have a lawyer present. You 
do not have to answer any questions you feel uncomfortable answering, and can say that 
you will only answer questions on a specific topic.  
 
IF YOU ARE ARRESTED  
Do not resist arrest, even if you believe the arrest is unfair.  
Say you wish to remain silent and ask for a lawyer immediately. Don't give any 
explanations or excuses. If you can't pay for a lawyer, you have the right to a free one. Don't 
say anything, sign anything or make any decisions without a lawyer.  
You have the right to make a local phone call. The police cannot listen if you call a 
lawyer.  
Prepare yourself and your family in case you are arrested. Memorize the phone 
numbers of your family and your lawyer. Make emergency plans if you have children or 
take medication.  
Special considerations for non-citizens:  
- Ask your lawyer about the effect of a criminal conviction or plea on your immigration 
status.  
- Don't discuss your immigration status with anyone but your lawyer.  
- While you are in jail, an immigration agent may visit you. Do not answer questions or sign 
anything before talking to a lawyer.  
- Read all papers fully. If you do not understand or cannot read the papers, tell the officer 
you need an interpreter.  
 
IF YOU ARE TAKEN INTO IMMIGRATION (OR "ICE") CUSTODY  
You have the right to a lawyer, but the government does not have to provide one for 
you. If you do not have a lawyer, ask for a list of free or low-cost legal services.  
You have the right to contact your consulate or have an officer inform the consulate of 
your arrest.  
Tell the ICE agent you wish to remain silent. Do not discuss your immigration status 
with anyone but your lawyer.  
Do not sign anything, such as a voluntary departure or stipulated removal, without talking 
to a lawyer. If you sign, you may be giving up your opportunity to try to stay in the U.S.  
Remember your immigration number ("A" number) and give it to your family. It will 
help family members locate you.  
Keep a copy of your immigration documents with someone you trust.  
 
IF YOU FEEL YOUR RIGHTS HAVE BEEN VIOLATED  
Remember: police misconduct cannot be challenged on the street. Don't physically 
resist officers or threaten to file a complaint.  
Write down everything you remember, including officers' badge and patrol car numbers, 
which agency the officers were from, and any other details. Get contact information for 
witnesses. If you are injured, take photographs of your injuries (but seek medical attention 
first).  
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File a written complaint with the agency's internal affairs division or civilian complaint 
board. In most cases, you can file a complaint anonymously if you wish.  
Call your local ACLU or visit www.aclu.org/profiling.  
 
***Taken from ACLU June, 2010 

Execution & Life in Prison 

 

 

http://www.aclu.org/profiling
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Cost 
It is nearly impossible to place an exact price on a death penalty system, as is the 

case for life imprisonment. Death penalty systems that execute quickly, inevitably cost 
less than other systems that allow more careful post-conviction procedures to take 
place.  

Many studies that have found the death penalty to be MORE expensive only take 
into account one case, or a few cases and compare them to similar life imprisonment 
cases. These studies do not take into account the numerous cases that begin with a 
death sentence and end with a commuted sentence, with all of the trial and appeals 
costs of a death penalty case, as well as all of the prison costs of a life case.  

When analyzing the death penalty’s costs, one must look at the system as a whole, 
and decide whether it is more expensive to have a system where the death penalty is an 
option the prosecution may choose.  
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The overwhelming majority of studies taken in the past decade that deal with the death 
penalty system as it exists in various states within the US, have found that it inevitably 
costs more than a system where life without parole is the harshest punishment 
available.  

In addition, death penalty cases accrue costs upfront, at lengthy trials and appeals 
while life imprisonment cases are costly over a range of an inmate's life (the average is 
approximately 40 years). The upfront costs bear more on the state and local 
governments than do the long-term costs. Even if the two systems costs exactly the 
same amount, the burden that the states will take over a few months is much heavier 
than an equivalent burden spread out over half a century. 
Capital Punishment Costs More than Life Without Parole:  

 Various state governments estimate that a single death penalty case, from the 
point of arrest to execution, ranges from $1 million to $3 million per case.  

 Cases resulting in life imprisonment average around $500,000 each, including 
incarceration cost.  

 82% of cases where the prosecution sets out seeking the death sentence are 
converted to life without parole, meaning that they accrue death penalty-like 
trial costs with all the costs of a life sentence in the end.  

 In North Carolina, a study showed that the average cost per case for a system 
with a maximum penalty of death was $2.16 million.  

Deterrence 
 
“I have inquired for most of my adult life about studies that might show that the death 
penalty is a deterrent. And I have not seen any research that would substantiate that 
point.” 

U.S. Attorney General Janet Reno, January 21, 2000  
 

 Studies in Oklahoma and California failed to find that capital punishment had a 
deterrent effect on violent crime and, in fact, found a significant increase in 
stranger killings and homicide rates after the death penalty had been 
reinstated. (William Bailey, “Deterrence, Brutalization, and the Death Penalty,” 
Criminology, 1998; Ernie Thompson, “Effects of an Execution on Homicides in 
California.” Homicide Studies, 1999)  

 The murder rate in Canada has dropped by 27% since the death penalty was 
abolished in that country in 1976. (Amnesty International)  

 A New York Times survey demonstrated that the homicide rate in states with 
capital punishment have been 48% to 101% higher than those without the death 
penalty. (Raymond Bonner and Ford Fessenden, “Absence of Executions,” New 
York Times, September 22, 2000)  

 The five countries with the highest homicide rates that do not impose the death 
penalty average 21.6 murders per 100,000 people. The five countries with the 
highest homicide rate that do impose the death penalty average 41.6 murders for 
every 100,000 people. (United Nations Development Program)  

 
“I am not convinced that capital punishment, in and of itself, is a deterrent to crime 
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because most people do not think about the death penalty before they commit a violent or 
capital crime.” 

