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NIXON PLAN TO 
CONTINUE WAR 

By HAL RANKIN 

NEW YORK, N.Y. (GI Press Service) - On August 15, Richard Nixon un
veiled his latest "bold action" : an attack on inflation in the form of a 
wage-price freeze. This freeze is the latest and clearest indication that Nixon 
has no intention whatsoever of ending the American intervention in South
east Asia. Nixon knows as well as we do that the only way to end the run
away inflation is to end the war. 

On August 19, National Peace Action Coalition Coordinator Jerry Gordon 
issued a statement attacking Nixon's wage freeze as "part of the price tag 
American workers are being forced to pay for the continuation of the war." 
Gordon further characterized the freeze as "Nixon's attempt to place the 
burden of the war on those least able to pay." 

But let's not let Nixon hog (no pun intended) all the credit. Without ex
ception, both Republican and Democratic party leaders have voiced their 
enthusiastic concurrence with Nixon in the "belief" that "higher wages 
cause inflation." Not one of our congressional doves has rebutted this with 
the fact that this inflation has been caused primarily by the war and that the 

inflation continues to rage because it is fueled by the continuation of the 
war. 

PRICE INDEX SOARS 

Prior to the escalation of the war, between 1958 and 1964, the consumer 
price index was rising at an average rate of 1.3 percent per year. In fiscal 
year 1964-65, as Johnson began escalating the war, the price index rose 
1.7 percent. In 1965-66 the index rose 2.9 percent. It rose 2.8 percent in 
1966-67; 4.2 percent in 1967-68; 5.4 percent in 1968-69; and 5.9 percent 
in 1969-70. The rate so far this year has been about 5.5 percent. 

During this same period corporate profits have risen by more than 300 
percent! The average quarterly pre-tax corporate profits in 1965 were $19.4 
billion. In the second quarter of 1971, pre-tax corporate profits were 
$82 billion, up $3 billion from the first quarter (figures taken from the 
New York Times). It is interesting to note that the General Accounting 
Office reported this past spring that defense industry profits were running 
at a rate of 56.1 percent. Continued on p. 4 
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GI PETITION 
DEMANDS "OOT NOW » 

NEW YORK, N.Y. {GI Press Service) - On July 31 , four 
GIs set up tables in front of the Main PX at Ft. Huachuca, 
Arizona, and in 9 hours collected 540 signatures on a 
petition calling for "an immediate end to United States 
intervention in Indochina." 

The petition is a forum for the expression of antiwar 
sentiment which is uniquely suited to GIs. There are any 
number of ways, as you know, for the brass to keep you 
away from antiwar demonstrations: weekend duty, riot-
control duty, formations, inspections, petty harassments 
and intimidations. But there is no way they can keep you 
from petitioning for a redress of grievances. There ahs 
seldom, if ever, been a greater grievance than GIs have 
over this war. 

Besides its unquestionable legality, the petition has 
other advantages: it can be presented right on post or 
near post so that GIs don't have to travel great distances 
to participate; it requires very little time and materials to 
set up; and it can help draw GIs into local antiwar/GI 
rights work. 

GI Press Service believes that antiwar sentiment among 
GIs is as strong and as widespread as among civilians. 
We realize that because of isolated duty stations, military 
work schedules, military regulations, and the general at
mosphere of oppression and repression that pervades the 
military most GIs have not had the opportunity to voice 
their opposition to the war. We also realize that GI oppo
sition to the war can be more moving, more impressive, 
more effective than that of any other segment of society. 

For these reasons, GI Press Service is initiating a GI 
petition campaign calling for the immediate and total 
withdrawal of U.S. forces and materiel from S.E. Asia. 
This petiton will be an important part of the Fall Offen
sive against the war and will be used in two ways. First 
and foremost, the petition is to be formally presented to 
members of Congress at a press conference on the Capi
tol steps by active-duty GIs. The presentation is being 
organized by GIs from Ft. Belvoir, Virginia, and is to take 
place sometime during the two weeks preceeding Novem
ber 6. 

Any GIs in the Washington, DC area wishing to help 
organize or participate in the presentation should contact 
the Washington SMC at (202) 293-3855 and they will put 
you in touch with the Belvoir GIs. 

