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The Vietnam War Spills Into Laos 
By Holmes Brown 

The 'Declaration on the Neutrality of Laos," 
signed in 1962, established a tripartite government 
for the Kingdom of Laos consisting of rightist, 
neutralist and leftist elements. 

Governmental influence was apportioned 
according to a formula granting seven seats to the 
neutralists and four each to the rightists and the 
Pathet Lao. De facto territorial control persisted 
despite the facade of coalition. 

In 1963 and 1964, the four Pathet Lao 
representatives left the neutralist coalition of 
Prince Souuanna Phouma, retiring to the Pathet 
Lao zone. Since that time, the neutralist faction 
has dissolved, with many of those previously 
designated as neutralist seeking American military 
aid and rightist political support. 

Some observers have speculated that one 
objective of the current Pathet Lao incursion into 
"neutralist" territory is to demand all seven 

neutralist seats for their pro-Communist neutralist 
allies — in the event of a reconvening of the Geneva 
conference on Laos. However, the intervention of 
North Vietnam and the United States has for the 
present subordinated questions of the balance of 
the Laotian coalition to the issue of the resolution 
of the war in Vietnam. 
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It is generally agreed that though both North 

Vietnam and the United States violated the 1962 
Geneva Accord years ago, a tacit agreement existed 
concerning the geographical extent and tactical 
level of violation. A pattern of Pathet Lao-North 
Vietnam advance during the dry season 
(October-May) and subsequent wet season 
consolidation or strategic retreat had been 
established. The Plain of Jars—the site of recent 
conflict—was considered a relatively uncontested 
Communist preserve. 

But signs of alterationsof this tenuous situation 
appeared as early as three years ago. The United 
States built at Phou Pha Thi in northeastern Laos a 
highly sophisticated TACAN radar station used to 
guide Thai-based fighter-bombers attacking North 
Vietnam. This vras viewed as a small, but 
significant, change in the Laotian status quo. 
Therefore, the combined forces of the Pathet Lao 
and the North Vietnamese responded by capturing 
the radar station from its U.S. trained Meo 
defenders and advancing on several other neutralist 
mountain spots in Sam Neua province. 

Gradual and mutual escalation followed during 
the dry season of 1968-69, with the Communists 
taking Nha Khang air field in March 1969 and 
Muong Soul in the Plain of Jars in June. This defeat 
prompted American advisers and their Meo 
mercenary army to plan the largest and politically 
most important operation in the recent history of 
the Laotian conflict—the invasion of the Plain of 
Jars during the rainy season of the summer of 

1969. It is this territory which the Communist 
forces have lately retaken and about which 
A merican congressmen have expressed such 
dismay. 

Interpretations of the extent and intention of 
the current Communist offensive are varied. But 

whether it ends with a return to the boundaries of 
former years or whether the combined forces of 
the Pathet Lao and the North Vietnamese seek to 
capture additional neutralist territory, the entire 
campaign is inextricably linked to the American 
presence in Vietnam, Consequently, the broader 
significance of events In Laos reside in their 
implications concerning Vietnamization and the 
process by which United States Southeast Asian 
policy is determined. 

The Laot ian involvement raises two 
fundamental questions. The first has been cogently 
expressed by Sen. Charles Mathias (R.-Md.) in the 
Senate on Feb. 25, 1970: 

Can the reservation of war powers to the 
Congress be circumvented by redesignating 
soldiers as agents of the Central Intelligence 
Agency or as mi l i ta ry advisers? By 
concentrating so many thousands of American 
officials in a small, beleaguered country like 
Laos—and exposing them to military peril—can 
the Executive in effect create an American 
military commitment without congressional 
approval and without the explicit engagement 
of ground combat troops? 

This concern is property emphasized since, if 
President Nixon's March 7 statement is to be 
believed, the actual number of Americans involved 
in Laos military operations is 653 men. The danger 
lies in the method and potential of clandestine and 
gradual involvement, and here the parallels to the 
early days of Vietnam are as striking as they are 
ominous. The following set of quotations illustrate 
this point: 

We have increased our assistance to the (South 
Vietnamese) government, its logistics, and we 
have not sent combat troops there, although 
training missions that we have there have been 
instructed that if they are fired upon, they are 
of course to fire back to protect themselves, but 
we have not sent combat troops in the generally 
understood sense of the word. 

-Pres. John F. Kennedy, Feb. 14, 1962 
There are no American ground combat 

troops in Laos. When requested by the Royal 
Laotian Government, we have continued to 
provide military assistance in the form of 
equipment, training and logistics.... In every 
instance our combat air operations has been 
increased only as the number of North 
Vietnamese in Laos and the level of their 
aggression has increased.... It (U.S. aid) has been 
necessary to protect American lives in Vietnam 
and to preserve a precarious but important 
balance in Laos. 

-Pres. Richard M. Nixon, March 7, 1970 
Other similarities emerge. For instance, the 

rhetorical escalation of the strategic importance of 
the country is evidenced in these two views. 

Laos is not worth the life of a single Kansas 
farm boy. 

-Dean Rusk, 1961 
Mr. President, the fact that high officials of 

the Administration think this (that Laos is even 
more important than Vietnam) scares me to 
death. It suggests an ominous and dangerous 
future for us in that remote country. If Vietnam 
was i m p o r t a n t enough to justify the 
commitment of half a million American troops, 
then in this view how many more could 
justifiably be committed to Laos, which is one 
of the few worse places than Vietnam to fight a 
war? 

-Sen. William Fulbright, March 3, 1970 
And, of course, the final reluctant call to duty 

that marked much of Lyndon Johnson's war 

rhetoric is this time voiced on Feb. 26, 1970 by 
Adm. John S. McCain whose Seventh Fleet planes 
now bomb Laos: 

Laos is critically important to the free Asian 
countries' efforts to withstand the Communist 
aggressive campaign. The choice for us is to 
assist our allies to fight the common enemy, or 
we will probably have to do it ourselves. 

The above quotations and others like them offer a 
facile and by now frequently cited parallel between 
Vietnam and Laos. And though the Vietnamese 
exper ience has dampened Congressional 
enriiusiasm for another Asian confrontation, a 
recriminating comparison of Laos with Vietnam 
can lead to a dangerous preoccupation with merely 
lamenting the similarities. 

In many cases it appears that rigorous 
objection to entanglariait in a second Vietnam has 
been substituted for insistence on disengagement 
fiom Vietnam itseif. Had the outcry of the past two 
weeks concerning Laos greeted Pres. Nixon's Nov. 
3 speech and subsequent Ad ministrati on 
declarations, the policy of Vietnamization might 
not be so universally accepted among the public 

nor so confidently marketed by the Administration 
as the panacea for America's Southeast Asian ills. 

Tbe second and more significant question raised 
by America's Laotian poficv is its r a t i o n to tbe 

Iged 
(1- iJtical 
backijrounGS of Laos and southern Vietnam, they 
are plagued by demographic diversity. In both 
countries, the United States has sought to create 
and preserve a centralized govemnient wfaose 
predominan t characterist ic is access to 
sophisticated military technology. In Laos, the 
effort has involved CIA financing of the 20,000 
member clandestine Meo army—costing over a 
quarter of a billion dollars a year. Recently it has 
also required an average of 300-500 air support 
strikes daily and occasional B-52 raids to attain 
what is generally admitted to be an unmitigated 
failure. 

In Vietnam after 15 years and the expenditure 
of nearly 50,000 American lives and well over 
$100 billion, the United States has achieved an 
embarrassingly authoritarian military regime which 
cannot even now survive without over 400,000 American 
troops and almost complete U.S. financing. It is 

furthermore an involvement whose termination 
cannot be confidently predicted. 
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Saigon 
Survives 

on 
Repression 

By Mark Lynch 
On March 5 a military court in 

S a i g o n c o n v i c t e d N a t i o n a l 
Assemblyman Tran Ngoc Chau of 
pro-Communist activity and sentenced 
him to 10 years in prison. This 
cumulated an intensive campaign since 
November by President Thieu against 
Chau and another deputy, Hoang Ho, 
who was accused of consorting with the 
enemy. 

The campaign ended when 102 
deputies -- exactly the three-fourths 
required by law - signed a petition 
theoretically authorizing prosecution of 
Chau and Ho, thus stripping them of 
their legislative immunity. 

Many lawyers and assemblymen 
challenged the legality of the petition. 
The issue is now before the Saigon 
Supreme Court, but Thieu's press 
^okesman said that it is now too late 
for the court to have any effect on the 
case. 

Chau was accused of meeting with 
his brother, a North Vietnamese agent, 
since 1965. Chau has maintained that he 
kept top U.S. officials fully informed of 
his conversations with his brother. 

Ho was sentenced to death -- in 
absentia. It is reported he has fled the 
country. 

