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If, like me, you were not able to attend “Inside Drone
Warfare”, the Whistle Blower Symposium organized by Nick
Mottern and Ann Wright in Las Vegas this spring during Shut
Down Creech!, you can still view the speakers in these YouTube
videos.
I watched them and was glad I took the time.
Ann
Wright moderates the event.
Part 1: Jesselyn Radack of Whisper Whistleblower and Resource
Protection Program and Cian Westmoreland, former Drone
Maintenance Technician
Part 2: Christopher Aaron, former Air Force Intelligence
Officer with the Drone program in Afghanistan and Reverend
Chris Otto, Unitarian Universalist Minister and former
Chaplain with the US Army in Afghanistan
Part 3: Shelby Sullivan Dennis of Reprieve with Faisal Bin Ali
Jaber
Part 4: Marjorie Cohn
Part 5:

Brian Terrell, Catholic Worker Drone Activist, Q&A

Indian Springs, Creech Home
Video by John Amidon that reflects on the presence of Creech
Airforce Base, a national center for Military Drone control,
beside the town of Indian Springs.

Indian Springs has Fallen shows some of the affects of the
USAF on Indian Springs, NV and invites you to join with VFP at
Shut Down Creech!

Sentencing Memo Sent to Judge
Gideon by Professor
I would like to take the occasion of this memorandum to
continue the conversation we have had over the past five years
on the nature of civil disobedience, particularly in the
context of the Reaper drone control center at Hancock Air
National Guard Base. I have benefited from those conversations
and hope that, in some small way, you have as well. At the
core of our discussions, I think, has been the question of
what civil disobedience is and, specifically, how civil
disobedience “works.”

I will begin by discussing the nature of civil
disobedience, as defined by Gandhi and by John
Rawls.
Gandhi distinguished two types of civil disobedience:
“Aggressive, assertive or offensive civil disobedience is
nonviolent, willful disobedience of laws of the State whose
breach does not involve moral turpitude and which is
undertaken as a symbol of revolt against the State. . . .
Defensive civil disobedience , on the other hand, is the
involuntary or reluctant non-violent disobedience of such laws
as are in themselves bad and obedience to which would be
inconsistent with one’s self-respect or human dignity.”
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Gandhi’s terms, our civil disobedience at Hancock involves the
first type; disobeying a Jim Crow statute would have been of
the second type.ii He also states: “civil disobedience is the
inherent right of a citizen. . . . [T]o put down civil
disobedience is to attempt to imprison conscience. . . . A
civil resister never uses arms and hence he is harmless to a
State that is at all willing to listen to the voice of public
opinion.”iii
Rawls defines civil disobedience as “a public, nonviolent,
conscientious yet political act contrary to law usually done
with the aim of bringing about a change in the law or policies
of the government. … [I]t does not require that the civilly
disobedient act breach the same law that is being protested.”
Later, he elaborates: “[T]he civilly disobedient act is indeed
thought to be contrary to law, at least in the sense that
those engaged in it are not simply presenting a test case for
a constitutional decision; they are prepared to oppose the
statute even if it should be upheld.” Finally, he states: “The
law is broken, but fidelity to law is expressed by the public
and nonviolent nature of the act, by the willingness to accept
the legal consequences of one’s conduct. . . . To be
completely open and nonviolent is to give bond of one’s
iv

sincerity.” For Rawls, civil disobedience is a political act,
and, while it involves breaking the law, it ultimately is
faithful to the spirit of the law. Civil disobedience must be
limited to “instances of substantial and clear injustice”v and
legal alternatives must have been tried before engaging in
it. vi I believe that the evidence we have produced of the
harms, including harms to civilians and children, caused by
weaponized drones satisfy the first condition and that my
prior (and concurrent) legal attempts to address this issue
satisfy the second. Rawls concludes: “Although this mode of
action is strictly speaking contrary to law, it is
nevertheless a morally correct way of maintaining a

constitutional regime.” v i i
I would submit that there are several ways that civil
disobedience can operate, often simultaneously. First, as you
argued in our first trial, civil disobedience can affect
policy by the publicity it receives when the civilly
disobedient person is arrested, convicted, and punished.
Public outcry might lead executives or legislatures to change
policy.
Second, civil disobedience can operate as symbolic action.viii
Civil disobedience actions are often attempts to juxtapose
symbols in a way that sparks insight, that enables persons in
the audience to see things in a new way, to break out of fixed
worldviews. In this sense, it has been called parabolic
action, using the same principle as the parables Jesus used to
shock people out of their worldviews by juxtaposing images in
new ways (e.g., the Good Samaritan, in which the despised
enemy is the one who comes to the rescue). Such symbolic
actions would include the burning of draft records during the
Vietnam War, the Plowshares actions initiated in 1980, blood
poured on the Pentagon, and the symbolic die-ins we have used
at Hancock. The juxtaposition of images (e.g., blood on the
Pentagon) can be startling enough to shock some observers into
a change of worldview, a change of paradigm if you will, that
may be impossible through simple logical discourse. ix This
approach is often related to the third approach to how civil
disobedience “works.”
Third, from a spiritual or religious perspective, the
practitioner of civil disobedience should be concerned with
faithfulness rather than effectiveness. Catholic theologian
Henri Nouwen put this distinction in terms of fruitfulness
versus effectiveness. The responsibility of a person of faith
is not to be effective but to be faithful (to the Gospel if
one is Christian, as I hope I am). One must follow one’s
conscience and bear the consequences, but the results will be

up to God. Our responsibility is to plant seeds, not to
achieve results. In many ways, civil disobedience as symbolic
action ties in to this way of thinking – the symbolic
interaction is the planting of a seed which may or may not
take root. This approach challenges the very notion of
effectiveness as an offshoot of industrial civilization and
harks back to a more agricultural way of seeing the world. A
prime example of fruitfulness was Franz Jaggerstatter, an
Austrian peasant who was executed for refusing to be
conscripted into the Nazi’s army. He accomplished nothing but
leaving his wife and young children without a husband and
father, and his story was almost forgotten. However, decades
later, this story was uncovered by sociologist Gordon Zahn,
who publicized it in his book In Solitary Witness. In 2007,
Jaggerstatter was beatified by Pope Benedict XVI. His
conscientious refusal now inspires Christians around the
globe.
Finally, the impact of civil disobedience on policy can be
mediated by the response of judges hearing civil disobedience
cases. I believe that we need human beings acting as judges
within the system (as opposed, to, say, artificial
intelligences) precisely because, as John Rawls argues in his
discussion of civil disobedience, no human legal system is
perfect. Artificial intelligence may be able to apply the
existing legal rules more accurately than a human judge;
however, only a human judge can take into account the larger
sense of justice which animates the law; only a human judge
can identify a situation in which application of even a just
law becomes injustice because the law is being used to uphold
a larger injustice.