If the funds become available, the petition will also be 
published in as many papers as possible across the country 
to build the Fall Offensive. 

We hope that GIs everywhere will be able to draw on 
and duplicate the success of the Ft. Huachuca petition. 
Besides the large number of signatures obtained by the 
GIs (Joe Houtman, Kim Hoffman, Tim Donnelly, and 
Paul Surovell, with help from Rich Zoraster), the most 
significant aspect of that petition is that it was done with 
the approval of the brass. This sets a precedent that 
should be taken advantage of. Whenever possible, get per
mission from the CO and circulate the petition on post. 

Petitions should be returned in time to reach GI Press 
Service no later than October 25 in order to have them 
ready for the presentation to Congress. Should more 
copies of the petition be needed, they can be mimeo
graphed or zeroxed. GIs without access to reproduction 
equipment should contact us and we will arrange for 
copies to be sent. The text of this petition has been 

Let me make 
one thing 

perfectly clear 
By HAL RANKIN 

On July 28, Deputy Attorney General Richard Klein-
dienst told a Rotary Club luncheon in Washington that 
the war in Southeast Asia has been "badly explained." 

Well, he's right The Pentagon Papers attest that it has 
been badly explained from the very start, when we were 
told that we had to intervene because of North Vietnam's 
callous disregard of the Geneva Accords in launching a 
viscious attack on our ally. South Vietnam. It was not 
explained that the reason there were still separate North 
and South Vietnams was that the U.S. had rendered the 
Geneva Accords meaning/ess by setting up a puppet re
gime in South Vietnam to prevent unification elections. 

Then we were told that we had to intervene in order to 
prevent all of Southeast Asia from becoming Communist 
However, it was not explained that reports from the U.S. 
intelligence community completely discounted the dom
ino theory. 

The explanations became increasingly absurd, and one 
day we were told that we had been forced to bomb 
North Vietnam because those devils had actually attack
ed an American aircraft (which had only been doing some 
scouting for our hands-across-the-sea population control 

TEXT OF PETITION 

We, the undersigned active-duty servicewomen 
and men, oppose the U.S. involvement in South
east Asia. 

The Pentagon Papers have revealed the chican
ery used to draw the U.S. into the war. The 
Thieu-engineered election farce has proven we are 
protecting no one's freedom in Vietnam. And the 
Vietnamese have offered to release our POWs if 
we will withdraw. More than 75% of the Ameri
can people want the war to end. There is no legi
timate reason for us to remain in S.E. Asia even 
one day longer. 

As we are the ones who must kill and die in 
this immoral war, we feel a special urgency in 
asking all Americans who oppose the war, es
pecially our fellow GIs, to let their feelings be 
shown in the streets on November 6; and in de
manding that our representatives in Congress 
accede to the will of the American people by an 
immediate end to the illegal, immoral interven
tion in S.E. Asia and the immediate, total with
drawal of all U.S. forces and materiel. 

We further demand that the military recog
nize and respect our constitutional rights, esp
ecially those of free speech, free press, and free 
assembly. We demand that no restrictions be 
placed on our right to engage in constitutionally 
protected forms of protest, such as legal, peace
ful demonstrations. 

This petition is an expression of our constitu
tional right to petition for a redress of griev
ances. 

We understand that this petition is to be pre
sented to Congress and that, should funds be 
available, it will be published in newspapers a-
cross the country. . . . 

checked with lawyers of the Emergency Civil Liberties 
Committee to ensure its legality so if any problems arise 
concerning the petition (harassment of any kind, refusal 
of permission to petition, confiscation of petitions, etc.) 
contact us as soon as possible at: GI Press Service, 150 
Fifth Ave., Rm 911, N.Y., N.Y. 10011 or call us collect 
at (212) 741-1960. 

This fall will see the most massive mobilization ever 
against Nixon's war, and this petition will give GIs all 
over the world a chance to take part. We hope every GI in 
every barracks, at every air base, on every ship will be 
given the opportunity to sign it. 

and crop thinning operations). 
And now Richard Nixon is our president; and the war 

continues to be badly explained. Nixon has explained that 
we can't pull out of S.E. Asia while those barbarians stilt 
hold our POWs. But he hasn't explained why we refuse to 
answer their representatives at the peace talks when they 
offer to re/ease our POWs in exchange for our withdrawal. 

