
Albany Times Union, 2018-06-10 Cropped page Page: D2

Copyright 2016 Olive Software 2018-06-10 06:28:23

PERSPECTIVED2 ∙ Sunday, June 10, 2018 albany, new york ∙ TIMeS unIon

C ivic leaders, upset by a series
of disruptive demonstrations
for justice, said, “We recognize

the natural impatience of people who
feel that their hopes are slow in being
realized,” adding that the protests by
“outsiders” were “unwise and un-
timely.” They noted that, “these days of
new hope are (not) days when extreme
measures are justified.” The leaders said
the tactics were “not really very consid-
erate of working-class people who are
just trying to get around,” and that the
demonstrations were led by “protest-
ers who bus and drive into our city to
disrupt it.” They advised the protesters
that there were “better ways to deliver
the message” and proposed to meet with
the activists to try to persuade them to
change their tactics.

The first two of those sentences come
from a 1963 letter by white clergy in Ala-
bama, who were angry at Martin Luther
King, Jr., and other activists regarding a
series of disruptive and confrontational
demonstrations in Birmingham. The
second two depict the response of Alba-
ny Mayor Kathy Sheehan and her chief
of staff, Brian Shea, in 2018, responding
to the Poor People’s Campaign.

It is impossible to tell the difference
between those expressions of hostility.
It’s been said that when historical
events repeat themselves, the first time
is tragedy, the second time farce.

In 2018, a crisis affects every aspect
of the lives of poor and working people.
Around the country, thousands have
joined the Poor People’s Campaign: A
National Call for Moral Revival. Poor
people, clergy, labor activists, fighters
for racial justice, women’s equality, LG-
BTQ rights, and the environment, along
with their comrades, have committed to
six weeks of confrontational yet peace-
ful, nonviolent actions in Washington,
D.C., and in close to 40 state capitals.
These actions call attention to the con-
nected and solvable evils of racism, pov-
erty, militarism, and ecological devasta-
tion, and demand the implementation
of comprehensive solutions. Building
on King’s 1968 Poor People’s Campaign,

the 2018 campaign is modeled on King’s
principles of creative and confronta-
tional nonviolent civil disobedience.

In Albany and other state capitals,
these actions have seen hundreds of
caring, dedicated and loving people
block intersections and otherwise dem-
onstrate that “business as usual” is no
longer acceptable.

Positive change in times of crisis
requires disruption.

Without disruption, workers would
not have the right to organize, African-
Americans would not have won victo-
ries in the civil rights era. Women would
not have won the constitutional right to
vote, control their own bodies or recog-
nition of their right to equality at work.
We would not have ended the terrible
U.S. military involvement in Vietnam.
LGBTQ people would not have had their
human rights recognized.

Strikes are disruptive. The protests
of the 1960s civil rights movement
interfered with business as usual in
Birmingham and cities across the
South. Students made college campuses
ungovernable. Stonewall was labeled a
“riot.” And so on.

And, whenever people have joined
together to demand justice, those in
power have angrily declared that their
tactics were too confrontational.

In 1963, in Birmingham, it was a
tragedy when white clergy implored
King and thousands of brave activists
to be more patient. The protesters were
labeled as outsiders. King was locked
up in the Birmingham jail when white
clergy published an “open” letter, chas-
tising him for the demonstrations in
the streets of Birmingham. King wrote
his famous “Letter from Birmingham
Jail” in response. He showed how their
criticisms were baseless and served no
purpose other than the perpetuation of
the evil of violently enforced segrega-

tion.
In 2018, in Albany, history repeated

itself as Sheehan and Shea went out of
their way to publicly chastise the Poor
People’s Campaign for having caused
some inconvenience.

Nonviolent direct action, in the tradi-
tion of King, causes tension, disruption,
inconvenience and crisis. It does in
2018 as it did in 1963. “There is a type of
constructive nonviolent tension that is
necessary for growth,” King said. “(T)
he purpose of direct action is to create
a situation so crisis-packed that it will
inevitably open the door to negotiation.”