Americans who have been shocked 
by the ordeal of Tran Ngoc Chau can 
only grit their teeth and expect more of 
the same political repression as long as 
the Nixon Administration sticks to its 

stated goal of a government in Saigon 
that is free of any influence from North 
Vietnam. 

The sad fact is that years of foreign 
domination and war have so ripped 
apart the fabric of South Vietnamese 
society that democratic politics cannot 
be sustained. History has made mush 
out of South Vietnam and made it into 
a land which is shakily being sustained 
by an American-backed, narrowly 
based, anti-communist regime. 

This is what President Thieu is 
providing, and if the U.S. government 
expects him to survive it cannot also 
expect him to allow any opposition. 
This is the message of the silence of the 
U.S. government as Chau, an old and 
good friend of many high-ranking 
American officials, is thrown into prison 
for ten years. 

Bastion of Democracy? 
The notion that South Vietnam 

could become a bastion of democracy 
has always been a foggy one. 
Historically, the Vietnamese have 
seldom managed their own affairs at the 
national level. One thousand years of 
Chinese domination, one hundred years 
of French colonialism, the Japanese 
occupation, and the American presence 
have severely limited opportunities to 
express national sovereignty. Instead, 
the Vietnamese have developed fiercely 
autonomous village organizations and 
skilled themselves in the politics of 
resistance. 

They simply have not had experience 
in developing a system of free and open 
politics beyond the village level and the 
past several years have certainly not 
reversed this trend. That the U.S. could 
talk of "nation building" at the same 
time it was escalating its presence to 
some 550,000 troops and 200,000 
civilians was an exercise in self-deceiving 
double-talk. 

The war that is being waged in South 
Vietnam is essentially one between the 
United States and North Vietnam. This 
conflict has polarized most indigenous 
southern groupings and further dimmed 
the chances for a viable political 
arrangement in the South. The NLF has 
been forced into greater dependence on 
the Northern Communists while the 

non-Communist nationalists in the 
South have either remained silent or 
have been forced in to greater 
dependence on the U.S. 

Staying Power 
It is clear that the North has greater 

staying power than the U.S. While our 
generals no longer talk of a war of 
attrition, speeches by Hanoi leaders and 
captured documents indicate that the 
North is gearing itself for a protracted 
struggle in the South. 

While American policy is still 
committed to keeping the North out of 
the South, it is now also committed to 
the reduction of the U.S. presence. The 
chosen means to this end is the 
strengthening of the Saigon government 

in the hope that a "Vietnamized" war 
can perform what we have barely been 
able to manage. Along with the 
accelerated training, the turn-over of 
ha rdware , and other tenants of 
Vietnamization, we must also allow 
President Thieu full leeway in dealing 
with any opponents who may hinder 
him in the difficult task of withstanding 
the North Vietnamese and the NLF. It 
is absurd to think that Thieu could 
widen his government and still abide by 
Washington's wish that he keep the 
Communists out. 

A Saigon government free of any 
Northern influence and Communist 
participation can only be a government 
based on a very narrow segment of the 
population, one which must - of 
necessity - rely on repression and one 
which must be underwritten with 
absolute U.S. support. Indeed it is 
doubtful if Vietnamization will be 
enough. And certainly we will be in no 
pos i t ion to protest or alleviate 
misfortunes such as befejl Mr. Chau. 

Blind to Realities 
The blindness of present U.S. policy 

toward the power realities which exist 
in Vietnam also preclude any fruitful 
negotiations. We are negotiating from 
the position that the South Vietnamese 
must be free to run their affairs without 
any meddling from the North. This 
assumption refuses to recognize that the 
Nor th Vietnamese are the only 
Vie tnamese who still have the 
organization, the motivation, and the 
energy to bring order to the stricken 
South. 

As long as we refuse to admit this, 
the negotiations cannot progress. The 
U.S. must accept the inevitability of the 
North in the South - an inevitability to 
which we have contributed. 

Mr. Lynch received a B.A. in English 
from Yale University in 1966. From 
July 1966 until January 1969 he uxis 
with International Volunteer Service in 
Vtetnam His last year and one-half 
there he was associate director for 
community development. Presently, he 
works at the International Volunteers 
Services office in Washington, D.C. 

War Tax Resistance 
"If a thousand men were not to pay their tax bill this year, that would not be 

a violent and bloody measure as it would be to pay them and enable the State to 
commit violence and shed innocent blood." 

-Henry David Thoreau 
High taxes and an escalating cost of living have focused attention on tax 

resistance as a method of protesting the Vietnam War. Two-thirds or more of the 
federal budget pays for wars -- past, present and future. About 23% of the 
budget goes -directly for supporting the Vietnam War. In many areas of the 
country, the April 15 demonstrations will serve as focal points of war tax 
resistance. 

"A Call to War Tax Resistance", a pamphlet put out by War Tax Resistance 
(339 Lafayette St.; New York City 10012; 212/477-2970), lists the various 
methods by which one can resist war taxes: 

METHODS OF R E F U S A L 

• Refusal to pay that percentage of your income tax that goes for the 
military budget (from 66% to 75%); 

• Refusal to pay that percentage of your income tax that goes directly to pay 
for the Vietnam War (about 23%); 

• Refusal to pay the 10% surtax which was imposed in 1968 to help pay for 
the war; 

• Refusal to pay at least $5 of your tax -- either deducting that from the 
income tax or from the 10% telephone tax; and 

• Refusal to pay the 10% federal telephone tax which was revived in 1966 to 
help pay for the war. 

L E G A L RAMIFICATIONS OF TAX RESISTANCE 

What are the legal consequences for people withholding portions of income 
taxes or telephone tax which are used for military purposes? and for those who 
advise such actions? 

There are both civil and criminal liabilities under the Internal Revenue Code. 
Civil Penalties 

• Under Section 6601 of the IRS Code a 6% annual interest is due on the 
unpaid tax from the time the original payment. The 6% is pro-rated at ¥2% per 
month. 

• Under Section 6653, a penalty of 5% of the underpayment is imposed if 
the underpayment is due to "negligence or intentional disregard of rules and 
regulations (but without intent to defraud)". However, an employee of IRS said 
this 5% penalty would only apply to those who do not file their tax statement 
on time. 

• An additional penalty has been added by the Tax Reform Act of 1969 for 
failure to pay a tax when due if the failure is due to "willful neglect." The 
penalty is V̂ % of the amount of the underpayment per month - up to a 
maximum chaise of 25%. This interest charge begins to be computed 10 days 
after a notice of nonpayment is received by the resister. 

Therefore, under the civil penalties, an individual who has flled his statement 
on time but has withheld portions of his tax for the stated reason of not 
financing the war effort would be liable for a one percent charge per month. 

Criminal Penalties 
• Section 7201 makes it a felony to "willfully attempt in any manner to 

evade or defeat any tax" and imposes a maximum penalty of $10,000 and 
imprisonment for five years. Although this provision does not appear to have 
ever been applied to the mere advocacy of non-payment, there is nothing to bar 
such application. 

• Section 7203 makes it a misdemeanor to "willfully" fail to pay any tax 
when due and imposes a maximum penalty of $10,000 and one year 
imprisonment. This penalty could also apply to individuals who advise othdrs 
not to pay their taxes. 

In the type of tax resistance we are dealing with, the misdemeanor section 
rather than the felony is applicable. This is because the individual would be fully 
disclosing his tax liability and merely failing to pay a part of that liability. A 
necessary element for a felony charge would be an overt act or omission 
performed with the intent to evade the tax. 

• Finally, there are federal criminal conspiracy laws which could be applied 
to an individual acting in concert with others to advise taxpayers to refuse to 
pay their taxes. 

Past History 
Based on the past, what happens to such tax resisters is that the IRS 

eventually (opinions by the collection agents vary from two to six months after 
the file date) sends an agent to the individual. At that time, the collection agent 
could do one of four things to the individual tax resister: 1) ask him for the 
money owed plus the interest charges; 2) attach his bank account for the 
non-payment plus the interest charges; 3) ask his employer to withhold the 
amount due from his salary; or 4) put a lien on his property for that amount. 

According to an IRS employee, it is rare that the criminal penalties would be 
imposed. He said that criminal prosecutions are used only for tax evasions 
involving large sums of money as in the cases of gamblers and businessmen. 
However, no one can authoritatively predict what the Justice Department will 
decide to do. 
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The Costs of Defense Spending 
By Richard J . Bamet 

Afr. Barnet, ^during the Kennedy 
Administration, served in the State Department 
and the U.S. Arms Control and Disarmament 
Agency. In 1965, he helped found The Institute 
for Policy Studies—an independent research and 
education center. This article is based on his 
recently published book, "The Economy of 
Death," a comprehensive investigation of the 
defense budget, the military-industrial complex 
and what the citizen can do about them. 

