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CARL MARZANI

INTO DUBIOUS BATTLE
WITH CAUSE FOR HOPE

f | were have been three coverups of
-®- Watergate: the first, by Nixon, has
failed; the second, the burial of evidence
by Ford, is failing; the third, by the Estab
lishment is firmly established—the system
does indeed work., thank you.

The third coverup is the deliberate ob
fuscation of the historical roots of Water
gate, its continuity with previous trends
and policies, its interconnections and ex
emplifications of our social and economic
structure—the system of capitalism and
imperialism. The main ploy of this cover
up is presenting Watergate as the result
of individual aberrations. Even so astute
an observer as Mary McCarthy falls into
this trap. Speculating that the presiden
tial pardon was given to prevent an
insane Nixon from testifying and spilling
more information about other individ
uals (including Ford), she also speculates
that such temporary (or permanent) in
sanity was operative throughout the
Watergate events (New York Review,
October 17, 1974) J

That all history is made by individuals
is the hoariest of axioms; but what condi
tions the individuals? Ideas, say the ob-
fuscators. Typical is Henry Fairlie writing
on "The Lessons of Watergate” Encounter
(October 1974) who blames the intellec
tuals. They fostered the concept of "alien
ation,” the concept that “masses” have
come to dominate politics, the concept
that mass politics is “authoritarian,” the
concept that politics can be understood
as “who gets what, when and how." Fair
lie concludes:

If the faith of the American people

Carl, Mabzani, author, publisher, organizer and
builder, is a veteran of the OSS in World War
II. He was perhaps the first Cold War prisoner
in the U.S., and now is the last optimist.

in their democracy and its promise has
been soured, if their attitude to the
public life of the country has become
surly and cynical, at least a part of the
blame—I am inclined in some respects
to say the greater part—must be placed
on the American intellectuals, “right”
and “left” who in two generations
have worked to undermine its intel
lectual justifications, and have met with
little intellectual resistance.

But what is absurd is that Nixon
believed it all. He may not have read
the books, or have any direct knowl
edge of their themes. But there he is:
the self-consciously alienated man,
friendless and separated and lonely, in
whom the rejection of community is
absolute: regarding “We, the people”
only as a mass to be manipulated,
never as a public, even less as a number
of publics, to be persuaded and led;
the most practiced exponent, over
many years, knowing no other, of the
politics of "Who gets what, when and
how.” Every miscalculation he has
made—the reason why he has not re
deemed his reputation in office as he
had hoped to ao, why he has not writ
ten himself (or talked himself by
voice-activated tape) into history as a
a great statesman—may be traced to one
or all of these elements. Here pro
foundly is the source of the immorality.
That ideas have tremendous power is

again news. But whose ideas are dissemi
nated? Who has the control or the owner
ship of schools, newspapers, books, maga
zines, radio and TV? Who but the
Establishment, with the result that, as
Marx put it, "The ruling ideas of an
epoch are ever the ideas of the ruling
class.”

Here is the heart of the coverup. Com
mentators and investigators, the Senate
hearings and 'the House Judiciary hear
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ings, Cox, Jaworski, et at—have avoided
any mention of class structure. To talk
of political events without reference to
class is a contradiction in terms—like a
vegetarian cutlet. The Founding Fathers
would have snorted at such nonsense.
Politics was for men of property and both
words were operative: women as well the
the propertyless and the slaves were dis
franchised. The rights of property and of
free enterprise, the right to make profits
and accumulate capital were riveted in
the Constitution through the sacredness
of contracts: “No State shall . . . pass any
. . . law impairing the obligations of con
tracts. . . ." Article 1, Section 10.

But the Constitution, from its incep
tion, was more than the magna carta of
the governing class. It also spelled out the
rights of the governed, particularly in the
first ten amendments—the Bill of Rights
—adopted through popular pressure. The
conflict between these two sets of rights,
those of the property owners—the slave
holders, the robber barons, the great
corporations—and those of the property
less—the overwhelming majority of the 

people—is in large part the history of our
country and its institutions. Tremendous
victories were achieved by the people: the
Jackson Era, the Civil War, the New Deal.
Yet, as we approach our Bicentennial,
it seems as if the people have won the
many battles but are about to lose the
class war. In this perspective, Watergate
looms as a warning and a portent.