Judges who have become convinced that their
obligation includes a wider view of justice have
chosen a variety of ways to embody that

obligation.
One approach can involve the decision itself. In a 2012
lawsuit against New York City police for wrongful arrest,
Federal Judge Jed S. Rakoff found for the plaintiffs and
wrote:
“What a debt this nation owes to its ‘troublemakers.’ From
Thomas Paine to Martin Luther King, Jr., they have forced us
to focus on problems we would prefer to downplay or ignore.
Yet it is often only with hindsight that we can distinguish
these troublemakers who brought us to our senses from those
who were simply . . . troublemakers. Prudence, and respect for
the constitutional rights to free speech and free association,
therefore dictate that the legal system cut all non-violent
protestors a fair amount of slack. Let us hope that other
judges hear this decision and that nonviolent civil
disobedience can continue to hold its rightful place as a
cornerstone of our liberty.”
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In my own civil disobedience career, I have sometimes been
found not guilty. Two of these verdicts were, I think,
attempts to address a larger justice. When I was put on trial
in 1981 for civil disobedience at the Pentagon, charged with
depredation of government property, for pouring blood on the
Pentagon in protest of U.S. nuclear weapons, the Judge
dismissed the charges because the prosecutor had not “provided
me with any evidence that the government owns the Pentagon.”
My mother believes that verdict was a direct result of her
prayers; I believe it was an indirect attempt to address the
larger issues of justice. When I was charged with trespass at
the Rochester Federal Building in 2003 for protesting the
impending invasion of Iraq, Rochester City Court Judge Anne
Pfeiffer found us not guilty because we had been arrested
before we had gone through the metal detectors. In rendering
her verdict, she apologized to me (I suspect, tongue in cheek)
for not addressing my international law argument that the U.S.

had no jurisdiction to charge anyone with trespass because
they had just committed perhaps the largest act of trespass
since World War II.
Brian Terrell, a Catholic Worker whom you may remember from
the Hancock 38 case, along with four other demonstrators, was
acquitted of trespass in Senator Charles Grassley’s Des Moines
office in a July 2007 jury trial after presiding judge Odell
McGee allowed Brian to read the text of the First Amendment to
the jury. Judge McGee further instructed the jury that the
defendants “were not justified in remaining on the property if
the State proved . . . that the defendant(s) did not have a
constitutional right to remain on the property.”xi
Gandhi’s standard procedure in civil disobedience was to plead
guilty and ask for the harshest possible punishment. Yet, in
doing, so, he still gave the judge a choice of whether to
affirm the legal system or not. His first case of civil
disobedience in India involved defying a government order not
to enter the district of Champaran, where he proposed to
conduct an inquiry into labor conditions. He appeared in court
and pled guilty; however, before his sentencing date, the
Lieutenant Governor ordered the case against him withdrawn,
and he was allowed to pursue his investigation. Gandhi saw
this conclusion as a victory for civil disobedience, despite
the fact that he wasn’t sent to jail: “The country thus had
its first direct object-lesson in Civil Disobedience. The
affair was freely discussed both locally and in the press, and
my inquiry got unexpected publicity.”xii Thus, Gandhi himself
felt that civil disobedience could be fruitful even without
conviction and punishment.
Another approach is to address issues of broader justice at
sentencing, in the sentence itself and/or in a sentencing
statement. I have previously cited the case of Federal Judge
Miles Lord, who in 1984, sentenced Barbara Katt and John
Laforge to a six month conditional discharge and gave one of

the most powerful critiques of justice in America ever
presented from that side of the bench. I cite a part of his
sentencing statement:
“It is the allegation of these young people that they
committed the acts here complained of as a desperate plea to
the American people and its government to stop the military
madness which they sincerely believe will destroy us all,
friend and enemy alike.
They have made a plausible argument that international law
prohibits what our country is doing by way of manufacturing
mass weapons of destruction. Common sense should, in my own
personal view, dictate that such manufacture be curtailed.
The anomaly of this situation is that I am here called upon to
punish two individuals who were charged with having caused
damage to the property of a corporation in the amount of
$33,000. It is this self-same corporation which only a few
months ago was before me accused of having wrongfully
embezzled from the U.S. Government the sum of $3.6 million. .
. .
“If there be an adverse reaction to this sentence, I will
anxiously await the protestations of those who complain of my
attempts to correct the imbalance that now exists in a system
that operates in such manner as to provide one type of justice
for the rich and a lesser type for the poor. One standard for
the mighty and another for the meek. And a system which finds
its humanness and objectivity is sublimated to military
madness and the worship of the bomb.”xiii
In another case, it was the sentencing itself that was
significant. On March 5, 1986, Scott Schaeffer-Duffy of the
Worcester MA Catholic Worker and Carol Bellin were tried and
found guilty of trespassing and disorderly conduct at an antiwar protest at the GTE plant in Westborough MA. The DA
recommended sentences of thirty days for the trespass and

sixty days for the disorderly conduct, to be served
consecutively. Judge Paul LeConto asked the defendants if they
would pay a fine or do community service. Scott replied, “No,
your honor. We could not pay a fine in good conscience, and we
believe that our actions at GTE were a community service.” The
judge called for a recess, and, when he returned, said simply:
“Guilty finding. You are free to go.”
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Sometimes, judges have changed their mind and
reversed their positions, even after sentencing.
As one example, in November, 1978, four protestors were
arrested for nonviolent civil disobedience at the First Annual
Military Electronics Exposition in Anaheim, California. After
spending a night in jail, they were given one year probation.
In October, 1979, two of the protestors, LA Catholic Workers
Jeff Dietrich and Kent Hoffman, were again arrested at the
exposition, two weeks before their probation ran out. Robert
Fitzgerald, the same judge who had ordered the probation, gave
them six month sentences in the county jail, double the
recommendation of the DA. And yet, he ordered their release
two months later. Kent met with Judge Fitzgerald not long
after that, and, as Kent recounted:
“He spoke of the confusion he experienced, of the influence
provided by receiving over 700 letters of concern on our
behalf, of the movement from distrust to appreciation for our
sincerity and tenacity of commitment. He had gone through a
rare agony for one so solidly entrenched in power and the
pride of power. He had chosen to admit openly and publicly the
mistake he had made.”xv
Kent told the judge of a dream he had had, of Judge Fitzgerald
standing beside him serving Christmas dinner to the homeless
guests at the LA Catholic Worker. Judge Fitzgerald told him of
someone he loved who had died on Skid Row and said he would be
honored to serve Christmas dinner at the Worker.