Willie L. Williams, Police Chief, Los Angeles, CA 
 

“Take it from someone who has spent a career in Federal and state law enforcement, 
enacting the death penalty… would be a grave mistake. Prosecutors must reveal the dirty 

little secret they too often share only among themselves: the death penalty actually hinders 
the fight against crime.” 

Robert M. Morgenthau, District Attorney, Manhattan, NY 
  

 2 out of every 3 law enforcement officers do not believe that capital punishment 
decreases the rate of homicides. (Death Penalty Information Center) 

 
Racial Bias  

 
Racial Bias in Executions 

 People of color comprise 43% of total executions since 1976, while comprising 
only around 25% of the population. (“Race and the Death Penalty”—American 
Civil Liberties Union, February 26, 2003)  

 Since 1977, blacks and whites have been the victims of murders in almost equal 
numbers, yet 80% of the people executed in that period were convicted of 
murders involving white victims. (Bureau of Justice Statistics) 

On Death Row: 
 While they make up only 12% of the population, African Americans account for 43% 

of current death row inmates. (“Death by Discrimination – The Continuing Role of 
Race in Capital Cases.”—Amnesty International, April 24, 2003)  

 Jurisdictions with the highest percentages of minorities on its death row:  
                  U.S. Military (86%) 
                  Colorado (80%) 
                  Louisiana (72%) 
                  Pennsylvania (70%) 
 (“Race and the Death Penalty”—ACLU, 2003) 
 In North Carolina, the odds of receiving a death sentence were 3.5 times higher 

among those defendants whose victims were white. (Prof. Jack Boger and Dr. Isaac 
Unah, University of North Carolina, 2001)  

 Odds of receiving the death penalty in Philadelphia increased by 38% when the 
accused was black. (“The Death Penalty in Black and White”—Death Penalty 
Information Center, 1998)  

At Trial: 
 

 During the 1980s, prosecutors in Georgia sought the death penalty for 70% of 
black defendants with white victims, but for only 15% of white defendants with 
black victims. (David Baldus, University of Iowa, 1997) 



 45 

 Between 1983 and 1993, prosecutors in Philadelphia voted to remove 52% of 
potential black jurors while trying to remove only 23% of other potential jurors. 
(“Race and the Death Penalty”—ACLU, 2003) 

 
Race as a Decisive Factor in Juvenile Death Sentences:  

 Over 60% of persons sentenced to death for childhood offenses since 1976 have 
been either African American or Latino.  

 Almost two-thirds of the current population of juvenile offenders on death row 
are persons of color.  

 Of the 21 juvenile offenders executed since 1976, 57% were either African 
American or Latino. 

 
***Taken from Death Penalty Overview: Ten Reasons Why Capital Punishment is Flawed 

Public Policy.  NCADP  May, 15, 2012 

 

Reasonable Doubt:  part of jury instructions in all criminal trials, in which the jurors are 

told that they can only find the defendant guilty if they are convinced "beyond a reasonable 

doubt" of his or her guilt. Sometimes referred to as "to a moral certainty," the phrase is 

fraught with uncertainty as to meaning, but try: "you better be damned sure." By 

comparison it is meant to be a tougher standard than "preponderance of the evidence" 

used as a test to give judgment to a plaintiff in a civil (non-criminal) case.   

-*- For more look at the book :  Origins of the Legal Doctrine of Reasonable Doubt by 

Theodore Waldman  Journal of the History of Ideas , Vol. 20, No. 3 (Jun. - Sep., 1959), pp. 

299-316 Article Stable URL: http://www.jstor.org/stable/2708111 

 
***Taken from LegalDictionary.com 
 
Prison & Education: 
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Jury of your Peers:  Congressman Steve Rothman (D-NJ) recently introduced the Juror 
Non-Discrimination Act (H.R. 5848) to prohibit discrimination against any juror on the 
basis of sexual orientation or gender identity. Congressman Rothman stated, “[t]he fact that 
it is still lawful for lawyers to dismiss potential jurors solely on the basis of a person’s 
sexual orientation or gender identity is wrong and has to change.” There is no rational 
relationship between one’s race, color, religion, sex, national origin or financial status and 
one’s ability to administer justice as a juror.  
Federal law already prohibits discrimination based on those factors, but says nothing about 
discrimination based on sexual orientation or gender identity. It is time to eliminate this 
troubling gap in our antidiscrimination laws.  

The process of selecting a jury for a trial begins with creating the “jury pool” – the 
group from which jurors are actually drawn to weigh evidence at trial. Federal law requires 
jurors be selected from a “fair cross-section of the community in the district or division 
wherein the court convenes.” As the Supreme Court noted over a century ago in Strauder v. 
West Virginia, the jury should be drawn from a group “composed of the peers or equals [of 
the defendant]; that is, of his neighbors, fellows, associates, persons having the same legal 
status in society as he holds.”  
Once a jury pool has been assembled, defense attorneys and prosecutors have the 
opportunity to question potential jurors. Usually, attorneys are trying to determine 
whether jurors have personal knowledge of the case or any biases that would prevent that 
person from weighing evidence impartially. If an attorney believes a potential juror is not 
qualified because of some bias, the objecting attorney can remove the juror for cause. But 
attorneys on both sides also have a certain number of strikes for any or no reason at all – a 
peremptory strike.  

