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Letter from the Editors

in this edition:

Dear reader,
As the arguments of philosophers have for centuries affirmed, truth is a tricky issue.  We (a group of individuals that’s worked together to put out the first and second editions 
of this newsletter) are not necessarily all interested in trying to say what is the whole truth about I-69, or anything else for that matter. What we know are our own truths, 
based on our beliefs that inevitably affect our perceptions.  One thing we have, though, come to recognize as an incontrovertible fact is that in this world we live in today, 
where power is so systematically bestowed upon some and denied to others, not all truths are equal.  Because this newsletter in some ways purports to tell the truth, we would 
like to keep this in mind as we describe to you our intentions and hopes for this publication.
Before we can talk about our truths, we find we must address what might be referred to as ‘dominant truths’ - those things taken by and large as givens by society, so ingrained 
as to be invisible to scrutiny.  Media is one the primary transmitters of these ideas, that has great influence not only over what people hear about the world, but how they relate 
to it.  Though it is undesirable to try to explain away media’s position with overarching statements, there are some definite noticeable trends in corporate media’s portrayal of 
I-69 and the struggles around it.
As the Evansville Courier and Press has been by far the most avid reporter of I-69, we’ll focus our analysis on this paper.  Skimming through old issues, one is quite over-
whelmed by the sheer number of mentions of the road: over the past 3 weeks, there have been 12 (including 9 full stories).  Most of these are blatantly in support of the road.  
Other considerations aside, this isn’t surprising when one takes a look at some other numbers.  In the paper’s past 8 stories, 3 interviews were with INDOT and other I-69 
planners, 5 with the police, 3 with representatives of business interests, and 4 with government officials.  Only one was with an opponent to the road.  In all we’ve read, over 
the past year, which has seen hundreds of references to I-69, there has been one mention of affected landowners, and nothing quoted from any of them.
While it is obviously the case (expressed explicitly in editorials and implicitly in the ways I-69 gets reported) that the C&P wants I-69 to be built, we believe that this gross 
misrepresentation is not just political maneuvering by the C&P of its power to influence opinion.  Consciously or not, the C&P’s choice to only represent the voices of those 
with political power in regards to I-69, both is influenced by and furthers a very consistent dominant truth - that people cannot really hope and strive to change the world.
Because of all the individuals and institutions that actively (and self-interestedly) insist that change can only come from above, we are forced always to respond.  For example 
in this issue, we are publishing lots of ‘action reporting.’  But this is not because we want to convince people to struggle in certain ways:  we want for these and other responses 
to be known so that the story about I-69 resistance doesn’t just get read as usual - ‘attempts at resistance, as could be expected, were all quashed.’  Because whether or not we 
all agree on how the road might be stopped, or even on if it could be, we still want to be able to struggle with those around us, to create our own experiences in response to 
those things we hate, despite the world’s insistence on how impossible this is.
As devastating as this sentiment can be, an equally destructive truth widely accepted in US society since the end of the depression is ‘what’s good for business is good for the 
people.’  There is surely not the space here to describe all the reasons we find this idea so hateful and harmful.  Perhaps all there is to do is to briefly mention some of the ways 
corporate media pushes this myth on us, because it is very powerful and deserves attention.  To focus, again on the Evansville Courier & Press, should be helpful.  Like all 
corporate newspapers, the C&P devotes a large portion of its print space to a ‘business’ section – the Evansville Business Journal.  The EBJ, read and influenced by Evansville’s 
economic elite, expends a great proportion of its resources to produce news stories that will highlight Evansville’s economic ‘growth,’ consistently blurring the lines between 
corporate interest and public or workers’ interest.  
In a recent story, “Evansville Offers Much to Developers,” the EBJ interviewed ‘local’ millionaire David Matthews, who conducts much of his real estate business around 
Evansville (and whose interests, looking at a list of previous clients, quite coincide with both INDOT and developers like the I-69 planners BLA).  Matthews believes - be-
cause of the way corporations and groups like the Southwest Indiana Development Council have pushed to influence everything from taxes to infrastructure like I-69, in 
order to best suit profit interests - that Evansville is a great place to do business.  The EBJ adds to Matthews’ opinions their spiel about the benefits of I-69, and then follows 
these comments with a list of why Evansville is a great place to live.  
Regardless of one’s opinions on this second comment, it is the first – Matthews’ belief that Evansville is a good place to do business - that might certainly be true.  There is 
debate even in the world of economists whether or not I-69 would bring more, quality jobs to southwestern Indiana (let alone the effects it will have on millions of impover-
ished workers throughout Central and South America).  But what there is no debate about is that I-69’s existence will increase the profits of giant multinational corporations 
and the world’s economic elite, and encourage them to locate near it.  The increased profits of a few and the betterment of the Evansville population are not one and the same, 
and it is quite more than a disservice to their readers that the C&P should present them as such.
It should come as no surprise that a corporate media outlet like the C&P would actively promote a pro-business outlook.  This newspaper, along with 18 others, is owned 
by the E.W. Scripps Company.  In addition to these papers, Scripps manages television stations and websites such as Shopzilla.   This company, though, is fairly small time 
in the media world.  In the United States presently, six corporations (Disney, “New” Viacom, TimeWarner, News Corp, Bertelsmann AG, and General Electric) own more 
than 90% of the media holdings.   
Despite all the voices of all the most powerful people proclaiming the pure and unfettered merits of ‘capitalist development,’ we have identified present economic systems 
as being one of the primary causes of human suffering.   To be able to imagine struggle against this imposed suffering, we must be able to articulate our opposition to it, to 
insist upon the realities of capitalist exploitation.  For this reason, we attempt in this publication to outline different aspects of the exploitation I-69 represents, and would 
further.
In response to the (sometimes somewhat) obvious biases implicit in any media produced by the very powerful, people across the world have established thousands of ‘in-
dependent media centers’.  For some of the reasons outlined above, we might include ourselves in this movement.  But we would rather further describe our reasons than to 
blindly assume that they are the same as those behind all these other efforts.   One difference is that, although we certainly are not making money off this publication, we 
would not choose the term ‘independent’ to describe it.  We very markedly do not exist outside of all the structures of economic and political power: our existence is defined 
by them, we are affected.  We are not unbiased.  We are individuals who desire that our voices and our struggles have meaning, have effect in our lives and our world.
As we try to live our lives, to create experiences as we would like for them to be, we find that we must confront these power structures.  Because we’d like to struggle against 
hierarchy in all its manifestations, this means that we want for others’ (disempowered by capitalism, by the political systems, by patriarchy and racism, by so many other 
systems of power distribution) struggles to have effect as well, for their voices to be heard.  But we don’t wish for this publication to portray the ‘voice of the people,’ or of ‘the 
disempowered,’ or of the movement against I-69. Instead, we long for a world where everyone could have a voice. 
Moreover, we would like to recognize the undesirability of the ideal that there might be a united ‘voice of the people.’  We want nothing to do with all those who insidiously 
insist on striving to profit off the suffering of others, and we hope that we can respond to them in the most careful and thoughtful of manners, in order to best fight the 
tendencies they represent and endorse.
To this end, we do hope that this publication might strengthen the myriad movements against I-69.  And so we hope that the information contained in these pages will not 
be accepted uncritically or passively, as media so often is.  We hope, that if you feel compelled, you will respond to this information, whether in thought, conversation, action, 
however you will.
We hope that this information can be helpful to you in your struggles,
the editors
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 Anti-I69 pro-
testers staged a 
raucous torch-lit 
march through 
the streets of 
d o w n t o w n 
Bloomington, 
Indiana on Sat-
urday evening 
to protest the ar-
rest of two tree-
sitters and six 
ground support-
ers at the I-69 
c o n s t r u c t i o n 
site just north of 
Evansville.  One 
marcher was 
arrested and 
charged with disorderly con-
duct and obstructing traffic af-
ter having taken pictures of the 
police following the march.  He 
was later released on his own 
recognizance. 