How much defense spending is enough? 
At present, arms spending is impossible to 

control because the pursuit of national security 
through the arms race is a matter of faith rather 
than logic. Former Director of the Bureau of the 
Budget Charles Schultz points out that the $30 
billion annual savings that would result from an 
end of the Vietnam war cannot automatically be 
rescued for the civilian economy. In fact, most of 
the projected "Vietnam dividend" is already 
committed to new military programs. 

Unless some crucial assumptions behind present 
defense policy are explicitly rejected, the 
Pentagon's escalator will soon take the American 
public on a ride toward a $200 billion annual 
budget. And in five years, a $200 billion defense 
budget is likely to sound as austere as $80 billion 
does today. 

Let us investigate the four most expensive 
premises of the defense budget: 1) the belief that 
the nation can increase its security by stockpiling 
more and more nuclear weapons; 2) the U.S. 
pledge to defend 42 countries from external attack 
even if it means fighting three major wars at 
once; 3) the world wide commitment to oppose 
revolution and guerrilla movements; 4) the belief 
that the U.S. must always be at the frontier of 
technology in every field that could possibly have 
military significance. 

Nuclear Weapons 
The principal premise of the defense budget is 

that more nuclear weapons mean more national 
security. As of September 1969, the U.S. had 
about 4500 nuclear warheads aimed at the 
U.S.S.R., and the Soviets had 1700 that could land 
on the United States. The "superiority" of the U.S. 
in nutdear striking power is actually greater than 
indicated, ance American naval forces and tactical 
aircraft operating in the Mediterranean and the 
Pacific can also threaten Soviet territory with 
nuclear weapons. The Soviets, except for the brief 
Cuban adventure in 1962, keep their nuclear 
weapons on their own territory. 

has been a loss of security. Twenty-five years ago, 
the territory of the United States was invulnerable. 
Today, as former Defense Secretary Clark Clifford 
candidly reminds us, neither the U.S. or the Soviet 
Union "could expect to emerge from an all-out 
n u c l e a r exchange w i t h o u t very great 
damage—regardless of which side had the most 
weapons or which side struck first." 

'Three War' Theory 
Although the nuclear arsenal accounts for most 

of America's killing power, only a small fraction of 
the taxpayers' money goes to buy nuclear 
weapons. Most of it goes to the so-called "General 
Purposes Forces," which include all the men and 
equipment in the military establishment except 
those with the mission of assuring the atomic 
destruction of Soviet and Chinese societies. These 
forces, which now cost more than $50 billion a 
year, have been steadily increasing since 1961. 

There are more men under arms in the U.S. 
today than in either the Soviet Union or China. 
The United States constitutes a greater aggregate 
of so-called "conventional" military power than 
that possessed by any other nation. The American 
forces in Europe rank as the third largest military 
establishment on earth. And this costs taxpayers an 
$80 billion in the 1970 budget which will give us 
"balanced forces," according to former Secretary 
Clifford. It is easy to see why. The money is 
divided about equally among the Army, Navy and 
Air Force. 

It is important to understand that the General 
Purposes Forces are useless for defending the 
continental United States from nuclear attack. 
Then why does the U.S. need to maintain a 
permanent military force of such size? 

The defense budget has been based on the 
assumption that the U.S. must be prepared to fight 
three wars simultaneously: a major war in Europe, 
a substantial war in Asia, and a somewhat smaller 
war elsewhere, either in Latin America or in the 
Middle East. 

Despite the more moderate language in 
President Nixon's foreign policy statement, it is 
not clear that the three war objective has been 
basically modified. 

There are two tv-pes of wars for which the U.S. 
is preparing: conventional war—where one nation 
a t t acks a n o t h e r ; and counter-insurgency 
wai^where the U.S., as in Vietnam, aids a 
government in putting down a revolutionary 
challenge. The U.S. has made commitments to 42 
countries around the globe to defend them against 
outside aggression. Several of these commitments 
have been made by the President without obtaining 

1). ''is. 

The U.S. spends about $10 billion a year to 
maintain and increase the number of nuclear 
weapons it can land on the Soviet Union beyond 
the 4500 already on the firing line. Emulating 
Detroit's ideal car purchaser, the Pentagon is very 
close to embracing the annual trade-in. 

Minuteman I, which was installed in the 
1963-65 period and was partially replaced in 1967 
by Minuteman II, is now being totally replaced by 
Minuteman III. Polaris is being replaced by 
Poseidon. Both new systems are to be equipped 
with MIRV (Multiple Independently Targeted 
Reentry Vehicles). This means that the new 
systems can hurl several nuclear weapons at once 
in several different pre-selected directions. If these 
programs are completed, the U.S. will have more 
than 11,000 nuclear weapons targeted on the 
Soviet Union. Each submarine commander will 
have the power to wipe out 160 cities. 

The real issue is whether building more nuclear 
weapons increases or decreases the threat to 
national security. In strictly military terms, there 
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the approval of the Senate as is provided for in the 
Constitution. Except in one or two cases, the 
interest of the American people in these 
commitments has never been publicly debated. 
They were all undertaken years ago in radically 
different circumstances. 

Based on these assumptions, the defense budget 
is too low. It is not large enough to win the war in 
Vietnam or Laos, much less carry on two more at 
the same time. Planning for three wars at a time 
justifies unlimited military spending and costs the 
taxpayer about $.50 of each tax dollar. 

Counter-Insurgency Wars 
By far the greatest part of the General Purposes 

Forces is maintained not to defend our allies from 
outside attack but to defend their governments 
from their own people. The U.S. intervention in 
Vietnam is a prime example of this. As any 
television viewer can see, the attempt has 
failed—politically and morally. More than $25 
billion a year is budgeted to carry on the war in the 
name of U.S. security. 

The taxpayer is asked year after year to spend 
billions for destruction that serves the interest of 
no one other than bombardiers in training and 
manufacturers of napalm. For more than 20 years, 
the U.S. has carried on a ^obal campaign against 
revolution and native insurgent movements, 
conducting a major military campaign or a CIA 
operation in an underdeveloped country about 
once every eighteen months. 

The whole enormous effort is based on one 
major premise. When internal revolutionary 
movements over th row corrupt, oppressive 
governments, they somehow threaten the security 
of the United States, However, a revolutionary 
regime can pose a military threat to the American 
people only if the U.S. intervenes against it with 
military force and in the process comes up against 
the Soviet Union or China. If a country in Asia, 
Africa or Latin America "goes communist," the 
Soviet Union or China does not necessarily benefit. 
Communism is not a unified world force. 

To act as the "Guardian at the Gate," to use 
former President Johnson's term, and to protect 
the globe from revolutionary change, the U.S. must 
continue to spend more on its General Purposes 
Forces, not less. As long as having a military 
"presence" in Asia, a ring of military bases around 
the Soviet Union, a five ocean navy, and a world 
wide counter-insurgency program is considered 
"vital to the security" of the United States, then 
there are few economies indeed that can be made. 
And the taxpayer continues to pay for this. 

The Technology Race 
Research, development and the testing of new 

weapons account for a little more than $8 billion a 
year at present spending levels. However, the 
impact on defense spending is far greater than even 
this considerable figure indicates. When the 
taxpayer funds a new research project, even at 
modest levels, he has bought more than a group of 
energetic scientists and military technicians to 
invent future weapons. He has bought a lobby. 

Betting personal careers on a piece of new 
technology, each cluster of weaponeers measures 
its worth and prestige in the Pentagon by its ability 
to increase its appropriation from millions to 
billions. Every dollar spent this year on a research 
project is likely to mean our spending five or ten 
more within a few years. Indeed, the very purpose 
o f mi l i ta ry research is to " g e n e r a t e 
requirements"—i.e., to think of the weapoos oi 
tomorrow which in turn will give rise to more 
weapons for next year. 

One reason for a big military research budget is 
modernization. The decision to run the Pentagon 
in accordance with the ground rules of the 
automobile economy has resulted in the waste of a 
great deal of money and the purchase of 
oversophisticated, ineffective weapons. 

The Joint Economic Committee Report, "The 
Economies of Military Procurement," gives a 
picture of the dimensions of such waste: 

In the past, literally billions of dollars have been 
wasted on weapons systems that have had to be 
cancelled because they did not work. Other 
systems have performed far below contract 
specifications. For example, one study referred 
to in the hearings shows that of a sample of 13 
major Air Force and Navy aircraft and missile 
programs initiated since 1955 at a total cost of 
$40 billion, less than 40 per cent produced 
systems with acceptable electronic performance. 
Two of the programs were cancelled after total 
program costs of $2 billion were paid. Two 
programs costing $10 billion were phased out 
after 3 years for low reliability. Five programs 
costing $13 billion give poor performance; that 
is, their electronics reliability is less than 75 per 
cent of initial specifications. 