For years, peremptory strikes, while limited in number, were not subject to 
challenges by opposing counsel. In essence, if an opposing attorney or judge ever asked an 

http://rothman.house.gov/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=1608&Itemid=1
http://rothman.house.gov/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=1608&Itemid=1
http://codes.lp.findlaw.com/uscode/28/V/121/1862
http://codes.lp.findlaw.com/uscode/28/V/121/1861
http://codes.lp.findlaw.com/uscode/28/V/121/1861
http://www.law.cornell.edu/supct/html/historics/USSC_CR_0100_0303_ZO.html
http://www.law.cornell.edu/supct/html/historics/USSC_CR_0100_0303_ZO.html
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attorney exercising a peremptory strike why she wanted a potential juror excused from 
serving, that attorney could simply answer, “Because I do.” 

However, in Batson v. Kentucky, the Supreme Court examined the jury selection 
process and the use of peremptory strikes. The Court found that prosecutors could not 
exclude racial minorities, in this case African Americans, from juries based solely on their 
race, nor based on the assumption that members of a particular race are incapable of fairly 
and impartially weighing evidence. Justice Powell correctly recognized that intentional 
discrimination against one group of citizens “undermine[s] public confidence in the 
fairness of our system of justice.” The Batson challenge remains a strong protection against 
racial discrimination in jury selection today. 

***Taken from A Jury of Your Peers – The Right to a Jury Trial Free from Discrimination by 
Patrick Depoy, ACLU.  June, 19, 2012. 

Justice is Blind:  Since the 15th century, Lady Justice has often been depicted wearing a 
blindfold. The blindfold represents objectivity, in that justice is or should be meted out 
objectively, without fear or favour, regardless of identity, money, power, or weakness; 
blind justice and impartiality. The earliest Roman coins depicted Justitia with the sword in 
one hand and the scale in the other, but with her eyes uncovered.  Justitia was only 
commonly represented as "blind" since about the end of the 15th century. The first known 
representation of blind Justice is Hans Gieng's 1543 statue in Berne. 
 
Innocent Until Proven Guilty:  It is better that 5, 10, 20, or 100 guilty men go free than for 
one innocent man to be put to death. A principle that requires the government to prove the 
guilt of a criminal defendant and relieves the defendant of any burden to prove his or her 
innocence. 

The presumption of innocence, an ancient tenet of criminal law, is actually a 
misnomer. According to the U.S. Supreme Court, the presumption of the innocence of a 
criminal defendant is best described as an assumption of innocence that is indulged in the 
absence of contrary evidence (Taylor v. Kentucky, 436 U.S. 478, 98 S. Ct. 1930, 56 L. Ed. 2d 
468 [1978]). It is not considered evidence of the defendant's innocence, and it does not 
require that a mandatory inference favorable to the defendant be drawn from any facts in 
evidence. 

In practice the presumption of innocence is animated by the requirement that the 
government prove the charges against the defendant beyond a reasonable doubt. This due 
process requirement, a fundamental tenet of criminal law, is contained in statutes and 
judicial opinions. The requirement that a person suspected of a crime be presumed 
innocent also is mandated in statutes and court opinions. The two principles go together, 
but they can be separated. 

The Supreme Court has ruled that, under some circumstances, a court should issue 
jury instructions on the presumption of innocence in addition to instructions on the 
requirement of proof beyond a reasonable doubt (Taylor v. Kentucky). A presumption of 
innocence instruction may be required if the jury is in danger of convicting the defendant 
on the basis of extraneous considerations rather than the facts of the case. 

The presumption of innocence principle supports the practice of releasing criminal 
defendants from jail prior to trial. However, the government may detain some criminal 

http://www.law.cornell.edu/supct/html/historics/USSC_CR_0476_0079_ZS.html
http://www.aclu.org/blog/lgbt-rights/jury-your-peers-right-jury-trial-free-discrimination
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Impartiality
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hans_Gieng
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Berne
http://lawbrain.com/wiki/Criminal_Law
http://lawbrain.com/wiki/Beyond_A_Reasonable_Doubt
http://lawbrain.com/wiki/Due_Process
http://lawbrain.com/wiki/Due_Process
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defendants without bail through the end of trial. The Eighth Amendment to the U.S. 
Constitution states that excessive bail shall not be required, but it is widely accepted that 
governments have the right to detain through trial a defendant of a serious crime who is a 
flight risk or poses a danger to the public. In such cases the presumption of innocence is 
largely theoretical. 

Aside from the related requirement of proof beyond a reasonable doubt, the 
presumption of innocence is largely symbolic. The reality is that no defendant would face 
trial unless somebody—the crime victim, the prosecutor, a police officer—believed that the 
defendant was guilty of a crime. After the government has presented enough evidence to 
constitute probable cause to believe that the defendant has committed a crime, the accused 
need not be treated as if he or she was innocent of a crime, and the defendant may be jailed 
with the approval of the court. 