For, while the people won their battles
—including the extension of the franchise
—the ruling class recouped its losses, cen
tralized and strengthened its control of
the economy, and learned to adapt and
manipulate the political process so as to
create the illusion of a classless society,
even as it tightened its grip on that so
ciety. The illusion was fostered by educa
tion and propaganda, but it could not
have been effective without a basis in
fact.

There was upward mobility in Ameri
can society, and a constant possibility for
the children of immigrants to better their
condition. Many blacks could get a few
crumbs, and even a few blacks could get
a cut of cake; the expanding economy 
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made it possible for a considerable num
ber of people to get a piece of the action.

Alongside the carrot was the stick. The
terrorization of the blacks is notorious,
and so is the terrorization of the working
class in the 19th century to prevent and
abort unionization.

Co-option mitigated and reinforced
naked force. So did the ancient strategy of
divide and rule: women against men,
black against white, Jew against gentile.
immigrant against native-born . . . the list
is long and the permutations endless.
Politically, the one-party racist system in
the South, and the shrewd manipulation
of the checks and balances of the Consti
tution bolstered the economic power of
the ruling class and assured that people’s
victories, as in the New Deal, would be
contained, their organizations subverted
and co-opted, or as in the late 1940s,
smashed.

By 1950 the American ruling class felt
it was in the catbird seat. Its hegemony
over the capitalist world was unques
tioned: its printing presses rolled out
dollars that were accepted as gold; its
multinational corporations (a sweet
euphemism that one—multinational in
exploitation; national—U.S.—in control)
were proliferating all over the world; the
colonies of the old empires were achieving
a political independence that opened the
door to American economic influence;
the once powerful imperialist nations—
France, Britain, Germany, Japan—were
now our client states.

At home, the panorama was equally
pleasing to the ruling eye. The wealth of
the richest nation on earth was in the
hands of a relatively few corporations, to
a degree and in amounts unparalleled in
history. The population was docile or
cowed: Harry Truman had taken care of
the Communists; Joe McCarthy was tak
ing care of the liberals. The universities
and schools, the media, and the govern
ment had all been purged. The country
was moving steadily to the right as J.
Edgar Hoover, the "master blackmailer”2
put his finishing touches on the Hiss case
and the Rosenberg case. A lovely world:
what was good for General Motors was
good for America, and what was good for
America was good for the world.

True, there was the discordant note of
the socialist states. But they were weak,

Our great
adventure in

freedom under law
The

Law
A HISTORY

Bernard Schwartz
A prominent legal scholar traces
the evolution of American law
through every period of our his
tory ... and 'demonstrates val
uably that law can do no more
than reflect our system and the
times—and can hardly be more
perfect than our society ... an
indispensable book."
—Publishers Weekly $12.50

"As the economy becomes more
and more shaky, the public begins

H to explore new possibilities in pol
itics. Increasingly they have come
to see that the corporations and
their top government allies are at
the center of what ails the society,
be it the destruction of forests,
skyrocketing meat prices, or gas
shortages." —Robert Scheer

AMERICA
AFTER NIXON

The Age of the Multinationals

BY ROBERT SCHEER
DAVID HALBERSTAM: "An extreme
ly important and original book—
looking beyond today’s headlines
at the real and difficult long-range
problems of tempering the Ameri
can empire.” $7 g5 *

McGraw-Hill
Book Company ■■fill
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FREEDOM IS AS FREEDOM DOES: CIVIL LIBERTIES TODAY
Da Capo Press, 227 West 17 St., New York, N.Y. 10011. (1972) $12.50.
Third edition, with Foreword by Bertrand Russell and Epilogue by Corliss Lamont.