A second example is contained in a piece by Frank Cordaro, of
the Des Moines Catholic Worker, from November 5, 2009. The day
before, there had been a civil disobedience action at the
“Space Weapons Bazaar” in Omaha, Nebraska. Four “out of state”
demonstrators were held overnight in Douglas County Jail and
appeared with a group of about 60 persons, mostly poor and
black, before Judge Darryl Lowe the morning of the 5 th . The
court session went on, in assembly line fashion, for hours,
and the four protestors were the last to come before the
judge. Father Louie Vitale pled “no contest” and was sentenced
to five days. The Judge added “If you had pled guilty it would
have been three days. Next.” Father Jim Murphy was up next.
Upon pleading guilty, he was sentenced to three days. When the
third protestor, Steve Clemens, approached the bench, Judge
Low asked “What were you guys doing at the Qwest Center in the
first place?” Steve replied, “Your honor, we were there to
protest the Strategic Space Symposium. We were there to
protest the selling of space weapons technology to STRATCom!”
Frank, still awaiting his appearance, called to the judge “And
you just sentenced two Catholic priests to jail!” As Cordaro
recounts:
“Judge Lowe just assumed the four of us were arrested for
intoxication. He just thought we were four old drunks. . . .
‘Catholic priest! Protest!’ exclaimed Judge Lowe … ‘Bring
those two priests back before me. Give me their files.’ The
judge asks me to join them all at the bench. We explained to
him what our nonviolent protest was all about. He
congratulated us for our witness. He said he believed in
nonviolent civil disobedience. He said more of it needed to be
done. He told us his father was active in the civil rights
movement.”
Judge Lowe shook each of their hands, and they were all
sentenced to time served. Judge Lowe concluded by saying “I
hope you all come back again next year!”xvi

Finally, in a more radical approach, judges can engage in
civil disobedience themselves. The most powerful case I know
of occurred in Germany. Although it occurred outside the
United States, it may be of interest particularly because of
your father’s involvement in the Nuremberg Trials. On January
12, 1987, twenty German judges were arrested in the small town
of Mutlangen for blocking the road to the base which housed
Pershing II nuclear armed missiles. Their action was part of a
nonviolent campaign in which over 1,000 persons had been
arrested by that time. One of the twenty, Judge Ulf Panzer,
stated:
“Fifty years ago, during the time of Nazi fascism, we judges
and prosecutors allegedly ‘did not know anything.’ By closing
our eyes and ears, our hearts and minds, we became a docile
instrument of suppression, and many judges committed cruel
crimes under the cloak of law. We have been guilty of
complicity. Today we are on the way to becoming guilty again,
to being abused again. By our passivity, but also by applying
laws, we legitimize terror: nuclear terror. Today we do know.
We know that it needs only the push of a button and all
Germany, Europe, the whole world, will be a radiating desert
without human life. It is because we know this that we have to
act. Many of us judges have organized ‘Judges and Prosecutors
for Peace.’ We have raised our voices in warning against
nuclear death. We have worked with local peace groups,
advertised against nuclear armaments, demonstrated and
submitted resolutions to our parliament …. Our warnings have
died away unheard. That is the reason why we today block the
U.S. air base in Mutlangen. We hope that such an action will
be heard more loudly than all our words before.”
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There had been 1,096 guilty verdicts in the Schwabish-Gmund
court for blocking the base. Four days after the action of the
judges, there were seven acquittals, the first in the
campaign.

In light of this memorandum, Judge Gideon, I make one request
– that at my sentencing you make a statement that includes
your conclusions about the morality and legality of using
weaponized drones. For five years, you have heard evidence
about weaponized drones such as those flown out of Hancock.
You have heard arguments about international law as it affects
drone killings. You have heard from people who have been in
Afghanistan and Iraq talk about their encounters with people
living under the drones. You have heard excerpts from the
United Nations Assistance Mission to Afghanistan which
document that drones have killed civilians, on a regular
basis. You have heard that a classified report authored by
Larry Lewis concluded that drones in Afghanistan were
significantly more likely to kill civilians than were “manned”
aircraft.
Judge Gideon, you are an intelligent, thoughtful person. You
stated in your written opinion for the Hancock 38 that you
have struggled with the issues we have raised. I would very
much like to know your reactions to our evidence and
arguments, whether those reactions be for or against the
piloting of weaponized drones out of Hancock. I understand
that such a statement would not be appropriate in the context
of a trial or a verdict. However, I believe it can
legitimately be done at sentencing and I hope you will consent
to do that.
Thank

you

for

your

attention

and

engagement

in

this

discussion. I look forward to seeing you on March 9 t h .
Sincerely,
Harry Murray
Professor of Sociology
—————————————————
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Bring Drone Warfare Out of
the Shadows
Guest Post by Beth Harris, 3/11/16
On Thursday evening, March 10, 2016, members of the Upstate
New York Coalition to Ground the Drones and End the Wars from
Buffalo, Rochester, Syracuse, Corning, Enfield and Ithaca met
at the DeWitt Town Courthouse to celebrate Mary Anne Grady
Flores being released from jail on bond and to provide support
to Professor Harry Murray as he faced sentencing for a
trespass conviction. Mary Anne’s and Harry’s arrests occurred
during protests at the Hancock Field Air National Guard Base
in DeWitt, New York, where drone operators sit in computer
rooms directing drone assassinations in Afghanistan, Pakistan

and possibly other countries.
Before Harry’s sentencing, there was a press conference, where
Ed Kinane, Mary Anne, Harry and I spoke while other members of
the Upstate Ground the Drone Coalition held signs with
pictures of drone victims and messages protesting US drone
warfare. Ed reminded us that the week had an ominous beginning
with the news that US drone strikes had killed 150 people in
Somalia, where the US has not declared war. We had a moment of
silence for these unnamed victims.
For President Obama, the global network of US drone bases and
the targeted assassinations from unmanned aerial vehicles have
created a foundation for maintaining and expanding the reach
of US empire. In “Garrisoning the Globe,” David Fine argues,
“Although few Americans realize it, the United States likely
has more bases in foreign lands than any other people, nation,
or empire in history.” The US government asserts its authority
to police the world without any system of accountability
within the US or internationally.
The February 2016 report from the bipartisan Stimson Task
Force on US Drone Policy describes the scope of the US drone
program:
Since June 26, 2014, lethal UAV strikes have been reported in
Yemen, Pakistan, Libya, Afghanistan and Somalia, and against
the Islamic State in Iraq and Syria. The use of such targeted
strikes is expanding as demand for drones increases to
support US military and counterterrorism operations around
the world. At least twelve countries are believed to host US
drones bases: Afghanistan, Djibouti, Ethiopia, Kuwait, Niger,
the Philippines, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Seychelles, Turkey, the
United Arab Emirates and Yemen.
In addition there are now drone bases throughout the US,
including the Hancock air base. In 2012, Public Intelligence
compiled a list of 64 drone bases within US borders, including

