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DAVID BATES. Well, the pictures, I'll say
this. My thoughts on the whole process was:
how the hell did they get hearings, and tor-
ture from anywhere is wrong. But as we’ve
spoke on, this torture has taken place for
over two to three decades in America, on the
Southside of Chicago. Why didn’t we have
public hearings? Why didn’t the state legisla-
tors come in and do investigations? We actu-
ally had to go outside the country to an
international court to deal with police tor-
ture. On October the 14th, the People’s Law
Office and other attorneys met in front of
the Organization of American States to
bring attention to the issue of torture, and
we’re looking for delegation of individuals to
come in and to ask Mayor Daley questions
that he hasn’t been able to answer to the
public since this Jon Burge stuff has been
going on. And I tell you, it’s going to be an
embarrassment to a lot of people, but like
my good friend Conroy said, they’ve been
knowing about it.

AMY GOODMAN. Let me ask about the
knowledge to the very top. Some are say-
ing—and I want to put this question to Flint
Taylor, attorney with the People’s Law Of-
fice in Chicago—that the report could well
implicate, as you were talking about, the
State’s Attorney, Richard Daley, his assist-
ant Richard Devine, who now holds the top
job. Can you talk more about how they
knew, the whole issue of them being told
early on?

FLINT TAYLOR. Well, as I said, Richard
Daley was previously the State’s Attorney of
Cook County. In 1982, when one of the
major—the first major case broke with re-
gard to police torture, the Andrew Wilson
case, the superintendent of police was in-
formed by the head of the hospital, the pris-
on hospital where Andrew Wilson was being
held, that there was serious evidence of tor-
ture, that Andrew Wilson not only said, but
had physical evidence that supported the
conclusion that he had been tortured by elec-
tric shock, by beating, and he had 15 injuries
all over him, burns and everything like that.
And the head of the hospital was so shocked,
he brought it straight to the superintendent
of police.

The superintendent of police then brought
it straight to Richard Daley. He knew that
Andrew Wilson had been charged with very
serious offenses, shooting two police officers
and killing them. So Daley decided that
rather than to investigate the criminal ac-
tivities of Jon Burge in torturing Andrew
Wilson, that that would, in fact, undercut
and undermine, he thought, the prosecution
of Wilson, so he did nothing. He did no pros-
ecution at that time.

He then presided over the next eight years
over the State’s Attorney’s office, which was
complicit in taking over 55 confessions from
55 different victims of Burge and police tor-
ture. In all of those or many of those cases
in the individual courts, there was testimony
from those victims that they had been tor-
tured. However, Daley defended all those
cases, put all those people behind bars, many
of them on death row, and in no instance did
he investigate the continuing allegations
that were coming out of Burge’s police head-
quarters that people were tortured. Daley
then went on to be the mayor of the City of
Chicago.

There was—and John and I disagree in the
sense that there had been at times public
outrage. The public outrage reaches certain
proportions at different times. We’re at one
those key points again today. We had been in
the early ’90s. And one the reasons for that
was this Andrew Wilson trial that brought
out all this evidence and put together all
these different allegations of torture. Be-
cause of all of that, the police department
was forced to reinvestigate. This was in the
early 1990s.
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They put an honest investigator in charge
of the investigation, and lo and behold, he
came to an obvious conclusion. He said there
was systematic torture at Area 2. He said he
had looked at 50 cases, and there was sys-
tematic torture. Well, what did the super-
intendent of police do? He suppressed that
report. He then met with the mayor of the
City of Chicago, after we had gotten that re-
port released by a judge, and he and the
mayor, who is now Richard Daley, instead of
saying, ‘‘Now we have the evidence to pros-
ecute. Now we should proceed. Now we
should lock Burge up,” what did they do?
They not only attempted to suppress the re-
port, but then they went publicly and dis-
credited it. Daley stepped forward and said,
“These are only rumors and innuendo.”” So,
at every point, as I've mentioned, Daley,
rather than taking his responsibility as chief
law enforcement officer and chief executive
officer of the City of Chicago, moved to sup-
press and to do nothing.

AMY GOODMAN. Legally—let me ask you,
Flint Taylor. Legally, if crimes are known
about, and they are covered up, is Mayor
Daley criminally liable?