Nixon has also explained that we are protecting the 
right of self-determination for the South Vietnamese, that 
we must give Thieu's government a fighting chance so 
that the South Vietnamese will be able to choose the kind 
of government they want What he hasn't explained is 
why we remain in Southeast Asia after Thieu has been 
exposed as a petty tyrant who has no intention of giving 
the poep/e of South Vietnam the right to choose the type 
of government they want (The New York Times quotes 
Secretary of State Rogers: "Obviously the elections in a 
country like Vietnam are not pristine and pure, but 
neither are ours, for that matter.") 

Instead of a new explanation as to why we are stilt 
intervening in S.E. Asia when all possible reasons for re
maining have been refuted, Richard Nixon has given us a 
trip to China, with what he hopes are tantalizing glimpses 
of a "lasting peace." Those who would claim that Nixon's 
proposed visit to China will end the war in S.E. Asia 
should ponder the report brought back by NPAC coordi
nator James Lafferty from a recent visit to North Viet
nam: 

"Prime Minister Phan Van Dong put the matter very 
pointedly when he told me that 'Nixon is knocking on the 
wrong door' if he thinks the war can be settled by China 
or any other great power. 

"The Prime Minister made it clear that the war will end 
only when the Nixon administration withdraws all its 
troops and planes and when it withdraws its support from 
the Thieu-Ky Saigon government" 

ARMY DROPS 
CHARGES 

AGAINST 
JURENAS 

NEW YORK, N.Y. {GI Press Service) - In our last issue we 
reported on the case of Pvt. Ed Jurenas, who was to be 
court-martialed by the Army (and Gen. Hollingsworth) 
for exercising his right to freedom of press by publishing 
an antiwar newspaper, the Arctic Arsenal. 

At the end of June, after we had gone to press, the 
Army transferred Pvt. Jurenas to the Presidio of San 
Francisco. While on leave prior to reporting to the Pre
sidio, Jurenas attended the July 2-4 NPAC antiwar con
vention in New York City and addressed the opening 
night rally. 

When he reported to the Presidio, the brass unsuccess
fully tried to get Jurenas to accept an undesirable dis
charge rather than face court-martial. GICLDC secretary 
Terry Hillman answered this attempted blackmail with a 
letter on July 23 to the Presidio commander. Gen. A.D. 
Surles: 

"We pledge to mobilize the support of the American 
people to defend the rights of Pvt. Ed Jurenas . . . citi
zens and antiwar and veterans organizations have announ
ced theri support to the case and their intention to do 
everything in their power to prevent the punishment of a 
GI for exercising his rights . . . We will not stop our cam
paign until the rights of Pvt. Jurenas are guaranteed." 

On July 27, the Berkeley City Council announced its 
support for Jurenas. 

On July 28, the Army announced that it was dropping 
all charges against him. 

This makes winners of practically everyone. Jurenas has 
won his fight against military oppression, GIs have won 
another battle in their struggle for full constitutional 
rights, the antiwar movement has won publicity and sup
port for its goals, and Gen. Hollingsworth has won a tran
sfer to Vietnam. 

"A year ago none of us could see victory. 
There wasn't a prayer. Now we can see it clear
ly - like the light at the end of a tunnel." 

— General Henri Navarre, Co-
mander-in-chief, French Union 
Forces in Indochina. 1953. 

The polls have repeatedly shown that three fourths of 
the American people support the demand raised by over 
one million people last spring for an end to the war. 

But the politicians have repeatedly shown that polls are 
not enough. If it is left to Nixon, our children will be 
bombing S.E. Asia in support of Thieu's progeny. And 
Congress will not act unless and until the people act. 

It is up to us. We must build a Fall Antiwar Offensive 
that cannot be ignored by the politicians and that will 
not be appeased by anything short of an immediate, to
tal end to the American invasion ofS.E. Asia. 

