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Minnesotan Winona LaDuke is the vice-presidential candidate for the second time on the Green Party ticket. What motivates her to run a race she is almost certain to lose?

Early on a Saturday morning in July, six-month-old Gwekaanimid Gasco sits on his mother's lap placidly gumming a chunk of kiwi fruit. As the juice dribbles down his chin and onto the front of his T-shirt, his mother remarks with gratitude that Gwekaanimid, whose name means "when the wind shifts," is a very easygoing child.

It's a good thing he is; after all, it's not easy being the infant child of a vice-presidential candidate. Twenty-four hours earlier, LaDuke and her family were rambling down the highway from their home on the White Earth Reservation 

in northwestern Minnesota to the Twin Cities.

"I'm the only nursing candidate," Mom joked.  Dick Cheney and Joseph Lieberman, meet Green Party vice-presidential candidate Winona LaDuke, running mate of Ralph Nader.

This is the second vice-presidential campaign for LaDuke, a Harvard-trained economist, author and journalist who shifts seamlessly from changing diapers to explaining the social and economic pitfalls of uranium mining. In 1996

she and Nader garnered 1 percent of the vote; this year, LaDuke believes they have a realistic chance of getting 10 percent.

The Green Party has gained considerable momentum since it first fielded the Nader/LaDuke ticket. In 1996 the Greens appeared on the ballot in 22 states; this year they are already assured of being on the ballot in 45 states, including Minnesota.

"In 1996 the Green Party had done lots of local organizing but hadn't done a national campaign. Ralph tested the waters in 1996. Organizing a national campaign is a whole different thing than local organizing. There is lots more 

infrastructure in place now than in 1996," LaDuke noted.

In this age of multi-million-dollar campaigns, more infrastructure means more money. Though the Greens have managed to raise more money, LaDuke attributes the Party's growth not to more money, but to more commitment from more people.

LaDuke herself, who entered electoral politics reluctantly, embodies the kind of commitment that is helping the Green  Party grow. How reluctant was she to enter electoral politics? Well, prior to 1996 she claimed membership in what 

she calls "the largest political party in America: the 50 percent of people who don't vote." In fact, the first election in which she ever cast a vote was 1996. Though she had been deeply involved in political work on behalf of Native land rights and the environment since age 18, she felt utterly disenfranchised by the two-party system. Then came the Greens and Nader, whose consumer activism she had admired since she was a child.

"[In 1996] the Greens asked [me to run] and I said no. I was influenced by all the imagery of what it means to run a campaign - that it was sullying.

"That's what they've done to the idea of running for political office – it makes you look like you're a liar, that you're disingenuous."

But her "no" was less than firm in her own mind, and she quietly began to seek counsel from people in her White Earth community, particularly spiritual people and older women. " They told me, if someone from our community has an opportunity to do something, then they should. Then Ralph himself called me, and I said ”yes."

That was in 1996. This year when Nader called, LaDuke again initially said no, but for a different reason: She was seven months' pregnant with Gwekaanimid. But eventually Nader, and LaDuke's commitment to Green values, prevailed.

"I said yes because Ralph is right when he says that sometimes a private citizen must become a public citizen. It is people like me who need to be engaged in the political process, not people in the Beltway."

For LaDuke, and for all Greens, this campaign has everything to do with restoring American democracy. "My goal in the campaign is to change the content of American democracy and to transform American democracy so it's actually functional. That will require building a multi-party system that allows broader participation and a wider range of ideas. It's a two-party duopoly and those parties have become increasingly exclusive. My taxable income last year was about $4,800 and I worked very hard. You should be able to be engaged in politics if you're not a millionaire," LaDuke said.

LaDuke's political vision is shaped by the context of her own identity and life.  "There's a divide between politicians and common people. You've got to eliminate that mystique. Look at me: a woman who is a mother and a person of 

color who lives in a rural area. Those are four things that aren't supposed to be in politics, and I disagree with that."

She says she and Nader are what America needs in leadership. "Ralph Nader is someone who has absolute integrity; we don't trot out issues in an election year."

Indeed, her work in the Native community attests to her longstanding commitment to the issues on the Green Platform. Six years ago she founded the White Earth Land Recovery Project, which works to regain Native American land 

that encompasses the 837,000 acres of the White Earth reservation. She is also program director of Honor the Earth Fund, a national foundation and advocacy organization that supports Native environmental work.