     Torches lit up the night sky at 
the Saturday action.  Marchers 
carried banners, banged drums 
and set off bottle rockets.  
Bloomington police remained 

Retaliatory 
Actions Flare 
After Tree-Sit 
Eviction 
Office Demonstrations in 
Bloomington and Gary
by two anonymous participants

Bloomington -

    Around 3:30 p.m. on Friday 
June 20th, in response to the 
eviction of the tree-sit and 
the reckless and dangerous 
arrests of the tree-sitters and 
their supporters, opponents 
of the highway converged 
upon the I-69 planning office 
in downtown Bloomington, 
Indiana. Armed only with 
whistles, signs, and shouts of 
rage, these opponents of the 
interstate raised a ruckus in 
the lobby, chanting “I-69, shut 
it down! Michael J. Baker out 
of our town!” Michael J. Baker 
is the company that oversees 
the planning of Section 5 of 
I-69. The office has been closed 
recently due to “illness”.

Several employees from other 
offices in the building tried to 
photograph the protesters, and 
one businessperson walked out-
side and blocked the doors in an 
attempt to keep the protesters 
inside until police arrived. The 
protesters managed to escape, 
but one person was tackled out-
side by the plainclothes Detec-
tive Cody Forston. Forston hand-
cuffed and pinned this person 
on the ground until a convoy 
of three police cars arrived. 
The arrested man was charged 
with battery and domestic dis-
turbance, although the charge 
of domestic disturbance was 
dropped. One ‘copwatcher’ 
with a camcorder recorded the 
arrest.

 Since the eviction of the tree 
sit, I-69 opponents throughout 
southern Indiana have been  
increasingly followed and has

on the sidelines as people took 
the streets and stalled traffic.  
As they passed the jail they 
taunted the police with  “no 
more roads, no more jails,” “you 
can’t put our friends in jail, we 
will drive the final nail,” and “we 
will win!” Bloomington police 
officials apparently selected 
their burliest officers to stand 
side by side in a show of force 
at the I-69 planning office for 

Section 5. Numer-
ous bystanders 
joined the action.

  A number of 
people were fol-
lowed by police 
as they left the 
march. I-69 oppo-
nents have been 
tailed by uni-
formed and plain-
clothes police in 
both the Evans-
ville and Bloom-
ington areas. One 
group traveling 
between Louis-
ville and Evans-

ville was followed for several 
hours and then detained for an 
additional two hours as police 
searched their vehicle without 
a warrant. 

For a more detailed account, 
listen to Bloomington public ra-
dio (WFHB):

http://news.wfhb.org/news/au-
dio/DLN20080623.mp3

I-69 Tree-Sit Brutally Evicted
2 Protesters Ripped from the Tree Tops and Arrested, 6 Ground Support Also Arrested
from the I-69 Media Office

     In the early morning of June 
20th 2008, a little more than 
one month after having been 
established, the first tree-sit 
in the way of construction of 
I-69 in was evicted. Around 
25 officers arrived on the site, 
including members of the 
Indiana State Police (ISP), the 
Gibson County Sheriff’s office, 
and the Indiana Department of 
Natural Resources (IDNR). 
 
    The tree protesters were on 
land owned by INDOT, west of 
Indiana State Road 57 and south 
of SR 68. One month earlier, as 
news and federal helicopters 

around 7:30 am, after an officer 
- with the aid of other officers 
in a cherry picker - climbed up 
the tree and pulled the sitter 
off, without the safety of any 
ropes. The sitter maintained cell 
phone communication with 
people outside the sit because 
officers would not allow third 
party legal observation: the 
entire removal was recorded. 
According to the tapes, officers 
refused to identify themselves 
or give their badge numbers 
until the second tree was 
evicted. The protester in 
that tree (also maintaining 
cell phone communication) 

circled around the land and 
officers photographed the 
tree-sit from the ground, INDOT 
officials announced to the 
media that the protesters were 
not directly in the way of the 
route. On June 20th though, 
it appears INDOT found the 
removal of the sit necessary for 
the beginning of construction. 
At INDOT’s request, the tree-
sitters along with their ground 
support were forcibly and 
dangerously removed from the 
site. 
 
    The first sitter was officially 
removed from his platform at 

Breaking News
Torch Lit March Blazes Through Bloomington
I-69 Opponents Show Their Support for Evicted Tree-Sitters and Their Distaste for INDOT
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Marchers wind through the streets of Bloomington, torches in hand.   
Photo by Steve Higgs



Action Reporting

    In the late evening of May 19th, the presi-
dent and vice president of Gohmann A&C 
woke to the enraged chanting of “I-69! Stop it 
now!” outside their residential homes in Lanes-
ville and Floyds Knobs, Indiana. Fast-forward 
one week, in Evansville and Louisville, other 
executives of the company found themselves 
in similar situations: roughly a dozen furious 
opponents, outside their homes, demanding 
that they “drop all connections to the con-
struction of Interstate 69.”
     In the past few weeks, demonstrators have 
visited several houses belonging to high-
level executives of the construction company 
called Gohmann Asphalt and Construction, in-
cluding Michael J. Gohmann and John R. Go-
hmann, its president and vice president. The 
protestors have emblazoned signs that said 
“Resist Eco-Devastation” and “Polluting the 
land, polluting the water… profiting off the 
Earth’s slaughter!” 
     Gohmann Asphalt and Construction has 
been actively contributing to the destruction 
of the rolling hills, the hardwood forests and 
the homes belonging to the people and wild-
life of southern Indiana since 1950. This com-
pany builds and maintains roads, highways 
and bridges and supplies construction ma-
terials to others involved in this devastating 
business of development. They also manage 
several asphalt and concrete plants, limestone 

quarries and a number of commercial as well 
as residential trucking companies across In-
diana and Kentucky. 
     The Indiana Department of Transportation 
recently awarded Gohmann Asphalt and 
Construction with a $25.23 million contract 
to begin constructing the first 1.77 miles of 
what is projected to be Interstate 69. In ad-
dition to this they were contracted to clear 
the land between Interstate 64 and State 
Road 68 with a $70, 000 incentive from IN-
DOT. Interestingly, just a few short months 
prior to this pat on the back from the state, 
this construction company had just finalized 
fraud claims, stating that they has deceived 
the state and the people of Indiana. Accord-
ing to allegations, company employees had 
swapped out asphalt density samples of 
good quality with some of failing quality, for 
the purpose of “fraudulently inflating pay-
ments it received for 132 Kentucky and In-
diana road projects.” By December of 2007, 
Gohmann A&C agreed to pay the state a set-
tlement of $8.2 million rather than proceed-
ing to court, hinting at the possibility that 
they wanted to keep these claims as quiet as 
they could manage. 
     If INDOT is so swiftly willing to collaborate 
with this company that recently defrauded 
the people of Indiana and Kentucky in or-
der to cut costs and corners, then this deal 