GIs can play a tremendously important part in that 
offensive by participating in the October 13 morator
iums; by organizing GI actions during National Peace Ac
tion Weeks (Oct 25 - Nov. 5); by signing and circulating 
the petition for immediate withdrawal; and by marching 
November 61 
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NPAC CONVENTION JULY 2 4 
reaffirms commitment to mass 
action, immediate withdrawal 

NEW YORK, N.Y. (GI Press Service) - On July 2, 1971, 
more than 2400 peace activists gathered at Hunter College 
in New York City to plan the next round of actions in the 
struggle to end U.S. intervention in Southeast Asia. 

Registrants at the 3-day convention, sponsored by the 
National Peace Action Coalition (NPAC), reflected the 
breadth of the antiwar movement and its growth in recent 
months. It was the largest convention in the history of the 
antiwar movement. The people came from 197 cities in 

The following is an excerpt from the introduction 
to the NPAC coordinators' proposal adopted by 
the July 2-4 antiwar convention in New York: 

When the warmakers took us to war, the antiwar move
ment said "OUT NOW!" When the government said "Well 
stop the bombing, we'll negotiate," we said "OUT NOW!" 
When they told us: "We'll begin phased withdrawal," we 
said "OUT NOW!" And if they tell us tomorrow that they 
will "set the date" for an end to the war, our answer will 
be "OUT NOW!" We will not accept any promises. We will 
not accept the notion that the U.S. has any right whatso
ever to remain in Indochina until some time in the future. 
That is a violation of the Indochinese peoples' right to 
self-determination. Only immediate and complete with
drawal from Southeast Asia will satisfy the American 
peoples' demand for peace. 

42 states; 385 organizations were represented, including 
35 trade unions; among the student activists were 20 
junior high school students. 

Friday night, July 2, the convention was kicked off 
with a rally keynoted by speeches from: Debby Bustin, 
National Coordinator, Student Mobilization Committee; 
Sen. Vance Hartke; NPAC coordinator James Lafferty; 
David Livingston, Pres., District 65, Distributive Workers 
Union; Pvt. Ed Jurenas; Vietnam veteran Bob Muller; 
Victor Reuther, UAW; Charles Stephenson, NPAC Third 
World Task Force; and Juan Melendez, Movement for 
Puerto Rican Independence. 

RALLY DISRUPTED 

Members of the Progressive Labor Party (PL) and the 
SDS attempted to disrupt the rally by shouting down 
the speeches of Sen. Hartke and Victor Reuther. 

Prior to the convention PL and SDS distributed leaflets 
expressly calling for the disruption of the convention on 
the grounds that NPAC was "selling out" to the ruling 
class, exemplified by Hartke and Reuther. In spite of their 
avowed intentions, they were admitted to the rally. 

In rebuttal to the charge of selling out, NPAC's policy 
of non-exclusion was explained (once again). It was also 
pointed out that before Hartke or Reuther supported 
NPAC, our demand was "Out Now!" And after Hartke 
and Reuther came to support NPAC, our demand re

mained "Out Now!" Anybody who supports that demand 
is welcome in NPAC. 

But another NPAC principle is internal democracy. Bob 
Muller relinquished part of his allotted speaking time in 
order that the dissenting groups could present their views. 
Following this presetnation, the vast majority of those 
present voted to continue with the program and hear 
Hartke and Reuther speak! 

In spite of that decision, PL and SDS continued shout
ing down speakers, and when they broke out bullhorns 
the marshalls were forced to begin removing all disrupters. 
At the plenary session the following morning, the body 
of the convention voted to exclude all those who would 
prevent the convention from carrying forward the struggle 
of the antiwar movement. 

PLENARY HEARS PROPOSALS 

At the Saturday plenary session, more than 30 action 
proposals were submitted for the consideration of the con
vention. These ranged all the way from tax resistance and 
civil disobedience to working for "peace" candidates in 
the '72 elections. A proposal for mass action was sub
mitted by the NPAC coordinators. 

Saturday evening was filled by workshops for all of the 
various constituencies and tendencies: Third World, trade 
union, Gl/vet (see story, this page), women, student, gay, 
and others. 

