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Press: 

“ The tone of the event urgently suggested the necessity for a global paradigm shift on the 

perception whistleblowers: from a prosecuted traitor to a celebrated truth-teller. Such a shift would 

have to be underpinned by legislative means. The suggested solution was to rewrite laws so political

dissent can be protected instead of prosecuted. Looking at the legal definition of a whistleblower, it 

is a person that sheds light on evidence of fraud, abuse or illegality in the public interest. Why 

would exposing crimes be followed by imprisonment?„ 

Berit Gilma, Review of Prisoners of Dissent: Locked Up for Exposing Crimes, Furtherfield, 

05.06.2017 

“Für mich persönlich war Obama schlimmer, ja. Aber lassen Sie mich etwas ausholen. Bush war ein

Kriegsverbrecher, das ist unbestritten...Aber er war der schlechteste Präsident, den wir je hatten, 

wenn es um das Unterdrücken von Widerspruch in Sachen Sicherheit ging. Wir haben das 

Spionagegesetz. Es existiert seit 1917. Bis 2009 wurden nach diesem Gesetz nur drei Leute 

verurteilt, weil sie Informationen an die Presse gaben, allein unter Obama aber waren es acht. 

Dieses Gesetz ist eine eiserne Faust gegen jede Art von Dissenz. Nur wenige Präsidenten machten 

davon Gebrauch. Obama setzte es aber am häufigsten ein.„ 

John Kiriakou im Interview mit Tom Mustroph in Neues Deutschland, 18.05.2017 

“Machon schuf den historischen Brückenschlag zwischen zunehmender Angstpolitik und der 

Neoliberalisierung der Gesellschaften seit Margret Thatcher, der Entsolidarisierung und dem daraus

resultierenden problematischen Umgang mit Whistleblowing sowohl im Sozialen als auch im 

Recht. Trotzdem Machon nicht nur auf ihre individuellen Leiden fixiert blieb, sondern die 

historisch spezifische Situation mitreflektierte, ließ sie kein Wort zu Perspektiven der Zukunft 

verlautbaren.„ 

Alexandra Hiller, Diskussion: Eingesperrt wegen Geheimnisverrats, Netzpolitik, 13.05.2017

“Because the capture of Abu Zubaydah was so important, I was promoted: I was named Executive 

Assistant to the Deputy Director of Operations, and I regained access to the information. So I 

learned that on August 1, 2002, the CIA began to torture Abu Zubaydah, relentlessly torture him – 

and it's all documented now in the Senate Torture Report. To make a long story short: I objected to 

the torture, and was told to keep my mouth shut, which I did, for five-and-a-half years. Well, I left 

the CIA in 2004.„ 

John Kiriakou, Spy, whistleblower, storyteller (Part 1), Interview with Ruth Schneider, Exberliner, 

18.05.2017 
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FREIGEIST Beängsti-
gend aktuell: „Report 
der Magd“ als Serie mit 
Elisabeth Moss und an-
dere Werke von Marga-
ret  Atwood ▶ SEITE 15, 17

FREIHANDEL Nationale 
Parlamente bekommen 
das letzte Wort – was 
nun, TTIP? ▶ SEITE 4, 12

BERLIN Internationaler 
Tag gegen Homophobie: 
Interview zu lesbenfeind-
licher Gewalt ▶ SEITE 21

HEUTE IN DER TAZ

Guten Tag,
meine Damen und Herren!

Hier die erste vorläufige Bilanz 
seit Beginn der grünen Ret-
tungskampagne für die Bie-
nen: Es schaut gut aus!

Was niemand mehr erwar-
tet hatte, ist schon so gut wie 
 sicher: Schwarz-Gelb in NRW.

Was toter als tot gewesen 
schien, feiert womöglich im 
September Wiederauferste-
hung: Schwarz-Gelb im Bund.

Zum großen Glück fehlt nur 
noch eine kleine Formalität:
genau, grüne Hilfe für

Schwarz-Gelb in Schleswig-
Holstein.

Fotos: Lucas Jackson/reuters, US Army/ap (Montage: taz)

Schweinsteiger: Erst interessant, jetzt attraktiv
Wie der Deutsche in Chicago seine Kritik am US-Fußball revidiert ▶ Seite 19 

KOMMENTAR VON WOLFGANG GAST ZUR GEHEIMDIENSTAFFÄRE DES US-PRÄSIDENTEN

E s gibt in der Welt der Geheimdienste 
kaum ein größeres Vergehen, als 
hochrangige Quellen eines eng be-

freundeten Partnerdienstes zu gefähr-
den. Wenn die Berichterstattung der Wa-
shington Post zutrifft, dann hat US-Prä-
sident Donald Trump genau das getan.

Trump soll der Zeitung zufolge bei ei-
nem Treffen mit dem russischen Außen-
minister Sergei Lawrow und dem russi-
schen Botschafter in den USA, Sergei 
Kisljak, Details zu einer IS-Terrorgefahr 
durch Laptopcomputer in Flugzeugen 
weitergegeben haben. Genauer: Infor-
mationen über eine „Quelle“ nahe der 
Führungsspitze des sogenannten Isla-
mischen Staats, die die US-Behörden aus 

Das Risiko im Weißen Haus
Gründen der Sensibilität nicht einmal 
an ihre engsten Verbündeten wie etwa 
Großbritannien weitergereicht haben.

Unter befreundeten Nachrichten-
diensten ist es gängige Praxis, Informa-
tionen über Gefährdungslagen auszu-
tauschen. Dabei wird allerdings peinlich 
darauf geachtet, die Herkunft dieser In-
formationen zu verschleiern. Man stelle 
sich vor: Jahrelang hat ein Dienst im Na-
hen Osten gebraucht, einen Spitzel im 
Führungszirkel des IS zu platzieren. Ei-
nen, der über die Strategien und militä-
rischen Optionen der Dschihadisten Aus-
kunft gibt. Trump soll beim Tête-à-Tête 
mit seinen russischen Gästen mit der 
Qualität der geheimen Erkenntnisse ge-

prahlt haben. Wenn dann noch stimmt, 
dass Trump auch noch den Ort genannt 
hat, aus dem der Informant berichtet, 
dann schwebt der in Lebensgefahr. Im 
Geheimdienstsprech: Die Quelle ist ver-
brannt.

Dass der US-Präsident gestern twit-
terte, er habe ein „absolutes Recht“ dazu, 
„Fakten betreffend Terrorismus und Air-
line-Flugsicherheit“ zu teilen –, macht 

die Sache kein bisschen besser. Das Ver-
trauen in die Seriosität amerikanischer 
Geheimdienste dürfte bei den Partnern 
gehörig erschüttert sein, sie werden sen-
sible Erkenntnisse wohl jetzt für sich be-
halten.

Vergangene Woche entließ der Präsi-
dent FBI-Chef James B. Comey, dessen 
Behörde untersucht, ob Trumps Entou-
rage im zurückliegenden Wahlkampf il-
legal mit russischen Vertretern, darunter 
Botschafter Kisljak, gekungelt hat. Einen 
Tag danach trifft sich Trump mit Lawrow 
und Kisljak und plaudert über Hochge-
heimes. Ob Zufall oder nicht – dieser Prä-
sident wird immer mehr zum Risiko für 
den mächtigsten Geheimdienst der Welt.

Partner der USA werden 
sensible Erkenntnisse jetzt 
wohl eher für sich behalten

Fotos oben: ap

FREE DENIZ
verboten fordert die Freilassung von Deniz Yücel.

Great American 
Whistleblowers

DONALD TRUMP Der US-Präsident 
berichtete russischen Gästen über 
brisante Informationen zu IS-Terror-
plänen und verteidigt sein Vorgehen 
mit „humanitären Gründen“ ▶ SEITE 2

CHELSEA MANNING Die Ex-US-Soldatin gab 
geheime Militärdokumente an Wikileaks 
weiter, wurde von Expräsident Obama 
begnadigt und soll heute nach sieben 
Jahren Haft freigelassen werden ▶ SEITE 3
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Spy, whistleblower,
storyteller (Part 1)
by Ruth Schneider on May 18, 2017

          RSS Print

Among whites: Biodeutsche and their privileges The queen of Thursdays

Like 22

Wednesday we celebrated Chelsea Manning's release; last week another jailed
whistleblower was in the Berlin spotlight: ex-CIA agent John Kiriakou. We met for
a captivating talk about torture, terrorists, and sociopathic presidents. Not for the
faint of heart!
John Kiriakou is the ex-CIA agent who exposed the Bush administration's systematic use of torture
against Al Qaeda prisoners in the aftermath of 9/11. He's also the first CIA agent to have been jailed
for leaking information to the press. He's now a staunch civil rights crusader and a captivating
storyteller – recounting his memories in books and conferences, replete with vivid details and
memorable anecdotes.

In Berlin for a preview of his book Doing Time Like a Spy: How the CIA Taught Me to Survive and

Thrive in Prison, prior to a fascinating discussion at the Disruption Network Lab on May 12, Kiriakou
met with us for a two-hour chat on the 50-plus hours he spent at the bedside of a most-wanted Al
Qaeda man, the CIA's dirty interrogation methods under Bush, Obama's crackdown on whistleblowers
and how the CIA taught him how to thrive in a US jail.

Here's part one of the our chat with the "spy". Check back next week for part two.

Let’s start with your new book about your two years in jail. Can you tell us how a CIA agent
ends up in a cell with drug dealers?

It’s pretty straightforward, actually. I spent 15 years at the CIA. The first half of my career was in
analysis, on the Middle East; the second half was in counter-terrorism operations. After September 11,
I was the chief of CIA counter-terrorism operations in Pakistan and, in that role, I led a series of raids
that resulted in the capture of Abu Zubaydah and dozens of Al Qaeda fighters. When I returned to
headquarters, I was asked if I wanted to be certified in the use of what they called “enhanced
interrogation techniques” – I had never heard this term before, so I asked what it meant.