12 with Reaper or Predator unmanned aerial vehicles that can
be armed.
Under Obama’s watch US drone warfare has killed approximately
5000 people, and due to the government’s refusal to provide
meaningful information about casualties, it is impossible to
determine how many victims have been civilians, though
researchers have estimated at least 1000. According to the
leaked Drone Papers, during a five-month period in Afghanistan
90% of those killed by drone attacks had not been targets.
A shroud of secrecy, based on claims of executive privilege
and national security, has been central to US drone warfare.
The grotesque use of “Orders of Protection” against nonviolent
protesters intends to silence their opposition to drone
warfare and witnesses to the victims of drone attacks. In Mary
Anne’s case, she had been issued an “order of protection” on
behalf of the base commander after she participated in a
protest at the Hancock air base in 2012. She was told that he
wanted protesters away from his base. At a later protest, she
was arrested for criminal contempt of this order of protection
when she photographed demonstrators from the road in front of
the Hancock air base. DeWitt Judge Gideon sentenced her to a
year in prison for this terrible crime.
As we all know, secrecy about a government’s kill policies
provides the perfect foundation for a complete lack of
accountability and threatens the fabric of the societies of
both the killers and those killed. For activists committed to
justice, conventional means of reform have been thwarted.
Consequently, whistle blowers and protesters have become
essential to bring the drone kill policies to the attention of
the public, to expose the military infrastructure and
personnel responsible for the killings, to stop the murders,
and to pressure our politicians to create a system of
accountability that adheres to national and international law.
On Tuesday the New York Times published an op ed calling on

President Obama to bring his drone warfare policy “out of the
shadows to constrain the power he had unleashed before a new
president takes power.” ACLU lawyers Jameel Jaffer and Brett
Max Kaufman write that while government supplied data
concerning drone strikes is inadequate, we do know that
President Obama has approved of strikes far from combat zones
and authorized the CIA to carry out “signature strikes,” which
are aimed at people the agency does not know, but who are
suspected of militant activities.
Jaffer and Kaufman warn, “President Obama has established a
dangerous precedent, and consequently whoever prevails in
November will inherit a sweeping power to use lethal force
against suspected terrorists and militants, including
Americans. The new president, whether a Democrat or a
Republican, should also inherit policies that limit that
power.”
Frontrunner Republican candidate Donald Trump brags that he is
willing to carry out war crimes, such as torture and the
killing of family members of those suspected to be terrorists.
Furthermore, he is ready to fight and kill for US access to
oil extraction in other countries. The establishment
Democratic candidate Hillary Clinton has helped to develop and
defend Obama’s drone policies and has been an avid supporter
of US military intervention throughout her political career.
Sanders supports drone warfare, used in a selective way, which
is consistent with Obama’s political rhetoric, and Sanders
does not explain how the government can be held accountable to
this notion of selectivity.
While the Obama administration releases some information to
the public, it also continues to fight against FOIA requests
for documents about the policies and impact of the drone
program. The ACLU has called on the government to release the
Presidential Policy Guidance, a document that has provided the
legal and administrative framework for the drone campaign
since 2013. The government has agreed to release sections of

this document, but until the key legal terms are defined
clearly, it will be impossible to determine whether there are
meaningful constraints to the government’s kill policies. In
addition, the ACLU argues that legal memos that justify drone
strikes away from battlefields should be revealed. Finally,
data about individual strikes, including dates, times,
locations and casualties, should be public. Those strikes that
kill “innocent civilians” should be investigated, and the
results, including compensation for families, should be
publicized. While compliance with the ACLU requests would not
end drone warfare, it would provide information for the
American public to understand the drone policies and create
the possibility of informed public discussion about the
legality, ethics and impact of US drone warfare.
Prior to Harry’s January trial, a Hancock base lawyer argued
to quash the subpoena, which Judge Gideon had signed, for the
base commander to produce information about Hancock drone
strikes. Harry recounts,
“He told the judge that the information I had requested,
including the number of children killed by drone strikes
piloted out of Hancock, was classified and that Col. Semmel
could be prosecuted if he answered any of those questions.
If letting the people know how many children its military has
killed threatens the security of our nation, what does that
say about the US as a country and as a democracy?”
Judge Gideon decided not to send Harry to jail, but not for
any ethical or legal reason. He likes the professor and
appreciates his respect for the judicial process. Sadly the
U.S. government’s drone assassination policy was treated as
irrelevant to Judge Gideon’s reasoning. The judge made an
appeal to the protesters in the courtroom to respect the
institution of the judiciary while ironically he undermined
the legitimacy of his own role by refusing to grapple with
concerns about truth, justice or equal treatment under the law

in his explanation of his sentence.
It is alarming that shooting photos of protesters has become a
criminal offense deserving incarceration while drone massacres
are hidden from public view by our government. The US courts,
Congress and mainstream media have normalized this impunity,
paving the way to the continual expansion of US military
threats throughout the globe. Ultimately the unchecked US role
as global bully may undermine the possibility of security for
anyone in the world.

Press
Conference:
Resisters Speak

Drone

Harry Murray to be sentenced at 8pm
Mary Anne Grady Flores released on
bail
Press Conference:
DeWitt Town Court, E. Syracuse, N.Y.
March 10, 7:15pm
Syracuse, N.Y. The Upstate Coalition to Ground the Drones and
End the Wars invites the press and public to hear from drone
resisters Mary Anne Grady Flores, released on bail Monday
night, and Prof. Harry Murray.
Judge David Gideon will
sentence Nazareth College Professor Murray in the DeWitt Town
Court on Thursday at 8pm. Convicted of a trespass charge,
Murray faces 15 days in Jamesville Correctional Facility. His
conviction stems from the Hancock 31 action (April 28, 2013)

denouncing drone killings in Afghanistan and Pakistan, which
are directed by drone operators sitting in computer rooms at
Hancock Field Air National Guard Base on E. Molloy Rd. in
DeWitt, NY.
After completing 49 days in the Jamesville jail, Mary Anne
Grady Flores, grandmother of 3, was released on $5,000 bail.
She had been convicted of criminal contempt of an order of
protection signed by a DeWitt judge on behalf of the Hancock
base commander who claimed that he wanted the protesters away
from his base. Grady Flores’ attorney Lance Salisbury
submitted an appeal of her conviction to the NYS Court of
Appeals, the highest state court. He writes, “There exists a
split within the decisions of the Onondaga County Courts on
the validity of the order of protection at issue in this
case,” and that the Court of Appeals must resolve this
difference. Salisbury argues that the New York Criminal Code
requires that orders of protection be issued only on behalf of
a crime victim or witness, not for the protection of property,
including a military base, as happened in the case of Grady
Flores.
Hancock air base commanders have used orders of protection to
silence First Amendment protected rights to protest the crimes
committed by entire chain of command of the US drone program.
These crimes include violation of sovereignty laws, extrajudicial killings, violation of due process rights, and the
killing of innocent civilians. “We know from leaked government
documents, the Drone Papers, during a five month period in
Afghanistan, 90% of all drone victims were bystanders. If the
American people knew the impact of the drone program, they
would shut it down, “ said Grady Flores. Four former drone
operators wrote President Obama,
“This administration and its predecessors have built a drone
program that is one the most devastating driving forces for
terrorism and destabilization around the world. When the
guilt of our role in facilitating this systematic loss of