The Soviets seem to understand that a more 
"advanced" system does not necessarily enable a 
military power to do anything more than it could 
have done with the old system. American military 
planners now need to ask, "What are we going to 
be able to do tomorrow with the new plane or 
missile or shell that we can't do today?" The 
taxpayer is entitled to an answer to the question. 

Conclusion 
There is no way to fix a rational limit to 

defense spending other than by the application of 
old fashioned political judgment and moral insight. 
Unless the American people* begin to ask and keep 
asking what real security they are buying, there is 
no hope of stopping the mindless expansion of the 
war machine. For a generation these questions have 
not been asked. Until the Vietnam war and the 
fight over the anti-ballistic missile, no significant 
interest group in or out of Congress challenged the 
ba^c assumptions behind any project of the 
military, no matter how massive the investment. 

Every new weapons system has been presented 
to the public doubly wrapped: an inside wrapping 
of baffling technical detail; and on the outside—the 
flag. When the Joint Chiefs of Staff proclaim a new 
military "requirement" based, as they like to put 
it, on their 178 years of collective military 
experience, the taxpayer is expected to say thank 
you for taking care of me so handsomely. 
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By Tom Riddell 

Mr. Riddell, who wrote an article in the last issue of 'The Peace 
Times" on "Inflation: How and Why?'\ is leaving American 
University after four years as a Ph.D. candidate in economics to 
work for the Council on Edonomic Priorities. 

Since the initial buildup of American forces in late 1964 and 
early 1965, -the war in Vietnam has had substantial effects on 
domestic affairs in the United States. We experienced a 
polarization of public and political opinion about the war. A 
President has been "deposed." And now seven men have been 
convicted of "inciting to riot" people who went to Chicago in the 
summer of 1968 to protest the war in Vietnam. We have been 
promised an end to the war, yet this very day Americans are dying 
in Vietnam. 

Less dramatically, the war has had a significant impact on the 
American economy. The initial buildup created inflationary 
pressures within an already stinulated economy. Since that time, 
the continued expenditures for the Vietnam war have contributed 
greatly to inflation. The consumer price index rose 6.5% in 1969 -
the highest rate of inflation since 1947. 

War Impact 
Inflation describes the general impact that the war had had on 

the economy. However, there have also been more specific effects 
which must be taken into account such as: unemployment rates, 
construction reduction, production cutbacks, and so on. The 
economy is not very healthy at present. 

The Nixon admipistration has chosen to fight inflation with 
high interest rates and with an attempt to cut back on government 
expenditures (with the ultimate goal of creating a surplus in the 
federal bucket). Thus far, however, they have not succeeded. The 
consumer price index rose at an annual rate of 7.2% in January and 
the wholesale price index increased at a very unusual 9.6% annual 
rate. Prices are still rising. 

Defense Spending 

It is extremely interesting to examine the decisions that have 
been made by the Nixon administration to implement their policy 
of halting inflation. We have been told that the administration is 
busy re-ordering the priorities of the nation within its policy of 
cutting back on federal expenditures. We have been made to 
believe that we are cutting back on defense spending in order to 
fight inflation. There has been a more than $5 billion cutback in 
appropriations for defense spending. But it seems that most of this 
cutback can be attributed to the winding down of the Vietnam war 
(although this cannot be documented because the administration 
has cleverly declined to release any figures on Vietnam spending, 
claiming that they don't have any such figures). 

At the same time, non-Vietnam defense spending has increased; 
and actual spending will probably continue to increase as the 
Pentagon uses up approximately $40 billion of unused past 
appropriations. 

These increases have gone for such worthwhile programs as: 
new air superiority fighters for the Navy (the Grumman F-14) and 
the Air Force (the McDonnell Douglas F-15); new carrier-based 

How Inflatioi 
anti-submarine aircraft (the Lockheed S-3A); new freedom fighter 
jets for allies (for which McDonnell Douglas, Northrop, and 
Lockheed are competing); new supersonic strategic bombers (the 
B-IA or the AMBS ~ Advanced Manned Strategic Aircraft -- for 
which Boeing, General Dynamics, and North American Rockwell 
are competing; new advanced turbo-jets for the B-IA, the B-15, 
and the F-14B (with Pratt & Whitney and General Electric 
competing for the prize); procurement for the Safeguard ABM 
system; the new ship-based missile system (better known as Aegis 
with RCA having the contract); and finally research is being funded 
for a new underwater-launched missile system to replace Poseidon, 
and for a fourth general ICBM to replace Minuteman HI. 

Whatever happened to the peace dividend? 
Re-Ordered Priorities? 

Not only have we been treated to these increases in spending on 
certain defense programs, but we have been told that increased 
expenditures on non-defense spending by the federal government 
would be inflationary. 

On January 26, President Nixon appeared on nationwide 
television to tell us that spending on health, education and welfare 
was inflationary and to - for the first time on television - veto the 
HEW bill. Meanwhile, it was announced the next day, that the 
White House had just paid $9,500 for new white uniforms for the 
White House policemen to be used for state occasions. The 
President, we were told, had been impressed with the uniforms he 
had seen on his European tour and felt that we should have some 
too. Later in the week it was revealed that $342,358 had been 
spent by the U.S. Army Engineers to build a heliport for President 
Nixon at his Florida White Hoe in Key Biscayne. 

Whatever happened to our re-ordered priorities? 
GNP Stagnant 

What have been the actual results of the present war on 
inflation? In the final quarter of 1969 there was no growth in real 
gross national product. In other words, there was no increase in the 
physical output of the economy. And in January, industrial 
production in the economy fell for the sixth month in a row. 
According to the economists' definition, if real GNP rails to 
increase in the first quarter of 1970, we will be experiencing a 
recession. 

What does this mean? The effect of the recession will probably 
relieve some of the inflationary pressures in the economy, and we 
may move toward less inflationary increases in the consumer price 
index. However, recession has other dimensions which cannot be 
ignored. 

Unemployr 
A recession involves a slower 
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The Worker: It's Getting Worse 
By Lee Webb 

The American worker is facing hard times. 
The economic effects of the Vietnam war have cracked his fragile prosperity 

and the crack appears to be widening. 
War generated inflation has hacked the purchasing power of an average' 

worker's wages down below what it was in 1965, and at the same time higher 
taxes—local, state and federaHiave steadily taken bigger bites of what was left. 

Price Increases 
Lyndon Johnson tried to win support for the Vietnam by avoiding tax 

increases and financing it through bigger federal deficits. Begining with 1965, the 
deficits mounted and began to accelerate inflation. In 1965, consumer prices 
rose 1.8 per cent, but the rate quickly climbed. In 1966 it was 3.2 per 
cent; in 1967, 3.2 per cent; in 1968,4.9 per cent; and in 1969 prices rose 6.5 per 
cent. 

Workers' living standards are hit hard by these price increases, and the 
damage is reflected in substantial declines in purchasing power. Gross earnings 
have increases, using the years 1965 and 1969 as examples, from $96.21 to 
$110.95. But real purchasing power (what's left after federal taxes and price 
rises are taken into account) declined from 
$87.27 in 1965 to the present $86.03. 

The average worker without dependents 
lost even more. He could spend the 
equivilent of $79.95 in 1965 but only 
$78.12 in 1969. 

Purchasing Power 
"The purchasing power of the average 

nonsupervisory worker shrunk for the 11th 
straight month....Real spendable earnings for 
a worker with three dependents fell to $77.69 weekly...down 1.1% from 
December 1968... For all 1969, the government report said 'increases in consumer 
prices eroded all gains in earnings,' reported The Wall Street Journal recently. 

The decline is actually more dramatic than these government figures admit 
because government statisticians do not subtract the high state and local taxes in 
figuring purchasing power. 

Smaller paychecks mean trouble for working families in many ways. One 
especially frightening effect is that less money is available to meet the 
installments on cars, furniture, and mortgage payments on the house which are 
fixed and can't be cut back like food, recreation or school clothes. The average 
family, in fact, has to spend some 21.3% of its income in meeting these 
payments 

Soaring Interest Rates 
Savings accounts and savings bonds don't keep up with inflation either. When 

inflation is higher than the interest rate, they actually fall in value. 
Galloping inflation also sends interest rates on home mortgages soaring. 

Workers who buy a home for their family now sell themselves into "interest 
slavery." For example with interest rates over 9% banks will get back $53,000 in 
the course of the 30 years needed to pay off a $20,000 mortgage. 

In the same period that workers' wages have been declining, corporations and 
the rich have been enjoying unprecendented prosperity. Between 1960 and the 
first half of 1969, for instance, corporate after-tax profits skyrocketed up 94.5% 
and dividends to stockholders rose 80%. 

Union Contracts Expire 
There are a lot of indications that 1970 may be one of the roughest years for 

employers in a decade. Many major union contracts expire in 1970; in fact more 
this year than any year in the 1960's. Contracts for 650,000 auto workers expire 
as well as the contracts for 450,000 truckers. Others negotiating new contracts 
are 70,000 rubber workers, 425,000 construction workers and 40,000 
meat-packing workers. 