What professionals call 'EIT'?

Yes, exactly. That's what professionals who support the programme call it. I call it torture. As it turned
out, they asked 14 of us if we wanted to be trained, and I was the only one who said “no”. So I was
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The CIA has the highest divorce rate of any
organisation in the American government!”

Sacha Baron Cohen said: I want to go to the
Middle East, get in front of bonafide terrorists and I
want to show them polaroids of men having gay
sex.”

immediately cut out of that compartment; that means I no
longer had access to the information.

So how did you end up finding out about the torture?

Because the capture of Abu Zubaydah was so important, I
was promoted: I was named Executive Assistant to the
Deputy Director of Operations, and I regained access to the
information. So I learned that on August 1, 2002, the CIA
began to torture Abu Zubaydah, relentlessly torture him – and
it's all documented now in the Senate Torture Report. To
make a long story short: I objected to the torture, and was told
to keep my mouth shut, which I did, for five-and-a-half years.
Well, I left the CIA in 2004.

Why did you leave?

You know how people always say that they leave a job to
spend more time with their family? I actually left so that I
could spend more time with my family. I truly did. We had a
war going in Afghanistan, a war going in Iraq, we had counter-
terrorism operations all over the world. I was newly divorced
at the time, my sons were nine and six at the time, and they
needed their father.

So, the CIA was not good for your first marriage.

Not at all! Not. At. All. Oh
my gosh, the CIA has the
highest divorce rate of any
organisation in the
American government! You
leave for a meeting at 3am, and you have to leave at 11pm because you have to drive around to make
sure you're not being followed, and then get home at 7 or 8am, and your wife says, where were you?
And you say you were working. And she says, what was her name?

After leaving the CIA, you worked as a terrorism consultant for ABC News and on films as well,
right? I heard some crazy stories about you trying to advise Sacha Baron Cohen on Bruno...

Oh, he was craaaaazy.
Fearless in an uninformed
way – which I guess helps.
The first time we met, he
said, you know, I have this
character Bruno. I want to
go to the Middle East as
him, get in front of bona-
fide terrorists – Hezbollah, Al Qaeda, like real terrorists, show them polaroids of men having gay sex,
and ask them if this constitutes "torture", and if so, if we should send them to Guantanamo. And I said,
that is a terrible idea – they’re not going to think this is funny at all.

So what did you propose instead?

I said, what about this: I can get in touch with some older men in the Middle East who were members
of communist or nationalist terrorist groups in the 1960s and 1970s – they were shooting up airports
and hijacking planes, all of this stuff. So he said, okay, let’s get them to Jordan.

What did you tell those old terrorists to get them to fly to Jordan?

I said it was an Austrian documentary and they want to talk about the Middle East peace process. So
he’s meeting with these guys, and he shows them these graphic, hardcore gay sex polaroids. What he
wanted was for them to jump across the table and choke him, beat him, and all they did was look at it
and go tsk tsk tsk. "No, no, no... this is haram, this is no good.” That was it. The only time things turned
violent is when he went to the Western Wall in Jerusalem, wearing pink women’s hot pants and a
leather vest with no shirt underneath. A group of Jewish yeshiva students attacked him and beat him.
But that was the only occurrence.

Finally, in 2007, you went public on the CIA torture programme on ABC News. The story was
actually broken by the Times a day earlier. But you were the first CIA agent to publicly confirm
it.

I said three things, in a nationally televised interview: I said that the CIA was torturing its prisoners; I
said that torture was official US government policy. It was not the result of a rogue, which is what
President Bush had been telling people. And I said that the policy had been personally approved by
the President. So, the very next day, I learn that the FBI had begun investigating me.

How did you know?

Two ways: they leaked it to CNN, and so I was reading CNN the next morning, and here is this article
saying I am under investigation for “criminal disclosure of classified information”. And they sent a letter
to my attorney saying I was under investigation. That lasted from December 2007 to December 2008,
and then they closed that investigation, saying I had not committed a crime. What I did not know was
that, three weeks later, when Barack Obama became president, the CIA secretly asked him to re-open
the case against me. They investigated me for three more years, from January 2009 to January 2012;
and finally in 2012, they charged me with five felonies: three counts of espionage, coming out of that

Kiriakou's 2010 book detailing his time with the CIA

during the War on Terror.

“
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original interview; one count of making a false statement, and one count of violating the Intelligence
Identities Protection Act. The first four were dropped.

In the end, you went to jail for disclosing the identity of an undercover agent.

Yes. I actually did that. There was a reporter who told me he was writing a book on the CIA’s rendition
programme, and he sent me a list of names, but I said I don’t know any of these people. And he said,
well can you introduce me to this man? Who you mention in the first book? I think his name is John.
And I said, oh, you mean John Doe – he’s probably retired and living in Virginia somewhere. But I'd
confirmed his last name, and that’s what they got me for. So I had no criminal intent to out this man.
But the bottom line was – and we know this from the memos that the CIA sent to the Justice
Department that were released to us for my defense – the CIA didn’t care about criminal intent. They
were so angry that I had aired the dirty laundry in public that they wanted to make an example of me.
We found a memo that the CIA wrote to the Justice Department, and it said: “Charge him with
espionage.” And the Justice Department wrote back and said: but he hasn’t committed espionage.

So that’s the famous Espionage Act that’s been used so much by Barack Obama.

Yes, nine times. Three times as many as all previous presidents combined. So the Justice Department
said this, and the CIA wrote back and said, charge him anyway and make him defend himself.

So you see it as a vindictive case.

Oh, yes. Without any doubt. I’m 100 percent sure of it.

What's interesting is that originally on ABC News, you confirmed the use of torture but didn’t
necessarily criticise it. You even said it might be needed.

I tried to explain that there were two separate issues here. One: was torture moral, ethical and legal?
And I said, it was not. But there was a second question: did it work in getting information? Now, the
only information I had was what I had read in CIA channels, and in CIA channels, they said that it had
worked, and that Abu Zubaydah had cracked, and that he had provided this actionable intelligence.
Back then I didn't know it was a lie.

Times were different, right? This was just after 2001 and as [EIT developer] James Mitchell tried
to rationalise later: the CIA was obsessed with 9/11 and the duty to protect the lives of
Americans from another terrorism attack... So you had this urgency to find information.

Oh yeah. Bin Laden had told us that he was going to launch an attack that "will dwarf September 11",
and we were terrified this was going to take place. So, yes, there was an urgency. It wasn’t until 2009,
when the CIA Inspector General’s Report was released, that I even realised that all of those reports
that Mitchell was writing from the secret prison site, were just lies. The information was correct, but it
had been gathered weeks earlier by Ali Soufan, who had just been sitting across the table from Abu
Zubaydah, before there was any torture involved at all.

So it was before the CIA takeover.

Yes, it was before.

Can you tell me more about these 54 straight hours spent at the bedside of what you believed
back then was a top Al Qaeda terrorist? Abu Zubaydah had been seriously wounded and
brought to a Lahore hospital. What feelings did you go through sitting alone with him in the
confinement of that hospital room, witnessing him battling against death?

We weren’t even sure that he was going to live that first night, he was so severely wounded; he had
been shot by a Pakistani policeman. He was in a coma the first day and a half or so, and when he
finally came out of it I said: "You know, I should hate you; I should want to kill you – and I don’t.” He
was far younger than I thought, 29, 30. And he was bloody and dying and crying, and when he first
came out of his coma, he was initially shocked. He looked at me and he realised, Oh my god, the
Americans have me. And so his heart was beating so hard that he went into atrial fibrillation. They had
to come in and shock him, and then they gave him a shot of demyrol and then he was out again for six
hours. By the time he woke back up again, I had taken his sheet and tied him to the bed, because I
was afraid I'd fall asleep – and that he was going to escape.

But what was your exact assignment: to sit there until...

The CIA office in Islamabad called me, and they said George Tennant, director of the CIA had called,
and said: “24/7 CIA eyes-on. Do. Not. Leave. His. Bedside.” So, I sat there for 54 hours, just constantly
drinking coffee and walking around the bed, trying to stay awake. There were mosquitos everywhere.
And he was just soaked in blood. It was all over us. I put the fan on for as high as it would go just to
blow the mosquitos off of him. After those six hours he finally woke up again and he was terrified, and
like I said, he was tied to the bed, and he motioned for me to come next to him. He wanted to tell me
something. So I removed his oxygen mask and I said to him in Arabic: "What is your name?" He said
to me, in English, "I will not speak to you in God’s language." And I said that’s okay…

So he spoke good English...

Beautiful English. But I said that's okay, Abu Zubaydah, we know who you are. And he said: Please,
brother, kill me. Take the pillow and kill me. And I said, no, nobody is going to kill you: we’ve been
looking for you for a long time. You’re going to get the best medical care that the American government
can provide. Which was true: we were flying in the chief of trauma surgeon from Johns Hopkins
University medical center. He was very upset; he cried a lot. He said he would never know the touch of
a woman, the joy of fatherhood. And I said to him: You’re not the victim here. There were 50,000
people in those towers. Did you think that we wouldn’t try to find you, to kill you, to capture you? Did
you think that we wouldn’t try to kill Bin Laden. I said: You murdered 3000 people.

What was Abu Zubeyda's actual involvement in 9/11?



I said, I am the nicest guy that you are going to
meet in this experience. So if there is one thing that
you do, it's that you have to cooperate. And Abu
Zubaydah said: You seem like a nice man, but
you’re the enemy, and I’ll never cooperate.”

I hate the FBI. And I hate what the FBI did to
me, and its like a kick in my stomach to have to
compliment them. But the FBI is really good at
interrogation. And they never touch a person.”