innocent life became too much, all of us succumbed to PTSD.”
Prior to Professor Murray’s January trial, a Hancock base
lawyer argued to quash the subpoena, which Judge Gideon had
signed, for the base commander to produce information about
Hancock drone strikes. Professor Murray recounts,
“He told the judge that the information I had requested,
including the number of children killed by drone strikes
piloted out of Hancock, was classified and that Col. Semmel
could be prosecuted if he answered any of those questions.
If letting the people know how many children its military has
killed threatens the security of our nation, what does that
say about the US as a country and as a democracy?”

Grandma Drone Protester’s
Second Jail Letter
Grandma Drone Protester’s Second Jail Letter:
>> Talk Nation Radio with David Swanson: One-Hour Special:
Mary Anne Grady Flores from Jail on Why She Protested Killer
Drones
On January 19, 2016 I was remanded after a county court
decision upheld a lower court verdict that I was guilty of
violating the terms of an order of protection while
photographing 8 Catholic drone protestors at Hancock Air force
Base. Orders of protection were originally created to protect
domestic violence victims and witnesses who might be subject
to intimidation.

A month later while in jail I realized that Friday, Feb. 19
was important to me for four reasons. First, it was the
seventh anniversary of my brother-in-law Peter DeMott’s sudden
passing, leaving my widowed sister Ellen with four daughters
to raise. Peter was a rock in our family and is sorely missed.
We miss his energy, his wit, his deep bass radio voice, his
random acts of kindness, his recitation of poetry, his mixing
hot sauce with all his food. We miss his tireless efforts of
putting his body at many gates, or climbing over fences or
driving into military bases or witnessing at corporate
military contractors’ facilities like Lockheed Martin, to end
the madness of the never ending racist colonial wars of the
U.S. empire. I hold Ellen, the tireless organizer of antikiller-drone actions at Hancock Airbase, and each of their
gifted daughters in prayer and in love.
Second, on that Friday, our 88-year-old mom, Teresa Grady, was
officially accepted into Hospice. This past December, mom
broke her hip and has declined since then. My siblings and I
have been blessed caring for her 24/7 in her home for almost
two years. It’s been a struggle since January 19, when I
entered jail, especially as she nears her final days. My
mother, along with my dad taught us that our faith meant we
were supposed to stand up for human rights and justice. I
learned that the jail might provide a death bed visit. First,
they told me I had to prove that mom is my mother by getting
my birth certificate. My counselor, Ms. Kash, has to handle a
caseload of about 140 cases. Nevertheless, doing the best she
could, she responded to my request to speak about mom’s
decline, coming to the busy hub of the Pod – the guard desk –
instead of the counselor’s office two feet away respecting
confidentiality or sensitivity to the situation. The counselor
asked me
“What’s your mom’s name and her doctor’s name? “What’s your
mom’s date of birth where is she? Who’s caring for her? When I
explained that Mon is being cared for at home by the family

she responded. “Oh, that’s going to be a problem! It’s a
security risk. You can’t have any family members with you
while you’re there.” I said, “Mom can’t be left alone. I’ll be
in shackles!”
Some other sergeants said it’s highly unlikely they would let
me go to the house. Whether I stole a band aid, murdered
someone, or photographed non-violent drone protesters, my
transport guards would treat me the same.
Within the jail, there are different security levels
designated to us inmates, but it doesn’t apply as we leave the
prison walls.
This past Friday, Feb. 25, I was surprised by the jail
authorities announcing they were taking me to see mom at home!
I couldn’t believe it! I couldn’t tell anyone ahead of time.
When the unmarked car pulled up by mom’s house Clare, who was
on duty for mom, noticed us and ran in to tell mom, who was in
the living room in her hospital bed. When we entered the house
Clare was jumping up and down with tears streaming down her
cheeks. The two officers informed her that she couldn’t call
anyone or the half-hour visit would be over. I walked,
shackled, wrists to waist and ankles, to be at mom’s side,
leaning over her to kiss her big smiling face. I told her over
and over that I loved her, my tears wetting her soft cheeks. I
asked if she was in any pain. “No, I’m not in pain. I’m o.k.”
She kept smiling and fell asleep. What a precious, blessed
moment. Mom slept through the rest of the visit. We left Clare
with mom and drove back to Jamesville in brilliant sunshine
passing Lake Cayuga in gratitude, marveling at all of creation
and in thanksgiving for mom’s life.
This situation reminds me of when Peter was in federal prison
in Brooklyn. Before the sentencing of the St. Patrick’s Four,
Peter and Ellen had been caring for his brother, Father Steve
DeMott, who died two months after Peter’s sentencing.

The prison officials wouldn’t allow Peter to come 45 minutes
north of New York City to the funeral in Maryknoll, New York.
During this Lent we remember Uncle Steve’s passing, on March
30, 2006, and all the loving care that fell on Ellen’s
shoulders till Steve passed.
A few weeks ago, the mother of one of the women in my pod, 19year-old Clairrisa, died on a Wednesday of a heroin overdose.
Clairissa only learned on Saturday that her mom had died.
While shackled and in an empty funeral home she was allowed to
spend one half hour with her mom’s body. She wasn’t allowed to
be at the funeral. The New York State Department of Correction
rules and regulations state that inmates have the right to
both a death bed visit and to be at the funeral dependent upon
the discretion of the jail or prison officials.
And who is in prison? The poor! Disproportionately, people of
color! Who isn’t in jail? You don’t see the bankers who pulled
down our economy in 2008! You don’t see the mortgage company
swindlers who stole millions from poor and hardworking people.
You don’t see those committing war crimes — those who have
killed with drones and Hellfire missiles sent from U.S. air
bases, nor those who gave them their orders. You don’t see the
officials who poisoned the water in Flint, Michigan or the
corporate executives who kill people with their unsafe
products. You don’t see the cops who murder unarmed black men,
women, teenagers and children.
Thirdly, on Friday, February 19, my appeal was submitted to
the New York State Court of Appeals, the highest court in the
state by my attorney Lance Salisbury. Lance also submitted a
request that I be released on bail pending the decision on
whether the court will take my case. If the court decides in a
month that it won’t take the case, I return to Jamesville to
finish my six months’ sentence. I’ve witnessed many of the
women anxiously awaiting court or jail administrators’
decisions of whether or not, or when, they’d be released.
Going in and out of prisons is not a simple matter. It takes a