The working class's lower standard of 
living, however, is as much caused by rising 
taxes as by inflation. The larger government 
expenditures, moreover, seldom increase 
services or income for working class families. 
Most of the benefits go to the rich and the 
corporations. 

Federal Taxes 
The Federal government alone, for 

instance, collects an average of $2,834 from 
every American family. Taking all taxes into account, a family earning between 
$7,000 and $10,000 pays more than 33% of its income as taxes to local, state 
and federal governments. 

Workers pay the bulk of federal taxes, and their share is growing as the 
corporate share declines. At the beginning of World War II, for example, workers 
paid only 45% of federal taxes. However, in 1970 they will pay 68% of the total, 
according to government figures. 

Unlike tbe rich and the corporations who enjoy over $50 billion in tax 
"loopholes"" according to a former official in the Department of the 
Treasury--workers can't use these expense accounts, depletion allowances, tax 
exempt bonds and other "loopholes" to escape taxes. 

Liberation News Service/Guardian 
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1 Affects You The intent was thereby to slowdown the economy. As the rate of 
investment declines, business activity will slack off. These 
monetary policies, then, are partially responsible for the present 
slowdown in the expansion of the economy. However, as always, 
there are additional effects. 
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One is to discourage the formation of new buanesses --
especially small businesses as it becomes more difficult and 
expensive to get loans from banks. 

Additionally, high interest rates have an adverse effect on 
housing construction. It has become increasingly difficult to obtain 
financing for the purchase of a home; and the interest rates 
themselves have probably deterred numerous people from even 
considepng building their own homes. This lack of home 
construction also increases, as a result, the demand for rental units, 
and thus, rents. 

Houdng Starts 
(Private construction in the lOOO's) 

1964 1,529.3 

The New York Times Mirth 7,1970 
A total number out of work last month was estimated at 3.8 
million. 

The unemployment rate for blacks ance World War II has 
always been about twice the rate for whites. And blacks are usually 
the first to be fired during recessions. The rate for blue-collar 
workers is higher than average -- it was 4.6% for January; and the 
rate for unskilled nonfarm laborers was 8.5% It is becoming 
increasingly difficult for teen-agers to find jobs -- their 
unemployment rate for January was 13.8% (an increase from 
12.0% in January, 1969). The unemployment rate for black 
teenagers is normally above 25%, and it will probably worsen as the 
economy slows down. It was 26.6% for this January. 

Such unemployment trends do not seem to fit in very well with 
America's goal of eliminating poverty and solving the urban crisis. 
Unemployment, however, is one of the costs that some of the 
American people are being asked to pay in order to halt 
war-generated and stimulated inflation. 

Interest Rates 
What are some additional effects of President Nixon's war on 

inflation? One of the policies that has been followed during the 
past year was to increase interest rates in order to discourage 
increased investment. 

The Average Interest Rate on Short 
Term Bank Loans to Business 

1965 
1986 
1967 
1968 
1969 

1,472.9 
1,165.0 
1,291.6 
1,507.7 
1,463.2 

1964 
1965 
1966 

4.99% 
5.06% 
6.00% 

1967 
1968 
1969 

6.00% 
6.68% 
8.21% 

There were 1,463,000 new units started last year; this was lower 
than the 1.5 million begun in 1968 and only slightly above the 
levels of 1966 and 1967. And this slowdown in housing 
construction comes on top of a 2.6 million housing unit shortage 
which HUD Secretary George Romney calls the most severe since 
Worid War II. 

Balance of Payments 
The effect of inflation has also exacerbated our balance of 

payments problems (as has the direct outflow of money to 
Vietnam to support the war). The balance of payments deficit for 
1969 was $6.99 billion -- the worst deficit in our history. This 
deficit will contribute to continued gold outflows from the United 
States. The stock market, to some extent, seems to be reflecting 
the current malaise in the economy with the Dow Jones averages at 
their lowest levels in several years and declining regularly. The state 
of the economy seems to be in flux, and investors are waiting to 
see which way the winds are going to blow. 

The next few months should probably give an indication of 
whether or not President Nixon's policies to halt inflation will 
work. However, even if they are successful, there will remain 
substantial problems within the economy. The housing industry 
has suffered a severe lag, unemployment will probably increase, 
and our national priorities still need to be re-ordered. 

The inflationary pressures set off by the Vietnam war bave 
required remedial measures by the federal government. However, it 
remains to be seen whether inflation can be stopped; and 
meanwhile, new problems are continually emerging. 

Priorities: Real or Pretended? 
By Rep. John Conyers, Jr. 

Rep. Conyers (D-Mich.), a lawyer, was elected to the House in 1964. He 
has been a vocal opponent of the Vietnam War and has argued for a 
re-ordering of national priorities. He serves on the House Judiciary 
Committee. 

President Nixon has presented his budget for fiscal year 1971 with the 
claim that he has begun the process of reordering our national priorities. In 
my view, this process must go far beyond the mere budgetary consideration 
of shaving the unconscionable cost and scope of our country's military 
operations. Even a complete withdrawal from Vietnam will erase only a 
symptom, not a cause, of our national dilemma. 

This country requires a profound change in its sense of values. When will 
those who constitute the military-industrial-congressional complex learn that 
the strength and true security of our nation does not depend on its weapons 
or its pugnacious policy of defense as much as it does on our dedication to 
the value of human life and the dignity of man? I agree with those who say 
that Vietnam and the escalation of the arms race were not accidents, not 
"mistakes." They were, in fact, the logical extension of present American 
social, economic and political institutions. 

In my judgment, we will have 
accomplished little if we get out of 
Vietnam and reduce military costs but 
leave unreformed the institutions and 
kind of thinking which involved us in 
Southeast Asia in the first place and 
which continue to set our military 
posture throughout the world and our 
domestic priorities at home. 

Dr. Martin Luther King broke the crime of silence when he correctly 
portrayed this nation as the greatest purveyor of violence in the world. 
Because of this war, the hypocrisy of our government has become so 
self-evident that resentment may soon harden Into open and more or less 
constant challenge to its authority. 

One need only to compare in dollars the national effort to bring what is 
claimed is "freedom" to 13 million people in South Vietnam with the 
magnitude of our effort for 30 million Americans who are living in poverty 
here at home. 

Compare the billions of dollars spent each month in Vietnam with the 
pitiful amounts used to ameliorate the plight of black Americans in the 
ghettos and rural South. 

Compare the spurious legalistic arguments now being used by the Federal 
Government about the necessity of decelerating desegregation in the South 
and to explain past failures to protect civil rights workers with the crass 
violations in Vietnam of our international agreements. And this says nothing 
of one of the most important provisions of our Constitution which gave to 
Congress, and to Congress alone, the power to declare war. 

America is showing an increasing proclivity to use force to try and solve its 
domestic problems. The urban ghettos are virtual police states because the 
government has tried to meet the problems of race, social and economic 
injustice by suppressing them. The ghettos are proving to be the Vietnams of 
America. The racist Southern strategy of the administration is aimed at 
turning back the stru^le for freedom and equality for all Americans. The 
recent Moynihan memorandum advocating "benign neglect" is an outright 
articulation of this policy. 

The Kemer Commission recommended creation of 2 million new jobs over 
the next 3 years; 6 million new and refurbished decent housing units over the 
next 5 years; expanded aid to disadvantaged school districts, and improved 
welfare systems. 

How are these needs going to be met? On January 14, 1969, I and more 
than 40 of my colleagues in Congress introduced the Full Opportunity Act-a 
massive and comprehensive plan calling for $30 billion to be spent annually 
for the next 10 years in an ail-out attack on poverty and discrimination. This 
legislation has provisions for full employment, minimum wage, family 
allowances, compensatory education, post secondary education, adequate 

housing, and anti-discrimination. 
"How is the money to be raised? I believe 

it can be raised--and without adding to the 
Inflationary spiral. I believe that the money 
must come from saving accrued from a 
drastically reduced military budget. It is a 
budget calling for expenditures that not only 
prevents the attempted solution of our 
crying social needs but by its very nature 
continues to warp the very fabric of life in 

America. As the poor and suppressed wait with outstreched hands and broken 
hearts for us to help, we continue to throw good money after bad in that 
dangerous and unconscionable waste known as the arms race. 

I have voted against every military Vietnam appropriation authorized since 
I was elected to Congress. But for the last year I have voted against every 
authorization for military appropriations and will continue to do so until 
some sanity and humanness is shown by those who now wield the power. 