Well, as it turned out, very little. Back then we thought he was the number three in Al Qaeda. He
wasn’t. I mean, he was a bad guy. He was a logistician on behalf of Al Qaeda. He set up and managed
the two training camps in southern Afghanistan. He managed the safehouse in Peshawar. He would
screen recruits that were coming through Pakistan to see if they were good enough to become Al
Qaeda fighters, but he never actually joined Al Qaeda, and he had nothing to do with 9/11. Nothing.
So, as time passed, we talked more, we talked about our families, we talked about… he had written
poetry; he recited poetry...

So your feelings towards him move from hatred and kind of pity to empathy, and then you end
up talking man-to-man about your lives?

Oh yeah! We did. We
talked about the
differences between
Christianity and Islam,
about Shi-ism and Sun-
ism. You know, normal
intellectual
conversations. Later, Abu
Zubaydah became upset
because he didn’t know what was going to happen. I said: I know a plane is coming, and I know they
are going to take you somewhere. I have no idea where that is, or what they are going to do, but I’m
going to give you a piece of advice. I said, I am the nicest guy that you are going to meet in this
experience. So if there is one thing that you do, it's that you have to cooperate. And he said: You seem
like a nice man, but you’re the enemy, and I’ll never cooperate.

When did you see him last?

A plane landed at about 3am. I was standing next to his bed with three FBI agents and he asked me to
hold his hand. We carried him out to the the plane. He was bleeding so profusely – these wounds were
so severe that they were pumping blood into him and as fast as they pumping blood into him, it was
leaking out of the wounds. It was like a scene from a horror movie. So I held his hand, we carried him
out on the gurney, we maneuvered him into the plane, put him on the luggage rack in the back, tied
him down. And I told him good luck, but remember what I said, you have to cooperate. And that was
the last time I saw him.

Sounds like a weird bubble in time? How do you look back at it?  

You know, this was 15 years ago and I think about it every single day. It was the defining event of my
adult life. I didn’t realise it at the time.

In which way?

I think because I came to understand my own humanity. I mean, I had colleagues who were gladly
travelling around the world and killing people. And that wasn’t me. I ought to hate that man and I ought
to want to kill him; but I don’t.

So you are a bit of a 'softie', not ready to do what it takes to fight terorrism – at least, according
to CIA's reasoning that you need to fight empathy and do what's needed to get intelligence and
save American lives.

No, because to me that’s
not real intelligence. Listen,
I hate the FBI. And I hate
what the FBI did to me, and
its like a kick in my
stomach to have to
compliment them. But the
FBI is really good at
interrogation. And they never touch a person. What they do is sit across the table from you and
establish a relationship. Would you like a cigarette? Would you like something to drink? Here’s a bowl
of fruit that we put on the table. And they establish a rapport. And sometimes it takes weeks, or
months. But you know what, they succeed, and you end up giving them information. Abu Zubaydah
was a hardened terrorist, and he ended up giving Ali Soufan actionable intelligence that disrupted
attacks.

He was interrogated by the FBI first, right? Your colleagues at the CIA must have been pretty
unhappy about that!

Yes! And that’s a story in it of itself. The FBI was given primacy because the CIA has no trained
interrogators. The decision came from the White House. And they were furious. Furious. So here
comes Ali Soufan, who's a good guy, but he’s kind of arrogant. You know: he’s Lebanese-American
and he’s smarter than you are. So it’s him and Abu Zubaydah at the table, with another 20 CIA people
standing around the edges of the room, not speaking. Well Abu was answering questions like “If I
wanted to do an attack in Hamburg, how would I do that?” And Abu Zubaydah said: Well, there’s this
guy Mohammed and this is his phone number, and he has a friend Abdallah…

So he would give names, cooperate?

Yeah, he was cooperative. But when Ali sent it in, the CIA was furious. Because, remember, they think
this giant attack in New York or Washington is coming, and we’re talking about Hamburg, about Milan.
So George Tennent went to the White House and told President Bush, this interrogation is not working;
we’re not getting any real information that we can use. We want you to order the FBI out, and we want
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And that made them torture him more. Eighty-
three times. And it wasn’t just waterboarding – it was
other things. Like we knew he had an irrational fear
of bugs. So they put him in a dog cage, and they put
cockroaches in the cage with him, just to make him
crazy.”

Barack Obama was talking about the drone
program and said, I never knew I was so good at
killing people. I think that he’s a sociopath. And I
think that he is unable to feel empathy, is unable to
be sympathetic.”

the CIA to take over. And for whatever reason, George Bush did that. So on August 1, 2002 the CIA
took over and immediately began waterboarding. Within hours he was choking and had a seizure.

But so back then in 2007, when you were on TV, you were not aware about the whole thing.
What you said back then was that you thought he was waterboarded just once and he gave his
information right away – vindicating the idea that waterboarding worked out.

Well, the reason why I said
that is because after they
waterboarded him and his
heart stopped and they had
to revive him, James
Mitchell wrote a cable,
saying, “We did it, it
worked, here’s the
information.” But the
information that Mitchell
wrote was what Ali Soufan
had collected, that was only in the FBI channels. He put it in CIA channels and said that we got it. It
was all a lie. But we didn’t know this until 2009. In reality, as soon as they started torturing him, he
stopped talking. And that made them torture him more. Over and over and over again. Eighty-three
times. And it wasn’t just that – it was other things. Like, we knew he had an irrational fear of bugs. So
they put him in a dog cage, and they put cockroaches in the cage with him, just to make him crazy.

Reminiscent of 1984, you know the scene?

It is. There was also sleep deprivation. He was naked for months – they kept him naked, just to
humiliate him. They did all sorts of different kinds of things to him.

And when did the torture finally stop?

Well, it stopped, and then it started again. In the end, it was a disaster. He really didn’t give us any
actionable intelligence. And then they began moving him, from country to country to country to country,
and finally ending up in Guantanamo. He’s been there about 12 years now.

And still no trial?

The Constitution says that you are entitled to face your accusers in a court of law. But the CIA cannot
allow that to happen, because he was tortured. So anything he said under torture is inadmissible in
court which means, if he were to go to court, he would probably be found not guilty, and be released.
With Abu Zubaydah, the torture stopped in 2005, so he was tortured for three years, but there were
other prisoners, like Khalid Sheikh Mohammed, who was waterboarded 183 times.

As finally acknowledged by a Senate report released to the public in 2014, these "enhanced
interrogation techniques" were not only wrong but worthless. They were banned by Obama in
2009, but you've said he refused to look into what had happened, or investigate abuses
committed by the CIA.

Yeah, it was greatly disappointing to the human’s rights community in the United States. He said, we
want to look forward, not backward; but what I don’t understand is why there was no investigation and
no prosecution of the people who knew better. Of the leaders of the CIA. Of the attorneys who tried to
justify it. Of the CIA official who destroyed the evidence of the torture. What about these CIA officers
who murdered suspects in custody? Where is the justice for those people?

Let me add something, because that really is an important issue. In January 1968, the Washington

Post ran a front page photograph of an American soldier waterboarding a North Vietnamese prisoner.
The day that photograph was published, the Secretary of Defense ordered an investigation, and the
soldier was arrested, he was charged with torture and convicted, and sentenced to 20 years in prison.
But the law never changed! We still have the same law from 1946, so why…

Well, then the trauma of 9/11 happened in between…

But the law didn’t change. I suppose reasonable people can agree to disagree. But if you want to
torture somebody, change the law and make it legal! Because as it stands now, I don’t care what the
Bush Justice Deptaprtment says, as it stands now, torture is illegal, was illegal, and the torturers were
committing crimes.

President Obama didn't only refuse to investigate CIA torture crimes, he started to really crack
down on whistleblowers in general. How do you explain that?

I’ve struggled with that
question for years now. It’s
easy to blame Eric Holder.
Because he was militant in
his pursuit of national
security leaks. But, you
know, I still have friends
who were at the CIA with
me and who went to the
Obama White House – and they told me that President Obama had a Nixon-like obsession with leaks.
That makes sense to me. In a book that came out in 2013 called Double Down, two political journalists
interviewed Obama and he said two things that just shocked me. One, and very matter-of-factly, he
said: I never said I was a liberal. Like we were the stupid ones because we thought he was a liberal. In
fact, he was not; he was very conservative. And two, he was talking about the drone programme and
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I can’t tell you how many weddings we
bombed because somebody was wearing white and
was tall. They said: “It has to be Osama bin Laden!”
And we would fire a hellfire missile and blow up the
whole wedding and it was just some innocent
wedding.”

said, I never knew I was so good at killing people. I think that he’s a sociopath. And I think that he is
unable to feel empathy, is unable to be sympathetic…

But he was sympathetic about torture…

Not necessarily. I think he saw it strictly as a legal issue. Remember, he’s a constitutional lawyer. Also
by that point it was a big scandal – and it was an easy way for him to come out looking like the good
guy.

I guess this is where you would agree with James Mitchell, because he said: you’re getting on
our case for waterboarding, but look at what President Obama is doing with drones; going to a
wedding ceremony and killing one bad guy, and his whole family…

Yes, the whole family. I
can’t tell you how many
weddings we bombed
because somebody was
wearing white and was tall.
They said: “It has to be
Osama bin Laden!” And we
would fire a hellfire missile
and blow up the whole
wedding and it was just
some innocent wedding. I
can’t tell you how many times that happened. So yeah, I actually have to agree with James Mitchell on
that issue, unfortunately.

Since we’re reviewing presidents, what can you really expect from President Trump on these
issue?  He definitely said that waterboarding terrorists was okay and if it were up to him, it
could be a lot worse.