LaDuke, a registered member of the Mississippi band of the Anishinaabeg, is also a co-founder of the Indigenous Women's Network, a nationwide support and advocacy group for Indian women now based in Minneapolis.

LaDuke has no illusions about finding herself in White House come next January. (However, she has decided that the first thing she would do in the White House is redecorate: "I know it's a national treasure but we need a little diversity! We'll have the inaugural pow-wow and remove the pictures of  aging white men and put up pictures of women and people of color," she says.)   But she is dead serious about building a movement. She fairly erupts at the suggestion that voting for the Green Party is tantamount to taking votes away from the Democratic ticket.

"Because people make decisions based on fear, Al Gore takes votes away from us. You shouldn't run a country on fear. Look around the world. The U.S. is lagging behind in its democracy. Almost every other so-called developed 

country has a multi-party system. Most other countries that have had monarchies have struggled to enfranchise their people. People in this country died for the right to vote, and you should honor that."

In a recent interview with Salon.com magazine, LaDuke was asked if she is willing to tolerate four years of George W. Bush in order to move the debate forward on some issues. She responded, "It's really going to be lousy if [Bush] gets in. But I can't stand to continue this election process where the whole thing gets degraded and goes into a downward spiral. I mean, look at the choices, and they're getting worse."

LaDuke knows that building a multi-party system takes time, and she may be the perfect candidate to instill in voters a predisposition for the long view. She is the architect and chief proponent of the Seventh Generation Amendment, a principle based on the Iroquois Confederation's adherence to making decisions based on how they would impact not just the present, but seven generations hence. She also promotes the Precautionary Principle, which maintains that the common good takes precedence over the private good.

"I went to the Beijing Conference [in 1995]. You saw the women there from all over the world, and they said 'get control of your country.' The U.S. is a rogue nation. This country has immense potential that's totally squandered.  Incredible wealth, rich ecosystems, and we squander the potential in our own country and internationally. We are going to be the old ladies one day and I want to be proud of what we've done," LaDuke said.

Now that she's got one campaign under her belt and another under way, does LaDuke feel "sullied" by the electoral process, as she feared she would?

"No. I feel entrusted with trying to do the right thing. A lot of people really want to try to change this system and I'm honored to be the person to help them. I'm also painfully aware that people will be angry with some of what I say," she said, in reference to supporting the right of one tribe to hunt whales. "There are fundamentalist Greens who don't like some of what I say. But this is not a single issue party, it's a movement that has to include all of us."
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Why LaDuke wants to be Public Citizen Number Two, By: Winona LaDuke, Columnist, Indian Country, Sat, 22 Jul 2000

         I would like to be Public Citizen Number 2 this year.

         Why would I run for the Vice Presidential slot in the United States, with Ralph  Nader on the Green Party ticket? Because it matters. 

        Electoral politics matters. Why? Because people in Washington, D.C., make decisions which affect Indian country. They often make bad decisions.  Slade Gordon makes decisions and he is an elected official. It matters because 

 people died for the right to vote in this country, to have the dignity of having a voice in the future of the nation. It matters because a vote is something worth casting  in dignity, not going to the polling place and choosing between the least of two evils.

        Public policies affect Indian country and they are forwarded by  elected officials. Every year new legislation introduced to dump nuclear waste in Western Shoshone territory is supported by a goodly number of "American

representatives."

        Every few years, the Alaskan delegation introduces legislation to milk oil from the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge and trash the ecosystem, the Gwichin and the caribou, and those are elected officials. Every year, there are more proposed encroachments on Native sovereignty, on our way of life, on subsistence harvesting, there is more misuse of our funds and our resources  D0 all by these officials in government. So, while we wait for accountability by the

government, not to big corporations, but to those of us who live here, let us engage them in the many ways needed to make change. 

        Who is the Green Party? The Green Party is active in some 80 countries and has elected officials in many European countries including Germany, Denmark and Great Britain. There are 25 active state Green Parties in the United States. The primary principles of the Green Party are ecological wisdom, non-violence and grass-roots democracy. 

        What will I speak to, respect for treaty, sovereign and subsistence rights; the return of public landholdings within and adjacent to Indian reservations (including, for instance, that 90 percent of the Black Hills under federal control). I will urge increased funding for reservation and urban communities so our people are not forced to live in near squalor (in the richest country in the world).