tremendous amount of energy to get in and get acclimated each
time.
The main points of my appeal challenge the validity of the
orders of protection that have been given to 50 people,
including myself. These orders of protection have been
designed to block our First Amendment right; to ask our
government to redress our grievance, specifically, to end the
killer drone policy, which killed over 6,000 people in 2015
alone. As Colonel Evans, who requested the original 17 orders
of protection, including mine, testified during my trial, he
just wanted the protesters away from his base.
The appeal contends that you can’t ask for an order of
protection on behalf of a military base. The order must be
given on behalf of a victim or a witness. A separate appeal
was submitted by Attorney Kathy Manley on behalf of 13 of us
(originally the Hancock 17) addressing the same issues of the
improper application of the orders of protection.
And finally, the fourth reason, this day is special is the
very good news for both drone resisters and fracktivists that
attorney Jonathan Wallace, who has been successfully defending
many of the Hancock resisters has now proposed legislation to
limit the scope of these orders so they do not apply to
peaceful protestors. This legislation would exempt military
and corporate personnel in New York State from using the
orders of protection to deprive people of their First
Amendment rights. The proposed legislation is as follows:
“Nothing herein contained shall be construed to authorize
issuance of a temporary order of protection or order of
protection, designating as a “victim” or “witness” any
federal, state or local government employee (including serving
or reserve members of the military or members of any police
force), or any corporate employee, against any individual
arrested at a demonstration or protest against the employer of
such victim or witness, in the absence of an actual or

threatened act of physical violence, or a true threat issued,
by such individual against such victim or witness.”
We hope to have a New York State legislator to propose this
change in the law and a statewide petition for you to sign and
circulate encouraging our legislators to support the bill when
it is ready for a vote.
Again, I’d like to thank all of you who’ve sent great letters
and cards lifting my spirits each morning. Even the guards
laugh at some of the jokes you’ve sent especially Scott
Schaeffer Deffy. It is so wonderful to feel the waves of love
through your letters, poems, art work, etc. I’m thrilled with
great hope when I receive your letters telling me of actions
you take for justice’s sake combatting the triples of
militarism, racism and economic exploitation. My friend
Russell Rickford calls these the 3 w’s – war, wealth
inequality and white supremacy.
I’m especially moved by the love and motivation expressed by
young people hearing of my jail witness, like my California
friend Sequoia Cohen. Sequoia is a student at Sierra Nevada
College in Lake Tahoe where she is organizing 3 events to
raise awareness of drone warfare and its consequences. Two
whistleblower drone pilots, Cian Westmoreland and Stephen
Lewis, have accepted her invitation to speak. Soon after,
students and community members will join the “Shut Down Creech
Air Force Base” rally, at the base, outside of Las Vegas,
Nevada. Since 2005 this facility has been the place from which
remotely controlled drones take off on killing missions for
Afghanistan, Pakistan and Iraq. Many of those killed are
civilians.
Go Sequoia! This is a fine example of the 3 A’s, awareness,
acceptance, and action.
On March 30 th at the University of Nevada there will be a
symposium titled “Inside Drone Warfare: Perspectives of

Whistleblowers, Families of Drone Victims and Their Lawyers.”
The participants will also go to Creech Air Force base to join
the protest there. For more information go to
http://www.knowdrones.com/.
You are invited to be part of the Creech AFB protest, joining
with peace activists from the Northeast, including a number
from the Syracuse area.
I send you my greetings and thanks to you all and to the ever
widening awareness and embracing of the beloved community.
Not by might
Nor by power
But by spirit

Mary Anne
To make a donation
–Checks are preferred. Please make them out to the Ithaca
Catholic Worker, 514 North Plain Street, Ithaca, NY 14850.
Put Mary Anne Grady Flores in the memo line.
–Donations
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To write to Mary Anne
–Put your return address in the body of your letter or in your
card; envelopes are removed before Mary Anne receives
correspondence.
–Please don’t send cards with glitter or stick ons.
–Send letters to:

Mary Anne Grady Flores #12001966
Onondaga County Department of Correction
PO Box 143
Jamesville, NY 13078

Please Get Involved in the Resistance to Drones:

Grandma
Drone
Resister’s
Letter from Jail
Ithaca Catholic Worker Mary Anne Grady Flores’ first letter,
Feb.11, 2016
Greetings, Dear Friends—
Joy swept through our cell block, Jamesville County Jail, Pod
4, Thursday, January 28.
That evening some of the fifty-nine women in our Pod rushed up
and knocked on my cell door. They reported the six o’clock
news had shown twelve drone resisters handcuffed, sitting on a
roadside curb, waiting to be taken into custody.
I just started my six-month sentence on January 19, for
photographing protesters of the drone warfare directed out of
Hancock Air Base in nearby Syracuse, New York. These eight
protesters, many of whom are Catholic Workers, were later
acquitted. (See my January 19 press conference statement.)
The resisters had fastened together thirty larger-than-life
cut-out photos of the late Jerry Berrigan, standing bold in a
blue scarf. This line of cut-outs of Jerry was held by the

twelve resisters, blockading the main gate at Hancock Air
Base, where Jerry had protested for years on a bi-weekly
basis.
Shortly before he died at 95 last year, Jerry was asked during
a Syracuse Post-Standard news interview what he would have
done differently. He said: “I would have resisted more and
gotten arrested more.”
“The Jerry Berrigan Memorial Drone Blockade” was done to honor
Jerry’s wishes. It was to protest the ongoing 24-7 drone
assassinations initiated by drone operators at Hancock as part
of the Obama administration’s “kill chain.”
Hancock is presently only one of twenty U.S. drone-warfare
bases across the U.S., Germany and the U.K.
The “Drone
Papers”—leaked by an internal military whistleblower—confirm
what whistle-blower drone pilots as well as drone victims have
reported: The outrageous fact that 90% of all drone victims
are bystanders, among them, many children.
That day my friend Carissa from Pod 4 returned excited from
the downtown Syracuse “Justice” Center (Jail) because there
she ‘d met the four drone protester women—Beth Adams, Joan
Pleune, Bev Rice, Joan Wages—who were among the twelve at the
“Jerry” action.
Carissa learned that Joan and Bev had knowingly violated the
same order of protection that fifty other drone protesters
have. I had unintentionally violated it, landing me in jail
for six months.
The “order of protection” has been issued on behalf of the
commander of Hancock Air Base against drone protesters.
Usually such orders are issued to protect people from physical
violence and even death from their abusive domestic partners.
Currently “protected” by the order is the commander in charge
of Hancock Air Base and its 2,000 personnel and armed