     About 25 people demonstrated in front 
of the Frederick offices of Michael Baker Jr. 
Inc. on Tuesday in hopes of bringing atten-
tion to the company’s role in construction 
of the I-69 “superhighway” from Canada to 
Mexico.
      The design and engineering firm, which 
has 50 offices in the U.S. and overseas, 
will build a segment of the highway from 
Bloomington, Ind. to Indianapolis.
     Dylan Petrohilos, 18, who helped organize 
the event, said the demonstration showed 
solidarity with two activists in Indiana who 
began “tree sits” May 20 -- refusing to leave 
trees near the planned construction as a 
protest.
     Participants included local members of 

with Gohmann A&C speaks loudly to where 
INDOT invests their loyalties. In the words of 
Tim Maloney of the Hoosier Environmental 
Council, this new contract for Gohmann to 
begin work on Interstate 69 “should raise red 
flags for everybody who’s concerned about 
accountability in government and govern-
ment contractors.”
     As communities come together to stop 
the expansion of Interstate 69 it is becoming 
clear that a diversity of tactics are needed.  
Working to expose some of the truths be-
hind the companies involved in this project 
has emerged as one of many strategic ap-
proaches. I-69 opponent Emily Graham said 
that the home demonstrations are a critical 
step towards holding people involved ac-
countable. “Gohmann is profiting off the 
destruction of people’s homes and families- 
it’s only fair that the communities in which 
their executives live know how they make 
their fat salaries.” Emily further elaborated 
on this thought with us by stating: “While 
we are fighting against the construction of 
I-69, I feel that it is important to move away 
from seeing the road as an abstract project, 
and start targeting the specific politicians 
and profiteers that are pushing it through.”            
Hopefully these demonstrations combined 
with the hard work of countless individuals 
and groups in Indiana will reveal miscon-
ceptions and challenge corporate interest 
and eventually contribute to the end of con-
struction.
    

Potomac Earth First!, which Petrohilos de-
scribed as dedicated to a “no-compromise at-
titude” in defense of the earth.
     Goals of the demonstration were to dis-
courage businesses from working with Mi-
chael Baker Jr. Inc. and to send a message to 
management, Petrohilos said.
     “I’m hoping the (employees) will tell their 
higher-ups that people are angry about them 
being involved with I-69,” he said.
     After walking from Baker Park, the group 

demonstrated peacefully for about 20 min-
utes outside the offices of Michael Baker Jr. 
Inc. on College Avenue.
     Behind a Potomac Earth First! banner, the 
demonstrators yelled “I-69: Shut it down. Mi-
chael Baker out of our town,” and “Your mon-
ey, your fault.”
     Kathleen Harris came from Martinsburg 
to participate. She has traveled to Indiana, 
where she said farmland and old growth for-
ests will be destroyed for the project. She is 
also concerned about the number of people 
being displaced because of the project.
     “Michael Baker, 190,000 acres of trees in 
Indiana are going to be turned into pavement 
because of you,” she yelled outside the office 
Tuesday.
     Susan Derse came to watch the demon-
stration after hearing noise outside her home 
near Baker Park. She said she wasn’t aware of 
the I-69 project but was glad to see the pro-
test.
     “They’re young and that’s what’s really en-
couraging,” she said. “They’re not apathetic.”

Action in Frederick, 
Maryland
Michael Baker Jr. Targeted by Local 
Group
by Calling McGough, of the Frederick News Post

Gohmann A&C Executives Protested
Demonstrators Visit the Heads of I-69 Construction Company
by Edith and Oliver Luthier
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     According to an article in the 
Indianapolis Star, Gov. Mitch 
Daniels has agreed to buy up 
to 25 homes on the projected 
route for I-69 through Martins-
ville that were affected by the 
month’s floods. The article por-
trays Mitch as a hero, gracefully 
sweeping into the troubled 
lives of owners of the land 
where his beloved (privatized?) 
highway will run.  The flaws in 
this plan are only outsized by 
Mitch’s enormous ego. Since 
this is a short opinion article, I’ll 

just name a few.  

   Let’s begin with Mitch’s skills 
as a budget director. Accord-
ing to Daniels, the estimated 
budget for I-69—which is 
federal mandated but largely 
state-funded—will be about 
$4 -4.5 billion dollars. Let’s not 
forget that Daniels is the very 
same guy who said that the 
Iraq war would cost no more 
than $50 billion in 2002 when 
he worked as Bush’s Budget 
Director. The war, by the way, 

has burned its way through more 
than $600 billion dollars to-date 
(soon to exceed $1 
trillion according 
to MSNBC.com).  At 
a rate of 2 years per 
1.7 miles (projected 
construction time 
for section 1, ac-
cording to the Indi-
anapolis Star) and 
with the rise in gas 
prices and wages 
for construction 
workers for twenty 
years, the amount 
of sinkholes and 
caves which will 
need to leveled, pro-
fessionals have estimated a cost 
of a minimum of $ 7 billion.   In 

the case of buying these homes, 
however, Daniels will undoubtedly 

be a tightwad when he writes the 
checks—let’s just hope if he does 
buy these homes he gives them 

     Around noon on Wednesday 
June 11th, 15 protesters staged 
an office demonstration at the 
I-69 planning office in down-
town Bloomington. The office 
is home to the Michael J Baker 
Jr company, which is contract-
ed to do the highway planning 
and environmental studies 
for Section 5 of the proposed 
I-69 route. As was reported on 
Bloomington community radio 
the following day, the office has 
open hours one day a week, 
though is currently “closed in-
definitely due to illness”. This 
planning office has been target-
ed heavily in the past few years, 
as it is the physical manifesta-
tion of the highway in Bloom-
ington, a hotbed of resistance 
to the road. Michael J Baker has 
come under fire again lately for 
its involvement in the I-69 proj-
ect, being targeted by actions 
in both Bloomington as well 
as Frederick, Maryland, where 
the company has another road 
planning office.

 The demonstration on Wednes-
day consisted of protesters 

splitting their efforts, with a 
group going inside to chant 
to the other occupants of the 
building that Michael J Bak-
er should be evicted, while 
many others remained out-
side to chalk the sidewalks. 
And, as if to symbolize what 
the concrete of the highway 
is doing to 
the people 
of southern 
Indiana, the 
front win-
dow of the 
building was 
smashed by a chunk of con-
crete as the protesters were 
leaving. 
 
     The Mayor of Bloomington, 
Mark Kruzan, who insists that 
he is against the road, issued 
a statement about the protest 
on Wednesday afternoon in 
which he called the action “vi-
olent” and said that “anything 
other than peaceful protest of 
the highway project is simply 
not acceptable.” What Kru-
zan fails to recognize in this 
statement is how violence is 

being defined within this road 
project and who is making that 
definition. Is it the protesters 
who throw chunks of concrete at 
windows that are being violent? 
Or is it the state government 
that orders its police officers to 
forcibly evict families from their 
homes, brings in construction 
equipment to tear up their farms 
and gardens, cuts down their 
woods, drains their wetlands and 

d isplaces 
them from 
their liveli-
hoods in 
order to go 
ahead with 
the proj-

ect, that is perpetrating the ac-
tual violence? It is easy for politi-
cians such as Kruzan to use their 
power as public officials to make 
statements that place the blame 
of violence where it doesn’t be-
long, in order to mask the fact 
that they are complicit in the ac-
tual violence being perpetrated 
by the state. 

     The state gets to decide what 
is and isn’t “violent”, and conve-
niently always leaves out any 
and all actions it might take. The 
mass media neatly follows this 

line by playing up the “violent” acts 
of protesters while purposefully 
not mentioning the scare tactics 
used by the police when evicting 
families from their homes. Given 
that this is the case, we who are 
opposed to the road must make 
sure to not let the state decide for 
us how we are going to protest this 
horrendous road building project 
by defining violence in such a way 
that leads to the marginalization of 
some within the opposition. That 
is, we must all band together and 
fight this explicitly violent proj-
ect being forced upon us all by a 
violent state and not let the sen-
sationalized accounts of “violent” 
protests drive any of us apart from 
each other. 