Continued on p. 4 

GI -VET WORKSHOP 
ILLUSTRATES NEED 
FOR GI CONVENTION 

By HAL RANKIN 

NEW YORK, N.Y. (GI Press Service) -The 
Gi/veteran workshop at the NPAC antiwar 
convention vividly illustrated the problems 
and frustrations that inevitably plague such 
workshops at antiwar conventions. 

The expected resolutions were passed: 
in support of the fall offensive; in support 
of GI rights; against the use of GIs as 
strikebreakers. Resolutions were also pass
ed calling for Congressional investigation 
of credit frauds and military complicity in 
those frauds and calling for amnesty to all 
deserters, AWOLs, draft resisters, and draft 
evaders. 

But these resolutions are really only re
flections of the opinions of the 60 to 75 
GIs and veterans attending the workshop. 
The workshop didn't really deal with the 
questions of how best to involve GIs and 
veterans in the movement to end the war 
in Vietnam. The only concrete accomplish

ment was the call for antiwar actions by 
veterans on Veterans' Day, but even this 
was frustrating in that there was not ade
quate time for discussion of the implemen
tation of that call. 

It certainly couldn't have been very sat
isfying to the GIs present that the only 
resolution passed that had any real signi
ficance within the context of the antiwar 
movement did not deal directly with GIs. 

The failures of this workshop, however, 
do not reflect badly on either the people 
who organized the convention or on the 
people who participated in the workshop. 

There are two primary reasons that these 
workshops always turn out to be exercises 
in futility. 

One is that, due to time and travel limi
tations, GI contingents to most antiwar 
conventions are too small to constitute a 
representative workshop and are assigned 

Continued on p. 4 

SUBSCRIBE 
return to: 

GI Press Service 
150 Fifth Avenue, Rm 911 
New York, N.Y. 10011 

I am a GI. Enclosed is $1.00 for one year of the 
GI Press Service. 
I am a civilian. Enclosed i s $5.00 for a one 
year subscription. 
Please send me a bundle of issues of GI 
Press Service (free to GIs; $7.50/100 copies to 
civilians). 

Name SSAN 

Address 

City/Base ZIP/APO, 



FREEZE -from p. 1 

Now let's take a look at those inflationary "higher wages." The Bureau 
of Labor Statistics computes a figure representing the real weekly wage of 
a manufacturing worker with three dependents. The average weekly real 
wage of that worker, as shown in the July 1971 Monthly Labor Review, 
was as follows: 1965 - $102.41; 1966 - $102.31; 1967 - $101.26; 1968 -
$102.45; 1969 - $101.49; 1970 - $99.66; 1971 (May) - $101.81. 

NO CONTROLS ON PRICES 

Of course, Nixon is billing his action not as only a wage freeze, but as a 
wage-price freeze. While with the aid of more-than-willing employers he has 
very effectively frozen wages, prices don't even have a mild case of frostbite. 
There is no real machinery for controlling prices. Not that such machinery 
would have much effect. Between 1941 and 1945 there was a large govern
ment-appointed price-control board to police prices and during that time 
the consumer price index rose 22 percent. 

Still, the facade must be maintained. Nixon has appointed a "Cost of 
Living Council" to regulate prices. On August 23, that body exempted from 
the "price freeze" the majority of casualty and liability insurance on homes, 
cars, and other property. Previously exempted were all unprocessed foods. 
And not only did Nixon automatically exempt all foreign-made goods from 
the freeze, he is actually forcing those prices up with a 10% import-tax 
surcharge. This means that Americans who had turned to buying cheaper, 
foreign-made products in order to survive the inflation have now had then-
cost of living forcibly increased (while their wages are frozen). 

The Office of Emergency Preparedness has designated the Internal Re
venue Service as the agency to handle all complaints arising around the 
wage-price freeze. 

In New York, according to the New York Times, there are no field in
vestigators to determine whether or not merchants and landlords are com
plying with the freeze. There are, however, three agents who spend then-
days telephoning alleged violators, asking questions to determine if the com
plaint was valid, and then making the violators promise to cut back the 
price in question. A spokesman for the N.Y. district office, Emmanuel 
Maggio says: "We will take his word that he is rolling back those increases." 

There is no follow-up on the complaint and no effort is made to verify 
that merchants' excuses for raising prices are truthful. According to Mr. 
Maggio: "We believe most merchants are honest." 