Those of us committed to confronting this nation's true problems can 
no longer afford to expend our energies on rhetorical righteousness or 
indignant street demonstrations. The power-holdere do not listen, but rather 
spend their time watching TV football or waving the flag in the halls of 
Congress, 

The great task ahead for Americans of good vrill is to go from the streets 
to the polls and turn out of office those unresponsive to the needs of the 
1970's. Both at home and abroad, will we as a nation have the determination 
to turn our backs on destruction and to embrace, instead, the construction of 
a new order, and in so doing join together in the redemption of our own 
troubled land? 
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Peace Line: 
Laotian Tragedy 
If one can personify the Vietnam War for a moment, it reminds 

one of a Ieper--everything and everyone it touches becomes 
diseased. However, the personification ends there. When lepers 
were discovered, they were ostracized and isolated; Vietnam was 
discovered, but the poison and sickness it has produced lingers on. 

The Vietnam War has driven the wedge further between the rich 
and the poor; it has divided the young from the old, the dove from 
the hawk, parents from children; it has reduced concerned citizens 
in this country to frustrated, cynical human beings who trust 
neither the government nor their neighbors; it has developed hate 
for Americans abroad and shame for Americans at home. 

But, putting aside what the war has done to America, we are 
realizing now what it has done to Southeast Asia in general and 
Laos in particular. The United States is responsible for 
transforming one-fourth of the Vietnamese population and 
one-third of the Laos population into refugees. We are responsible 
for maintaining a repressive, military dictatorship in Vietnam and 
for the destruction of two-thirds of the U.S. conscripted Meo 
people during nine years of battling in Laos. And the indictments 
and self-recrimination could go on. 

We are all responsible. It is too simple to blame the government 
or Presidents Eisenhower, Kennedy, Johnson and Nixon. For the 
peace movement has also failed. We organized groups called the 
Vietnam Moratorium Committee, the New Mobilization to End the 
War in Vietnam, Clergy and Laymen Concerned about the War in 
Vietnam, etc. 

We are as guilty of faulty rhetoric as are the various 
administrations. While we concentrated and focused public 
attention on the Vietnam War, the power brokers were busily 
expanding the war into Laos; while we were arguing the fine points 
of Vietnamization we weren't realizing its consequences for the 
Laotians, and, given the pattern of events, probably also the Thais 
and Cambodians. 

President Nixon tells us that because the North Vietnamese 
broke the 1962 Geneva Accords by having troops in Laos to 
protect the Ho Chi Minh trail we had to also break the Accords in 
order to protect U.S. troops. He doesn't point out that the North 
Vietnamese were breaking the Accords due to U.S. presence in 
Vietnam. 

The newspapers and columnists editorialize about how terrible 
it is that the public is not let in on the "secret" war in Laos. 
Congressmen lament that they don't know either, but that is a 
little difficult to believe. They all make their political points by 
saying the public should be informed. But the issue is not our 
knowing what is happening in Laos; it is simply that--whether we 
know or not--we shouldn't be there. 

Nixon assures us that there are no ground troops there. (He 
neglected to talk about what the C.I.A. is doing there--if the C.I.A. 
lets him know.) And Congressmen are somewhat pacified upon 
learning that there are no plans for U.S. ground combat troops in 
Laos. They have missed the point again. The issue is not that 
Americans have or have not lost their lives in Laos; it is that U.S. 
military "advisors" are planning a war in which they send 
mercenaries to fight and lose their lives, not ours. 

And the final fear is that Laos will turn into another Vietnam. 
But the Laos war is the Vietnam war-there is no difference. There 
is a new domino theory at work here: in order to assure the right 
of South Vietnamese self-determination, the U.S. intervenes in 
Vietnam; in order to protect American troops, the U.S. bombs 
Laos; in order to preserve the government of Prince Souvanna 
Phouma, the U.S. plans a war for Laos. 

The only way to check this domino theory is, of course, total 
and immediate withdrawal from Vietnam and Laos and anywhere 
else in Southeast Asia that we haven't yet been told about. The 
tragedy of this war is that tens of thousands of people have been 
killed and millions made homeless-and no political juggling nor 
philosophical debating can cloud U.S. responsibility. 

The People Decide 
There is a particular kind of 

cannibalism which afflicts well 
intentioned liberals who en 
masse oppose a conservative 
candidate in a primary, but who 
always lose because they split 
the peace vote. This happened in 
the Democratic Party during the 
New York mayoralty campaign 
and it has occurred many times 
before. 

However, that problem has 
been solved in the Third 
Congressional Distr ict in 
Massachusetts by an open, 
grassroots convention of peace 
groups rather than by backroom 
political wheelings and dealings. 
And the way these groups 
performed this trick may well 
set a pattern for other such 
situations around the country. 

An original field of 15 or 16 
candidates was whittled down to 
three major candidates before 
the peace convention and Rev. 
Robert F. Drinan, S.J. emei^ed 
the w inner—endorsed by a 
united group. 

Father Drinan, who will 
o ppose domes t i c l ibera l , 
Vietnam hawk Rep. Philip 
Philbin, is dean of the Boston 
College Law School and long 
active in the peace movement 
and ACLU activities. 

Philip Philbin is a 71 year old 
Democratic Congressman who 
was first elected in 1942. He 
now ranks second among the 23 
Democrats on the House Armed 
Services Comnittee. He serves on 
the CIA Subcommittee and the 
Investigating Subcommittee of 
Armed Services. He is a rather 
powerful hawk. 

In 1 9 6 8 , th ree peace 
candidates challenged Philbin in 
t he Democra t ic p r imary . 
Needless to say, he won (though 
the combined vote of the three 
peace candidates was about 45 
per cent). Philbin also defeated 
b oth an independent peace 
candidate and a Republican 
hawk in the general election. 

Determined to avoid the 
fratricide of 1968, 3rd C D . 
peace people organized last fall 
for the selection of one 
candidate to challenge Philbin. 
Moratorium workers started 
research and made contacts with 
o t h e r interested groups in 
November. The other groups 
included the Massachusetts 
Poli t ical Action for Peace 
( M a s s - P a x ) , Ci t izens for 

Participation in Politics, and the 
local affiliates of Americans for 
Democratic Action and the New 
Democratic Coalition.Volunteers 
from each of the '68 peace 
campaigns were also contacted. 
Interest was in a broad range of 
l iberal issues—with special 
emphasis on ending the war and 
changing national priorities from 
military spending to meeting 
domestic needs. 

About 100 people, including 
representatives from the five 
groups, met in early December 
and decided to concentrate their 
ef for ts on the Democratic 
p r imary . They set up a 
temporary caucus structure (the 
Third District Citizens Caucus) 
w i t h of f ice rs and with 
representatives from each town 
in the district. The Caucus met 
about once every two weeks to 
work out a candidate selection 
process. 

The Caucus broke down into 
teams of three to conduct 
lengthy interviews with each of 
the 15 or 16 people who were 
interested in being the Caucus 
candidate . The interviewing 
teams sought specific answers on 
all major issues and also 
considered the style and popular 
a p p e a l of the po ten t i a l 
candidates. 

Later in January, after 9 
cancUdates dropped out, the 
remaining ones appeared before 
an open meeting of about 225 
people from the district. They 
participated in a panel discussion 
and answered questions. 

The Caucus then began to 
formulate structure and rules for 
a district wide convention to 
select one candidate to run in 
the primary against Philbin. The 
prospective candidates traveled 
to towns around the district to 
speak to local groups. 

There were three major 
candidates when the convention 
met on Feb. 21: Father Drinan, 
whose campaign had been 
enl ivened by good press 
coverage; H. Chandler Stevens, 
who had run as the Independent 
peace candidate against Philbin 
in the 1968 general election; and 
John Kerry, a young Vietnam 
veteran. 

The varied backgrounds of 
the three—and the fact that all 
of them had worked h ^ d for the 
Caucus endorsement—added to 
the interest and excitement of 
the 850 delegates who attended 
the convention. 

The voting began, and Stevens 
dropped out after the second 
ballot. After the fourth ballot, 
when it was clear that Father 
Drinan was well ahead, Kerry 
moved that the endorsement be 
made unanimous. And so the 
Caucus forces united behind 
their candidate. 

Several factors aided the 
success of candidate selection in 
t h e T h i r d D i s t r i c t of 
Massachusetts: 

1. The liberal forces there 
have been well organized for 
years. Many of the peace people 
are experienced in electoral 
po l i t i cs . And they started 
working on the congressional 
race about 10 months before the 
Massachusetts primary (which 
will be held in September). 

2. The hawkish incumbent is 
both powerful in Washington 
and vulnerable in his home 
district. The feeling that it's very 
important to defeat him—and 
that he can be defeated—made 
antiwar forces recognize the 
value of unity. 

3. The 1968 disaster in that 
district made everyone realize 
that Philbin would win if two or 
more doves ran in the primary. 
Disunity to them was not an 
abstract possibility, but a painful 
memory. 

The favorable conditions in 
this district do not exist in some 
o ther districts where peace 
forces face the fratricide threat. 
A convention or a "peace 
primary" thus iiH^t be harder to 
organize in some districts—but 
it's worth a try. 