Nevertheless, the presumption of innocence is essential to the criminal process. The 
mere mention of the phrase presumed innocent keeps judges and juries focused on the 
ultimate issue at hand in a criminal case: whether the prosecution has proven beyond a 
reasonable doubt that the defendant committed the alleged acts. The people of the United 
States have rejected the alternative to a presumption of innocence—a presumption of 
guilt—as being inquisitorial and contrary to the principles of a free society. 
***Taken from lawbrain.com 
 

Mandatory Minimums:   

What Are Mandatory Minimums? 

Mandatory minimum sentencing laws require harsh, automatic prison terms for those 
convicted of certain federal and state crimes. These inflexible, "one-size-fits-all" sentencing 
laws are popular with Congress and state lawmakers because they seem like a quick fix 
solution for crime.  But mandatory minimums undermine justice by preventing judges from 
fitting the punishment to the individual and the seriousness of their offense. Because of 
mandatory sentencing laws, the population of federal and state prisons has soared, 
resulting in exorbitant costs to taxpayers and excessively long prison sentences for too 
many people in the United States.  

http://lawbrain.com/wiki/Eighth_Amendment
http://lawbrain.com/wiki/Probable_Cause
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Why should mandatory minimums be changed  
Sentences should be individualized. The way a defendant is charged determines if the 
sentence is mandatory. The judge cannot lower a mandatory sentence because of the 
circumstances of the case or a person’s role, motivation, or likelihood of repeating the 
crime.  
Mandatory minimums disrupt the balance of justice. Mandatory minimums shift control over 
sentencing to prosecutors. Prosecutors determine the charge, which can require a 
mandatory sentence; whether the case is tried in state or federal court; and whether the 
defendant has provided enough useful information to be given reduced sentence for 
cooperation.  
Mandatory minimums are exorbitantly expensive to taxpayers. It costs $28,000 annually to 
incarcerate each federal prisoner -- that's more than the average American makes each 
year. (The average median income in the United States was $26,364 in 2010.)  In 
comparison, outpatient drug treatment is $1,800 annually and $6,800 yearly for residential 
drug treatment programs.  
Public support for rigid sentencing laws has waned. A majority of adults favor elimination of 
mandatory sentencing laws and allowing judges to choose the appropriate sentence.  
Mandatory minimums treat low-level, nonviolent offenders the worst.  Low-level defendants 
charged under mandatory minimums – drug couriers, addicts or those on the periphery of 
the drug trade, like spouses – often have no information to give to prosecutors for a 
sentence reduction.   
   
How should mandatory minimums be changed?  
Give judges discretion to fit the punishment to the individual. Judges – not legislators, 
prosecutors, or defense attorneys – should determine appropriate sentences based on the 

http://blogs.reuters.com/david-cay-johnston/2011/10/19/first-look-at-us-pay-data-its-awful/
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facts of each case they consider. To insure a judge’s decision will meet standards for 
appropriate punishment, the prosecutor or the defendant can appeal the judge’s sentence. 
This safeguard, and sentencing guidelines, prevent judges from delivering sentences that 
are too soft or too tough.  
Allow individualized sentencing. Federally and in many states, sentencing guideline systems 
are in place to guide the courts and help prevent wildly disparate sentences for similar 
crimes, while allowing for sentence adjustments based on culpability. Although not perfect, 
guidelines do a better job of ensuring that the punishment fits the crime and the defendant.  
***Taken from famm.org 

War on Drugs 
Drug War Clock 

As of Tuesday May 14, 2013 the United Stated Government has spent: 

Federal:  $5,625,920,137 

State:  $9,589,054,592 

Total:  $15,214,974,729 

THIS YEAR. 

The U.S. federal government spent over $15 billion dollars in 2010 on the War on Drugs, at a 

rate of about $500 per second.  State and local governments spent at least another 25 billion 

dollars. 

People Arrested for Drug Law Offenses this Year:  621,084 

Someone is arrested for violating a drug law every 19 seconds. 

People Arrested for Cannabis Law Offenses this Year:  320,479 

Police arrested an estimated 858,408 persons for cannabis violations in 2009. Of those 

charged with cannabis violations, approximately 89 percent were charged with possession 

only. An American is arrested for violating cannabis laws every 30 seconds. 

People Incarcerated for Drug Law Offenses this Year:  4,038 

Since December 31, 1995, the U.S. prison population has grown an average of 43,266 inmates 

per year. About 25 per cent are sentenced for drug law violations. 

***Taken from Jeffrey A. Miron & Kathrine Waldock: "The Budgetary Impact of Drug 

Prohibition," 2010. 

***Taken from Uniform Crime Reports, FBI 

***Taken from U.S. Dept. of Justice, BJS 

http://www.cato.org/pubs/wtpapers/DrugProhibitionWP.pdf
http://www.cato.org/pubs/wtpapers/DrugProhibitionWP.pdf
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VIII. Prison & The Media 
The votes that a politician actively seeks out don't generally belong to the voters who 
are concerned with prisoner's rights or prison reform. Even though the prison industry 
and its increasing drain on taxpayer funds greatly affect the lives of all Americans, most 
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of us don't care. Even worse than not caring, many believe that our increasing 
harshness on criminals is not only fair it's also necessary. When reliable research 
sources are reporting back steadily decreasing rates of violent crime, where is this fear 
coming from? A recent study argued that 95% of Americans shape their impression of 
crime from mass media (Dyer 53). Television is often accepted as a form of unbiased 
education and information, with children being encouraged to watch the news and stay 
up to date on what's going on in the world. By the time a child graduates high school, 
they will have spent more time watching television than any other activity besides 
sleeping (Dyer 57). 