FREEDOM OF CHOICE AFFIRMED
Horizon Press—156 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10010. (1967) Cloth, $5.95.
Beacon Press—25 Beacon Street, Boston, Mass. 02108. (1969) Paperback, $2.95.

THE PHILOSOPHY OF HUMANISM
Fifth edition, Frederick Ungar Publishing Co.—250 Park Avenue South,
New York, N.Y. 1003 (1965) Cloth, $6.50; Paperback, $2.95.

THE ILLUSION OF IMMORTALITY
Fourth edition, Frederick Ungar Publishing Co.—250 Park Avenue South,
New York, N.Y. 10003 (1965) Cloth $6.50; Paperback, $1.75.

A HUMANIST WEDDING SERVICE
Third edition, Prometheus Books—923 Kensington Avenue, Buffalo, N.Y. 14215
(1971) $1.50.

A HUMANIST FUNERAL SERVICE
Third edition, American Humanist Association, 602 Third St., San Francisco,
Calif. 94107. 500.

LOVER'S CREDO: Poems of Love
A. S. Bames & Co., Cranbury, N.J. 08152 (1972) $3.95.

VOICE IN THE WILDERNESS: COLLECTED ESSAYS OF FIFTY YEARS
Prometheus Books, 923 Kensington Ave., Buffalo, N.Y. 14215 (1974) $10.00.

—IB©©ks edited by Corliss

THE TRIAL OF ELIZABETH GURLEY FLYNN
BY THE AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION
Horizon Press—156 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10010 (1968) Cloth, $5.95.
Monthly Review Press, 62 West 14th Street, New York, N.Y. 10011 (1969)
Paperback, $2.45.

MAN ANSWERS DEATH: AN ANTHOLOGY OF POETRY
Reprint edition, with Introduction by Louis Untermeyer. Fellowship of Religious
Humanists, 105 West No. College St., Yellow Springs, Ohio 45387 $5.00.

These books may be ordered directly from the publishers by
enclosing remittance.
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poor, licking the wounds of war. The
U.S. was confident that its awesome mili
tary and economic power would squeeze
and squeeze and possibly fragment them.
This was known as the policy of “contain
ment.” Socialism was no threat.

Clearly, the 20th century was THE
AMERICAN CENTURY. The golden
years went on, presided over by President
Ike, the benevolent monarch. Protest was
silenced, the ultra-right reached for
power. Nixon as Vice President was posi
tioned for the Presidency.

In this climate, the future Watergate
crew was shaped. Nearly all of the Nixon
entourage were in college or high school
in the 1950s.

The euphoria lasted ten years. The
1960s began the era of crisis and con
frontations, domestic and international.
By 1970, the ruling class was beset by
problems which seemed so intractable as
to raise the question of its ability to gov
ern in the old way.3 If the problems were
forcing drastic changes in popular
thought, if the population was no longer
docile, if the old political forms no longer

sufficed, then for our rulers, the whole
democratic structure and facade was at
best a strait-jacket, at worst a trap.

The New Deal reforms were mild and
had been contained; coming reforms
might be drastic and get out of hand.
Perhaps the time had come to move to a
more authoritarian system. The tool was
at hand: the imperial presidency.4 Nixon
and his crew were not aberrant products
of our society; they were in the main
stream of ruling class thought. Their
constant refrain is: we didn’t do anything
that hadn’t been done before. This, in a
way, is true. They took only a few extra
steps on a path well laid out. Watergate
is as American as cherry pie.

What made those extra steps so sig
nificant? Simply the fact that they were
directed against a section of the ruling
class, as well as other, previous victims of
the system. Suddenly, a section of the Es
tablishment saw what was happening and
spoke clearly about the dangers of fas
cism. Any number of comments can be
adduced, but we limit ourselves to a few
from the New York Times. William Shan
non of the Editorial Board wrote:

President Nixon has given the coun
try a kind of slow motion dress re
hearsal of how political authoritarian
ism would begin to consolidate its
power. (New York Times, 5/1/73).
Two weeks later, a more explicit edi

torial related Watergate to the Cold War
and its techniques:

The Watergate scandals represent the
transposition of these [CIA’s] danger
ous clandestine techniques from the
more remote spheres of foreign affairs
to this country's own politics. . . . There
can be no doubt that CIA-style politics
are an unmitigated menace to this
country’s own democratic institutions
(New York Times, 5/13/73).