In 1963, King responded to the
argument that he and others were
“outsiders” by clarifying that there were
residents of Birmingham engaged in the
struggle for justice, that he and his staff
were invited to Birmingham by activists
in the city, and, finally, by noting that
there is an “interrelatedness of all com-
munities” and that “injustice anywhere
is a threat to justice everywhere.”

The same holds true for Albany in
2018. Albany is the seat of power in New
York. What happens here resonates
throughout the state. There is nothing
wrong with people joining us in Albany
to fight for justice. Also, far from being
“outsiders,” many of the people involved
in the Poor People’s Campaign live in
Albany.

Similarly, the demand that people
suffering injustice ought to be more pa-
tient is as unjustified in 2018 as it was in
1963 when King observed that there has
never been a “direct-action movement
that was ‘well-timed’ according to those
who have not suffered unduly from the
disease of segregation.”

Rather than holding news confer-
ences or launching tweets to attack
conscientious fighters for justice, Shee-
han and her staff could have better used
that time to read King’s “Letter From
Birmingham Jail.” The opportunity still
exists. Take a few minutes. Read how
King responded to criticisms that sound
terribly close to the words you have spo-
ken. Then, join with your constituents
and their allies in standing up for what
is right.

Mark Mishler is an Albany attorney▶
and longtime civil rights activist. King’s
letter can be read at http://tinyurl.
com/47u7qm

A need for disruption

Wait to craft improved teacher evaluations

You could pick from a long menu
of metaphors to describe New
York’s dysfunctional teacher and

principal evaluation system and be
hard-pressed to go wrong. In consumer
terms, I’d call it a lemon — and it’s clear
to see why it has turned out that way. The
design work was rushed. The construc-
tion phase was piecemeal and fraught
with disputes and delays. Any implied
warranty is long expired.

Shaped by eight years of fast-tracked
legislation and amendments, the Annual
Professional Performance Review sys-
tem today is a confusing and controver-
sial morass of growth measures, rubrics
and observations, blended with an alpha-
bet soup of SLOs and HEDI ratings.

What’s more, APPR is burdensome

for school leaders, a source of anxiety
for teachers and a toxic turnoff for those
considering the teaching profession.
Meanwhile, 90 percent of all teachers
have been rated effective or highly effec-
tive under this system, raising a differ-
ent set of questions about the value and
integrity of the process.

I have come to agree with those who
say federally required grades 3-8 English
Language Arts and math tests should not
be used for measuring teacher perfor-
mance. Results of those tests never were
intended for that purpose — and no num-
ber of convoluted formulas for calculat-
ing “value added measures” or “student
growth scores” is likely to turn those
scores into reliable gauges of a teacher’s
or principal’s impact on student learn-
ing.

Unfortunately, hatred of APPR among

educators and parents has eroded faith
in standardized tests. While the terms
“APPR” and “standardized tests” have
become virtually synonymous in New
York’s political lexicon, in reality, they
are two very different things.

Annual employee performance
reviews should focus on identifying the
things a teacher or principal has been
doing well, as well as areas for improve-
ment and growth. These reviews should
lay the foundation for legitimate face-
to-face conversations about classroom
performance and skills and about
personalized professional development.
The evaluation process should inform a
superintendent’s recommendations for
tenure decisions.

State tests are designed to measure
student achievement against a relevant

Poor People’s Campaign confronts society’s injustices

By Mark Mishler

By Timothy Kremer

Bill’s belated
#MeToo
moment

Book tours can be brutal.
It took 20 years for Bill Clinton to be prop-

erly publicly shamed for the ugly bargain at the
heart of the Clinton operation.

As a politician, the former president was
gifted. James Carville liked to say: “People are
confused. They don’t know which one they like
more, the peace or the prosperity.”

Even Barack Obama,
another talented pol, was
forced to turn to his for-
mer nemesis to help sell
his agenda for his second
term, christening Bill the
“Secretary of Explaining
Stuff.” And if Hillary had
listened to Bill’s urgent
warnings about address-
ing the alienation of white
men in flyover country in
2016, she’d be president.