“A hell of a lot worse,” he said. Listen...I think Trump is a madman; he’s impulsive; he’s not very bright;
and he doesn’t take advice from anybody. He just acts off the cuff with whatever pops into his mind at
any given moment. And I was shocked when he said that about waterboarding because I cannot recall
a presidential candidate promising to commit a crime, an impeachable offense, if he’s elected
president. But then when he began interviewing people for the Cabinet, General Mattis, who became
the Secretary of Defense, said that torture just doesn’t work. He didn’t say that it was immoral, or
illegal; he just said that it didn’t work, that I’d rather offer the guy a cigarette than waterboard him.
General Kelly, who became the Secretary of Homeland Security, said the same thing. So I’d like to
think that these guys are the adults in the room, and are able to tell him, don’t do that. And the bottom
line is that the 1946 torture act we’re signatories on is clear. Actually, we were the drafters of the
International Convention Against Torture.

But as you said yourself – torture was illegal under Bush. This didn't prevent the CIA from
resorting to it...

In 2016 we passed the McCain-Feinstein Amendment to the National Defence Authorization Act which
formally banned torture and said that national security interrogations had to follow the army field
manual. But the army field manual belongs to the army, and the army belongs to the executive branch,
and Donald Trump is the head of the executive branch. So if he wants to torture people all he has to
do is change the manual. He could do it with the stroke of a pen. He hasn’t yet and I would like to think
that there would be a public outcry if he did. So our ban on torture is not such a tough and strong ban
as we think it is, it can be changed. And it won’t require an act of Congress.

And what about pursuing whistleblowers? Chelsea Manning has finally been released, but CIA
whistleblower Jeffrey Sterling is in solitary confinement now and you are pretty actively
campaigning for his release. How do you see this evolving, this crackdown on whistleblowers?

Great question. With Trump we’re just simply not sure yet. He has called whistleblowers "low-life
leakers", but he says a lot of stupid things and doesn’t follow up on them. So I think the jury’s still out.
Frankly, because we haven’t really had a national security whistleblower yet that’s gone public. We
have Vault 7, we think it’s a CIA officer or CIA contractor.

With the release of Chelsea Manning, who's appealing her Espionage Act convictions, do you
see hope for prosecuted whistleblowers?

There is some real optimism, not necessarily that we’re going to win at the appeals court level, but no
matter what happens it’s going to the Supreme Court for the first time in history. Now that Trump
named somebody to the Supreme Court it’s more of a question mark, but I think the Espionage Act is
unconstitutionally broad and vague. I think it needs to be rewritten, and maybe we have a chance to
get these Espionage Act charges against whistleblowers thrown out.

But do you agree that some classified information needs to remain classified? Say... you're not
happy with your boss, he fires you and the next thing you do is you leak information.

That’s leaking; that’s not whistleblowing.

This is a grey area between leaking and whistleblowing.

Not necessarily. First, it’s against the law to classify a crime. So if the CIA is doing a torture
programme – torture is a violation of international law – it is illegal to make that information classified.
Number two, and this is a problem with the Espionage Act, is that there is no affirmative defence. Your
defence cannot be ‘I leaked it in the national interest.' Whistleblowers are bringing to light any
evidence of waste, fraud, abuse, illegality or threats to public health or public safety – it's not just
leaking anything. That needs to be written into the Espionage Act. Plus, we have a whistleblower
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I want the NSA to intercept Angela Merkel’s
cellphone! It's fine! Every country does that.”

protection law in the United States, but national security whistleblowers are exempt from its coverage.
So if you work for the Department of Agriculture and you blow the whistle you’re a big hero and you're
going to get a cash settlement – if you’re with the CIA, FBI, NSA, DOD or Homeland Security you’re
going to go to prison, probably under the Espionage Act. And that’s not justice.

An article in The New Yorker made an interesting point about this idea of "classified
information". Apparently under Obama, they classified more documents than ever before,
which makes it easier to 'leak'… and then officials leak all the time, without people noticing and
without being prosecuted. Your example shows that if they have a grudge against you, they’re
going to dig and dig until they find something you disclosed somehow. Chances are that if you
blew the whistle, in one way or another you leaked something. Like in Snowden's case – there
were some leaks as collateral damage, right?

My overall opinion is that
Snowden is a national
hero. Because without his
information we would have
no idea that our
government was spying on us. With that said, there is a lot that he said that I would not have said. For
example, I love Germany and Berlin is one of my favourite places in the world. But I want the NSA to
intercept Angela Merkel’s cellphone! It's fine! Every country does that. That’s how you’re able to verify
whether your friends are telling you the truth. That’s what intelligence services do. So I wouldn’t have
disclosed everything that Edward Snowden did, but all in all I’m glad that he did what he did.

Do you think that Ed Snowden should come back and face trial?

No, in fact I’ve told him that he should not come home. Because he would not get a fair trial. All of us
with national security cases are charged in the eastern district of Virginia. And in fact we all get the
same judge, Judge Leonie Brinkema. She did me, she did Jeffrey Sterling, she reserved Snowden for
herself, the rumour is that she has reserved Julian Assange for herself. No national security defendant
has ever won a case in her courtroom.

She even went on the record that she thought that your sentence was too lenient.

When I accepted a guilty plea in October of 2012 and came to an agreement with the prosecution for
30 months in prison, she said 30 months, and these were her exact words, 30 months is fair and
appropriate.

So how do you explain her change of opinion?

Very easily, because at the formal sentencing in January the courtroom was packed with every
journalist in Washington, the Washington Post, the New York Times, the Wall Street Journal, USA

Today, the foreign press, packed. And she wanted to get her name in the paper because she’s a big
tough judge. I told that to Snowden, You’re not going to get a fair trial from Leonie Brinkema. You may
think that you have a deal with the Justice Department when you come back but whatever you think
that deal is, she’s going to give you 40 years in prison and you’re going to die in prison.

So you think it's better for him to stay in Russia?

I do. Like I say, I’ve strongly urged him to stay there until he gets some kind of executive leniency. Any
president could sign an order saying ‘consider his exile in Moscow time served’, just come back. But in
exchange you have to brief the NSA on how you did it. Something.

Actually, any head of state could give him asylum.

Who’s going to take the risk of angering Donald Trump? But yeah, any head of state can do it. And
ought to do it. Berlin seems like a really perfect place for somebody like Ed Snowden.

Check next week's Exberliner Weekly newsletter (sign up here) for part two.
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Like 8

Last week we brought you part one of our chat with ex-CIA agent John Kiriakou.
Now fresh after the German release of his newest book, Doing Time Like A Spy:

How the CIA Taught Me to Survive and Thrive in Prison, we wrap up the serial
with a chat on his time dealing with the Italian mob and neo-Nazis in a US federal
prison.
On January 25, 2013, six years after blowing the whistle on the CIA's "enhanced interrogation
techniques", Kiriakou was sentenced to 30 months in prison for revealing classified information to a
journalist. He ended up serving 23 months at the Federal Correctional Institution in Loretto,
Pennsylvania.

Kiriakou met with Exberliner's Ruth Schneider while in Berlin for a preview of his book at the
Disruption Network Lab.

This is part two of our chat with John Kiriakou. Check out part one here.

Let's talk about your newest book. The title says the CIA taught you not only to survive, but to
"thrive" in prison... So you were prepared before you got there?

In the prison context, yes, I did. I was there from February 28, 2013 to February 3, 2015 – so just over
23 months. My lawyers asked the judge to send me to a minimum security work camp. At the camp,
there are no bars on the windows, there is no fence, you are free to come and go as you please, you
can work in the town. You just have to promise you’re not going to run away. And the judge agreed.

Now there is always a camp next to a higher security prison because if there is a riot in the prison, the
people in the camp have to take over and do the laundry, the cooking, clean the floors, all these things.
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What saved me was that I had ready access to
the media. The guards realised that if they fucked
with me, they were gonna have CNN standing next
to their car when they go out after their shift.”

So I went up to the prison and I turned myself in. The cop
takes me out the door and we start going around to the back.
I said, “No, I’m supposed to be at the camp across the street”
and he says, “Ha! Not according to my paperwork, you’re
not!” There was nothing I could do, so I just tried to relax. It
took me five days before I got access to the phone. I called
my attorney and I told him they put me in the actual prison
with the murderers and the paedophiles and the drug
kingpins. He told me that we could file a motion but it’d be two
years before we got a hearing. I'd be home by then. “You'll
have to tough it out,” he said. Once I got over the initial shock,
I decided, well, I'm trained for this. I’ve lived in Yemen.

So you had to share a cell?

There were six men in a four-man cell. We have a terrible
overcrowding problem in American prisons. There were two
"chomos" – child molesters – two drug dealers, and the mayor
of Cleveland, Ohio, who was in on a corruption charge.

A nice cross-section!

The drug dealers were great and the mayor was one of my best friends, but the child molestors... that
was a problem. You’ll see in the book, the stories are horrific.

Like what?

I got a job in the prison library. My first day working there, the leader of the janitorial crew was about
my age and he said “How much time do you have?” I said “Thirty months. You?” He told me 22 years.
And so of course I asked him what he did. "Well, I like to masturbate looking at pictures of dead
children and I have a friend who works at the morgue...”

Maybe he needs psychological help.

They all do. But there is no psychological help in American prisons. That’s one of the problems.

So is prison really as hardcore as American TV likes to present it? What was the worst part?

The single most difficult
thing was the prison
guards. They’re corrupt,
they’re stupid, they’re
violent and they’re
constantly trying to get you
to lash out at them so they
can send you to solitary. Or
they try to get you to fight other prisoners, or they try to set you up, plant things in your locker, for
example. What saved me was that I had ready access to the media. And when I started writing this
blog series, “Letters from Loretto”, CNN, 60 Minutes and the BBC came to the prison, so they realised
that if they fucked with me, they were gonna have CNN standing next to their car when they go out
after their shift.

So the publicity around your case helped you?