When asked about the fact that such a system gives violators the option to 
ignore the IRS phone call, Mr. Maggio replied, "Unscrupulous merchants 
have always gotten away with it. That's nothing new." 

GIs HARDEST HIT 
Nixon has said that in order to be successful, his new economic program 

will require "sacrifices" on the part of the American people. 
Guess who gets to make the biggest sacrifices? You, the active-duty GIs. 

You will be allowed to continue sacrificing your lives in Nixon's continuing 
war in Southeast Asia (you will also be allowed to continue sacrificing your 
freedom should you openly oppose that war). You will be allowed to 
patriotically forego that "inflationary" pay increase (which might have 
brought your salary above the poverty level) not for a mere three months 
like most people, but for a full six months. Those of you lucky enough to 
be stationed overseas will be allowed to bear the brunt of the impact from 
Nixon's de facto devaluation of the dollar. And when you are discharged 
you will be allowed to patriotically join your brothers and sisters in the 
ranks of the unemployed. 

This new economic program of Nixon's is based on utter hypocrisy. 
Nixon, whose administration fought bitterly for funding for the ABM, the 
SST, and the federally guaranteed loan for Lockheed, now says he must 
freeze your wages for six months "to check the rise in the cost of govern
ment." Another clever Nixon ploy to cut costs is the firing of 100,000 
government employees. Apparently he reasons that 100,000 relief checks 
will be less expensive than 100,000 pay checks. But how can he reconcile 
the dumping of 100,000 people into the ranks of the unemployed with 
his professed desire to "create more and better jobs?" And what will this 
mean to you when you are discharged? The cancellation of 100,000 jobs is 
hardly calculated to improve the employment situation among Vietnam-era 
veterans, over 13 percent of whom are presently unemployed. 

The new Nixon economic program is purported to be a radical departure 
from the old Nixon economic program. There is, however, one striking 
similarity between the two: under both, GIs get the economic shaft when 
they enter the service and they get the economic shaft when they leave the 
service. 
END WAR, END INFLATION 

With the initiation of this program, Nixon has imparted a new urgency to 
our efforts to end the war. Inflation is not going to end until the war ends. 
And the war will not end until the American people make it clear to the 
politicians that we will not countenance the continuation of American 
intervention in Southeast Asia. Every GI, veteran, student, woman, Black, 
Brown, gay, every American must have a deep personal commitment to 
making October 13 and November 6 the largest, most vehement expressions 
of antiwar sentiment this country has ever seen. 

GI/VET - from p. 3 

to combined Gl/vet workshops. While there 
is a great affinity between GIs and veterans, 
they are two distinct groups, each with its 
own special problems, concerns, and goals. 
Throwing the two groups into one work
shop virtually assures that the concerns of 
one, if not both, will be inadequately dealt 
with. 

But there is an even more basic reason. 
Neither GIs nor veterans have a national 
perspective or a national organization to 
deal specifically and fully with all of their 
respective interests. The GI and veterans 
movements both consist of several groups, 
organizatioi.s and individuals all struggling 
independent of one another. Therefore, at 
Gl/vet workshops we grapple with the en
tire spectrum of problems faced by both 
groups, rather than deciding how our re
spective constituencies can best relate to 
the antiwar movement. 

While most GI and veteran problems are 
war-related, ending the war will obviously 
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not solve all of the problems of either 
group. The struggle to end the American in
vasion of Indochina is merely one facet of 
the struggles faced by GIs, veterans, wo
men, gays, Blacks, Chicanos, etc. When we 
come together in the antiwar movement it 
should be to deal with that facet and that 
facet alone, not to try to impose our en
tire program of struggle on the antiwar 
movement. 

Veterans today face gross unemployment, 
war-spawned drug addiction, inadequate 
medical and educational benefits, and the 
burden of unjust punitive discharges, be
sides the oppression suffered because of 
skin color, sex, or economic class. Those 
problems which are peculiar to veterans can 
not be solved by anyone but veterans, and 
they will not be solved by sporadic, isolated 
action. 