        I will work to ensure that if you get your teeth pulled at Indian Health Service, you will get your new teeth in the same fiscal year. I will call for a demilitarization of American Foreign Policy, including closing down the School of the Americas, and to stop the major flow of American military aid to countries like Colombia.

        I would work to create self-sustaining peace and promote a dignified equity in Third World countries (including l00 percent debt relief). I will work for the establishment of a Peace and Reconciliation Commission modeled after South Africa's, and seek reparations for American Indians, based on reparations allocated to Jews by German industries for the use of Jewish slave labor, and reparations to Japanese Americans.

        I will argue for a living wage in our communities, so working families do not have to live in poverty and are able to work in jobs that have meaning and dignity. I will propose transformation of American energy policy and look toward a renewable energy program founded on wind and solar energy, drawing from the growing numbers of Native wind projects, as possible sources for energy for not only our communities, but many American communities.

        I will join with Ralph Nader as my running mate to call for restraints on corporate power and corporate welfare. And finally, I will argue for environmental justice and an amendment to the constitution to protect us and the commons for the Seventh Generation from now. 

        Maybe in talking about these issues, our voices will have some resonance in the public debate. If the two main parties are afraid of losing votes, they may listen to our issues. In a recent Zogby poll, Nader drew 5.3 percent of the overall response. Of the independent vote, Nader had 8.9 percent and 5.7 percent of the  Democratic respondents. Nader even tallied a small but noticeable 2.1 percent of the Republican votes. This could be of concern in a tight  election. 

        What about the other guys? George W. Bush has $100 million dollars or so to spend on this campaign while Ralph Nader, the Greens and I have pennies in comparison. I am aware that someone needs to stop him: The state of Texas

under his leadership is ranked 50th in spending for teachers salaries, 49th in spending for the environment, 48th in per capita funding for public health, 47th in delivery of social services, 41st in per capita spending on public education and 42nd on child support collections.

        At the same time, it is fifth in percentage of people living in poverty, first in air and water pollution, first in percentage of poor working parents without insurance, first in children without health insurance and first in executions. 

        I am painfully aware that Al Gore has big money as well. As I listen to the vice president espouse his views on campaign finance reform, I look at his investment portfolio and have to ask how that might influence public policy. Gore owns substantial stock in Occidental Oil Co., which is working to exploit oil reserves under Uwa land in Colombia. 

       At the least, what the Green Party can do in this campaign is raise these questions. I believe, that we can begin, through the leadership of Ralph Nader, a man with integrity and a four-decade commitment to defense of citizenry.

       If Ralph Nader is Public Citizen Number One, I would like, in this election year, to be viewed as Public Citizen Number Two. I will try and work on these issues, because they matter.

Editor ‘s note: Winona LaDuke, Anishinabe, is the vice presidential candidate of the Green Party, USA. She is the author of "All Our Relations: Native Struggles for Land and Life," (South End Press) LaDuke resides at White

Earth, Minn.
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As Democrats worry, Green Party's LaDuke targets Indian vote, by Jim Adams Today staff, July 19, 2000, Photo by Jim May of Indian Country  http://www.indiancountry.com/articles/headline-2000-07-19-03.shtml
Jim Adams reports from the Northeast. He can be reached at: teshunka@yahoo.com.

Winona LaDuke, Ojibwe and Green Party vice-presidential candidate, her son, Gwekannimad, and Andra Rush, Mohawk, president of the Native American Business Alliance.

DEARBORN, Mich. - As the Green Party ticket emerges as a factor in the presidential race, vice presidential nominee Winona LaDuke said she plans to show the power of the Indian vote.

LaDuke, the White Earth Ojibwe activist, is Ralph Nader's running mate for the second election in a row. This time

mainstream parties are taking them seriously. Polls show the Green Party ticket could siphon enough votes from the

Democrats to throw crucial states to Republican candidate George W. Bush. Some columnists attack Nader and LaDuke as "spoilers."

The charge doesn't bother LaDuke, who was here to address the first annual conference of the Native American Business Alliance.  "Do they call Pat Buchanan a spoiler, too?" she asked about the conservative writer who is running for the Reform Party nomination. "Who said that we should only be allowed to choose between two candidates?"