The heavy impact that media has on shaping public opinion is indisputable, and 
important because of how interconnected influential systems are in affecting prisons. 
The media convinces citizens they should be afraid and then when public opinion polls 
indicate that voters are seeking more crime legislation, politicians step up and oblige 
them. The role of political consultants and "right hand men" enhances the power of 
public opinion polls, because the consultants back this survey information as fact (Dyer 
120). It is dangerous when public opinion is interpreted as fact, because of how 
uneducated the public is and how heavily influenced they are by the biased, money 
driven media. Politicians are also benefiting from this falsely rooted fear by building 
their campaigns around being "tough on crime", which drives them to encourage the 
current state of affairs. One West Virginia politician in a small town was elected while 
speaking out against violent crime, and townspeople rooted him on even though their 
town had virtually no violent crime itself. They were basing their decisions off of the 
constant barrage of violent images that mass media is pouring into our homes (Dyer 
97). 

Violent crimes make up between 40% and 50% of crime coverage, while they make up 
less than 3% of crimes committed. Furthermore, news channels and newspapers 
exacerbate the severity of this impact by completely ignoring the context and motives 
surrounding these crimes. This heightens the fear of viewers who imagine themselves 
as being the next possible victims even if they are far left of the victim profile (Dyer 64). 
Television channels are also inundated with "cop shows", where violence against police 
officers is blown out of proportion (Dyer 107). These shows thrive off of real life 
violence, which is chosen from hours of footage and normal nights. This programming 
feeds the fear of the public, and boosts ratings all while shaping more opinions about 
prisons and crime. 

The media is aware of their power, and are either apathetic, more interested in profits, 
or don't see it as a conflict of interests. The role of journalism is being altered by these 
attitudes, and one reporter was quoted as saying the role of journalism as "It is no 
longer to serve the public by reporting the news but rather to create emotion through 
drama, which increases the audience for the advertiser" (Dyer 112). This attitude is also 
driven by profits, and the money made off of sensationalized news is much higher than 
other genres. The concept of 'shareholder primacy' underlines capitalism and our 
corporate culture puts more emphasis on this than journalistic freedom. Therefore, 

http://voices.yahoo.com/theme/878/west_virginia_dining_travel_more.html
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CEOs of corporations are required to consider stock prices as more important than the 
content of what they produce (Dyer 58) 

Advertisers also play into this cycle, which becomes more important as the time allotted 
for ads constantly increases, which in turn increases advertiser's power (Dyer 62). 
Advertisers have admitted to putting pressure on media companies to censor what 
news they run, and when only nine corporations control the majority of popular media 
this becomes a major monopoly on what 95% of Americans internalize to form their 
ideas of crime, and consequently the prison system's purpose (Dyer 71). The web of 
profits and converging interests is further complicated when one considers that the 
media corporations, and other financially invested groups fund the new legislation that 
is "tough" on crime and keeps prison populations increasing (Dyer 145). A related 
example of conflicting interests; Governor Frank Keating stepped in when a dispute 
between CCA and Oklahoma government ensued; defending CCA and stopping the 
threats (Dyer 148). It was no coincidence that CCA had contributed generously to 
Keating's campaign fund, and in this case the media benefited the public by highlighting 
the connection. However one or two examples of where the media has upheld its 
greater purpose to free press and its public are not enough and it's safe to assume that 
even this educational story of corruption was probably sandwiched in between gory 
stories of murder from a couple states over. 

Mandatory minimum sentences for nonviolent crimes, three-strikes legislation, and 
"truth in sentencing" are three major policy issues that are harming our country. Our 
increasing reliance on prisons is expensive, and irrational. We are perpetuating racial 
and socioeconomic disparities, and then taking away the ex-prisoner's right to vote and 
change the system (Welch 180). Those who do have a vote, hold a distorted view of 
crime and prisons due to the media and its goals. Using Welch's example of California, 
over 75% of inmates report drug or alcohol problems while only 6% of them receive 
treatment. Only 33% or less are offered job or education programs while imprisoned, 
and then the state consequently spends massive amounts of money on re-imprisoning 
parole violators (164). Prisons should be for rehabilitating offenders, not used as 
punishment or storage dock for corporations and politicians to reap profits from. Why 
do these media images of crime matter? Because in the end, we all pay for their results 
and the increasing incarceration trends have to stop at some point. 

These reading sections are focused on how the media transmits image from the inner 
prison system to the outer public, all of the influencing factors, and resulting 
consequences. With so many late night shows "documenting" prison life and talk shows 
featuring insider interviews with violent prisoners, I think that it's important to 
recognize how the media affects the prisoners themselves as well. I went in search of 
how the media influences prisoners on a more personal, individual level and how this 
plays into the larger picture. I found that the media tries to directly connect with 
prisoners for two reasons; either to showcase how prisons are operating and what the 
conditions are, or to access specific high profile or tear jerker stories from the inmates 
themselves (Tindel). Often high security prisons are required to provide videos of their 
protocol because visitors aren't allowed in and inspectors aren't thrilled about entering 

http://voices.yahoo.com/theme/572/oklahoma.html
http://voices.yahoo.com/topic/67683/prison_life.html
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close quarters with dangerous inmates. This use of media can lead to improved living 
conditions, and less chance of brutality or abuse. 