FLINT TAYLOR: Well, at this point, is he
criminally liable? I suppose you could see
him a co-conspirator, in that it was certain
obstruction of justice over the years, cer-
tainly. But I think at this point what we’re
looking for is if a special prosecutor comes
out with a report and says, ‘I can’t indict,
because it’s too late,” then the people of the
City of Chicago have to look in two direc-
tions. They have to look backwards to Daley
and Devine and say, ‘“Well, the special pros-
ecutor was hamstrung by the fact that Daley
and Devine didn’t act when they should
have,” and then we have to look forward and
say, ‘“‘That’s not sufficient. That’s not
right.”

There are continuing criminal violations
here, and if the special prosecutor won’t do
anything about them, then Fitzgerald, who
is the U.S. Attorney here and who, of course,
has made his name in the Valerie Plame case
and has already indicted Daley’s people in a
wide-ranging truck scandal, he has to open
his investigation into federal RICO or rack-
eteering charges, as well as obstruction of
justice and perjury. And as David has men-
tioned, it has been taken to the inter-
national forum, not only last fall to the
Inter-American Commission on Human
Rights, which is the Organization of Amer-
ican States, who is still looking into this
issue, but this past week and right now, it’s
been presented to the Committee Against
Torture of the United Nations in Geneva,
and one of our people has spoken with and
presented evidence to the Committee
Against Torture, and that committee has or-
dered the government to respond and to
speak to the issues of torture here in this
country. And in its concluding remarks, it
put with Abu Ghraib and put with Guanta-
namo the situation of Chicago.

And so, perhaps there’s not enough public
outrage here, but the international commu-
nity is looking at it in a very strong way,
and to hear Chicago put in the same breath
with Guantanamo and Abu Ghraib is some-
thing that—if that doesn’t wake up the pow-
ers that be here in the City of Chicago and
that doesn’t wake up the U.S. Attorney’s of-
fice and that doesn’t, in fact, put on the car-
pet the State’s Attorney of Cook County and
the Mayor of the City of Chicago, I don’t
know what will.

AMY GOODMAN: John Conroy, the Midwest
Coalition for Human Rights will present a
report that includes the Chicago torture al-
legations to the U.N. Human Rights Commis-
sion. How significant is this? And, finally,
why do you call your book ‘‘Unspeakable
Acts, Ordinary People”?
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JOHN CONROY: Well, let me take the second
question first. I call the book ‘‘Unspeakable
Acts, Ordinary People,” because torture is
always done by—we want our torturers to be
monsters, but it turns out that they’re just
ordinary people like you and me. And I can
go back and cite you all kinds of psycho-
logical experiments in which they have
found that people will do extraordinary
things, inflicting pain on other people, if
they are simply ordered to do so, simply fol-
lowing orders someone else is taking respon-
sibility. And it doesn’t require any sort of a
twisted mind to do this. We are all—most of
us are given to obedience. And so, I've inter-
viewed torturers from around the world,
former torturers, and they all struck me as
very ordinary men.

How significant the international atten-
tion will be remains to be seen. It’s a unique
turn, and it’s somewhat thrilling, I think,
for those of us who have been watching this
for a long time to see it finally raise to the
level of being mentioned in a phrase with
Abu Ghraib and Guantanamo. But whether
this will just be one of those media—you
know, where the media comes in for a day or
two and then leaves remains to be seen.

AMY GOODMAN: And what’s the timetable
on this?

JOHN CONROY: The special prosecutor is
supposed to—I'm sorry. The judge who over-
sees the prosecutor is supposed to rule, I be-
lieve, on the 12th of May, as to whether the
report will be released or not.

AMY GOODMAN: That will be Friday, and we
will certainly follow it up. I want to thank
you all for being with us: David Bates, tor-
ture victim himself, telling his own story;
Flint Taylor, attorney with the People’s Law
Office in Chicago, who has represented many
of the victims; and John Conroy, who has
written about this for years for the Chicago
Reader, author of ‘‘Unspeakable Acts, Ordi-
nary People: The Dynamics of Torture.”

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Pennsylvania (Ms.
SCHWARTZ) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. SCHWARTZ of Pennsylvania ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

——————
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. SCHIFF) is recognized for
half the time until midnight as the des-
ignee of the minority leader.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, for much
of our history the United States has
not feared a direct attack. The vast ex-
panses of the Atlantic and Pacific
Oceans allowed our young Nation to
survive and thrive safe from the preda-
tion of the great powers of the 19th
Century, and the growth of our mili-
tary power in the 20th Century rein-
forced the belief that no hostile power
could strike us here at home.

Only the British, nearly two cen-
turies ago during the War of 1812 have
mounted a sustained military cam-
paign on American soil. Japan at-
tacked both Hawaii and Alaska during
World War II, but was unable to carry
out a major ground offensive against
the United States.
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