LaDuke said she would be trying to split the Democrat's most solid bloc of support, the Indian vote. First Nations

voters go more overwhelmingly for Democratic candidates than even African-Americans, she said, and as a result, the

Democrats take them for granted.

"Nothing is stopping Al Gore from giving support to the Indian Trust Account case, "she said. "Nothing is stopping

him from giving support to government-to-government relations. He could say, "We're going to return more land to the tribes. But he doesn't, because he doesn't have to court the Indian vote."  His vote has already decided some contests, she said.  "Montana has 60,000 Indian voters," she said. "The last election, they provided a razor-thin victory for Clinton."

She said, her campaign would focus on Indian voters and rural areas, specifically in the Dakotas, Montana, Wyoming, Illinois, Michigan and the Southwest.

The Green ticket would mount a more formidable campaign this year than in 1996, when it was on the ballot in 22

states and spent all of $5,000, LaDuke said. Even with that incredibly low budget, it received 1 percent of the

national vote and up to 3 percent in strongholds such as California, Oregon and Washington state. This year, she said, it would be on the ballot in more than 40 states and spend at least $1 million.

State Democratic Parties are already reacting, she said.  "When I get home, I have a big cardboard box from the

Illinois Democratic Party waiting for me. It contains copies of our petitions to be on the ballot, with markings saying

that this person isn't at this address or saying that this zip code is wrong." This challenge showed a serious effort and

was bound to be repeated in other key states, she said.

LaDuke endorsed Nader's platform of economic justice, decentralized power and ecological wisdom. She also

Stressed Indian country issues such as strengthening tribal sovereignty, returning treaty lands and freeing                Leonard Peltier.

Her politics didn't stand in the way of a warm reception from the business-suited NABA audience, salted with officers from Detroit auto companies and other Fortune 500 corporations.  She singled out a "right-wing" cousin, Altin R. Paulson, who helped organize the smoothly run conference and said that in her family spectrum, she was actually a moderate.

"Some of my cousins at Leech Lake are way out there,"she said.  She described her grass-roots work in the White Earth

Land Recovery Project, developing native products such as maple sugar and wild rice.

During the interview, the young mother of three demonstrated her unique character as a national politician by pausing to nurse her five-month old son Gwekaanimad, nicknamed "Gway."

**************

She's no Bush fan, but Green Party veep candidate Winona LaDuke wouldn't necessarily mind if her "spoiler" ticket trips up Al Gore.  By Alicia Montgomery, Assistant Editor in Washington bureau. Salon. July 13, 2000
http://www.salon.com/politics/feature/2000/07/13/laduke/index.html
Winona LaDuke says she has better things to do than run for vice president.  Though she's won that honor from the Green Party, and will back up consumer activist and presidential hopeful Ralph Nader for the second presidential election in a row, LaDuke is a crusader with a rainbow of capes. The Harvard-educated economist, activist and writer can speak volumes about the evils of federally funded uranium mining on Indian reservations and America's insistence on giving military aid to questionable foreign regimes.  In short, LaDuke can tell you everything that's wrong with the club she's working to join.

But winning's not the point here. For a national candidate, LaDuke seems strangely ambivalent about the results. Shes not having any of that "spoiler" stuff, the accusation hurled by many Democrats - and most prominently, the New York Times editorial page -- that all she and Nader can do is ruin Al Gore, a man whom she finds inadequate, though preferable to

George W. Bush. But Gore hasn't earned those votes, she'll say, and if he loses, that's too bad. Besides, to many Americans, it doesn't matter who is in Washington, anyway.

So why does it matter to her? Veep candidate and would-be valiant loser LaDuke spoke to Salon about her critics, her qualifications and her own possible conflict of interest.

How do you feel about those who dismiss you and Ralph Nader as no more than spoilers who should otherwise not be taken seriously?

I think they should consider the rising number of Americans who just don't vote anymore because they don't think political insiders and their policies are relevant. When speaking of who speaks for the American people, we should reflect on how the American people vote and how they act.

What do you think about the way the media has characterized you as a candidate? You've certainly been portrayed as an extremist by some.