On a less productive aspect, the angle of getting "inside a killer's head" drives many 
popular shows and movie franchises. With the almighty dollar always being the bottom 
line and following 'shareholder primacy' rules, media outlets rejoice in high profile 
interviews or videotapes that are ethically controversial. These interviews can have 
enormous traumatic impact on the unpublicized victims: "Doris Tate often asked why 
prison officials allowed Charles Manson, the man who was convicted of murdering her 
daughter, Sharon, and seven others, to appear on television talk shows where he could 
influence vulnerable young people. Another woman complained that she felt re-
victimized every time she saw the man who stalked and stabbed her appear on 
television" (Tindel). It is insensitive, and debatably ethical of legislators to allow these 
glorified interviews to take place for the media's monetary benefit. 

There have been laws put into place to regulate how the media can access prisoners and 
prisons: The Supreme Court passed a 1974 ruling, Pell v. Procunier, that "the right of 
media access is no greater than that of the general public". In Pell and in Turner v. 
Safley (1987), U.S. Supreme Court justices ruled that "prison administrators must show 
that a prison regulation impinging on inmates' constitutional rights is reasonably 
related to a legitimate penological interest". One of the court's motivating factors was 
the belief that media attention glamorized inmates' crimes, and deterred from them 
taking accountability from their actions as well as inhibiting rehabilitation (Tindel). 
These legal precedents are steps in a productive direction towards enforcing positive 
media influences in regards to the prison system as opposed to endorsing exploitation. 

Here's how American Journal pitched Charles Manson for an interview: "This is a 
chance for the nation to hear your message! Your plan! Our program will deliver your 
message to the nation" (Tindel). Does our nation really need to hear Charles Manson's 
message? Dyer wrote about how the media defended its actions regarding excessive 
crime stories by saying that it was merely providing the public with what it wanted. 
How far can this go? It's obvious that the media could work in a positive fashion to raise 
awareness about issues in prison, highlight exploitations and transgressions, as well as 
protect victim's rights and inform the public. Plaintively claiming innocence and raking 
in dollar bills isn't enough, and their role in shaping public perceptions and affecting 
prisoners needs to change. 

***Taken from  The Perpetual Prisoner Machine  Joel Dyer 2001. Boulder, CO: Westview 
Press. 

***Taken from  Media Access: Where Should You Draw the Line? Tip Kindel Corrections 
Today 60 (1998): 22-25. 10 Feb. 2007 . 

 

IX. Prison Life 
 

http://voices.yahoo.com/topic/16917/charles_manson.html
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Prison Rape: 

 
 

 
 

Letter #1:  I was sexually assaulted by a inmate I trusted being young and not paying 
attention to my actions, this offender tryed to buy me things also befriended me and 
helped me when I got sick. I woke up with this offender in my living space trying to have 
sexual intercourse with me, he then tryed to buy me from other inmates made me go 
where ever he went, I wasn't supposed to go to chow without him, he was and still is a 
gang member. When I couldn't take it any more I told and they did a investigation and he 
made a statement on record that if they let him out of lock up he would do it again. I was 
take to a mental facility upon release I was placed back into population on the same farm 
where I'd been raped after being beatend and placed in a house with a gang member of 
the same as my assaulter. I filed and was locked up and sent to my current farm. 

-Jeremy, Texas  

 

Letter #2:  I am 23 years old....I am a Victom of a prison gang rape. See what happened 
was one guy he is in the Aryan Brotherhood a prison gang. Said I like to fuck you and 
stroke your long hair while I'm doing it. I told him to leave me alone I dont want no 
trouble. Well he said I'll fuck you this week. Well I was scared for my life I made a Shank a 
Knife and stayed in my cell for 4 days with out coming out. Him and 6 other ABs came into 
my cell and the one guy said I told you I was going to fuck you and I knew they were going 
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to do it so I jumped up and stabed him 3 times Before the rest jumped on me and Beat me 
up real bad and Knocked me out and stabed me 6 times, then Raped me. I almost died.  

So I went to the hospital then came to P.C. It's been 18 months now....I don't talk to no 
prisoners at all to this day.  

I dont have no money nothing no TV or stero I sit in my cell and cry alot I've cut my wrist 
3 times.  

The state didnt do anything. I dont even talk to the chaplin here because they are liers. I 
tryed to talk to them once before. 

-L., Florence, Arizona   

 

Letter #3:  Timothy C. Tucker was released from federal prison in 2001 after being 
traumatized by a sexual assault he says was deliberately set in motion and planned by the 
warden of a federal prison. The assault, he says, was “yet another example of the collusion 
between guards and rapists behind bars.” Tucker says he was set up in retaliation for 
voicing concerns over the medical department and the administrative remedy procedure 
at the federal prison in Petersburg, Virginia. 

While housed at the Petersburg Prison, Tucker wrote letters to politicians and human 
rights organizations voicing his concerns over prison conditions.  Because he spoke out 
about these issues, Tucker believes, his complaints about being sexually harassed by a 
fellow inmate were ignored.  Moreover, after he had written several complaints he was 
thrown in the “hole” for 30 days under the ruse of being placed under investigation.  
When the 30 days were over, he was taken to the room of the man who was the subject of 
his complaints, a known sexual predator who was serving a 20-year sentence in a Florida 
prison for sexual battery of a child. He was then forced into the room under direct order 
of the warden, where he was raped that night.  