Soundings 
Liberal Senators headed for the hills when 

called to support the "Chicago 7" - McGovem 
was the only one to come out strong along with 
Lindsay in N.Y. • • » Senator Fulbright was not 
just using rhetoric when he said he was scared to 
death about Laos. Reporters who saw him after 
the briefing said he was visably shaken • • • New 
York doves will spend at least $5 million running 
against each other for Senate while doves in 
other states suffer for money to take the case to 
the people • • • White House is purging "house 
liberals" especially ones who might upset racists. 
W h a t e v e r h a p p e n e d t o J a m e s 
Farmer? • • • Increasing talk of a N.Y. 
Republican congressman giving Rockefeller the 
tough ride he so richly deserves in the 

Republican gubernatorial primary • • • Ted 
Sorensen, candidate for Senate in N.Y.,; was one 
time lawyer for General Motors against consumer 
hero Ralph Nader » a e Sammy Rayner, who was 
co-signer for Black Panther Fred Hampton's 
apartment, is challenging the corrupt Daley 
machine for congressman Dawson's seat • • • It 
seems that John McCormack will be challenged 
in the primary by a welfare mother who is 
backed by a group of wealthy liberal 
Bostonians... 
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The week of March 16-22, the New 
Mobilization To End the War in 
Vietnam, is sponsoring non-violent, 
anti-draft activities. 

As of March 7, it was reported that a 
minimum of 40 peaceful draft board 
^t-ins and at least 50 other major 
actions will be taking place across the 
country. 

Many of our local groups are 
participating in these activities as well as 
making plans for the April 13-15 fast 
and the April 15 tax rallies. 

m 
NEW YORK 

New York 
Rich Stemhell 
156 Fifth Ave. 
New York City 
212/691-9450 

Anti-draft week activities schedule in 
New York City is: March 16-a March 
^^ainst Death from City Hall to Foley 
Square where the names of the men 
who have died in Vietnam ^nce 
Noviember will be read; the 17th"high 
school We Won't Register drives; the 
ISth-leafletting; and the 19th"Sit-ins at 
draft boards....Several colleges in thedty 
prepar ing for t he April 13-15 
fast....Boston Tea Party at Battery Park 
t h e m o r n i n g of A p r i l 1 5 , 
demonstrations at IRS Centers at noon, 
and afternoon rally in Bryant Park.... 
Door-to-door canvass and poll on the 
war and taxes scheduled for March 
22-28.... 

Houston 
Michael Segal 

2314 Main, Suite 111 
Houston 77002 
713/529-8791 

Repression took a different form in 
Houston this week as Mayor Louie 
Welch and the City Council delayed 
decision on a parade pennit requested 
by a coalition of peace groups for the 
March 19 anti-draft march through 
downtown Houston until they could 
pass a new city resolution prohibiting all 
parades of a political nature. The permit 
request was denied minutes after the 
resolution was approved. ACLU lawyers 
are seeking an injunction in the Houston 
Courts against the City Council and 
Mayor Welch and are filing a suit to 
chfdienge the constitutionality of the 
new parade policy....Peace groups are 
now operating for the first time in 
Houston, San Antonio and Austin, 
Texas and in Little Rock and 
Fayettesville, Arkansas....Student body 
presidents from seven Houston-area 
universities presenting resolutions for 
student government endorsement calling 
for full support of March 16-22 
anti-draft week activities, April 13-15 
fast and tax protest, and for resistance 
to military conscription so long as the 

war in Asia continues....Demonstrations 
at draft centers in Houston, Dallas, Ft. 
W o r t h , A u s t i n a n d S a n 
Antonio....State-wide April 11 meeting 
of peace groups in Little Rock, 
Arkansas followed by local activities 
throughout the state centering on the 
fast and taxpayer rallies April 12-15.,.. 

San Francisco 
Greg Movsesyan & Liz Cremmens 

1260 Golden Gate Ave. 
San Francisco 94115 

415/567-2598 
Demonstrations and sit-ins at draft 

boards throughout the state as part of 
t h e M a r c h 1 6 - 2 2 a n t i - d r a f t 
week....Citizens of San Francisco will 
hold a Board of Inquiry into the effects 
of excessive military and defense 
spending on the social and economic 
problems of the city. Local, state and 
nat ional government officials will 
participate ....Coalitions of several peace 
groups will hold all-day Peace Fairs in 
Long Beach and San Francisco April 15. 
The San Francisco VMC will have tables 
set up to accept Pledges for New 
Priorities. Donations of money, office 
space and supplies will go to the NWRO, 
Panthers, ghetto school programs.... 
Palo Al to Mora tor ium building 
momentum to April 15 tax-protest rally 
by a series of lectures on taxes, inflation 
and the war with George Wald, George 
Brown and others as speakers.... 
Marches and rallies for April 15 are, 
being planned for several other 
California cities including San Diego, 
Fresno, Eureka, and Oakland....Town 
meeting on the war in Santa Rosa April 
22.... 

Des Moines 
Vem Newton 
1033 26th St. 

Des Moines 
515/274-3808 

As part of an educational campaign 
from now to April 15 the office will be 
d i s t r i b u t i n g l i t e r a t u r e o n 
Vietnamization, Laos, and the economic 
effects of the war through "Vet Vans." 
The mobile units, manned by Vietnam 
veterans, will make stops in small towns 
and college campuses throughout the 
region to distribute the peace literature 
and encourage discussion of the 
war....April 15 tax protest rallies are 
being planned for several major cities 
including Minneapolis, Des Moines, 
Kanses City, St. Louis, and Columbia, 
Missouri....Teach-in on the war in Laos 
to be held in Ames, Iowa, April 20-21. 

Philadelphia 
Larry Kudlow 

1001 Chestnut St. 
Philadelphia 

215/WA 3-8379 
Moratorium groups are participating' 

in March 16-22 anti-draft week activities 
with rallies, speakers, visitation of draft 
boards, and sit-ins in Philadelphia, 

P i t t sburgh , Bethlehem, Baltimore, 
Richmond, Charlottesville, Wilmington, 
Newark, Syracuse, Buffalo and other 
cities..„Cao Ngoe Phuong, a Saigon 
University professor exiled for her work 
with the student peace underground in 
South Vietnam, will be speaking at the 
anti-draft rally in Baltimore March 
19....Conspiracy staffer Joanne Malone 
will speak at a week-end conference on 
"Foreign Policy and Curtailment of 
Dissent" in Williamsbui^, Virginia 
March 14-15 An area conference for 
Virginia and West Virginia will be held 
in Richmond March 20-21....Baltimore 
Coordinator Herb Held testified March 
6 before the Maryland House of 
Delegates Judiciary Committee in 
support of Rep.M. McCarty's bill calling 
for immedia te withdrawal from 
Vietnam,...Plans for April 15 tax-protest' 
rallies are being formed in most major 
cities and campuses in the mid-Atlantic 
region..,. 
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(5) 
Boston 

John Gage 
44 Brattle St. 

Cambridge 02138 
617/491-0650 

The in-service military counseling 
program which has reached over 130 
men in the Boston area will open a 
branch in Newport, R.I Research is 
being done on corporate military 
contracts-the information will be made 
available to communities where the 
implicated corporations employ large 
numbers of people and to campuses 
where recru it ment takes place.... 
Legislation to prohibit the assignment 
of Massachusetts men to a war zone 
outside the United States except during 
a time of declared war is being 
in t roduced to the Massachusetts 
Senate.... A speakers bureau is being set 
up to make anti-war speakers available 
to student, civic and community 
groups....April 15 tax-protest rally on 
the Boston Common.... 

Chicago 
542 South Dearborn 

Chicago 60605 
312/427-3072 

Draft card turn in and Affirmation 
of Life Picnic at Grant Park in Chicago 
March 14.... Sit-ins at draft boards 
March 19....Starting April 5 and 

continuing on subsequent Sundays the 
Cleveland VMC is canvassing the city 
Person to Person for Peace. 
Cit izens will be asked to express 
themselves on the war. . . .Mass 
Tax-protest rally in Cleveland is planned 
by a large coalition of peace groups for 
April 15....City-wide canvass in Madison 
April 15 on plans for ending the war: 
immediate withdrawal, the Goodell' 
p l a n , V i e t n a m i z a t i o n , oi 
escalation....Statewide tax-protest rally 
in Madison April 18 followed by 
workshops on the next day on 
e c o n o m i c i m p a c t o f t h e 
war....Taxpayers' demonstration in 
Indianapolis April 17.... 