I find it insulting. Some of the coverage just refers to me as a Native American woman or a Native American activist. I'm Harvard-educated, I'm an economist by training. I'm an author, a journalist, as well as being active in community development. If we use those terminologies, we dismiss the vast array of Americans who ... we don't have a single label that can be put in a sound bite. Actually, I consider myself to be pretty politically conservative.

Would you still be running if you thought your candidacy would effectively ensure George W. Bush's election?

I'm going to give you an answer that, this is not the answer that Ralph would give. I'm going to give you an example. We filed a constitutional rights lawsuit on my reservation, and I had to go out and interview all these old people. And I found that many of the old people on my reservation didn't know who was president. That kind of pointed out to me the irrelevance at times of who is in Washington.

It's quite likely that Bush's record in Texas indicates that he doesn't care [about] policy making, but things are not great under the present administration. Nor would they be under a Gore administration for many millions of American workers who are losing ground in salaries, whether because of multinational corporations that move their jobs elsewhere, or the

downward mobility of wages. So my question -- and Ralph's question, I believe -- is that don't we believe we deserve better? And to get to better, it doesn't happen overnight.

Are you saying that four years of Bush is something you could tolerate in order to move the debate forward on some issues that are getting overlooked?

Not quite. I would not say "tolerate." I would totally detest four years of George W. Bush. What I'm saying is that the difference between the two [candidates] and what we need for America is pretty substantial. Those two do not actually address the root causes of what is wrong with America. And it's not about a theoretical state, it is about systemic change in a country with this vast amount of resources where there is no reason for all those children to be in poverty, for all those people to be in prison, and there's no reason for this level of environmental degradation. And, in order to heal our country and reconcile our country, we have to ask for and demand that our leaders do better.

I'm not going to say I'd feel bad, because I can't feel bad.  It's really going to be lousy if [Bush] gets in. But I can't stand to continue this [election] process where the whole thing gets degraded and goes into a downward spiral. I mean, look at the choices, and they're getting worse.

Your ancestors were Anishinabeg Indians. Do you feel that American Indians should be given sovereign nation status? If so, is there a conflict of interest for you in running for this nation’s second highest office?

I think that Indian nations should be treated as sovereign nations, and that could be a conflict. But in order for Indian people to have more power in the government, we need to become more visible. Indians didn't even get the right to vote until 1924. Can you imagine how different history would've have been had we had the right to vote back when Indians were a majority?  Now, as a tribal leader, you cannot even get a meeting with Interior Secretary Bruce Babbitt. We're basically blown off by the Clinton administration because there are just 2 million of us, and that's too small a voting bloc. It's crucial that we make ourselves heard.

If you lose, what would you like to see come out of your campaign?

I would hope that it opens up the system to third parties -- real third parties, not just Ross Perot and people with millions of dollars to spend.  We want to encourage people to vote based on their principles and not their fears, and we want to ensure that all these people who don't vote are not forgotten. People have a right to vote for what they believe in, for what they feel is right. It's important to remember that people died for the right to vote. And getting people back into voting, that's something worth fighting for.

Most of your work has been in domestic policy areas, like the environment and social justice. How would you be able to formulate a foreign policy?

We all have strengths in certain areas, and I think that Ralph and I would surround ourselves with good, qualified advisors to handle some of those issues. But I do have experience and ideas about foreign policy.

The first thing we have to do is decouple foreign aid from military aid. Right now, behind Israel, Colombia is one of America's top recipients of foreign aid; so is Mexico. Most of that money is spent on the military, but neither of those countries has any foreign enemies. Why do  they need that money for defense? We send most of that money saying that we expect it to be spent on the drug war, but much of the military force is used against the civilian populations in those countries. Colombia has the highest rate of kidnapping in the world and there's a lot of political violence, much of it

carried out by the government. When political murders happen there, many of the victims are shot with our guns.

How would you try to influence defense?

We really need to cut back on military spending. It's time to switch to a peacetime economy. Right now, we're spending up to a third of our budget on defense, even though the Cold War is over. People in Washington don't want acknowledge that. The Cold War has been over for 10 years. 

What would the first anti-LaDuke attack ad look like? What in your past do you think they would exploit?

Jeez, I don't really know. I'm not perfect; I've made some mistakes in my life. But I feel really good about the life I've led and I'm not afraid to have it examined.