After the sexual assault, Tucker was taken back to the “hole,” where he remained for 11 
days before being seen by a doctor. According to medical reports from his file, Tucker was 
still bleeding rectally and was suffering from significant trauma by the time he was seen. 
Records also indicate that the prison doctor had called several times asking to treat 
Tucker, but that these requests were denied; that the director of psychology and other 
staff members had advised the warden to separate Tucker from his sexual aggressor; and 
that that staff members carried out the orders of the warden under protest, stating that 
they were under direct orders even though they knew them to be not only wrong but 
criminal. 

“The actions of this warden,” Tucker says, “cannot go unpunished. By condoning the 
actions of the warden, the Justice Department sends an open invitation to prison staff and 
guards to use prison rape as a punishment and tool to control inmates.  In this day of 
human rights, this behavior by our own Justice Department employees is just not 
acceptable.” 
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- Timothy, Virginia 

 

Letter #4:  I am a prisoner at the Washington State Penitentiary. Recently, Counselor 

[name omitted] groped my crotch area in an effort to engage me in sexual activity. I 

declined. [The counselor] is very powerful, and was the chairperson of my classification 

committee. I was entitled to a custody promotion, facility transfer and earned time credits 

but [the counselor] denied these because I wouldn't engage in sexual activity. [She] has at 

least one family member who has worked here about 20 years. 

 

I attempted to complain but was placed in protective isolation due to potential reprisals by 

prisoners engaged in sexual activity with [the counselor]. Concern by prison staff of 

prisoner reprisals is a strong indicator of the veracity of the allegations. No less than twelve 

(12) prisoners have signed declarations of similar behavior by [her].  

 

Prison staff informed me this incident never occurred, and I will be housed in isolation 

indefinitely. This is retaliatory and a cover-up. I fear further retaliatory and abusive 

conduct by staff, including spoliation of evidence. 

 

Thank you for genuinely listening and understanding. 

 

Grace, mercy & peace.  

 

- Scott, Washington State 

  

Letter #5:  I would like to tell you all a little story.  A long time ago as a young man of 

about eighteen or nineteen years old.  I had a very unfortunate and horrifying 

experience where I was arrested and charged with a crime of which I had no knowledge 

of at all.  I was only about 5’9”-125 lbs skinny as a rail and what you’d call very nice 

looking somewhat with delicate features.  Anyway my first introduction to prison life 

was how good you could fight or if some booty bandit wanted to try to make you his 

girlfriend.  And not even thinking or knowing anything about prison life at all I was 

given a bunk in this cell with seven other guys all older and ex-cons.  As soon as the 

count was made and the guards had there walk by, all of the guys raped me repeatedly 

all night and everyday for about two weeks until the county jail released me on bond.  

Charges against me were eventually dismissed for nothing relating me to the crime of 

robbery.  It was later found out to be someone’s idea of a joke.  I never told anyone this 

and have tried to suppress it all my life or forget it ever happened.  Sometimes I get 
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depressed and have to take psychiatric medication to have me forget because I can go off 

the deep end and get filled with helpless rage or anger.  I’ve even contemplated suicide 

several times, hopefully there are others out there who would like to sit down and let 

me explain how I feel and other things I’ve kept bottled up inside for all these years just 

begging to be released.  Please write to me cause I need someone to write too and talk 

with at times about things that I’ve never even told my family about and I promise to 

write back. 

David Wade, #505226 
Bill Clements Unit 
9601 SPUR 591Amarillo, TX 79107 

 

A Letter from a Political Prisoner: 

Rashid Johnson’s foregoing article on his traumatic and dangerous experience with 
accidentally getting high, then trying to hurt himself, all while being in the control of prison 
authorities, is a cautionary tale indeed.  I don’t know Brother Rashid personally, but his 
long time work with 4sm and his leadership in the New African Black Panther Party, gives 
him seriousness and credibility as a revolutionary.  I am certainly glad he survived his 
ordeal and I think there are lessons to be gained from his hardships. 
Let me share some thoughts and information with you, especially readers who are in 
prison.  Long held political prisoners in the u.s. and the organizations we came from, 
adopted a total “no use” policy on all drugs and alcohol, as long as we were in captivity, 
back in 1985 and 86.  At that time there were, unfortunately, a lot of political prisoners 
being held in MCC-New York, while their trials were going on in NYC.  These included 
militants from the Black Liberation Army, Macheteros, United Freedom Front, Red Guerrilla 
Resistance, Revolutionary Armed Task Force.  There was also an IRA man being held there 
at the request of the British crown. 

These revolutionary prisoners and the trials we were involved in drew a certain 
amount of public support and a lot of media attention on a regular basis.  There were also 
some official international inquiries made about us and the conditions we were held under. 
 For example, the government of the Soviet Union officially asked the u.s.a. government to 
explain why some political prisoners in MCC (and other prisons), were being harassed, 
mistreated and kept in solitary confinement.  The u.s.a. government ran its (still) official 
line that they did not hold any political prisoners.  That all u.s. prisoners were charged or 
convicted of crimes.  The fact that some of us were charged with “crimes” like sedition, 
trying to overthrow the u.s. government, conspiracies to stop u.s. wars, stop racist police 
activities, etc., were all just “crimes”. 
The u.s. government, through the Bureau of Prisons (BOP), also attempted to discredit our 
character and principles.  They tried to claim that some of us were in segregation for use of 
drugs or alcohol.  While this was not true, it brought the issue of drugs and drinking to a 
group level for all political prisoners.  Up to that point, people were guided by the policies 
and regulations of their organizations, as far as drug and alcohol use was concerned.  Even 
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in captivity you were still a member of your revolutionary organization and thus still 
subject to organization policy and discipline.  Personally, I have  never heard of any 
revolutionary organizations that accepted the use of hard drugs.  The recreational use of 
alcohol and/or weed was accepted by some organizations. 