I think it kept me safe. I never turned down a press interview because the more I got my story out
there, the safer I became inside. I’ll tell you about one incident that really captures this. I had written an
open letter to Ed Snowden and it went viral. It got more than two million hits. After that, one friendly
guard came up to me, and he kind of liked that I was famous and he said “Listen, they’re talking about
putting you in diesel therapy.” That would have meant getting sent to the penitentiary in Kanen,
Pennsylvania, which is a transportation hub for the east, sitting there for three weeks or three months,
then on to Oklahoma City; Yankton, South Dakota; Lompoc, California... they basically keep you in
transit status until the end of your sentence, so you have no access to a telephone, email or pen and
paper. Nobody will know where you are, nobody will be able to hear from you, you’ll just be lost in the
system.

And what happened? Why didn’t they do it?

I immediately handwrote a blog. Within an hour. And I ran it to the mailroom and I sent it to my attorney
Jesselyn Radack, she sent it to Ariana Huffington, The Huffington Post published it: “Kiriakou
threatened with diesel therapy”. John Cusack tweeted to his 1.2 million followers: “BOP (Bureau of
Prisons) Hands off John Kiriakou” and then he attached the article. Yoko Ono tweeted it, Oliver Stone
tweeted it. As it turned out, Code Pink, the peace group in the United States, told me that there were
1600 phone calls to the office of the director of the Bureau of Prisons, saying you better leave John
Kiriakou alone.

That’s the amazing power of digital media, right.

It saved me! Because that’s a form of torture, when you’re lost in a prison system and no one knows
where you are for two years. So it saved me.
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I can’t tell you how many times they had to
close the prison – no visitors – because we had
some disease that was spreading around. One guy
in my housing unit got tuberculosis!”

At the CIA they taught us a rule: if calm is not to your
benefit then chaos is your friend. And there

was another rule: Achieve what you want by using
dirty tricks.”

What was the most difficult to adapt to, on a personal level? I could just imagine sleeping there
with people snoring all night and the smell...

The smells are the worst
ever. There are a lot of old
men in their seventies and
eighties, they shit
themselves, they have
heart attacks and they pee
their pants. And the
disease! The prison is built
for 800 people, when I arrived we had 1400 people, when I left we had 1200. So you’re constantly
passing diseases. I can’t tell you how many times they had to close the prison – no visitors – because
we had some disease that was spreading around.

What kind of diseases?

One guy in my housing unit got tuberculosis! Oh my god, if you get TB in prison, you can die from that.
And you can’t ever get rid of TB – you always have it. So that was a problem. But the biggest problem,
and an ongoing problem for me personally, was the boredom. Every day is exactly like every other day.
So what kept me sane was two things. One was writing a book, because it was cathartic.

So you knew it would be a book, or were you just writing a blog?

I knew it would be a book. And I handwrote it. Imagine writing 100,000 words by hand and not knowing
if you’re repeating yourself. Every time I would write 10 pages, I would send it to Jesselyn [Radack].
Because the guards were going into my locker and taking my pages! So I'd put them in an envelope
marked “attorney client privilege” and send it to her. It ended up being 500-and-something pages.

So writing heped you stay afloat. What else?

On my very first day in prison, I got a letter from a lady in Ringgold, some little tiny town in Georgia. I
had no idea who this woman was, but she sent me a letter and a photograph of a beautiful flower. “I
followed your case, I wish you the best of luck.” I decided that very first day that I would answer every
letter that I got. I ended up getting almost 8000 letters.

And you answered every letter?

Every single one of them. There were some days where I got as many as 60 letters.

So what are those CIA techniques you ended up implementing to thrive in prison, as suggested
by the title of your book?

Yes, but it’s not a very nice story. There was a guy in prison, in the book I call him Wallace. He was a
con man. He would just steal from everybody. And he had dated an A-list Hollywood star. So he was in
People magazine, he was in Variety, he was in the Hollywood Reporter, he’s on the red carpet with her
arm around his... big star. But she realised he was a con man and she left him.

So who was the star? That’s not CIA classified!

I’m not supposed to say!

So he was sentenced to what?

He was sentenced to five years for embezzlement. He was stealing money from clients: he would tell
people, “Oh, I’m an investment broker” and he would take their money and buy a boat with it. This guy,
it was in his DNA to steal from people. So in prison, he told all these stupid child molestors that he was
a lawyer and if they got their family to wire $10,000-20,000 into his account, he would write their
appeal and they would be released. So people were transferring thousands of dollars into his account,
and he’s not a lawyer.

You didn’t warn anyone?

Not my business. I can’t help it if you’re stupid. It’s not my responsibility to make you not stupid.

Everyone minds their own business, right?

Yes, you can’t involve yourself with anybody else, it’s one of those jailhouse things you don’t do
because then you’re gonna get problems. But eventually, I could not take this guy any longer.

What did you do to this poor con guy?

At the CIA they taught us a
rule: if calm is not to your
benefit then chaos is your
friend. And there was
another rule: Achieve what
you want by using dirty
tricks. Two rules. So here’s
what I did. When you’re
being released from prison, they give you a paper called a “merry-go-round”, a list of offices in the
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I said 'Pete, I’m gonna fucking kill this guy’ and
he says “No you’re not. You’re gonna finish dinner
and you’re gonna go to my cell and you’re gonna
read the USA Today and I’m gonna take care of it.'”

prison, and on your last day you need to go to every office to get a signature. You don’t really need the
signatures, it’s just to keep you out of trouble on that last day. My cellmate Jesus was getting out, so I
said “Jesus, can I borrow your ‘merry-go-round’?” So he gives it to me. I go up to the library, make a
copy of it. I whited out his name and prisoner number, put in Wallace’s name and number, and made a
new photocopy so it’s clean. Then I stole a duffle bag. They give poor prisoners a duffle bag when
they’re released to take away their possessions. So I waited until 5:00 on Friday afternoon and I put
the ‘merry-go-round’ and the duffle bag on Wallace’s bed. He walks into the room and over to his bed,
holds it up and says, “I’m going home! I won my appeal! I’m going home!”

The Italian I was sitting with said, “Wallace, we have to have a going-away party for you. Let’s make it
dinner, Sunday night we’ll celebrate.” He was so excited that he started crying. The next day he gave
away all of his possessions to other prisoners, just gave everything away. We had a big night for him –
the Italians had a crooked guard on their payroll, so he would bring in wine and lamb and pasta and
vegetables, whatever we wanted. The next day, we all walked with him down to RnD, Receiving and
Discharge, it's where you first come in and where you – at the end – come out. The cop said to him,
“What are you doing here?” He said, ‘I’m going home!’ and he handed him the “merry-go-round”. And
the cop looks at it and says, “Turn around, you’re under arrest.” “For what?” “Attempted escape.” So
he starts crying again. They cuff him and bring him to solitary confinement. He was in solitary for six
months. And then they sent him to another prison to finish his sentence.

That guy must hate your guts.

Oh I’m sure he hates my guts.

He’s gonna show up at one of your…

… one of my book signings.

Did anyone ever try to hurt you or gang up against you?

Right before I left, there was another incident. So Frank said "Hey John, there was a guy in the
medical unit tonight telling everybody that you’re a rat!" If you call somebody a rat in prison, blood is
gonna fall on the floor. I said “Who is this guy?” He said, “I don’t know, I never saw him before, I think
he must be new.” New prisoners come every other Thursday. The next night at dinner, my friend
comes over and says, “That’s the guy right there.” I never saw this guy before. He looked like he was a
meth addict – sores all over his face, long dirty hair, white trash like a hillbilly from Kentucky. So I’m
sitting at the table with the Italians – he was with the neo-Nazis. I stand up and I shout “Hey do you
have a problem with me?” He says, “You know where I live.” I said, “Fuck that, let's go right now.” Well
this was crazy, because the only place in the prison where the police feel threatened is in the cafeteria
because it’s 10 of them and 1400 of us. It’s the only place where they can lose control very quickly.

So if a fight breaks out in the cafeteria, they're outnumbered…

… yes and the cops are
going to get killed. So I feel
somebody pulling my
sleeve, and I turn and it’s
one of the very senior
Italians, a captain in the
Bonanno crime family and
he says to me, very softly
“What in the world are you doing?” And I said “Pete, I’m gonna fucking kill this guy’ and he says “No
you’re not. You’re gonna finish dinner and you’re gonna go to my cell and you’re gonna read the USA

Today and I’m gonna take care of it.” I picked up my tray, turned it in and I went to his cell and I’m
sitting there reading the stupid USA Today. About 20 minutes later the Italian comes in, and he says
“It’s all taken care of.” I went back to my cell which was right across the hall. I pick up the New York

Times and from the corner of my eye I see the guy. There’s blood coming from his nose and there’s
blood coming from his lip ...!

Right... so the Italians had taken care of him on your behalf. Nice!

Yes, and I look at him and he says “Excuse me..." I’m looking at him and I thought, this is no time to
show weakness. This is also a CIA tactic of “Allow others to do your dirty work.” And I said “Get the
fuck out of here before I break your legs.” And he ran away and he never spoke to me again. So the
Italian is watching all this from his cell and he says, “The only thing I ask is that when your book comes
out you sign a copy and send it to my wife,” and I said, “Done.”

So one of the things you learn at the CIA is to basically deceive people.

Oh sure! You’re trained to lie, you lie to everybody. One of the reasons the divorce rate is so high at
the CIA is that people sometimes don’t know when to turn it off and they go home and they lie to their
wives, their girlfriends. You have to know when to turn it off.

Do you keep a journal to see where you stand exactly?

I used to. But I was always so worried about accidentally saying something classified and then getting
in trouble for it because you’re polygraphed. And I was afraid they would say “Have you ever revealed
classified information outside of CIA channels?” And you know you can’t do that, so I stopped.

“
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So do you have a mental technique?

Yes. A lot of my former CIA colleagues tell me I went too far on the other side. Sometimes you have to
turn off your personal morals, you have to turn off your personal ethics and you do what they tell you to
do. And I said no, I wouldn’t do that.