The state gets to decide what is 
and isn’t “violent”, and conve-

niently always leaves out any and 
all actions it might take.

One City Center, the building in down-
town Bloomington where Michael 
Baker Jr. “has an office”

Opinion
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“Flood” continued on page 7

INDOT Preys on Flood Victims in 
Martinsville
Buying Flooded Houses to Smash Highway Resistance
by  Sarah Umphrey

Anonymous Protesters Target I-69 Planning 
Office in Bloomington

Allegations of Violence from the Media and Politicians
by Jennifer Smith

        

     



Nature Walk on the Route
by Forrest Shaner and Ada May

     For the first few months 
of spring this year, Chuck 
Ramsden had found small 
bird feathers arranged almost 
perfectly in circles around his 
property. It had been a curi-
osity for Chuck all spring, and 
on May 10th of this year 
he saw an opportunity 
to solve the mystery.  He 
stood back behind fif-
teen residents of south-
ern Indiana who’d come 
to participate in a nature 
walk on his property and 
stared at the ground as 
he listened to leaders of 
the walk list the plants 
along the trail while his 
wife Linda took notes: 
Wild Cherry, Wild Grape, 
Mulberry, Green Briar, Wild 
Yam, Elderberry, Solomon 
Seal, Wild Garlic. 
     A few members of the group 
stood back to listen to Chuck 
as he commented on his 
property and told the history 
of different parts of the land. 
When it seemed the group 
had stopped for a moment, to 

a mother and son who raised 
sheep just beyond the fence 
which marked his property.  A 
creek which flowed across his 
property was easily crossed by 
bridges he’d built with his sons 
from materials collected and 

donated by his neigh-
bors. The bridges are 
named after his sons 
and neighbors. Closer 
to his house, Chuck has 
built an area for prayer 
and meditation. Not far 
from there rest the two 
graves of his pet dogs.  
     The Ramsden’s live 
in Section four of the 
proposed route for I-69. 
They have more than 

ten years to wait before 
they will hear from Indiana De-
partment of Transportation (IN-
DOT). If I-69 is built it will run in 
a perfect diagonal cut straight 
over the Ramsden’s property 
leaving only two corners across 
from each other. Remnants 
to mark the life that had once 
been a home; small feathers of 
the 

examine a few bushes off the 
path, he decided to ask one 
of the participants what they 
thought the circle of feathers 
might mean. Chuck’s suspi-
cions were confirmed. When 
large birds of prey have 

successfully caught a smaller 
bird, they pause for a moment 
to remove the feathers of their 
future meal to allow for less 
wind resistance and faster 
flights to their nests. 
     Chuck paused for a moment 
longer before continuing 
his walk with the visitors. He 
pointed to his neighbor’s yard, 

Updates

“Nature” continued on page 7Community BBQ a Success
by  Andis Karburn

     On June 14th 2008, the 
I-69 Listening Project hosted 
a community barbeque for 
various people involved in 
I-69 resistance, in-
cluding people liv-
ing on the route 
and activists from 
across Indiana, the 
rest of the U.S., 
and Canada. The 
barbeque was the 
first large-scale in-
teraction between 
the two groups, 
bridging many dif-
ferences among 
them.  Young and 
old, city kids and farmers, veg-
etarians and the more carnivo-
rous all enjoyed a sunny after-
noon and the New Lake Park 
just outside of Oakland City, 

Indiana. Overall, the afternoon 
dinner was a success. Much 
discussion was had about the 
resistance to I-69 and people 

came to understand their 
common ground.
     After some swimming and 
lots of eating, we had a group 
discussion about I-69 resis-

tance. We started with the vari-
ous points of view that people 
were coming from: some were 

concerned about their 
property, some were 
concerned about their 
legal rights, some were 
focused on fighting 
corporate domination 
and exploitation. What 
seemed to resonate with 
everyone was the need 
to buy time. As long as 
INDOT’s process is being 
held up in court through 
landowner resistance to 
eminent domain or as 
long as land defense is 

maintained or other actions 
carried out, the more construc-
tion of the road is put off. Non-
landowners pledged to be 

Nature Walk Participants Pause to Look at Plants

sled by local and state police, and 
possibly other agencies. Clearly, 
the forces of capital, law, and order 
are trying to quench the growing 
resistance to their destructive proj-
ects. But as one banner dropped 
on Saturday in Bloomington read, 
“repression breeds resistance”. 
Nothing the state can do to us 
will destroy our love for this land 
and our communities and our 
rage at those who would pave 
over them.

Gary -
    In solidarity with the recent 

tree-sit evictees, a group of North-
west Indiana protesters visited the 
INDOT subdistrict office in Gary, 
Indiana.  They marched into the 
office holding signs and playing 
homemade instruments.  The office 
workers looked up from their work 
unamused, and slightly confused.  
Chanting “Don’t arrest our friends, 
don’t cut down our trees, Evans-
ville solidarity” they questioned 
the workers about their level of 
awareness.  Not one of them knew 
anything of the road.  INDOT has 
tried to keep anything about I-69 
and its resistors under a shroud of 
secrecy and lies, even to its own 
employees. 

  As the group was being escort-
ed out of the building, the workers 
seemed sympathetic to the news 
of forced evictions and wildlife 
destruction, but they ultimately 
complied with the policies of 
their employers.  They were not 
mean, or stupid, they just didn’t 
know.  Like most people outside 
of certain progressive, radical, or 
otherwise academic circles, they 
have had no access to information 
regarding the potential losses of 
Indiana residents.  They do not 
know the personal, much less the 
global, implications of this partic-
ular leg of infrastructure.  As this 
struggle is carried on more people 
will become aware of the import 
of its outcome, and those that 
profit from this pillaging of the 
people will be exposed for their 
deceptions and outright lies.  They 
cannot come in, in the wee hours 
of the morning to one location to 
shut us up.  We are everywhere!

6
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prey consumed by a larger bird for a faster 
flight to its nest.   

     Further south in Section One, INDOT has 
already begun to pick apart the lives of resi-
dents of southern Indiana. Felled trees, fallow 
fields and the foundations of homes already 
bulldozed mark where INDOT has been and 
where I-69 will be if it is not stopped. Only a 
few miles to the north is the home of Nancy 
and Terry Gehlhausen, the site of the sec-
ond nature walk, which took place on May 
24th. Nearly thirty people from all around 
Indiana gathered to walk the property. The 
Gehlhausen’s have let nature take its course, 
turning agricultural land into meadows and 
wetlands. 

     The beginning of the walk was marked 
by the intoxicating sweet vanilla scent of 
blooming black locust blossoms. Yarrow was 
also in bloom. The presence of birds in the 
prairie was made obvious by the red-winged 
black birds that flew over and warned us 
that we were close to their nests of eggs. A 
family member was having a relaxing day in 
the pond wearing hip waders and fly- fish-
ing. Nancy was in front pointing out some 
of the plants, shrubs, and trees that she had 
planted. She moved quickly and excitedly, 
but her mood obviously changed when we 
reached the area where INDOT wishes to 
pave. She pointed out one pond that could 
be completely cleared, and a sizeable corner 
of a pond that contains beavers and green 
herons will also be taken.  The area that 
might be taken is on higher ground, so the 
highway will seriously affect all of their land. 
All the highway runoff and salt from snowy 
driving will wash down the hill. 
     