This was an auspicious beginning for
a sound historical analysis of Watergate.
To hint at neo-fascism and to connect the
scandals to the Cold War were crucial
steps. Everyone understood this, includ
ing the ultra-right which promptly sought
to minimize the scandals as a caper
(“chicken-thievery,” said the egregious
William F. Buckley Jr.), or to reduce
them to a “series of mad acts” as Kristol
did, so he could argue: "Watergate does
not signify . . . the danger of a general

DECEMBER 1974 5
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drift toward a ‘presidential despo
tism’. . .

At this point, shaken in its complacency,
and worried as to the extent of the Nix
onian apparatus, the New York Times
and its peers were willing to go to the
roots of Watergate. An Op Ed page arti
cle by this writer, adumbrating the views
here expressed, was accepted for publica
tion in June 1973. Leaks from the Erwin
Committee staff indicated that the Sen
ators were going to dig deep, even to
expose the role of the corporations.

But something happened on the way to
the Senate. As the implications of the
Huston surveillance plan and the totality
of Watergate sunk in, there was a cooling
off. The hearings began with a bang and
ended with a whimper—the whimper of
the individual culpability of a powermad
clique representing no one but them
selves.5 The hearings skirted the issues as
much as possible, although they could
not avoid making the charge of subver
sion of the Constitution. But the focus
was on getting rid of the “bad guys" and
of avoiding an impeachment trial which
might show the American people, in color
TV, some of the historical roots of Water
gate. So General Haig and Fred Buz-
hardt, Senator Goldwater and Special
Prosecutor Jaworski, and Kissinger and
others we do not know, chivied and lee
tured and talked turkey to Nixon to force
his resignation. Then Ford stepped center
stage to “bind the nation’s wounds.”

Let the trumpet sound: the system
works! Indeed it does. Nixon is gone, but
all his major policies remain, imple
mented by his hand-picked successor.
There is no exception, whether in foreign
policy (with the retention of Kissinger
and his philosophy of intervention) ®, or
in domestic policy (with the stance of
helplessness before inflation) T, or malign
neglect of the blacks8, or in the erosion
of civil liberties; the FBI is pressing for
computerization of the population. And
Attorney General Saxbe has been hinting
at a national police force.

The Nixon-Ford-Rockefeller policies
represent the considered position of the
ruling class: abroad, continuing imperial
ist intervention; at home, increasing ex
ploitation of the population as the burden
of inflation and/or depression is placed
on its shoulder. We do not have to postu
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late conspiracy for these positions: they
are a consensus of the majority of ruling
interests.9 They are also a guarantee of
polarization and class confrontations. If
a major depression is in the offing, and
most economists think it is, the American
people, including the unions, will not
tamely submit to the suffering that will
ensue. The ruling class will have either
to submit to drastic reforms, or move to
authoritarian rule.

Similarly, in foreign policy, it is Penta
gon doctrine that the Vietnam war was
lost only because of the weakness of the
American people. They flinched; they
couldn’t take the mounting casualties;
they were “irresponsible,” in Kissinger's
words. If intervention in some country
becomes necessary in the near future, it
will be necessary to control the American
people as well.10 All the currents to au
thoritarianism that were present in 1968
are present today. All the various tech
niques of repression available then are
available today, with even greater refine
ment. And, because of the third coverup,
the American people are as ignorant of
the dangers ahead as they were before.

