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A Note on How This Book Makes Its Argument

Some of what follows is documented fact. Declassified government records. Congressional testimony. Court findings. FBI files dragged into daylight through decades of litigation and FOIA requests. The on-record confessions of the people who ran these programs. When this book cites those things, the footnotes are there. The sourcing is solid. You can go find every document yourself if you don't believe me.

Some of what follows is documented fact arranged inside a frame. The structural argument — that two documented operations, COINTELPRO and the conditions enabling the psychedelic counterculture, served a single strategic function at the same historical moment — that's the book's original contribution. That's argument, not additional documentation. The reader should evaluate it as argument. It should be challenged, tested, and interrogated. That's how it's meant to work.

Some of what follows is an investigative question. A gap in the record. A place where the CIA shredded the answer in 1973 before the Senate could subpoena it. Those gaps are named as gaps throughout. When this book asks a question, it's asking a question. It's not answering it by implication and hoping you don't notice the difference.

The difference between documented, inferred, and contested — that distinction is the difference between history and conspiracy theory. This book intends to stay on the right side of that line. When it identifies where the line is, that identification is deliberate. The argument is strong enough to make honestly. It doesn't need to manufacture certainty where certainty doesn't exist. [1]


[1] The methodological framework here follows Howard Zinn's People's History approach: ask who benefits, follow the institutional logic, and let the documented record speak before the interpretive frame. See Zinn, A People's History of the United States (New York: Harper & Row, 1980); see also Noam Chomsky and Edward Herman, Manufacturing Consent: The Political Economy of the Mass Media (New York: Pantheon, 1988) for the media filter model applied throughout this book.
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Chapter One: Who Benefits?
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Howard Zinn taught us one question. He didn't hide it. He put it at the front of everything he wrote, everything he said, every lecture he gave in every classroom he ever stood in. One question. Before you believe anything anyone tells you about history — one question. Who benefits from the story being told this way and not some other way? [2]

Not who was right. Not what the official record says. Not what your textbook decided was important enough to print. Who benefits. That's the whole methodology right there. That's the scalpel. You take that question into any historical moment, any policy decision, any 'organic cultural movement' — and you cut through the mythology until you hit the bone. The bone is always power. The bone is always money. The bone is always who gets to stay in charge and how they arranged it.

Apply that question to the 1960s. Apply it to the specific decade when the most powerful popular movements in American history — movements organized by Black Americans, fueled by Vietnam veterans, attended by the children of the working class — were simultaneously rising and collapsing. Apply it to the decade when the government was running the most extensive domestic surveillance and suppression program in its history. Apply it to the decade when a pharmacological compound studied by intelligence agencies for fifteen years somehow ended up in a hundred thousand hands in San Francisco at the precise moment those hands might otherwise have been building the multiracial coalition that the government had formally committed itself to preventing. [3]

Ask who benefits. Then follow the arithmetic.

The arithmetic is not complicated. It requires attention, not genius. It requires the willingness to look at what actually happened instead of the story that was sold to you afterward. Because there's always a story sold afterward. The story is always cleaner than the events. The story has heroes who meant well and villains who were isolated bad actors and a final resolution that leaves the fundamental arrangements of power intact and unquestioned. The story is always designed to make you feel like the system, whatever it did, has been corrected. Crisis over. Move along.

This book is about refusing to move along.

Specifically it's about two simultaneous operations running through the same decade, serving the same institutional interests, operated by different hands of the same body. The right hand: COINTELPRO. The FBI's formal domestic counterintelligence program, running from 1956 to 1971, targeting every Black political organization that was achieving effectiveness with a systematic arsenal of infiltration, manufactured evidence, forged letters, psychological warfare, and in documented cases, murder. The killing hand. [4]

The left hand: subtler, more deniable, more elegant in the way that institutional violence is always more elegant when it doesn't leave a body behind. The redirection of the most politically activated white generation in recent American history — the generation that was beginning to connect the dots between Vietnam and domestic racism, between American imperialism abroad and American apartheid at home — away from the coalition that was being built, and toward an interior experience. Toward music and philosophy and a molecule. Toward a movement that felt like revolution and functioned like a release valve.

Fred Hampton understood what was being built and what would have to happen if it succeeded. He was twenty years old and he already understood it. He called it the Rainbow Coalition. He sat down with street gangs and Puerto Rican activists and poor Appalachian white migrants and explained to them that their poverty had a common architect. That the same system that kept Black families in Chicago's West Side slums kept white families in Appalachian coal towns. That race was the oldest trick in the class war playbook — divide the poor against each other so they never look up at who's holding the bag. [5]

The FBI had a file on him before he was old enough to vote. They killed him before he was old enough to rent a car.

Meanwhile, in San Francisco, a hundred thousand young people were dropping acid and talking about love and unity and the dissolution of the ego. The media sent cameras. Life magazine ran twenty pages. The story of the decade, apparently, was happening in the Haight. Not in Chicago. Not in Oakland. Not in the jails where COINTELPRO's casualties were stacking up.