     After seeing the prairie we walked through  
their woods.  After being in the warm sunny 
meadow the shade of being under the for-
est canopy felt refreshing. There were plants 
and trees typical of Southern Indiana for-
est; sugar maples, red maples, white oak 
red oak, sassafras, wild yam, wood nettles, 
bloodroot, and jewelweed. Nancy also 
showed us an area she has reclaimed from 
invasive honeysuckles and has replanted 
native woodland wildflowers, including na-
tive orchids. The walk ended back at the Ge-
hlhausen’s front yard.  

     It was a wonderful experience to see the 
love that Nancy and Terry have for their land, 
the walk helped put even more perspective 
on what is at stake; life pushed to the way-
side for a faster commute on the NAFTA Su-
per Highway. 

“Nature” continued from page 6 “BBQ” continued from page 6“Eviction” continued from page 3
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the officers the illegality of their act, but was 
able to obtain the names and numbers of 
only two of the officers on site. 

     In attempts to prevent removal, the first 
sitter detached himself from his safety lines 
to further complicate the situation for the 
officers. The officers ignored the implicit 
danger in removing the sitter without 
support and pulled him from the safety of 
the platform more than thirty five feet in the 
air. 

     The safety of the second protester was also 
compromised during her removal. Using a 
“lock box,” the protester locked herself to a 

rope on the platform which was attached 
to the support lines. The officers raised a 
cherry picker underneath the platform and 
pulled the protester from the tree as they 
cut the support lines. According to the tape 
recording, the officers purposefully laid this 
protester face down in poison ivy—despite 
her screams — and handcuffed her. 

     Ground support members were able to 
leave the site but were arrested later in the 
morning after officers pulled over a number 
of cars. One car was pulled over after having 
its tires blown out. The total arrest count 
was eight in Evansville. Later in the day after 
a protest in Bloomington, one more person 
was arrested. 

Much of the information con-
tained in these articles comes to 
us from the I-69 Media Office. 
This office is an independent 
clearinghouse for anti-I-69 in-
formation and action reporting, 
and actively encourages the free 
dissemination of such.  More 

information can be found at 
www.i69mediaoffice.word-

press.com.

there with the landowners in court and 
to carry on other means of resistance. In 
addition to the larger picture of resisting 
neo-liberal infrastructure, no one wants 
these people be forced from their homes 
or intimidated into underselling. 
     Through these discussions, confidence 
was bolstered and awareness of legal op-
tions was raised. Everyone left the bar-
beque knowing more people and feeling 
more support in their various efforts to 
resist I-69. 

at least half of their market value before 
they were flooded by four feet of water.  

     That brings us to the next topic, Daniel’s 
concern for the lives of Indiana residents. 
Let’s take a trip back to the end of May 
2008 when Daniels announced a budget 
cut for Oakland City (about 13 miles from 
the beginning of the proposed route). 
According to Local Fox News WTVW, the 
city has been left helpless, as Daniels 
cut more than $130,000 dollars with the 
comments to the chief of police to “trim 
the fat.” The Chief’s response “We have no 
fat to trim, it’s taking meat and skin off 
of us.”  It seems the Daniels plan to save 
Martinsville and the small towns like it all 
over the state reflects no real heroic qual-
ities. It is just a media ploy for the poorly 
planned project of a bullheaded politi-
cian. When Daniels low balls the home-
owners in Martinsville, I predict this news 
story will be shelved under the shadows 
of Daniels’s publicity campaign right next 
to his plans to privatize the highway. 

“Flood” continued from page 5

Before their eviction, tree-sitters work on rigging.



8

Listening Project
An Interview with Marlena Langford

it was sad for them, very sad, and I’m just 
never convinced anything like this is for the 
positive.

LP: Have you talked to anyone else in the 
community about how this is affecting them 
and what their viewpoints are?

M:  Well that’s like people over on 68, and 
for instance I know one family that was not 
reimbursed for a pole barn that was next to 
their house because they said it “wasn’t part 
of their livelihood” and I find that extremely 
unfortunate, if you had a structure on your 
property and your property is being taken 
by the state or government or whatever you 
want to call it and you’re not reimbursed for 
it.  And you know, I think some of it too is 
just the fear of the unknown and people feel 
like they have to go along with what they’re 
told and people just feel like they’re at a loss 
in regards to this eminent domain and they 
just feel like they lose their rights.     

I think that, you know, people are afraid, 
and feel helpless, and feel like that they’re 
not gonna win, and for that reason, they just 
go along with what they’re told.  And then, 
money comes into play, and they’re afraid 
if they don’t take what’s initially offered to 
them and wait, then they’ll just get less and 
less, and then they’ll be further in the hole.  
That’s the feeling that I get from people 
when I talk to them.  And you just hate that 
for people.  And it’s frightening how we are 
all kind of at the mercy of rules and regula-
tions.

LP: I was wondering if you could talk a little 
bit about where we are right now, this area, 
and your connection to it.

M: Well, I’m gonna be able to see I-69.  I’m 
looking over there right now - I’m looking 
northeast again - and when I look south, I 
see I-64.  Of course, there’s the noise.  I think 
one of the things that worries me… is what’s 
gonna run up and down I-69.  Hazardous 
chemicals… you name it, it’s gonna run up 
and down.  Not to mention strange individ-
uals.  You know, you have to worry about it, 
all those things being easily within walking 
distance from your house.

LP:  When the plans for construction of I-69 
came out, how was the community told?

LP: Could you tell us your name, and a bit 
about your involvement with Interstate 69?

M: My name is Marlena Langford, I live 
in Haubstadt Indiana. I work at St. Mary’s 
Medical Center. We had some, I like to call 
them activists, young people stay with us 
that were here in regards to I-69. And we en-
joyed their visit very much, even though it 
was short lived. 
LP: Do you want to talk a little bit more 
about how people (activists) came to be 
staying here?

M:  Well, I think it was February 2nd, Tiga, 
was her name, one of the activists.  We had 
actually met them earlier in their travels, 
heard their concerns about how I-69 was 
going to affect the environment, farms and 
life of people in general in this area, and that 
was the first day they broached with us the 
subject of possibly them camping here, and 
my husband and I didn’t have any problem 
with that at all.  And we had felt concern 
about how I-69 is going to affect our envi-
ronment, and I actually lived here when I-64 
was put through, all those years ago.  And 
I knew that it had brought about changes 
and of course I hate to see the farmland af-
fected and everything like that, so we felt 
fine, we felt it was just a little part of what 
we could do

LP: You spoke of some changes when I-64 
came in…

M: Well right off the bat of course is how it 
affects nature, and one thing I can tell you 
I’ve noticed is all the birds I have in my yard 
here, especially robins and different things 
like that, even with all my cats, and the rea-
son for that is, is just the destruction of the 
woods northeast of here that’s already oc-
curred, and those animals have to go some-
where.  And when I was referring back to 
I-64 when I was younger living here, just 
the influx we saw in our area north of I-64 
of, for instance deer, and that type of thing 
that had to move this way. When an animal’s 
natural habitat is changed, or as far as that 
goes, even if it was people, some people 
they’ve lost their homes to this situation 
and everyone’s had to pick up and move on 
and it couldn’t have been easy.  With I-64, a 
friend of my mothers had to relocate out of 
the home she’d been in her whole life and 