So, can we actually believe anything you write in your books? Can I trust anything you told me
in this interview?

People ask me that all the time. And I’ll tell you one thing that my wife said. I called her from prison
one time in December 2014 and she said, “Today was a great day.” And I said, “Yeah, why?” and she
said, “Because today the Senate Torture Report was released and it proves that everything you said
was true.” And you know what, I’ve hung on to that. Everything I’ve said has been true to the best of
my knowledge.

After your first book, some CIA people accused you of embellishing reality. Do you think you
do that?

No, I didn’t embellish. You’re talking about Robert Grenier. He said that I embellished. He was my
boss. I sold the option to that book to Universal Pictures and when he found out he was furious and he
called a mutual friend. He was so angry that he stopped speaking to me and he shouted to my friend,
“That was my story, he was my assistant, I should have been the one to write that book.” And I said
that’s it, it was jealousy.

So the way you are describing it, it ends up being about who’s going to cash in on their
memoirs first...

Yeah. He was so angry that two of my friends cut him off. They won’t speak to him anymore. He ended
up writing a book called 88 Days to Kandahar. But it just came out about a year ago and nobody gives
a shit about Kandahar anymore. You’re 15 years too late. That was before 9/11.

You were a spy, a consultant, a whistleblower, a writer. Now do you consider yourself an
activist? What do you say when people say, John Kiriakou, what do you do?

That is a great question, I struggle with that. I have this Wikipedia page, I’ve never written on it,
nothing. I probably should have. But somebody wrote that I’m a journalist. And I said to my wife
“Somebody on Wikipedia said I’m a journalist.” And she goes, “Well, I guess you kind of are, you write
this weekly column.”

So now you’re mostly living off your books and writing? What about your consultancy work on
films – you told me about your adventures with Sacha Baron Cohen. And are you still working
for Hollywood?

That’s going to be my primary source of income. I sold three shows since I’ve been home, three
television series – one with Oliver Stone and one with Alec Baldwin. So that’s where my real money is
going to come from. I can’t ever work in Washington again.

It sounds like a good retirement project.

I think so. It’s fun and I love California.

Better than Virginia?

Better than Virginia!
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Whistleblower: Einer schert aus

Foto: Getty Images/iStockphoto

Von Tom Mustroph

18.05.2017

»Folter und Drohnenkrieg säen
Hass«
CIA-Whistleblower John Kiriakou über die Fehler der
USA bei der Terrorbekämpfung und das Versagen des
früheren US-Präsidenten Barack Obama

John Kiriakou, wie viele Verurteilungen für Beteiligte des

CIA-Folterprogramms gab es? 

Kein einziges. Der einzige, der angeklagt und auch

verurteilt wurde, war ich. Und ich wurde verurteilt, weil

ich das amerikanische Volk und die Medien darüber

informiert habe.

Zur Person

John Kiriakou arbeitete rund 15 Jahre für den US-

Geheimdienst CIA. Der Nahost-Experte lehnte das

Angebot, sich am CIA-Folterprogramm zu beteiligen,

aber ab. 2007 informierte er die Öffentlichkeit über die

Verhörpraktiken des CIA und wurde deshalb zu 30

Monaten Gefängnis verurteilt. Der 52-Jährige war

vergangene Woche auf der Medienkonferenz re:publica



6/6/2017 18.05.2017: »Folter und Drohnenkrieg säen Hass« (neues-deutschland.de)

https://www.neues-deutschland.de/artikel/1051192.folter-und-drohnenkrieg-saeen-hass.html?sstr=kiriakou 2/4

imago/ZUMA Press und auf einer Whistleblowerkonferenz des disruption

network lab in Berlin aus Anlass der am heutigen

Mittwoch bevorstehenden Haftentlassung der Irakkrieg-Whistleblowerin Chelsea Manning.

Also weder die Folterer selbst noch die Juristen, die Folter als juristisch unbedenklich erklärt hatten, noch die

Psychologen, die das Programm ausgearbeitet hatten, wurden angeklagt? 

Keiner. Es ist sogar noch schlimmer. Denn es gab auch CIA-Offiziere, die getötet haben. Es gab mindestens drei Todesfälle,

vielleicht sogar 18, genau wissen wir das nicht. Aber niemand von denen, die dafür verantwortlich waren, musste ins

Gefängnis.

Das Folterprogramm war von 2001 bis 2009 in Kraft. Wie viele Gefangene wurden in dieser Zeit gefoltert?

Die CIA spricht nur von drei Fällen, aber die Anzahl liegt eher bei 20 oder 25. Und wenn man den Militärgeheimdienst

noch dazu nimmt, dann wurden sicher 300 gefoltert.

Sie schreiben in Ihrem Buch von einem hochrangigen CIA-Offizier, der sich gegen das Folterprogramm wandte und

prophezeite, dass die Mitarbeiter, die foltern, damit rechnen müssten, vor Gericht gestellt zu werden, weil Folter gegen

die Verfassung verstoße. Wie viele Leute gab es innerhalb des Apparats, die die Entscheidung kritisierten? 

Wir wissen aus dem Bericht des Senats, dass es Leute gab, die sich weigerten, Protokoll zu führen. Manche von ihnen

gingen auch früher als geplant zurück zum Hauptquartier. Das bedeutete für sie das Karriereende. Mich enttäuschte aber,

dass niemand von ihnen während meines Prozesses öffentlich auftrat und über das Programm sprach.

Sie hatten Angst? 

Na klar. Sie sahen, was mit mir passierte: die Festnahme, dann fast zwei Jahre Gefängnis, der Verlust der

Pensionsansprüche, die Aberkennung des Wahlrechts und des Rechts, eine Waffe zu tragen.

Haben Sie später noch einmal mit dem Vorgesetzten gesprochen, der Folter gegenüber ablehnend war? 

Ja, und er sagte mir, die beste Strategie wäre gewesen, wenn ich den Mund gehalten hätte. Den Mund gehalten! Ich habe

ja auch fünfeinhalb Jahre den Mund gehalten. Aber dann log Präsident George W. Bush dem amerikanischen Volk so dreist

ins Gesicht, dass ich dachte, jetzt muss ich aufstehen. Er sagte: »Wir foltern nicht.« Und das stimmte einfach nicht. Ich

gab ein Interview zu dem Thema und am Tag nach dem Interview begann das FBI eine Ermittlung. Die dauerte ein Jahr

und wurde schließlich abgeschlossen. Sie sagten mir, ich hätte keine Verbrechen begangen.

Wie kam es dann überhaupt zu der Verurteilung? 

Präsident Obama ließ das Verfahren noch einmal aufrollen. Drei Jahre ermittelte das FBI. Und dann wurde ich im Januar

2012 verhaftet.

Präsident Obama war also, wenn es um Kritik an der Sicherheitspolitik ging, erbarmungsloser als George W. Bush? 

Für mich persönlich war Obama schlimmer, ja. Aber lassen Sie mich etwas ausholen. Bush war ein Kriegsverbrecher, das

ist unbestritten. Obama hat zahlreiche gute Dinge bewirkt, die Krankenversicherung etwa, im Bereich der Bildung, die

Rechte von Schwulen und Lesben. Aber er war der schlechteste Präsident, den wir je hatten, wenn es um das

Unterdrücken von Widerspruch in Sachen Sicherheit ging. Wir haben das Spionagegesetz. Es existiert seit 1917. Bis 2009

wurden nach diesem Gesetz nur drei Leute verurteilt, weil sie Informationen an die Presse gaben, allein unter Obama aber

waren es acht. Dieses Gesetz ist eine eiserne Faust gegen jede Art von Dissenz. Nur wenige Präsidenten machten davon

Gebrauch. Obama setzte es aber am häufigsten ein.

Ein zusätzlich grauenvoller Aspekt des CIA-Folterprogramms war, dass es nicht einmal effektiv war. So steht es zumindest

im Bericht der Feinstein-Kommission. Sie stimmen zu? 

Ja. Ein Teil des Problems war, dass der Psychologe, der während der Folterungen von Abu Zubaydah Berichte ans
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Hauptquartier schickte, herausstellte, was sie alles an Material bekamen. Aber das war eine glatte Lüge. Ja, Abu Zubaydah

gab uns Informationen. Aber er gab sie nicht der CIA, und er gab sie schon gar nicht unter Folter preis. Er hatte sie schon

längst den FBI-Vernehmern gegeben, lange bevor die Folterungen begannen.

War da das FBI nicht erbost, dass sich die CIA mit ihren Erfolgen schmückte? 

Sehr erbost sogar. Das FBI war auch nicht in das Folterprogramm eingeweiht. Der damalige FBI-Direktor zog umgehend

seine Leute ab, weil er nicht wollte, dass sie in Folter verwickelt würden.

Ermittlungen gegen die CIA startete das FBI wegen dieser groben Verfassungsverstöße aber nicht? 

Der FBI-Direktor ging zum Justizministerium. Und dort sagte man ihm, dass das geprüft worden und als legal erachtet

worden sei.

Ihrer Erfahrung nach: Wie viel Hass säen solche Folterpraktiken? 

Es gibt nichts Wirkungsvolleres als das Folterprogramm und das Drohnenprogramm, um die Leute zum Hassen zu bringen.

Ich habe seinerzeit viele Al-Quaida-Kämpfer vernommen. Die meisten waren jung, 18, 19, 20 Jahre alt. Alle erzählten

immer wieder Varianten der gleichen Geschichte. Sie kamen aus einem Dorf, irgendwo in Algerien, Libyen, Jemen und

benachbarten Ländern. Sie konnten kaum lesen und schreiben, hatten keine Qualifikation und auch keinen Job. Kein Vater

würde ihnen seine Tochter zur Frau geben. Zu ihnen kam nun der lokale Imam und fragte sie, ob sie nicht gegen die

Amerikaner in Afghanistan in den Dschihad ziehen wollten. Der Imam sagte ihnen auch, dass sie 50 Dollar im Monat

erhalten würden und ihre Familie 500 Dollar im Falle ihres Todes. Also willigten sie ein. Sie kannten zu dem Zeitpunkt

noch gar nicht richtig den Koran, manche konnten nicht einmal beten. Was sie aber radikalisierte, war die Nachricht vom

Tod eines Cousins durch einen amerikanischen Angriff zu Hause. Vielleicht hatten sie dabei sogar ihre halbe Familie

verloren. Man muss eindeutig sagen: Wir sind es, die wir diese Leute radikalisieren.