Who benefits from that story being the story of the 1960s? Sit with that. The rest of this book is the answer. [6]


[2] Zinn, A People's History of the United States, 1–9. Zinn's formulation — that history must be read from the perspective of the governed, not the governing — is the methodological backbone of this entire project.

[3] The formation and scope of COINTELPRO's Black Nationalist Hate Groups program is documented in the FBI memorandum, J. Edgar Hoover to All SACs, August 25, 1967, available through FBI FOIA Reading Room, vault.fbi.gov. The program's explicit mandate to prevent 'the rise of a messiah who could unify and electrify the militant Black nationalist movement' is reproduced in Ward Churchill and Jim Vander Wall, The COINTELPRO Papers (Boston: South End Press, 1990), 92.

[4] Church Committee, Final Report, Book II: Intelligence Activities and the Rights of Americans (Washington: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1976), 10–12.

[5] Jeffrey Haas, The Assassination of Fred Hampton: How the FBI and the Chicago Police Murdered a Black Panther (Chicago: Lawrence Hill Books, 2010), 18–25. On the Rainbow Coalition's specific composition and Hampton's organizing methodology, see also Ibram X. Kendi, Stamped from the Beginning (New York: Nation Books, 2016), 424–427.

[6] Chomsky and Herman, Manufacturing Consent, 1–35. The 'propaganda model' identifies structural reasons — ownership, advertising dependence, sourcing, disciplinary flak — why corporate media systematically amplifies stories that serve institutional interests and marginalizes stories that threaten them.
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Chapter Two: A Movement Too Dangerous to Leave Alone
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By 1963, Black America was winning. Not symbolically. Not in the abstract. Not in the moral-arc-of-the-universe sense that costs the people in power absolutely nothing to acknowledge. Winning in the courts. Winning in the streets. Winning in the newspapers of countries that the United States desperately needed on its side in the Cold War. Every photograph of Bull Connor's fire hoses hitting children in Birmingham was diplomatic ammunition for the Soviet Union, and Washington knew it. The Civil Rights Movement had discovered that the empire's greatest vulnerability was its self-image. [7]

The Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee was registering voters in Mississippi under conditions that should be described accurately: under gunfire, under constant threat of murder, under the watchful non-interference of a federal government that had the power to protect them and repeatedly chose not to. CORE was running Freedom Rides through the throat of the Deep South, boarding interstate buses into states where they knew they would be beaten. These were not symbolic gestures. These were calculated acts of organized confrontation with the structures of apartheid. They required discipline, strategy, courage sustained over years, and organizational infrastructure. [8]

Martin Luther King Jr. commanded the moral authority of a prophet and the strategic intelligence of a general. That combination — the spiritual language that drew white moderates and the tactical brilliance that produced real results — made him uniquely dangerous. Not dangerous in the way his enemies characterized him. Dangerous because he was winning. Dangerous because he was building power in a way the system had not figured out how to absorb. [9]

But what scared the people running things even more than organized nonviolent protest was what was happening in the cities. In the North. In the West. Places where legal desegregation meant nothing because the apartheid wasn't written into the law — it was written into the bank loans that weren't made, the jobs that weren't offered, the schools that weren't funded, the police that operated as an occupying force rather than a public service. Young Black people in Chicago and Detroit and Oakland and Harlem were reading Fanon. Reading Mao. Reading Malcolm X. They were connecting the dots between American racism at home and American imperialism abroad and arriving at conclusions that threatened not just the South's social arrangements but the entire economic architecture of the nation. [10]

Frantz Fanon wrote that colonialism is not a machine capable of thinking, a body capable of reasoning. It is naked violence and only gives in when confronted with greater violence. The Black radicals of the mid-1960s weren't all reading Fanon literally. But they were arriving at a Fanonian analysis — that the system would not reform itself, that reform required pressure, that pressure required power, that power required organization. They were building that organization. [11]

The thought that most needed to be prevented — the one that kept Hoover up at night, the one that COINTELPRO was formally designed to suppress — was the connection between domestic racism and American empire. Once a generation understands that the same economic logic that maintains poverty in Black urban communities requires military violence in Vietnam, you have a unified political analysis. Unified analysis produces unified movement. Unified movement produces power. Power produces change. Change threatens the arrangements that the people running things have spent generations constructing. [12]

OEBPS/d2d_images/chapter_title_above.png





OEBPS/d2d_images/chapter_title_corner_decoration_left.png





OEBPS/d2d_images/cover.jpg
THE

ACID TEST

HOW LSD WAS USED T0
: THE CIVIL RIGHTS MOVEMENT

JUNTER INTELLIGENCE PROGRAM
>
SLACK NATIONALIST - HATE

J.M. ALEXANDER

YELLABOY PRODUCTIONS





OEBPS/d2d_images/chapter_title_corner_decoration_right.png





OEBPS/d2d_images/chapter_title_below.png