M:  Well, you know, there were meetings of-
fered, where people were allowed to go and 
state their piece.  And I think some people 
have been appeased by, they’re gonna 
make money from it one way or another, 
or hope to, or have been told that they will, 
with commerce, more people traveling this 
way, things that they’re gonna do at the 
highway department in regards to leasing 
land, or something like that…

My husband did attend some of the meet-
ings, just so that we would be informed 
about what was going on, with a road that’ll 
run directly in front of our house. 
For instance, there’s a church down the 
road where I attended as a child, and my 
mom and dad attended there.  They’re 
both passed away now, but that was their 
church.  I’m not sure how things bode for 
them.  I’m not sure how things bode for the 
Sunoco; I think the Sunoco’s hoping that it’s 
gonna bring money their way.  But I don’t 
know how difficult it’ll be to access it, once 
the highway’s been installed.  The industrial 
park has been installed down there.  I don’t 
believe that’s gonna be dirty industry like a 
power plant… I think it’s gonna be mainly 
storage. Regardless, there again, always the 
question of what might be stored there.  Will 
it be our business?  I’m sure we’ll be told no.
So these are things we tried to address: was 
the access to this road gonna be cut off?
Our fire protection, they come from Elber-
feld…

And then, I guess the last thing I’d have to 
say of course is property value.  What does 
something like this do to property value?  
Our son’s going away to school, he may very 
well never come back here to live.  Some day 
my husband and I, we may have to downsize 
and sell this property.  Will that have had an 
adverse effect on it? Because property val-
ue in Gibson County has been good.  Right 
now, that’s a question.
I know what I see when I get on the internet, 
and I pull up the map of their plans.  But you 
know how that goes, if you’ve ever been part 
of remodeling a house, you start out with 
one plan in your head, and then suddenly 
things come up and adjustments are made.  
And I must add, guess what else always 
changes – how much you’re gonna spend.  
Just like I’m sure they will spend more than 
they ever anticipated on this highway.
I will say this about that budget… when you 
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think about how many children that could 
feed, or how many kids could go to col-
lege… just all kinds of things.  It’s disheart-
ening.
And I have heard this - they’ve already been 
approached by a company to make this a 
toll road.  Everybody knows, the money’s 
not there to pay for it.  I know, what we tell 
our son, better not live beyond your means, 
or you could find yourself in a world of 
trouble, whether for an individual or for the 
United States.

LP: What do you see as possibilities for com-
munity organizing around these issues?

M:  Oh goodness, I don’t know.  You know, 
this is a German Catholic community, and 
people here are taught from grade school 
on to follow rules… and I just, 
I think people, as I previously 
stated, just accept what they 
feel is inevitable.  And it’s cer-
tainly not because they’re not 
smart or educated or because 
they don’t really feel deep in 
their hearts that they don’t 
like it.  But I don’t think this 
is a community where you’d 
see people organizing against 
this.  In fact, I ask myself this 
sometimes – how far is every-
thing gonna go before we all 
take the time to say stop this, 
this has to change?  And it 
doesn’t have to be in any kind 
of rude or abrupt manner.  But I don’t know 
how much further we’re all gonna go before 
we all say stop. 

LP:  I wanted to ask about your feelings 
about the tree-sit, that’s been up for about 
a month now?

M: Yes, and I feel really bad that I haven’t tak-
en any food over there.  But see, I let other 
silly things get in my way… I did give them 
a little bit of food while they were here.
But, it’s gotten attention.  I work at St. 
Mary’s, and I know people saw it.  But I don’t 
know how seriously they take it.  I wish that 
it could’ve had more publicity.  My guess 
is, if you want to involve the community, 
you’d probably have better luck goin down 
the path of that pig roast that there was last 
weekend.

LP:  Regarding the I-69 opponents that you 
let camp out at your house for a while, I was 
wondering, how else you’ve imagined you 

might oppose the highway.

M:  Well for me, it’ll probably just be offer-
ing any kind of support to the activists that 
I can. Whether it’s groceries or, you know, a 
little money here or there. Needless to say, 
with a kid in college and on a nurse’s salary, 
I don’t have a lot of extra money. You know 
the bottom line is, and I guess a lot of peo-
ple would call me a coward, is that I have to 
live here. I love living here, I love this prop-
erty, we’ve been here 18 years. I would like 
to stay here till the bitter end. So, you know, 
I have to stay at peace with my neighbors, 
so I couldn’t do anything that would cause 
them unrest. 
        And probably even going as far as to 
give this interview, you know, am I going 
to sit around worrying about whether the 

neighbors read it? No. Do I care if they read 
it? No. Because I haven’t said anything that 
I wouldn’t say right to their face. But prob-
ably most people in this area, if you left the 
little I-69 folder on their door they might 
pursues it if your lucky or they might just 
blow it off like some kind of fantasy. We 
do know this, you and I both, that if it’s not 
there, there’s no chance that they’ll ever be 
informed, right? 

LP: Do you know what your neighbors’ feel-
ings are about this?

M: I think their feelings are … I guess the 
right word I’m searching for, and here’s 
where I guess I wish I had been a better Eng-
lish student, is apathy, I’m pretty sure that’s 
the word I want. I think that’s really where 
they’re at, I really do. Acceptance of some-
thing’s going to happen whether you want 
it to or not. Because I think some of the older 
people saw it happen with I-64, my mom’s 
friend was uprooted, others were uprooted. 

I don’t think they have anything personal 
against the activists, other than they might 
be fearful of the unknown, but I think they 
stayed up here long enough to know that 
they weren’t going to do any damage to 
their property. I saw in the Evansville paper 
that there was some damage to a building 
up in Bloomington, did you hear about that, 
where the building was defaced with chalk? 
I just couldn’t help but laugh.  Please, please, 
if anybody ever wants to deface anything of 
mine, use chalk, cause I probably need to 
wash it anyway and that would be a good 
excuse. 

LP: I’ve read about what you’re talking about 
as far as the building being defaced, and 
there was writing on the outside and inside 
of the building with chalk. But there was 

also a rock thrown through 
the glass door at the front 
of the building. I know the 
mayor of Bloomington de-
nounced it as an act of vio-
lence…

M: Vandalism is what I would 
call it.  I don’t know if I’d go 
as far as to say violence. To 
me violence is against an-
other living thing.  I didn’t 
know that they had done 
that, I wish they hadn’t… 
but you know, who really 
knows who did it. That’s 
the type of thing that when 

people in the community read about that is 
probably not good, ‘cause they fear for their 
own surrounding element. And like I said, 
when the activists were here, they offered 
to mow and pick up sticks and all kinds of 
things; I don’t think I took them up on it, 
they tilled the garden and did some things 
like that cause I told them I don’t have time 
to do the garden until I retire. 

“In fact, I ask myself this sometimes – how far is every-

thing gonna go before we all take the time to say stop this, 

this has to change?  And it doesn’t have to be in any kind 

of rude or abrupt manner.  But I don’t know how much 

further we’re all gonna go before we all say stop. ”     

**************************************
Marlena Langford lives just west of the 
beginning of the proposed I-69 route. 
Marlena and  her husband Ken maintain 
5 acres of mixed land, consisting of open 
fields and a small wooded area. They 
have one son, who plays football for 
Southern Indiana University. in Evans-
ville. 
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I-69 and the ‘New Anti-Globalization’ Movement
by Ralph Stanton

“Movement” continued on next page  

The movement against the 
Interstate 69 project has many 
different facets and layers; given 
the road’s local, regional, national 
and international significance, it 
is clear why. Indeed, in this ‘anti’-
project, everyone can find a 
space to express themselves and 
their view of the road. But while 
it is certainly possible (and impor-
tant) to identify and analyze each 
angle of the opposition against 
I-69, the fight against the high-
way has a greater significance 
than can be explained by any one 
of the positions its opponents 
might take. In this article, I would 
like to situate the current fight 
against I-69 in the context of the 
globalization/anti-globalization 
dichotomy that has surfaced 
over the past 30 years, and ana-
lyze the position that the battle 
over I-69 plays in the future of the 
‘anti-globalization’ movement. 