If anything, the danger of neo-fascism 

is greater today than before the Nixon
era. Various political scientists have
pointed out that the subversion of democ
racy implicit in the Watergate scandals
represented a kind of "creeping" fascism,
of "friendly” fascism, of a fascism "with
a smile and in a business suit.” Despite
the third coverup, the American people
have a vague sense of the drift to tyranny
represented by Watergate, and it will be
more difficult to repeat the attempt in the
same way.

Yet, if our analysis of the crisis of the
system is correct, authoritarianism remains
a necessity for the ruling class and a mili
tary coup cannot be excluded. Let us re
member that at the height of the Nixon
resignation crisis, the Secretary of Defense
envisaged the possibility of military action
by Nixon and reminded generals that
only those Presidential orders were legal
which had been channeled through the
Secretary of Defense.11 Already in 1967 a
close observer of the Pentagon, a recipient
of the Pulitzer Prize for National Report
ing, concluded:

Viewed in its totality, the power cen
tralized in the Office of the Defense
Secretary could be used to impose a

THE TRANSFIGURATION
OF POLITICS
By Paul Lehmann. Our century's
revolutionaries — from Mao Tse-
Tung to Che Guevara and Martin
Luther King, Jr. — and their revo
lutions, humanistically interpreted
and related to questions of politi
cal ethics: freedom and order,
justice and law, and violence.

$10.95

AMERICAN CIVILRELIGION
Edited by Russell E. Richey and
Donald G. Jones. The common
faith Americans share outside of
their churches, examined from a
variety of viewpoints by ten emi
nent scholars. A Harper Forum
Book. RD 15 $3.95

RELIGION AND POLITICAL
SOCIETY
By Jurgen Moltmann and others.
Original essays exploring the
complexities of religious, social,
and political institutions. A Harper
Forum Book. RD 87 $3.95
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8 BILL OF RIGHTS JOURNAL



dictatorship in the nation . . . Unless
there are more effective challenges in
the future ... we may have passed the
critical point and have alreaay lost the
battle against authoritarian govern
ment.12
Watergate provided an opportunity for

the American public to learn of the dan
gers ahead and a breathing spell to organ
ize to meet those dangers. The oppor
tunity has been dissipated because of the
third coverup, but the breathing spell re
mains. Tremendous struggles are at hand,
and great victories can be won if the
people as a whole can be mobilized and
united. And they can be.

Continuing inflation or the coming de
pression will force most of the people,
including the unions, to fight for their
survival. Equally important, ruling class
propaganda and brainwashing is no
longer as effective as it was a few years
ago. The combination of Vietnam, Water
gate, the energy crisis, and inflation have
shaken public trust in the Establishment,
and a radicalizaiton of the public is un
der way. It can be turned demagogically 

into a right-wing party, as with George
Wallace. That could be a part of the
coming struggles.

We go into dubious battle, but there
is no reason to despair.

FOOTNOTES
1 Mary McCarthy may not be aware of it, but
this thesis was first put forth by Nixon’s pet
intellectual, the ineffable Irving Kristol, who saw
Watergate as a series of mad acts: “a wave of
collective delusion, suspicion, and paranoia en
gulfing high White House circles . . .’’ (Wall St.
Journal, 5/17/73).
2 The characterization is by a Hoover intimate,
former Assistant Director of the FBI William C.
Sullivan. (New York Post, 5/15/73).
3 The nature of those problems is analyzed at
length in The Threat of American Neo-Fascism:
A Prudential Inquiry, by Carl Marzani, Ameri
can Documentary Films Pamphlet, New York,
1971.
4 The liberals who bemoan “the imperial presi
dency” should ask themselves the question:
What kind of presidency is more fitting for the
leading imperialist country in the world?
3 The story of the Op Ed article is symbolic. The
summer of "73 passed without publication. Upon
inquiry, revisions were suggested, made, and
accepted. A higher echelon suggested cuts, which
were made. In October, the writer was informed
that the article would not be published, but a 

Women, revolution, lustice,
treedom-Morrow puts today’s
questions and issues in focus.