soldiers—making him the “victim” instead of the real victims,
the many people killed by the base’s MQ9 Reaper drones, firing
“Hellfire” missiles.
The base commander, testifying at my trial, said: “No, I don’t
know Mary Anne Grady. No, I’ve never had a conversation with
her. I’m not afraid of her. That’s just a piece of paper. I
just want these protesters away from my base.”
Carissa told me: “You folks should be protesting in the courts
for the misuse of the order of protection. I’d go with you to
protest.” That sentiment has been echoed by others here in the
pod.
In fact, a team of attorneys is finalizing the points of
appeal of my case to the New York State Court of Appeals, to
challenge the use of the order of protection. This is the
highest court in New York State. The appeal decision will set
a precedent for upcoming cases of anyone else charged with
violating the order of protection.
Joan and Bev are willing to risk long jail sentences to fight
the drones and expose the absurdity of this use of orders of
protection. Joan has been part of resistance movements since
the Freedom Rides challenged racist segregation during the
Civil Rights era.
In a previous drone protest, Catholic Worker Mark Colville and
two Yale Divinity students brought a bouquet of roses and the
People’s Order of Protection on behalf of drone victims to the
Hancock’s main entrance. The People’s Order reads in part:
“Stop the terrorizing, menacing, maiming and killing of the
children, women, and men of Afghanistan, Iraq, Pakistan,
Somalia and Yemen.”
Raz Mohammad of Maidan Shahr, Afghanistan, and a friend of
drone resisters locally, requested an order of protection on
behalf of his village after his brother-in-law was killed by a
drone. Raz wrote: “When my nephew was 5 years old, he asked

his mother “Where is father?” My sister replied, “He was
killed by a computer.” [Drones are piloted by people sitting
at computers]. These negative effects persist on all of us to
this day.”
This is a critical moment in the six years of Hancock
Resistance. Stopping killer drones is our #1 continued focus,
no matter what tool is used to try to chill the movement. We
must keep our focus on the voices of the drone victims.
I don’t ask for pardon, nor do my fellow drone resisters,
because as people of conscience we must speak out, as Jerry
did, to stop the death-dealing by our government and military.
It is our first amendment right to stand at the gate of
Hancock Air Base, asking our government for redress of our
grievances, specifically, to end this killer-drone policy,
which in 2015 alone killed over six thousand people.
Immediately after the Paris attacks, the four whistleblower
drone pilots, sent a letter of criticism to President Obama,
defense secretary Ashton Carter and CIA chief John Brennan. In
part, their letter said: “We came to the realization that the
innocent civilians we were killing only fueled the feelings of
hatred that ignited terrorism and groups like Isis, while also
serving as a fundamental recruitment tool, similar to
Guantánamo Bay. This administration and its predecessors have
built a drone program that is one of the most devastating
driving forces for terrorism and destabilization around the
world.”
I am filled with gratitude that the local resistance
continues, joining drone resistance around the world, We here
in Central New York have had 172 arrests since 2010 and over
1000 people have protested and vigiled at Hancock Air Base. I
affirm the statement of “The Jerry Berrigan Memorial Drone
Blockade.”
From my jail cell, I invite us all to take a step beyond our

comfort zones into deeper solidarity with all those struggling
for justice, including the Black Lives Matter movement, ending
climate change, ending immigrant deportations and the Free
Palestine movement. Keep in mind the drone killing is only one
tool to keep the people here at home and around the world
under U.S. control.
We must reject the death dealings of
empire, and are called to celebrate love, life and creativity,
seeking to live nonviolently. As Cornel West says, “Justice
is what love looks like in public.”
Many thanks to all of you who have written to me in jail,
sending poems, articles, artwork and jokes, bringing light and
laughter to me and the women here. Thanks for your photos and
reports of your anti drone witnesses! Thanks to all the vets
old and young sending me letters of their peace witnesses.
Thanks for the MLK quotes and others and your own as well. I’m
a slow writer, so forgive me if I don’t get back to you. Each
of your letters (except the ones held back) are read and
treasured.
Thanks to folks bringing meals to Mom. I know many of you have
written to me at my home and I look forward to reading your
cards when I return. Also thanks to folks who have generously
donated towards my home and jail expenses and Mom’s care.
Thank you for those gifts. I’m feeling so much gratitude for
all that you have showered upon me.
I am warm. I am fed. I have good people around me. I’m so
grateful for all your prayers and thoughts. I feel so lifted
by you and God’s grace.
I hold you in my thoughts and
prayers.
I’ll be sending more letters, please keep an eye out for them
In gratitude,
Mary Anne Grady Flores
——————Please Get Involved in the Resistance to Drones:

For information on how to get involved, please refer to
upstatedroneaction.org and knowdrones.
Watch the film Unmanned: America’s Drone Wars and share it
with your friends.
View a short video on Drones of Upstate New York (English,
with Spanish subtitles)
March 30, 2016 Symposium in Nevada : Inside Drone Warfare:
Perspectives of Whistleblowers, Families of Drone Victims and
Their Lawyers.
This will be videotaped and is part of Shut
Down Creech Air Force Base (March 27-April 2)
Get involved with ongoing drone resistance at these following
air bases:
Beale (outside Marysville, California), Occupy Beale
Creech (Indian Springs, Nevada), Shut Down Creech!
Hancock (outside Syracuse, NY), Syracuse Peace Council
and Upstate Coalition to Ground the Drones and End the
Wars
Horsham (Horsham,
Community

Pennsylvania),

Brandywine

Peace

Niagara Falls (Niagara Falls, NY), No Drones Niagara and
Upstate Coalition to Ground the Drones and End the Wars
Volk (Camp Douglas, Wisconsin), Wisconsin Coalition to
Ground the Drones
Start resisting drones at these following air bases:
–Arizona Air National Guard; Cannon (New Mexico); California
ANG; Davis-Monthan (Arizona); Ellsworth (South Dakota); Grand
Forks (North Dakota); Holloman (New Mexico); Nellis (Nevada);
Ohio ANG; Hickam (Hawaii); Randolph (Texas); Tennessee ANG;
Texas ANG; Whiteman (Missouri); also RAF Waddington (United
Kingdom), and Ramstein (Germany); and—with plans for 110 new
bases throughout the U.S.—more, coming to a neighborhood near

you.
Join a few friends, and come out to your town’s busy corner
holding signs like “Stop Killer Drones” or whatever message
you want to end the wars.
(Ithaca’s route 13 bridge has
39,000 cars which pass daily. Our local vigil is Saturdays
from 10-11am).
More suggestions will be included in upcoming letters.
For Jail Correspondence:
Put your return address in the body of your letter or in
your card; envelopes are removed before Mary Anne
receives correspondence.
Please don’t send cards with glitter or stick ons.
Send letters to:
Mary Anne Grady Flores #12001966
Onondaga County Department of Correction
PO Box 143
Jamesville, NY 13078
To make a donation:
— Checks are preferred. Please make them out to the Ithaca
Catholic Worker, 514 North Plain Street, Ithaca, NY 14850.
Put Mary Anne Grady Flores in the memo line.
— Donations will be accepted at the Go Fund Me Page (they
take 5%)