Wie kommt man aus dieser Spirale wieder raus? 

Die Antwort ist nicht populär, und sie bringt auch keine schnelle Lösung. Aber einen Ausweg gibt es nur, wenn wir für

Bildung sorgen und für ein Job-Programm. Wer Arbeit hat, macht keinen Terrorismus.

Chelsea Manning, die als US-Soldat im Irak Verbrechen aufdeckte, kommt jetzt nach Verbüßung einer mehrjährigen

Gefängnisstrafe frei. Was raten Sie ihr? 

Über einen gemeinsamen Anwalt ließ ich ihr ausrichten, dass es gar nicht so einfach ist, wieder ins Leben

zurückzukommen. Sie muss gefasst sein auf Depressionen und auf Zorn. Sie soll keine Angst davor haben, Medikamente

zu nehmen gegen Depression. Und sie sollte sich Zeit geben.

Im nd-Shop

Inside WikiLeaks

Von: Domscheit-Berg, Daniel / Klopp, Tina
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Und wie lautet Ihr Rat an den Whistleblower Edward

Snowden, einen Ex-Kollegen von Ihnen, der die

illegalen Abhörpraktiken des NSA öffentlich machte? 

Seine Situation ist ja komplett anders. Wir

korrespondieren miteinander. Was ich ihm sage, ist in

Kurzfassung das: Komm nicht zurück nach Hause! Sie

werden dich im Gefängnis sterben lassen. Snowden hat das gleiche Gericht, den gleichen Richter wie ich. In der Jury
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werden Leute sitzen, die für die CIA, die NSA, das Verteidigungsministerium oder einen Contractor arbeiten. Diese Leute

stellen ja das Gros der Mitarbeiter dort. Er wird einfach keinen fairen Prozess bekommen.

Was kann die Öffentlichkeit für Whistleblower tun? Ohne Sie hätten wir keine Ahnung vom Ausmaß der Folterprogramme

der CIA, ohne Snowden wäre uns die Dimension der Überwachung nicht bewusst. Was kann die Öffentlichkeit also tun,

damit mehr Männer und Frauen offenbaren, was an ihrem Arbeitsplatz alles an Verbrechen geschieht? 

Eine Sache ist wichtig: Ein Gesetz, das Whistleblower schützt. In den USA gibt es zwar eines, es gilt aber nicht für den

Bereich der nationalen Sicherheit. Bürger müssen Einfluss nehmen, dass ihre Parlamente solche Gesetze für alle Bereiche,

auch den der nationalen Sicherheit, erlassen. Whistleblower müssen einen Rechtsschutz haben, denn sie weisen auf

Gefahren für die gesamte Gesellschaft hin.
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Hinweis zum Datenschutz: Wir setzen für unsere Zugriffsstatistiken das Programm Piwik ein.
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John Kiriakou's 2017 book, 'Doing Time Like a Spy'

On January 17th 2017 outgoing American President Barack Obama
commuted the 35 year sentence of whistleblower Chelsea Manning.
She was to be released on May 17th 2017. The Disruption Network
Lab (DNL) Berlin has in the past addressed various forms of disruption
techniques. In celebration of Manning’s release, the DNL, which is
under the curation of Tatiana Bazzichelli, decided to devote their latest
event, Prisoners of Dissent, Locked Up for Exposing Crimes to the
voices of dissent of our time.
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Chelsea Manning's first portrait photo after her release, 18th of May 2017 by Tim Travers Hawkins

DNL's new event-venue is a historic Berlin theater called the Volksbühne (“People's Theater”) that
stands on the Rosa-Luxemburg square. The square’s namesake was a famous anti-war activist and
communist revolutionary. Rosa Luxemburg was murdered for her political activism by right-wing
paramilitaries in 1919. Thus, the new location draws an historic parallel between dissidents and the
often violent ways they are silenced.

While attendees waited for John Kiriakou to present his new book, “Doing Time Like a Spy: How the
CIA Taught Me to Survive and Thrive in Prison“, the wood-heavy 1920s-style saloon of the Volksbühne
was completely filled with people, leaving not a single chair free. Kiriakou served in the CIA as an
analyst and officer for 14.5 years and is now a whistleblower of their practices. He was operating in the
Middle East with a focus on counter-terrorism and human rights. In 2007 he brought to light that the CIA
was using waterboarding as torture and was subsequently alleged to have disclosed the identities of
undercover CIA agents. For this, he was charged with violating the 1917 Espionage Act under U.S. Law
and had to spend two years in a low-security prison in Pennsylvania.

In 2014, while Kiriakou still served his sentence, his pixelated lego-portrait was among the 176 political
prisoners of Ai Weiwei's artwork  "Trace" that was part of his Alcatraz show in California.

KEYNOTE: DOING TIME LIKE A SPY. ON PRISON SURVIVAL AND THE CIA'S WAR ON TERROR.

   

   

 



John Kiriakou reading from his book

Kiriakou is a man in his early fifties with a likeable charisma. But as one would think of a spy, there are
many more dimensions to his character, and he is only hinting at these while reading from his book.
Recounting how he made use of his CIA training in daily prison life – living between Mexican drug
kingpins, Neo-Nazis and Italian mafia members, he concedes that he can also be a man with nasty
manners – if he has to. (Kiriakou points out that the CIA hires individuals with sociopathic tendencies).
The audience listens closely while he describes his prison encounters with an enthusiastic storytelling
voice. In one anecdote that reminds me of high-school politics he describes the Italian mafia members
he made friends with. They made sure that another inmate who pulled Kiriakou’s name through the dirt
would be “taken care of”. There is a lightness and sense of humor to Kiriakou's character. His stories,
often punctuated by laughs from the audience, are witty and fascinating. One easily gets lost in listening
to them, nearly forgetting the seriousness of the situation he had to bear.

Kiriakou, who had six passports with six different backgrounds and survived two assassination
attempts, also mentions the psychological stress and pressure whistleblowers struggle with. As he
states that all whistleblowers have their own moments of desperation, I'm reminded of the two suicide
attempts Chelsea Manning undertook and the harsh reality of injustice whistleblowers have to
experience under their governments.

According to Kiriakou, his motivation came from a patriotic disposition which compelled him to act when
the government violated constitutional rights. Snowden states a similar reason, although it is rather
interesting that Kiriakou more or less accidentally became a whistleblower, which differentiates him from
many others who made a conscious choice of disclosing information in the first place.

The book is definitely worth a read (the copies he brought were sold out by the end of the event) as it
gives a unique and very personal insightful view into a CIA officer's life post-whistleblowing.

In the Q&A session that follows the book presentation, Kiriakou is asked whether in hindsight he would
have done anything different. In response he gives two pieces of advice to future whistleblowers: First,
get an attorney before you go public with information. Second, don't trust anyone. Well, somehow what
one would expect from a spy?

PANEL



Moderator Annegret Falter from the Whistleblower Netzwerk e.V.

The second part of the event consisted of a panel with four guests, that was moderated by Annegret
Falter from the Whistleblower Netzwerk e.V.. To introduce Chelsea Manning’s case, a video from the
Chelsea Manning Initiative Berlin was shown, which documented their activity from 2011 until now. As a
prelude to the panel Annegret Falter read Manning's public statement, which was released on May 9th
by her legal team. She quoted Manning’s words:

“[...] Freedom used to be something that I dreamed of but never allowed myself to fully imagine. Now,
freedom is something that I will again experience with friends and loved ones after nearly seven years
of bars and cement, of periods of solitary confinement, and of my health care and autonomy restricted,
including through routinely forced haircuts. [...]”

The short statement implies the outstandingly harsh conditions Manning, being a transgender woman in
an all-male prison, had to live under the past seven years. The exceptionally severe sentence for
exposing crimes was commuted by Obama after an outpouring of public support over Manning’s
mistreatment in prison and with the prospect of a Trump presidency, many feared for Manning’s life.

Manning was charged under the Espionage Act, which was introduced in 1917 shortly after the U.S.
entered the First World War. Many critics see it as a legal relic – an outdated federal law, originally
applied to individuals interfering with the U.S. war effort. It is now abused to persecute whistleblowers,
among them Daniel Ellsberg, John Kiriakou, and Edward Snowden. Not only is this law incompatible
with human rights and civil liberties, but legal scholars argue that it is written so vaguely that a fair trial is
impossible in addition to it being unconstitutional

Spies, Lies and Whistleblowers



Former MI5 officer Annie Machon

One of the guests on the panel was the British-born Annie Machon. The former MI5 intelligence officer
(The UK’s Secret Service) left the organization in 1996 after the Security Service was involved with a
branch of Al-Qaida in a plot against Libyan leader Colonel Muammar Gaddafi. The assassination failed
and several civilians lost their lives. Consequently she resigned and teamed up with her then-partner
David Shayler – an MI5 officer himself – to blow the whistle on the crimes and incompetence of the
intelligence community. He was later accused under the 1989 Official Secrets Act, and the three-year
exile and two-year legal battle against her former partner publicly became known as the Shayler Affair.
Machon wrote a book about the affair, speaking out about both their motivations and the legal injustices
the pair endured.