I BETWEEN MYTH AND MORNING
Women Awakening* by Elizabeth Janeway
“A witty, direct, no nonsense, wise, warm book like
a good liqueur after the mixed meals that have been
served up to women lately.’’—MARGARET mead
’’A sane, balanced, brilliant book."—ERICA JONG
$8.95
THE LATIN AMERICAN REVOLUTION
Politics and Strategy from
Apro-Marxism to Guevarlsm*by Donald C. Hodges
Revolution—whether national, democratic or so
cialist-studied in depth as the on-going process
constituting the mainstream of Latin American de
velopment. $9.95
JUSTICE IN EVERYDAY LIFE
The Way It Really Works* Edited by Howard Zinn
A stunning and disturbing examination of how “jus
tice” really works. Case histories from the streets,
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check was sent in payment. The check was re
turned.
0 One offhand remark by Kissinger illuminates his
philosophy: “I don’t see why we need to stand
by and watch a country go communist due to the
irresponsibility of its people.’’ (my italics). The
remark was made at a June 27, 1970, meeting
of the National Security Council before Allende
was elected and while the Council was author
izing an initial $400,000 for sabotage of his
election in Chile.
7 The biggest attempted brain-washing of the
American people since the Truman Doctrine has
been the various “summits” on inflation, cul
minating in the assembly in Washington October
5-6 which President Ford used as a sounding
board. It was ballyhooed as participation by
the people in economic policy—i.e., they could
watch on TV the Establishment economists dif
fering over causes and cures to such an extent
that the government seemed helpless. The key
ouestion, who pays for the inflation and/or
depression, whether the rich or the poor, the
corporations or the workers, was studiously
avoided.
8 In the dangerous racial confrontation in Boston,
President Ford undermined the mayor by de
nouncing bussing and then refusing federal troops
to the Governor of Massachusetts seeking to con
trol the situation.
0 Not that conspiracies do not exist, as Nixon’s
coverup has shown, and as Ford’s coverup im
plies. Further, the writer firmly believes that 

some, at least, of the political assassinations of
the ‘60’s were group conspiracies rather than
individual aberrations.
10 If there is revolution is some country crucial
to U.S. imperialism, in Iran, or Brazil, does any
one doubt that Washington would openly inter
vene? Or that Americans would resist? What
then?
11 Again, this incident was used to prove the
system works. But suppose the Secretary of De
fense had been on Nixon’s side? The plain fact
is that the system works until it no longer works,
and when that is clear to everyone, it is too late.
12 Clark B. Mollenhoff, The Pentagon, G. P.
Putnam’s Sons, New York, 1967.

In memory

of

PETER HABER

Friends of
Peter Haber

DOSSIER
The Secret files THEY Keep on VOU

by ARYEH NEIER, Executive Director of the American Civil Liberties Union
To read this book is to be enraged. A dossier of gos
sip and information has been compiled on each
citizen’s sex life, his financial history, his childish
pranks in school, his medical records, his arrest
records, his political beliefs. This dossier—a two-
headed creature of government and business—can
keep the helpless citizen from a job, from a promo
tion, from a bank loan or an insurance policy. It
has created, at its worst, an outcast class of un
touchables, primarily of minority group males.
Neier has marshalled names, places, and dates in
this powerful indictment of the FBI Identification
Division, the Medical Information Bureau, credit
bureaus, the Selective Service, the Veterans Admin
istration, schools, the courts, and the police. Neier's
book is a blow for freedom and for privacy; it
exposes the danger; it proposes remedies.

Aryeh Neier received the 1974 American Bar Asso
ciation Gavel Award, given for his distinguished
contribution to public understanding of the Ameri
can system of law and justice.