To

Hancock

Reaper

Drone

Workers
HANCOCK REAPER DRONE WORKERS: HONOR YOUR OATH
To the men and women of the 174th Attack Wing of the NYS
National Guard:
Each of you, when you joined the United States Armed Forces
raised your right hand and solemnly swore to uphold the United
States Constitution. Article VI of that Constitution states:
This Constitution, and the Laws of the United States which
shall be made in Pursuance thereof; and all Treaties made, or
which shall be made, under the Authority of the United States,
shall be the supreme Law of the Land; and the Judges in every
State shall be bound thereby, anything in the Constitution or
Laws of any State to the Contrary notwithstanding.
This clause is known as the Supremacy Clause. The Supremacy
Clause declares that when the U.S. ratifies international
treaties, those treaties become the “supreme law of the land.”
This means they trump all local and federal law – including
the U.S. Uniform Code of Military Justice.
One such treaty is the United Nations Charter. Signed by the
U.S. president in 1945 and ratified by a Senate vote of 89 to
two, that Charter remains in effect today.
The Charter’s Preamble states that its purpose is to “save
future generations from the scourge of war.” It further
states, “all nations shall refrain from the use of force
against another nation.”
This U.N. Treaty applies to all levels – federal, state, and
local – of the three branches of our government – Executive,
Legislative, and Judicial. The personnel of all these entities
must act consistent with U.S. treaties and obey the U.S.
Constitution, including Article VI.

Under the U.N. Charter and under long-established
international law, anyone –
civilian, military, government official or judge – who
knowingly participates in or supports illegal threat or use of
force against another nation or its people is committing a war
crime.
Men and women on duty at Hancock AFB: Four of your colleagues,
veterans of Iraq and Afghanistan, formerly operating
weaponized drones at other U.S. bases, have – courageously –
gone public about drone war crimes they acknowledge
committing.
The 174th Attack Wing of the NY Air National Guard deploys
hunter/killer Reaper drones 24/7 over Afghanistan and probably
elsewhere. These weaponized robotic drones are instruments of
terror. They perpetrate extrajudicial killings, violate due
process, violate national sovereignty, and kill non-combatants
and civilians. They bring dishonor on the United States and
upon its armed services.
Under the U.S. Uniform Code of Military Justice you must not
be complicit in these crimes against peace, crimes against
humanity and war crimes. In fact, you are required to disobey
unlawful orders from a superior.
Those protesting here today are exercising our First Amendment
right to petition our government for a redress of grievances
(the vile use of our tax money). We urge you to do the
honorable thing. We urge you to heed your conscience.
From the Upstate Drone Action Coalition: Ground the Drones and
End the Wars, 28 January 2016
PDF

Press Conference: Grandma
Drone Resister Goes to Jail
A press conference was held for Mary Anne Grady Flores at 4:30
on Tuesday, Jan 19 before she was taken away to serve her six
month sentence in the Jamesville Correctional Facility.
Mary Anne is a life long activist, mother and grandmother and
daughter, proprietor of a small Latino catering business in
Ithaca, NY. During her absence, Mary Anne will be will be
greatly missed her family, and most likely some hungry
customers as well.
But, Mary Anne would prefer to draw your
attention to the victims of targeted killing in the Middle
East and Africa, who receive death sentences from the US drone
program without a trial or even, in many cases, evidence of
criminal activity.
What follows are some of the high points of the press
conference.

Ann Wright Calls in:
Mary Anne Grady Flores speaks:
Attorney Lance Salisbury, on Mary Anne
Grady Flores’ appeal and jailing:

Drone Pilots Open
Telling the Truth

Letter,

Drone Pilots’ Open Letter to President Obama, Ash Carter and
John Brennan
To:
President Barack Obama
The White House
Washington, D.C.
Secretary Ashton B. Carter
Department of Defense
Director John O. Brennan
Central Intelligence Agency
November 18, 2015
Dear President Obama, Secretary Carter and Director Brennan:
We are former Air Force service members. We joined the Air
Force to protect American lives and to protect our
Constitution. We came to the realization that the innocent
civilians we were killing only fueled the feelings of hatred
that ignited terrorism and groups like ISIS, while also
serving as a fundamental recruitment tool similar to
Guantanamo Bay. This administration and its predecessors have
built a drone program that is one of the most devastating
driving forces for terrorism and destabilization around the
world.
When the guilt of our roles in facilitating this systematic
loss of innocent life became too much, all of us succumbed to
PTSD. We were cut loose by the same government we gave so much
to
sent out in the world without adequate medical care,
reliable public health services, or necessary benefits. Some

of us are now homeless. Others of us barely make it.
We witnessed gross waste, mismanagement, abuses of power, and
our country’s leaders lying publicly about the effectiveness
of the drone program. We cannot sit silently by and witness
tragedies like the attacks in Paris, knowing the devastating
effects the drone program has overseas and at home. Such
silence would violate the very oaths we took to support and
defend the Constitution.
We request that you consider our perspective, though perhaps
that request is in vain given the unprecedented prosecution of
truthtellers who came before us like Chelsea Manning, Julian
Assange, and Edward Snowden. For the sake of this country, we
hope it is otherwise.
Sincerely,
Brandon Bryant
Staff Sergeant
MQ1B Predator Sensor Operator
SERE Instructor Trainee
USAF Joint Special Operations Command
3rd Special Operations Squadron
Disabled Iraq and Afghanistan Veteran
Founder of Project RED HAND
Cian Westmoreland
Senior Airman
RF Transmissions Systems
USAF CENTCOM
73rd Expeditionary Air Control Squadron
Disabled Afghanistan Veteran
Project RED HAND‘s Sustainable
Technology Director
Stephen Lewis
Senior Airman
MQ1B Predator Sensor Operator

USAF Joint Special Operations Command
3rd Special Operations Squadron
Iraq and Afghanistan Veteran
Michael Haas
Senior Airman
MQ1B Predator Sensor Operator Instructor
USAF Air Combat Command
15th Reconnaissance Squadron
Iraq and Afghanistan Veteran