G l o b a l i z a t i o n , 
Free Trade and I -69

To start, it is necessary to 
describe what is meant by ‘global-
ization’, and to briefly outline the 
processes of globalization that 
have developed over the past 30 
years - paying particular attention 
to what has changed since the 
turn of the century. In the mid to 
late 1970s, the world economy 
began to experience a series of 
financial crises. Some were caused 
by Vietnam War spending, some 
by the price of oil, and others by 
mismanagement of loans by the 
big New York investment firms. 
By the end of the decade, it was 
clear to the governments of the 
advanced capitalist countries that 
something needed to happen to 
keep the international financial 
system under their control. In 
1979, chairman of the US Federal 
Reserve Paul Volcker implement-
ed what came to be known as the 
“Volcker Shock”. This was a policy 
that put the practice of quelling 
inflation above all else, no matter 

what the cost to unemployment, 
loan rates, etc. This shock hit very 
hard all over the world. One dev-
astating effect was the increased 
need, on the part of developing 
capitalist countries, for large, 
international loans to ‘re-stabilize’ 
their economies, lest they default 
on their previous, very sizable 
loans (which would have had 
the effect of crashing the entire-
ty of the investment industry).

By the mid 1980s, financial 
crises had set the stage for the 
entrance of the International 
Monetary Fund (IMF) and the 
World Bank, and the beginning 
of the process of neo-liberal glo-
balization. Fully manipulated as 
tools of US foreign policy, these 
institutions set out on a crusade 
to ‘rescue’ developing countries 
from defaulting on large loans. 
They used this opportunity to 
push US capitalist development 
policies through the implemen-
tation of what are known as 
Structural Adjustment Programs 
(SAPs). These SAPs set as condi-
tions of the ‘rescue’ loans, that 
governments of developing capi-
talist countries make adjustments 
to domestic policies - generally in 
the areas of labor, environmental 
and trade regulations - that were 
purposefully structured in order 
to benefit the economic elite of 
the advanced capitalist countries. 

For any of these programs 
to effectively benefit this elite, 
though, new trade and labor 
agreements had to be made 
between the advanced and devel-
oping countries. In 1994, Canada, 
the United States and Mexico 
signed the North American Free 
Trade Agreement (NAFTA), which 
allowed for the deregulation of 
trade barriers and the ‘opening 
up’ of business partnerships 
between entities in the three 
countries. NAFTA was the poster 
child of the free trade agreement 

push, and was the predecessor 
to such things as the Free Trade 
Area of the Americas (FTAA), 
the Central American Free Trade 
Agreement (CAFTA), the Andean 
Free Trade Area (AFTA) and the 
Trans-Atlantic Free Trade Area 
(TAFTA). But, as would become 
painfully clear in the early years of 
NAFTA, none of these free trade 
agreements would mean a single 
thing if there weren’t adequate 
infrastructure to facilitate the 
exploitation envisioned in them. 

Thus enter onto the scene 
Interstate 69. I-69 was first con-
ceptualized in the early 1990s 
through a designation in the 
Intermodal Surface Transporta-
tion Efficiency Act of the I-69 
extension from Indianapolis to 
south Texas as encompassing 
multiple “high priority corridors”. 
This designation set in motion the 
planning for the NAFTA Super-
highway, which, along with other 
similar projects all over the states 
(now known as “Corridors of the 
Future”), would allow for the 
increased trade volume resulting 
from the burgeoning field of free 
trade agreements. Construction 
of these projects was supposed 
to coincide with the implemen-
tation of free trade agreements. 
By and large, this didn’t happen: 
even if NAFTA slipped under the 
radar of those concerned with 
the concept of global justice, 
the post-1994 free trade nego-

Critical Thought
tiations (particularly FTAA) and 
the post-1994 actions of the IMF 
and World Bank were seen as big 
black dots on this same radar. 
The late 1990s and early 2000s 
saw the explosion of an ‘anti-
globalization’ movement aimed 
at undermining, stopping and/
or reversing the SAPs and future 
free trade agreements. This forced 
the relative abandonment of the 
push for free trade infrastructure 
projects, as the economic elites 
had to find ways to deal with   
the movement and to push the 
agreements through despite it. 

The ‘Anti-Globalization’ Move-
ment, its Successes and Failures

The roots of the ‘anti-global-
ization’ movement are complexly 
intertwined with initiatives for 
social and economic justice stem-
ming from the late 70s on. While 
there was certainly action against 
the forces of neo-liberal capital-
ism as it was gaining power over 
this time, it wasn’t until the late 
90s that there was a critical con-
vergence that would designate 
an actual movement. This move-
ment was realized, most accounts 
would agree, on November 30th 
of 1999. On this day in Seattle, 
thousands upon thousands con-
verged to protest the ministe-
rial meeting of the World Trade 
Organization. Through a variety 
of tactics, the protesters were 
able to, for all intents and pur-
poses, shut down the meetings. 
This event arguably marked the 
beginning of what would come 
to be known as the ‘summit pro-
tests’: in Quebec City, Cancun, 

Protesters 
during a 
march at an 
anti-WTO 
rally.



movement had some effects over 
the globalization process, this 
has amounted to little more than 
forcing the state to rethink how it 
was going about the process of 
economic globalization, and then 
to create mechanisms that would 
allow it to continue with its plans, 
all the while staving off criticism.

As well as failing to bring an 
end to free trade agreements, the 
movement failed to strengthen 
ties, beyond the surface level, with 
those in the developing capital-
ist countries. While the move-
ment brought together forces of 
the western world against free 
trade globalization, it did so in an 
often paternalistic and privileged 
manner in regards to the ‘global 

south’. For example, in the case 
of the FTAA, instead of unifying 
opposition across the continent, 
the movement chose to protest 
from a position of privilege, ‘in 
place of’ the hundreds of millions 
of people who couldn’t make 
it to Quebec City or Miami. The 
state was able, in many cases, 
to capitalize on this fact by iso-
lating and marginalizing those 
people in the ‘global south’ strug-
gling against free trade agen-
das, when it came time to push 
through whichever regional or 
bilateral free trade agreement. 

The Next Phase of Globaliza-
tion, The Next Phase of Resistance

Free trade agreements are 
still in the works; the EU and 
many Southeast Asian countries 
are working to establish them 
amongst themselves. But in the 

that they are able to). The IMF and 
the World Bank had to step back 
their un-challenged pushing of 
SAPs and offer explanations as 
to their actions over the past 
two decades, often highlighting 
the illegitimacy of such actions. 
The consequences of the ‘anti-
globalization’ movement of the 
late 90s and early 00s were that 
these institutions could not con-
tinue to act with the utter impu-
nity they had in the past: their 
master plan for global free trade 
had to be critically re-visioned. 