Vietnam Veterans Against the War is 

working in these areas and doing a great 
deal of good, but there are hundreds of 
thousands of veterans who never went to 
Vietnam whose resources VVAW is not 
tapping. There are also Vets fro Peace 
chapters which are doing good work, but 
they are isolated groups. There must be 
some sort of national link, some sort of 
national thrust to the veterans movement. 

The GI movement has an even greater 
need for a non-sectarian, nationally co
hesive organization. The tremendous pro
blems faced by GIs are well known; those 
problems can be insurmountable when 
faced by an isolated group of people. 
Organizing around these problems can be 
totally disrupted simply by a few transfers. 
The brass has shown real fear only in the 
face of well-organized GI groups who could 
command a great deal of support. Yet there 

is no national coordination of defense 
cases, no continuity to organizing within 
the armed forces, no provision for national 
coordination of GI actions such as boy
cotts or Armed Forces Day actions. 

Al Raines, a San Francisco GI, came to 
the workshop with the suggestion for some 
kind of national convention of, by, and for 
the GI movement. There are obvious limi
tations, disadvantages, and headaches con
nected with such a convention, but these 
problems can and must be solved. It is 
vital that the GI movement move together. 

If you have thoughts on the feasibility, 
desirability, or implementation of the idea 
of a GI convention, please contact GI Press 
Service or Al Raines, % Bay Area Con
cerned Military, 50 Oak St., Rm 501, San 
Francisco, CA 94102. Al can be reached by 
phone at (415) 864-5835. 
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Mobilization Committee to End the War 
150 Fifth Ave., Rm 911, N.Y., N.Y 
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Any material may be used by GI pap
ers, with or without acknowledgement 
of GI Press Service. Unless another 
source is noted, all articles are prepared 
by and represent the views of GI Press 
Service. 

Armed Forces personnel are encour
aged to submit articles for publication. 
Unless the contributor specifically re
quests it, names of GI authors will not 
be printed. 

Editor Hal Rankin 

NPAC - from p. 3 

At the Sunday plenary, the convention moved to its 
most important task: choosing a course for the fall ac
tions. Through a series of votes, the choice was narrowed 
to three or four major action proposals. These proposals 
were then motivated, discussed, debated, argued, and 
finally voted upon. 

The convention overwhelmingly voted to accept and 
act upon the mass action proposal submitted by the 
NPAC coordinators. This proposal called for a series of 
actions over the fall, culminating in demonstrations of 
the same nature as April 24 in as many major popula
tion centers as possible. A list of the actions on the 
Fall Action Calendar follows: 

SEPT. 16: CHICANO ANTIWAR ACTIONS 
Called at a National Chicano Youth Conference hosted 
by the Denver Crusade for Justice. 

OCT. 13: MORATORIUM 
Meetings, rallies, demonstrations, teach-ins in every city 
and town to demand immediate withdrawal. No Business 
as Usual! 

OCT. 25: VETERANS DAY 
Day of solidarity with veterans and GIs against the war. 

OCT. 25 to NOV. 5: NATIONAL PEACE ACTION 
WEEKS 
Activities relating the war to the problems of the many 
constituencies of American society. Women, GIs, labor, 
students, gays. Third World, and others are urged to se
lect a date in this period for constituency actions. 

NOV. 6: NATIONAL PEACE ACTION DAY 
Giant demonstrations in major population centers will cap 
the fall campaign. Cities chosen so far are New York, 
Atlanta, Boston, Denver, Chicago, Cleveland, Detroit, 
Houston, Los Angeles, San Francisco, Salt Lake City, 
Minneapolis, Philadelphia, Seattle, Tampa, and Washing
ton, DC. 

An important aspect of these fall actions is that the 
October 13 and November 6 dates are united actions of 
the whole movement against the war. 

Meeting in Milwaukee June 25-27, the national con
vention of the Peoples' Coalition for Peace and Justice 
also passed the proposal for united actions. 

Unity in the peace movement, the deepening and spread
ing of antiwar sentiment, and Nixon's transparent man-
euverings to continue the war give the fall actions the 
probability of being the most massive, the most power
ful, the most influential antiwar actions in the history of 
this country! 

out , now! 
^Nov6 

GI PRESS SERVICE 
150 FIFTH AVENUE, ROOM 911 

NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10011 