Denver 
Michael Driver & Helen Shreves 

1460 Pennsylvania St. 
Denver 80203 
303/892-0791 

March anti-draft week activities in 
Denver include an all-day G.I. teach-in 
at Denver University on the 14th, draft 
resistor Vinnie McGee speaking on the 
17th, visitation and sit-ins at draft 
boards on the 19th, and a Peace Bazaar 
at the Resistance House on the 
21st....The upcoming Military Ball at 
the University of Wyoming at Laramie 
will be countered by a peace rally with a 
f a c u l t y m e m b e r speaking on 
pacifism,...The Coalition for Peace and 
Survival formed in Pullman, Washington 
and Moscow, Idaho will sponsor speech 
by draft resistor March 15....the 
Arapaho Peace People, a group of high 
school students from Littleton and 
En^ewood Colorado, are calling for 
town meeting on the war in April.... 

Atlanta 
E p i s c o p a l Peace Fel lowship 

spcHisoring speech by exiled South 
Vietnamese professor Cao Ngoe Phuong 
in Atlanta March 15....Conspiracy rally 
in Durham, N.C. March 16.... State-wide 
march and rally being planned for 
Nashville, Tenn. April 15.... 

Jack Roger is the new coordinator 
for the Atlanta region. He is in the 
process of opening an office there. 
Check information for a new listing 
telephone number.... 

District of Columbia 
"Who Invited Us", a documentary 

film on American foreign policy shown 
across the nation on NET stations but 
censored by educational television 
station WETA in Washington February 
16 will be shown March 15 by the 
Montgomery C o u n t y , Maryland 
VMC — D.C. Moratorium showing 
anti-war film "In the Year of the Pig" at 
several Washington area universities 
March 17-19. . . .Coal i t ion of 25 
Washington peace groups are making 
plans for April 15 tax-protest rally.... 

Work for Peace 
Vietnamization is a disaster. The Vietnam War is creeping into Laos. Prices 
are rising. There is poverty and hunger at home. 

Frustration—yes. Anger—yes. But, do something about it. 
Tbe regional offices of the Moratorium Committee need help to make their 
programs vvork. Fill in this coupon, send it here, and your name will be 
forwarded to the regional offic% in your area. 

Name_ 

Address 

City 

Phone 
Please send this coupon to the following address. Thank you. 

VOLUNTEERS 
Vietnam Moratorium Committee 

Suite 800 
1029 Vermont Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20005 
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projection 
"Our country is red spilled blood of the Indians the british the blacks the 

whites the poor the shot — our country is white draining blood from the 
enemy the enemy is a human being US — our country isbluehope that in its 
christian tradition thou shalt not kill will win over the refinement of 
weapons" 

—Corita 
Peace Fast - April 13-15 

The above words are written on a poster designed by Ck)rita Kent (formerly 
Sister Corita) which she has contributed for the Moratorium to be used for the 
Peace Fast Aprii 13-15. Posters are available at this office, either with the words 
"Fast for Peace" printed on the bottom or with only Vietnam Moratorium. 
They are being sold at $1.50 for one and orders over five at $1.00 each. 

Several groups, organized by the Moratorium, will be calling for the fast. The 
week of March 22, student body presidents and editors will be holding a press 
conference. 

The Clergy Committee for the Moratorium, organized last December by its 
executive secretary Rev. John Boyles (chaplain to students Bryn Mawr, 
Haverford and Swarthmore College), is planning to issue a national call for the 
Peace Fast. Following is a list of members among the Committee: 

Rev. Harold Bosley ^n i s t a : Dneritus, Christ Church Methothst, N.Y.C.) 
Dr. Balfour Brlckner (Union of American Hebrew Congregations) 
Dr. Robert McAfee Brown (professor of religion, Stanford Univ.) 
Rev. Ernest Campbell (Minister, Riverside Church, N.Y.C.) 
Rev. William Sloane Coffin (Chaplain, Yale Univ.) 
Dr. Harvey Cox (professor, Harvard Divinity School) 
Bishop William Crittenden (Episcopal Bishop, Erie, Pa.) 
Father Robert F. Drinan, S.J. (Dean, Boston College Law School) 
Dt. Maurice Eisendrath (President, Union of American Hebrew 

Congregations) 
Dr. David Hunter (Associate General Secretary, National Council of 

Churches) 
Rabbi Arthur J. Lelyveld 
Dr. Martin Marty (professor, Univ. of Chicago Divinity School) 
Bishop Paul Moore (Bishop Coadjutor, Diocese of New York) 
Dr. B. Davie Napier (Dean of Chapel, Stanford Univ.) 
Dr. Reinhold Niebuhr (professor emeritus. Union Theological Seminary, 

N.Y.) 
Rev. Channing Phillips (Lincoln Memorial Congregational Temple, D.C.) 
J. Metz Rollins, Jr. (executive director, National Committee of Black Men) 
Father John Sheerin (Editor, "Catholic World," N.Y.) 
Dr. Jacob Weinstein (Rabtt Ehieritus, KAM Temple, Chicago) 

During the Fast, participants should wear white arm bands with the inscription 
"Peace Fast" on them. Fasters are being asked to send the money they would 
normally spend on meals to the Moratorium, making the cheeks payable to 
"Peace Fast." All money collected will go directly to either the American 
Friends Service Committee Vietnamese Relief Agency, National Welfare Rights 
Organization or to the United Farm Workers Organizing Committee. (The 
money will be divided with half going to the AFSC Vietnamese Relief Agency, 
25 per cent to NWRO and 25 per cent to UFWOC.) 

In addition, labor and entertainment endorsements will be forthcoming. 
Tax Rallies - April 15 

Local organizing for the tax rallies will be coordinated out of the regional 
offices. The national office will provide a Speaker's Bureau (contact Mary Daly), 
a minimum of three full page New York Times advertisements, and additional 
publicity. The coordinators are presently working on endorsements by labor, 
congressmen, religious people and prominent public figures. 

Congressional Campaigns 
Many local Moratorium groups will be supporting and assisting congressional 

peace candidates who are for immediate withdrawal from Vietnam. When asked 
by a local Moratorium group, the national office will do the following: 

• Arrange meetings with local Moratorium groups and peace candidates. 
• S u ^ s t ways to mediate a situation where there is more than one good 

peace candidate. (See story, p. 6.) 

•Provide volunteers and campaign staff when possible. 
•Provide advertising mats for ads and brochures done by agencies which are 

contributing their time and talent. 
•Send taped endorsements by personalities. 
•Research voting records and D.C. activities of opponents. 
•Help with national visibility. 
•Assist with fund raising. 

fPAf\ C A L U ^ ^ ^ J ^ lA 

This is the Corita poster—on sale now. 

(Continued from page 1) 
In Laos, American entanglement 

stands in danger of an indefinite 
e x t e n s i o n geographical ly and 
t e m p o r a l l y . A d m i n i s t r a t i o n 
inclinations to the contrary, the 
debate over United States' activities 
in Laos should only stimulate a 
reassessment and rejection of current 
Southeast Asian policy. To maintain 
the Saigon government, the U.S. must 
stay in Vietnam. To preserve Prince 
Souvanna Phouma, the U.S. must 
intervene in Laos. Meanwhile, the 
result of the past tactics has been to 
t ransform one four^ i of the 
population of Vietnam and one third 
the population of Laos into refugees. 

Though an indefinite American 
presence and an unparalleled 
devastation of people and countryside 
are the unavoidable consequences of 
United States' strategy, the general 
public has accepted the concept of 
Vietnamization on the premise that it 
promises U.S. disengagement coupled 

with b ene f icial results for the 
Vietnamese. If the legislative branch 
se r i o u sly wishes to reassert its 
constitutional power to determine 
issues of war and peace, it will use the 
current Laotian crisis to expose and 
liquidate the costly Implications of 
Vietnamization. 

The Indo-Chinese peninsula was the 
locale of dynamic and often tra^c 
c o n f r o n t a t i o n s be tween rival 
minorities prior to French, Japanese 
and American intervention. It can, at 
best, return to that state with 
American extrication. But above all, it 
should now be clear that total U.S. 
withdrawal is the minimal requirement 
for the survival of the traditional 
peasant society of Laos and Vietnam. 

Mr. Brown graduated in 1964 with 
a B.A. in English from Oberlin. He 
spent three years with the American 
Friends Service Committee doing draft 
counseling and Vietnam research. He is 
presently on the Vietnam Moratorium 
Committee Staff. 

Next Issue 
Special Sect ion on 

Dissent & Repression 

Technology of War 

Novelist's V i e w of 

V ie tnam Tragedy 

Plots, Movement News 

More on Apr i l 13-15 

' T h e Peace Times" is published by the 
Vietnam Moratorium Committee. As 
you read this issue, remember that war is 
federally subsidized and peace is not. 
Help subsidize peace. Give to tbe 
Moratorium. A contribution of $ 5 . 0 0 or 
more insures that you will receive each 
issue of ' T h e Peace Times"and that we 
can continue to print it. Enclosed is my 
contribution of: 

Make checks payable to: 
Vietnam Moratorium Committee 
1029 Vermont Ave , N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 2 0 0 0 5 