The BOP and u.s. government was trying to discredit revolutionary organizations, 
and besmirch their principles, morality and activities, by labeling political prisoners as 
drug users and criminals.  We understood the seriousness of this.  In response, all political 
prisoners in MCC, and from there the word went out to prisons across the country, formally 
committed ourselves to the policy that from then on all political prisoners, as long as we 
were in captivity, would not use or possess any drugs or alcohol — period.  For me 
personally and as far as I know, this is still how political prisoners conduct themselves – we 
don’t use or possess drugs or alcohol. 
This has little to do with prison rules or regulations.  It does have a lot to do with being a 
freedom Fighter, being committed to the principles and work of creating a new free, just, 
peaceful, cooperative, sustainable and revolutionary future for our people and planet. 
Wherever revolutionaries and activists are, it is not just what we say, but what we do, how 
we act, live, relate to each other and the people, that we are known and evaluated by. 

Here is one more thought for my fellow prisoners.  Rashid spoke about having his 
“spread” meal spiked by drugs.  I know we all remember good and real food, and we try to 
create little tasty treats and meals, like Rashid spoke about.  I don’t know any details 
of Rashid’s overall relationship to the person who drugged him, but while randomly 
sharing a cookie or a soda with whoever, is ok, who we actually prepare meals with and for 
— our eating partners, should not be random.  Our eating partners/circle should be close 
people who we have trust and some history with.  Rashid’s situation is a clear example of 
why doing this makes sense. 
As far as medical care, many prisons are lacking basic minimum care, and a system that 
works.  This is certainly true in a lot of federal prisons.  In addition, like Rashid ran into and 
described, you frequently have very negative, if not outright hostiles attitudes on the part 
of the medical workers.  Here is another thought for my fellow prisoners, the best way to 
insure your health and survival in prisons, is to keep yourself as fit as possible and take 
sensible measures to avoid deadly diseases.  The more you can avoid the prison infirmary 
the better.  Stay fit, exercise, eat sensibly, take some daily vitamins.  Stay away from blood 
and body fluid sharing activities.  And seriously think about avoiding drugs and alcohol, at 
least while you are in prison. 
Freedom (and survival) Is A Constant Struggle! 
 - Jaan Laaman (anti-imperialist political prisoner) 
***Taken from Prison Life — Drugs + Drinking : A Revolutionary and Political 
Prisoner Perspective by Jaan Laaman 4strugglemag May 2, 2013 
 

Rules for Inmate Mail from the Virginia State Corrections Board: 

 The Department of Corrections encourages inmate correspondence that is directed 
to socially useful goals. Inmates shall be allowed to correspond with families, 
friends, attorneys, courts and other public officials and organizations so long as such 
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correspondence is in compliance with the Department of Corrections procedures 
and does not pose a threat to the security of the facility, violate any state or federal 
law, or violate any U.S. Postal Service regulation. 

 In accordance with United States Postal Regulations, all incoming inmate general 
correspondence may be opened, searched and may be read by authorized staff. 

 Incoming general correspondence should be equivalent to or less than the contents 
of a one-ounce (1 oz.) domestic first class letter. (Approximately five (5) sheets of 
regular 8½" x 11" paper) 

 Inmates may not receive cash, personal checks, postage stamps or prepaid postage 
envelopes/postcards through incoming mail. The Department will assume no 
responsibility for these items mailed to inmates. Approved checks 
(certified/cashier’s checks; Government checks; refund checks from businesses) and 
money orders shall be removed from incoming mail and credited to the inmate’s 
account. 

 Incoming Priority or Express general correspondence is discouraged, however if 
urgency of a circumstance requires this, the inmate must receive prior written 
approval from the Warden/Superintendent or designee. 

 Unauthorized incoming correspondence shall be returned to the post office 
unopened. If opened, the unauthorized correspondence will be returned directly to 
the sender if known, with a written explanation for disapproval. 

 Incoming inmate general mail should be addressed as follows: 
Inmate's full name 
Inmate's state identification number (7 digits) 
Name of Facility or Institution 
Address and Zip Code 

***Taken from Virginia Department of Corrections 
 

X. Movies  
The Exonerated 

Central Park Five 

Bent 

The Visitor 

The Hurricane 

Cell 211 

The Experiment 

Dead Man Walking 

The Shawshank Redemption 

Attica 

Dog Pound 

Solitary Confinement 

Kids Behind Bars 
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Gladiator Days:  Anatomy of a Prison Murder 

Stir (Australia) 

Cool Hand Luke 

Le Trou/The Hole 

Brubaker 

The Visit 

Riot in Cell Block 11 

*Prison Song 

*Slam 

On the Yard 

Stranger Inside 

The Big House 

Good place for free documentaries on Prison:  www.DocumentaryStorm.com 