But all this did not mark the 
end of free trade plans. Far from 
it: since the end of the movement 
(loosely thought of as 2004-05) 
the number of free trade agree-

ments has consistently increased, 
and plans for free trade infra-
structure have been put back on 
the table. FTAA was abandoned, 
but it was replaced by much more 
easily cloaked regional free trade 
agreements such as CAFTA, and 
individual free trade agreements 
such as those between the US and 
Colombia or the US and Peru. The 
failure of the movement to put 
an end to free trade globalization 
is arguably directly correlated to 
the movement’s choice of targets. 
Because the movement chose to 
take on the free trade institutions, 
it positioned itself against sophis-
ticated political bodies that have 
the power to deal with dissent 
via any number of channels. 
These institutions were more 
than able to revise their plans 
to deflect some of the heat they 
were catching.  Although the 

Washington D.C., Miami, Genoa, 
Mar del Plata and Prague (among 
many others) the mobilization 
of countless protesters would 
solidify the targets and tactics of 
the growing ‘anti-globalization’ 
movement and would, as well, set 
the terms of the state’s response.

If the point of the ‘anti-global-
ization’ movement was to bring 
an end to the workings of the 
architects of international free 
trade, then the targets were very 
obvious. The IMF, World Bank, 
WTO, Organization of American 
States (OAS) and the Group of 
8 (G8) were all consumed with 
the process of bringing about 
free trade on a global scale. For 
anti-globalization protesters, 
making it impossible for these 
organizations to hold their inter-
national summits seemed like 
the most logical way to keep 
these countries from engaging 
in international free trade. The 
best way to achieve these goals 
was, it seemed, to hold succes-
sive mass demonstrations with 
the intent of physically stopping 
or symbolically challenging the 
legitimacy of any meeting of 
any international body work-
ing on the issue of free trade.

Throughout the summit pro-
test chronology, only occasionally 
were these meetings effectively 
stopped. This doesn’t negate, 
though, the positive effects the 
movement had on challenging 
globalization. If for nothing else, 
the rise of neo-liberalism that was 
all but hidden through the late 
80s and early 90s was brought 
into the limelight More concrete-
ly, through a number of factors of 
which mass mobilization is one, 
FTAA was abandoned as an entity 
capable of uniting the entire North 
and South American continents 
under one trade agreement. The 
legitimacy of the WTO was/con-
tinues to be seriously questioned 
and challenged by both radical 
and liberal opponents, and many 
member states have begun to 
question their involvement in 
the organization (to the extent 
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western hemisphere, by and 
large, the US has already secured 
free trade deals, or is actively 
trying to do so, with most of its 
neighboring countries.  While the 
push to solidify these deals has 
been heavy in the past few years, 
the ‘next phase’ of free trade glo-
balization has begun as well - the 
construction of international free 
trade infrastructure projects. 

These infrastructure projects 
serve as mechanisms by which 
the free trade agreements can 
be actually enacted: it does not 
mean a whole lot to have an 
agreement between two coun-
tries that allows for the ‘unfet-
tered flow’ of goods (generally 
one way) without having any 
way to physically transport those 
goods. The ‘next phase’ of eco-
nomic globalization includes ini-
tiatives to build superhighways, 
large scale port facilities, large 
scale intermodal railway ports, 
dry canals, hydroelectric dams 
and energy grid infrastructure, 
airports, etc. These projects 
would allow for raw materi-
als and manufactured goods 
to be shipped from one end of 
the continent to the other with 
increased ease and efficiency. 

If manifested, these projects 
would destroy billions of acres 
of wilderness, farmland, jungles, 
mountains, coastal plains and 
many other biologically thriv-
ing areas. They would displace 
millions upon millions of people 
from their homes, their family 
farms and from their ways of life. 
They would force whole commu-
nities to give up their traditional 
ways of living and join the work-
force in the sweatshops being 
constructed up and down the 
continent. These projects would 
make concrete the exploitation, 
the racism and the classism 
inherent in the free trade agree-
ments that were so hotly con-
tested at the turn of the century. 

Given that the state has moved 
from the agreement signing 
phase to this infrastructure con

Residents of San Salvador Atenco protesting to protect their community



I-69 Media Office
323 S Walnut
Bloomington, IN 
47401

Upcoming Events
Date, Time and Location Description

Anti I-69 Bike Tour
September 5th - 7th
From Indianapolis to Evansville

The bike tour will run along the proposed I-69 
route to get to know the people and the land.

Bloomington Assembly 
Against I-69

Wednesday, June 25th at 6:30 P.M. 
Monroe County Public Library Mtg Rm 1c

Bloomington Assembly meetings are spaces for 
community-wide envisioning and dialogue, spe-
cifically in response to the threat of I-69.

National Mobilization 
Against I-69

Monday, July 28th (and possibly the 
weekend of the 26th) on the route wher-
ever construction is happening

This date has been set as a day for a large scale, 
national moblization in protest of I-69.

Long March
September or October
Along the route from Bloomington to 
Evansville

The long walk will rally opposition against the 
road. Presently there is a need to help plan the 
route and make contacts for support along the way.

Contact ccampoll@gmail.com

Contact roadblockef@yahoo.com or visit stopi69.wordpress.com

Visit stopi69.wordpress.com/bloomington

Contact knockoutxround@yahoo.com

struction phase, the nextphase 
of resistance to free trade glo-
balization should be resistance 
against free trade infrastructure.

There are historical examples 
of this resistance, both success-
ful and not so successful. These 
actions have taken place, by and 
large, in the ‘global south’ and 
have been self-managed cam-
paigns by communities to protect 
themselves from intrusions by 
the state on their ways of life. The 
most obvious of these examples is 
the case of the people of San Sal-
vador Atenco, in central Mexico, 
standing up against the Mexican 
government’s attempts to build 
a free trade shipping airport on 
their communal farmland. The 
farmers fought back by physically 

blocking attempts to displace 
them, and to this day there is no 
airport in San Salvador Atenco.

What San Salvador Atenco 
shows is exactly what is going to 
make the next phase of resistance 
the last. Looking back, it is clear 
that blocking and attacking free 
trade infrastructure, standing up 
for our lives and our livelihoods, 
will alleviate some of the issues 
that plagued the ‘anti-global-
ization’ movement to its death. 
Specifically, the targets of the 
next phase of resistance are not 
nebulous free trade institutions 
capable of high level political 
play, but rather their physical 
manifestations, their prodigies 
in our backyards. This phase of 
resistance is necessarily local and 

necessarily focused on destroying 
those projects that are destroying 
our communities. Roads can’t hire 
PR departments, ports don’t have 
the capability to split and co-opt 
the resistance against them, hydro-
electric dams and energy grids 
can’t reformulate their existence 
in a way that alleviates people’s 
concerns about them. And while 
it can be argued that the political 
institutions backing these proj-
ects can do those exact things, as 
long as the resistance is focused 
on blocking and destroying the 
infrastructure itself for reasons 
of self-preservation, self-defense 
and defense of the Earth, then 
those political institutions won’t 
be able to control the resistance.

What San Salvador Atenco also 
shows is that the actions of this 
next phase of resistance are not 

inevitably paternalistic actions by 
those in the advanced capitalist 
countries ‘on behalf’ of the people 
in the ‘global south’, but rather are 
actions that can and should be 
taken up by any and all affected 
communities from Canada to 
southern Argentina, and through-
out the world. Working in coalition 
and building real lines of solidarity 
with others opposing free trade 
infrastructure in their communi-
ties will do much to create a truly 
hemispheric movement towards 
the destruction of exploitative free 
trade globalization. Those opposed 
to Atlantica in Canada, I-69 in the 
US, Plan Puebla Panama in Mexico 
and Central America and IIRSA in 
South America can ally against free 
trade infrastructure projects and 
make the trade agreements that 
so many worked so hard to oppose 
nothing but useless pieces of paper. 
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