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The public anger against a University of Colorado professor who made 
comparisons between victims of 9-11 and Adolf Eichmann, the Nazi war criminal, 
has become a ground swell. State governors have called him a terrorist. 
Newspaper opinion pieces and blogs across the country are condemning him. Both 
the Colorado House and Senate have already passed nonbonding resolutions 
denouncing Ward Churchill's comments as "evil and inflammatory." By the time 
this writing is published, he may or may not have been terminated from his 
tenured professorship, but if not there will surely be even more wrath against 
him from the American public. In either case, these reactions should be a 
warning to everyone. But what kind of warning?
Aside from important considerations regarding the sanctity of tenure versus a 
1994 Supreme Court case that concluded that government employers may be able 
to discharge employees for anti-government speech; and also setting aside 
expected emotions relating to a perceived disrespect for the 9-11 victims, the 
public should be alerted to a more dire threat. The greatest danger of this 
wave of anti-Churchill sentiments is that the importance of Ttruth will be 
brought down to an even lower level than it already is in the American psyche. 
There are three essential arenas in this case where truth is being ignored. 
The first relates to Churchill's comments and intentions themselves. The 
second is about the truths that surround his comments and intentions that will 
be surely be dismissed by too many. The third relates to the ignoring of 
thousands of other equally high profile writers who have spoken similarly. I 
will briefly address each of these.
 First, the quote that has everyone so bothered came from Churchill's
"stream-of-consciousness interpretive reaction to the September 11 
counterattack" rather than a "finished piece on the topic." He said this in an 
addendum to the essay that he wrote three years ago when the U.S. began its 
attack on Afghanistan. He also said, "I'll readily admit that I've been far 
less than thorough and quite likely wrong about a number of things." He posted 
the essay on the Internet to evoke a counter point to the notion that the 
United States was about to launch a war against a "loosely affiliated network 
of terrorists in sixty countries," to use Bush's own words. In writing the 
actual essay of the same title, "Some People Push Back," in his 2003 text, On 
the Justice of Roosting Chickens: Reflections on the Consequences of U.S. 
Imperial Arrogance and Criminality, he did not use the earlier phrase that has 
stimulated so much angst, "upon the little Eichmanns inhabiting the sterile 
sanctuary of the twin towers." Rather, in referring to the idea that the U.S.
"brought it on themselves" and that the work done in the World Trade Center 
was a symbol of a long list of atrocities against innocent people around the 
world, he states in the published book, "To be sure, I've 'oversimplified," 
committed "reductionism' and 'compared apples and oranges' in offering the 
analogy between the U.S. globalization policies and the Nazi experience."
This defense of his words and his intents might not stand strong in light of 
his recent comments on CNN where he refused to apologize for anything he has 
said. However, in the context of his statements, he clearly made a comparison 
between the innocent civilians killed in the Twin Towers and the killed 
innocent civilians the U.S. military refers to as "collateral damage." This 
would seem to prove that his earlier, "stream-of-consciousness" essay and its 
comments about "little Eichmanns" referred not to all of the victims of 9-11, 
but only to those symbolically targeted by the attackers who were seen as 
partially responsible for the horrors of globalization that have been and 
continue to be inflicted on people, especially Indigenous People, around the 
world.
This brings us to the second dimension of truth regarding his "Eichmann" 
comment.  Just how accurate is the analogy is a question no one dares ask. It 
is obvious that Churchill's view regarding the Eichmann comparison refers to 
people who are characterized by the "just following orders" syndrome. In his 
original essay he emphasizes that ignorance is no excuse and that that word,
"ignore," is indeed the main feature of the concept. In fact, Eichmann himself 
stressed that "I am guilty of having been obedient, having subordinated myself 
to my official duties and the obligations of war service and my oath of 
allegiance and my oath of office, and in addition, once the war started, there 
was also martial law." Professor David Cesarani, for a BBC history article on
"Adolph Eichmann: The Mind of a War Criminal," described Eichmann's 
long-standing evangelical affiliations (even after most SS men broke with 
religion); his sense that the Jews were the enemy; that his loyalty to his job 
was paramount; that he was "not the central, demonic figure of the Nazi regime 
he was made out to be in his trial and as he has become in popular memory;" 
and that "at no point before mid 1941 could he have known where it was 
leading." How similar really are such tendencies in comparison to those who 
worked in the Pentagon or in the World Trade Center? That Eichmann committed 
atrocities is beyond doubt, but Churchill's analogy in relating the true and 
complex Eichmann to citizens who are now following orders or ignoring where 
things are leading in this country might better be viewed as a vital wake-up 
call, than only some great insult to victims of 9-11.  
How many people in the Pentagon or in the World Trade Center were "ignoring" 
the consequences of their paper shuffling and corporate board activities?  How 
many were "collateral damage" in a similar sense to those who have died at the 
hands of U.S. bombs? How many were working for the multi-national corporations 
that have left a trail of closed factories, laid off workers, lost economies, 
destroyed lives, sweat shops, bombing raids and occupations, and the killing 
of hundreds of thousands of innocent people? Churchill had a better grasp on 
the answer to this than most. His painstaking research and numerous 
publications have led him toward his conclusions. But he is not alone! Dozens 
of scholarly books, hundreds of articles and thousands of Internet voices 
share his concern. Other scholars have even made direct comparisons between 
the Bush regime and Nazi Germany, as have at least one former victim of the 
concentration camps. See, for example, "A Voice from Nazi Germany. A Survivor 
Shows Parallels Between Nazism and Trends in the U.S." or the Yale Ph.D., 
Norman D. Livergood,  whose website makes a clear analogy between current U.S. 
policies and Nazi ones. Or recall the German justice minister who referred to 
Bush tactics as similar to "one that Hitler used."  What of the PBS special 
and the international news articles relating to Prescott Bush's direct support 
of the Nazi war machine? What of the recently release documents from the 
National Security Archive that show the U.S. government's relationship with 
Reinhard Gehlen, Germany's Intelligence Chief? Should all the producers, news 
agencies and reporters, from Charlie Rose to the BBC to Democracy Now and the 
NSA, be disparaged for reporting the truth or for making analogies that might 
prevent the U.S. from continuing down the road to fascism that many scholars 
besides Churchill see as likely? Worse, should we allow the public resentment 
to further cover up authentic truth-seeking discussions that should emerge 
from such comments?  If so, this indeed is what ultimately happened in Nazi 
Germany.
Churchill said that his comparisons were "apples and oranges," thus 
recognizing that any comparison is not perfect. The greater danger in this 
case, however, is that we will now all be less likely to see similarities 
between the Abu Ghraib tortures, the Patriot Act or the corporate war-machines 
propaganda and Hitler's plans and actions. Should we not be quick to realize 
that the "we were only following orders" defense of Eichmann might be being 
used today and might be proven to have similar consequences, of a different 
nature perhaps than the Final Solution, but similarly grave? 
We should never trivialize the holocaust, not the Jewish one or the American 
Indian one, but if we abandon comparisons to the rise of totalitarianism or 
corporate fascism or Naziism with trends in the U.S. today, what will we say 
if such possibilities manifest themselves.
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