Bill Clinton was so
popular that, during his cascading scandals
with women, some political analysts on the left
suggested that Americans should look at a com-
mander in chief in terms of private character
and public character, disregarding personal
peccadilloes and giving weight only to policy
decisions. But with the Clintons, the public and
private were always intertwined in an inextri-
cable and unappetizing way.

The desire among his supporters for a liberal
agenda was held hostage to Bill Clinton’s
libertine appetites. Let Bill be regressive and
transgressive with women he was attracted to,
and he would be progressive for all women.

You want enlightened policies for women
and a record number of women in exalted
posts? Then you must endure — and cover up
for — “Saturday Night Bill,” as the dark side of
the president was dubbed.

His wife and other prominent feminists
backed Bill back then, and he and Hillary
always had henchmen who were willing to
smear Bill’s girlfriends and victims as trailer
trash, cash-for-trash, nutty and slutty. (Think
of how the Clinton war room would have
Giuliani-ed a Stormy Daniels in those days.)

So it came as a surprise to him when he
had no more skirts to hide behind when Craig
Melvin asked on the “Today” show whether
his actions in the ’90s would fly in the #MeToo
era. Bill went to his usual go-to: his excellent
record on appointing women. But that Faus-
tian deal of doing good for all women while be-
ing bad with a few was no longer on the table.

“How would you have approached the
accusations differently, or would you have?”
Melvin asked.

“Well,” he replied, “I don’t think it would
be an issue because people would be using the
facts, instead of the imagined facts.”

So here are the facts, which were as clear
20 years ago as they are now. When Monica
Lewinsky came into the Oval Office and
flashed her thong, Bill Clinton should have
said: “Young lady, go back to your office. I am
the president of the United States.” Like Hum-
phrey Bogart in “Casablanca,” Bill should have
been doing the thinking for both of them.

The power differential between a 22-year-
old intern and a 49-year-old boss makes any
sexual interaction wrong. And if you throw in
the fact that he was president — the country’s
parent and someone serving in loco parentis
for the youngest White House staffers — it’s
an inexcusable abuse of power. Gloria Steinem
was off-base when she tried to bolster Clinton
in a Times op-ed as the scandal unspooled,
writing that “welcome sexual behavior is
about as relevant to sexual harassment as bor-
rowing a car is to stealing one.”

It took Lewinsky herself 20 years to sort
through the trauma and start moving beyond
what she calls her PTSD. As she wrote in an
eloquent March Vanity Fair piece, “I’m begin-
ning to entertain the notion that in such a
circumstance the idea of consent might well be
rendered moot.”

It was Trump-level narcissism and selfish-
ness on Bill Clinton’s part to force the high-
ranking women in his inner circle — Hillary,
Madeleine Albright and Donna Shalala — to go
before the cameras and vouch for him when he
knew the truth and could simply have admit-
ted it, rather than lying.

Bill Clinton tried his usual trick of scape-
goating, as he and his co-author, James
Patterson, evoked JFK and LBJ to Melvin.
That was an unpleasant echo of Clinton aides
calling around to reporters during the 1998
spiral to say that JFK had fooled around with
young women at the White House. But by 1998,
feminism had been flowering for 30 years. And
JFK was no role model in that regard.

Lewinsky has finally emerged from the
capricious behavior of Bill Clinton and the
smearing of Clintonworld. And that’s a relief.
And Bill Clinton has learned that his thread-
bare routine of maudlin self-pity and casting
blame on everyone but himself doesn’t work
anymore. And that is a relief. The definition of
“is” doesn’t depend on anything. It just is.

Dowd writes for The New York Times.▶
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“ There is a type of constructive
nonviolent tension that is necessary
for growth. The purpose of direct
action is to create a situation so
crisis-packed that it will inevitably
open the door to negotiation.”

— Martin Luther King Jr.
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People gather May 14 in West Capitol Park for the New York Poor People’s Campaign rally.
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