Machon had extensive experience on a professional and personal level, making her an expert on issues
like the war on terror, whistleblowing, and the U.K. legislation. Criticizing the U.S. Espionage Act of
1917, Machon pointed out that it was the U.K. that gave the world a notion of such laws with their 1911
Official Secrets Act. While the 1911 law was originally used for spies betraying the country, it was
adapted in 1989 to specifically target whistleblowers. New legislations on surveillance, secrecy, and
whistleblowing pushed state power even further forward while continuing on a downward spiral. Machon
expressed concern that the world would follow the U.K.’s example once again. Clearly she was
advocating for a necessity of legal protection for whistleblowers, instead holding criminals to account,
not jeopardizing the liberty of the brave individuals who feel compelled to speak out.

On the subject of the psychological issues whistleblowers suffer with, which Kiriakou addressed earlier,
she added that the stress also had an effect on Shayler. With a worried voice she said that he now
believes himself to be the reincarnation of Jesus Christ.

#ArtIsNotACrime



Magnus Ag from Freemuse talking about the cash crisis in Zimbabwe

Another guest on the panel was the Danish-born human rights activist Magnus Ag, who works for
Freemuse, a global organization advocating freedom of artistic expression. Underlining the importance
the arts play as a powerful medium of dissent, he quotes Picasso: “Art is a lie that makes us realize the
truth.”

Various cases worldwide remind us of artists experiencing oppression, censorship or imprisonment for
their work. From the feminist Russian punk-rock band Pussy Riot, facing a two-year sentence for
protesting Putin, to Ai Weiwei who disappeared for 81 days, detained in a secret prison by communist-
led China. Under the hashtag #ArtIsNotACrime, Magnus Ag and Freemuse draw attention to lesser
known cases. According to Freemuse's report, China is among the worst offenders for violating artistic
freedom. He introduced the case of five Tibetan musicians who were imprisoned by the Chinese
government for simply singing songs that refer to the Dalai Lama and praising Tibetan culture. For
charges like “seditiously splitting the state“, as of 2017, all five remain in prison.

Magnus Ag then introduced another guest of the panel, Silvanos Mudzvova who unfortunately was not
able to come in person. Mudzvova is an activist, performance artist and a man of outstanding courage.
In a video portrait he was shown criticizing the corrupt government of his home country Zimbabwe via
the means of art. Dominated by Mugabe since 1980, Zimbabwe suffers an immense financial crisis,
besides the recent scandal of $15 billion USD that had been raised from diamond sales and gone
missing. Protesting and addressing these issues, Mudzvova staged a public performance in front of the
parliament. For his art, he was abducted, tortured, and almost lost his life. Unfortunately, the country is
affected by heavy censorship that targets activist, artists, and journalists. As Mudzvova says, he uses
art as a catalyst in order to achieve change in the world.

Silvanos Mudzvova performing "Missing Diamonds", 2016. Photo by Winstone Antonio

One may ask what makes art so powerful that governments fear it, which brings me back to Picasso's
quote. Art can spark a thought, question the status quo, and subtly shed light on the obscure. Art
therefore makes us not only realize a truth, but it can start a revolution – something regimes fear. Hence
organizations such as Freemuse take an important role in providing a platform to protagonists of
dissidence, bringing those cases into the conscious realm or even guiding them into safety. 

I found myself deeply appreciative the presence of Mudzvova’s work on the panel as it provided an
artistic and non-white perspective on enduring violent oppression from a dictatorship, thus adding to the
wide spectrum of activism.



From left to right: John Kiriakou, Magnus Ag, Annie Machon, Annegret Falter

Obey

The tone of the event urgently suggested the necessity for a global paradigm shift on the perception
whistleblowers: from a prosecuted traitor to a celebrated truth-teller. Such a shift would have to be
underpinned by legislative means. The suggested solution was to rewrite laws so political dissent can
be protected instead of prosecuted. Looking at the legal definition of a whistleblower, it is a person that
sheds light on evidence of fraud, abuse or illegality in the public interest. Why would exposing crimes be
followed by imprisonment?

One can hope that Chelsea Manning’s release sets an example to nourish new thoughts and laws for
future whistleblowers to be better protected. Whistleblowers have always been important players in the
modern political landscape within the democratic model. They refuse to conform to the hegemony, have
moral principles, and an awareness of the power of information. As such they enable change for the
better and for the more transparent which a fortiori reinforces the fundamental values of democracy:
civil liberties, freedom of expression, participation, and peacemaking.

Without the courage of whistleblowers and activists who often put themselves in great danger, our world
would look very different. This teaches us that one should practice dissent, be it as a whistleblower of
injustices, in the field of arts, or in any form of disruption. In the words of Hannah Arendt, who Annegret
Falter quoted in her closing of the panel: “Nobody has the right to obey”.

________

Photocredits: Thomas Schmidt

The next Disruption Network Lab event is planned for November, so make sure you follow DNL on their
website on and on twitter

Support John Kiriakou‘s legal defence by buying his book here

Consider donating to the Courage Foundation supporting whistleblowers

Find out more about the Chelsea Manning Initiative Berlin and the Chelsea Manning Welcome Home
Fund

Find out more about the work of the Whistleblower Netzwerk e.V. 

Follow the speakers on twitter:

@JohnKiriakou 
@AnnieMachon 
@AgMagnus 
@SilvanosVhitori
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am 13.05.2017 Alexandra Hiller / ein Kommentar / Teilen

Veranstaltung in der Volksbühne: Prisoners of Dissent.— All rights reserved Disruption Network Lab

Anlässlich der Haftentlassung Chelsea Mannings am 17. Mai waren zwei
Whistleblower*innen aus unterschiedlichen Kontexten durch das Disruption Network
Lab e. V. in den Grünen Salon an die Berliner Volksbühne geladen, um mit dem Publikum
über die rechtlichen und sozialen Grauzonen des Whistleblowing zu debattieren. Der Titel
„Prisoners Of Dissent – Locked Up For Exposing Crimes“ der Veranstaltung war das
Programm: Gefangene des Widerspruchs – Eingesperrt dafür, Verbrechen aufgedeckt zu
haben.

Ziel der Konferenz war einerseits, auf die gesellschaftlichen und individuellen Konsequenzen der Veröffentlichung von
Geheiminformationen aufmerksam zu machen, und andererseits, politische oder technologische Gegenstrategien zu
erarbeiten, um Whistleblowing und Regierungskritik vor Repression zu schützen und eine gerechtere und partizipativere
Gesellschaft zu gestalten.

Der gesamtgesellschaftliche Ausblick kam nur leider etwas kurz, und die Veranstaltung diente zunächst der Inszenierung
John Kiriakous (Ex-CIA), welcher mit einer Lesung aus seinem Buch „Doing Time Like A Spy“ auf die individuellen
Konsequenzen des Geheimnisverrats den Auftakt machte und die Konferenz zur Bewerbung seines Buches für die
Absicherung seiner ökonomischen Interessen nutzte.

Mit Deiner finanziellen Hilfe unterstützt Du unabhängigen
Journalismus.



Es sprach zudem Annie Machon (Ex-MI5), die Ende der 1990er Geheimnisverrat gemeinsam mit ihrem Mann beging, der
ebenfalls Mitarbeiter des britischen MI5 war. Machon schuf den historischen Brückenschlag zwischen zunehmender
Angstpolitik und der Neoliberalisierung der Gesellschaften seit Margret Thatcher, der Entsolidarisierung und dem daraus
resultierenden problematischen Umgang mit Whistleblowing sowohl im Sozialen als auch im Recht. Trotzdem Machon nicht
nur auf ihre individuellen Leiden fixiert blieb, sondern die historisch spezifische Situation mitreflektierte, ließ sie kein Wort zu
Perspektiven der Zukunft verlautbaren.

Wo Kiriakous Ziel, mit seinem Buch Geld für sich zu sammeln, immerhin klar feststand, hatte Machon keine Perspektive für
kommende gesellschaftliche Aufgaben.

Die Forderung nach zukünftiger Solidarität wurde letztlich durch den an der Konferenzteilnahme verhinderten und durch
Magnus Ag (Freemuse) vertretenen Künstler Silvanos Mudzvova aus Simbabwe auf die Tagesordnung gebracht. Mit
Mudzvova muss erst ein regimekritischer Künstler aus der Subsahara kommen, der mit Nachdruck daran erinnert, dass es
um eine solidarisch gestaltete Zukunft geht, nicht um persönliche Vorteile.

Die Stimmen der Diskussion bewerteten insbesondere Kiriakous Position als weiß, männlich und damit privilegiert.
Schließlich gäbe es weitaus stärker diskriminiertes Whistleblowing und Regierungskritik, was ihre Position schwäche. Nicht
zuletzt war auch Chelsea Mannings Diskriminierung während der Haft in einem Männergefängnis Thema, da die Soldatin
während der Untersuchungshaft ihre geschlechtliche Identität änderte. Eine aktuelle Mitteilung auf ihrer Website hinsichtlich
ihrer bevorstehenden Befreiung wurde durch Annegret Falter vom Whistleblower Netzwerk e. V. dem Publikum vorgetragen.
Darin bedankt sich Manning für die Unterstützung aus allen Teilen der Welt und spricht davon, es nicht erwarten zu können,
endlich ein anderes Leben zu führen.

Auch anwesend war Tarquin Ramsay, der Macher des Filmes „Free Speech Fear Free“, der am 15. Mai Premiere an der
Berliner Volksbühne feiert und in dem unter anderem Julian Assange und Jude Law zu Sprache kommen.

Über den Autor/ die Autorin

Alex studiert im MA Politikwissenschaft und ist bis Ende Juli bei netzpolitik.org Praktikant*in. Sie
interessiert sich für Netzneutralität, Anti-Terror-Gesetze, Kritische Theorie, Techno, Gender und
Zukunft. Zu erreichen ist sie unter alexandra.hiller[at]netzpolitik.org, zu hören unter
soundcloud.com/irrelevante-aktion.
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