Now that I think about it, I was arrested in 1992. Some people may think of that as a bad thing, but I feel good about it. I chained myself to the gate of a phone book factory, a GTE factory in Los Angeles. They were using thousand-year-old trees to make phone books. I think that's a total waste of a tree.

What is the first thing you would do as vice president?

I'd pardon Leonard Peltier, but I guess I couldn't do that as vice president. I'd ask Ralph to do it. He's a victim of COINTELPRO [the FBI counterintelligence program that infiltrated leftist American groups from 1968 to 1971], and I think it's wrong that he's still in prison. People all over the world have been asking for his release for years. [The Rev.]

Desmond Tutu even wants him out. The Clinton administration released those Puerto Rican activists, and I think that was the right thing to do. After years, Geronimo Pratt was finally let out of jail, too. It's time to end the COINTELPRO era in this country and release Leonard Peltier.

******************

Winona LaDuke Speaks at Antioch College,  11 August, 2000

I just wanted to give the Green Party my informal impressions of Winona LaDuke.  I was very curious to see her and hear what she had to say.  She spoke last night at Antioch College near Dayton, OH to a packed auditorium.  Tyler Reed and I got there late, so we missed the first half of her speech, but when we came in she was talking about her love of the Great Plains, and the terrible destruction brought to the land and people of this region.  She mentioned the awful conditions of the

farming communities of North Dakota, where 1 in 5 farms have a loan in default.  North Dakota, where sons and daughters of farmers RUN to the cities to escape poverty and desperation.  She mentioned the draining of the Ogalalla aquifer, and said that in 30 years it will be run dry.  

And most compelling to me, she talked about Native Americans, and the tragic irony that the people that were here first now are the most side-lined, disenfranchised, ethnic or cultural group in America!  [Where is Al Gore on this issue?   As the American Indian is too poor to pay, we see that Al Gore is not interested].

Winona LaDuke was obviously very proud of her Native American heritage.  If you saw her walking down the street, you would probably say, "Oh, there goes an Indian woman."  She was dressed simply in a patterned dress, and wore native-style jewelry and hair adornments.  Her personality exuded peace and harmony.   I could just imagine her walking up to a buffalo and telling the animal that she would help it if it would let her.  She spoke with great clarity on every issue, and we definitely detected a charming sense of humor.  She does not appear to be animated like Mr. Nader.  The crowd did not start chanting and yelling with enthusiasm.  We all just listened and thought very deeply about what she was saying.  She is obviously a great and wise person (would it be that wisdom came with EVERY Harvard U. degree!).  When she talked of corporate power over the people, she sounded just like Nader.  She had plenty of hard facts at her disposal that illustrated just how bad the concentration of wealth and power has become.   She had plenty to say about a livable wage, health insurance, and the environment.  She also chided Al Gore and George W. Bush for not even considering a woman for a V-P position     -Jack Byrom    From an email list message.

********************

ANTI-WINONA

Winona?  THEY (ASGP) treat her as a token, ignoring most of the Native reformers' agendas.  Right now groups in the California Greens and NM Greens and others are campaigning to force Nader drop her from his ticket. I've defended her

and did a page for her at http://globalcircle.net/winona1.htm .  In fact, Bob Anderson in NM green email forum attacked her on the Makah whaling subject, saying "her sense of community stops at the RACE boundary--she is none of MY relations".  (Winona is in favor of permitting the Makah tribe to continue killing whales – 1 taken so far.)  I worked a month to get NM Greens to take a firm stand supporting her but to this day they won't make a simple statement disavowing his attitude as not being their policy.  Just today he bragged about getting by with his outrage. 

And LaDuke is due to be here next week.  Will the white man heckle and harass her?  And this is NM with a high Native population (and Hispanic).  Ditto for the casino issue, and water rights issue.  Respect for treaty rights, indigenous culture, traditional Hispanic farm families' water & acequia rights, all out the window for real estate developers and their demand for water.  Why? Got to shed that "radical wing" to appeal to the mainstream for ballot status. 

Of course those states that are immune to power and money don't have anything to worry about.  But they won't win either, because power and money are the object of the game. In that sense, we're co-opted as soon as we sit down at the table. We hear the disenfranchised accuse US—the Greens—of being the system that oppresses them. Imagine that.

--Paul, webmaster for the seventh generation  G/GPUSA        http://globalcircle.net/greens.htm 

PAGE  
1