To Order clip and mail to

■ Stein and Day I publishers *
■Dept. BRI75 J
■ Scarborough House, Briarci iff Manor, N.Y. 10510 |
!  My check or money order is enclosed for (
*_____ copies of Dossier & $7.95. Rush to: •
[ name .................................................................J
■street _................ J
■ city ..........................state................ zip................ i
! (Publisher pays all postage and handling charges.) I
j N.Y. State residents add applicable sales tax. *

10 BILL OF RIGHTS JOURNAL



PAUL BOOTH

WHAT THE 1960s
MEAN IN THE 1970s

We have all adopted a theory for our
own lives, we have decided that we

are not powerless, that the future is sub
ject to our influence, that the forces that
dominate our social lives can be moved.
We should have a theory of history that
fits with this—an understanding both that
great forces shape history—great economic
and political forces—and that men and
women by their intervention do so, too.
It is never a waste of time to look at his
tory to get a better grasp of how things
came to be the way they are; this helps us
learn to predict, to know the weaknesses
of the system, to build strategy to bring
the future under control. It is particu
larly useful to do that today because the
crises that have shaken our country—the
racial crisis, the urban crisis, the Vietnam
crisis, the meat crisis, the Watergate crisis,
the energy crisis—are the prelude to a new
era we are now entering. So I am going
to describe a little recent history and also
outline the nature of that new era and
indicate how we can seize the new politi
cal opportunities that are opening up.

I was one of the founders of SDS and
participated in the creation and organi
zation of the movements that opened up
the country to political change. These
were known as the New Left, so let me
say a word about left, right and center.
By the Center, I refer to the Establish
ment, the main corporate and banking
interests. Right and Left, I use as ideo
logical terms: Right indicating those in
defense of property interests and seeing
movements for change as their enemies;
the Left being those movements, those

Paul Booth, an activist and theoretician in the
New Left movement of the '60s, is affiliated with
the Midwest Academy, which trains people for
mass organizational work.

people who place human needs above
property rights. The Left sometimes de
fines itself as a party but the term applies
much more broadly. Our fate is that of
the Left.

To talk about what happened in the
Sixties and what will happen in the Sev
enties, we have to pause a bit to talk
about the politics of the Fifties.

This era began, in the most important
sense, in 1949, the year of the victory of
the Chinese Revolution, when one-quarter
of mankind chose the path of socialism.
History may well record that as one of
the most important events of the Twen
tieth Century—at any rate, it had its ef
fects in the United States, effects that we
recall principally because of the recrimin
ations against the Truman Administration
for having “lost China”. We associate
those recriminations with Senators Joe
McCarthy and Dick Nixon.

Let us note carefully that the loss of
a great colonial war always results in the
defeat of the incumbent party in the
metropolitan country and in many cases
in a defeat for the political system. Thus,
defeat in Algeria led to the fall of the
French Fourth Republic and the rise of
authoritarian Gaullism. The defeat in
Africa has led to the fall of the fascist
regime in Portugal. The defeat in China
led to the ouster of Truman and to a
sharp shift rightward in American politics,
although the political system itself did not
fall. And the defeat in Vietnam led to a
change in our political system although
we are still, after six years, consumed in a
struggle, now called Watergate, over how
the country is going to pay the price for
Vietnam.

The United States emerged from World
War II as the most powerful nation the
world has ever known, armed as sole 
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owner of the Atomic Bomb and having
made far less sacrifice to win the war than
any of its allies, on whose own ground
the war had been waged. Our business
class consolidated its gains throughout the
world. The Cold War was an all-encom
passing national philosophy by 1950.
Government was safely in the hands of
the political center, a consensus bipartisan
foreign policy, whose budgets reflected
the defense priority to the exclusion of
all else. The result was, as Galbraith put
it, private affluence and public squalor.
A huge catalog of unmet social priorities
was put aside; they had no constituency
to fight for them with the Left driven
underground and the Center in command.

The Cold War had begun at home,
with a tremendous attack on the labor
movement and the left within it, begin
ning after the strike waves of 1946 and
1947. The militants were purged from the
plants, the unions were split and left easy
prey for the witch hunters. Do not search
history for some great flaw in the left that
explains why it was crushed at the hands
of McCarthyism; there is a simple reason: 

the American Left was no match for the
strongest and most self-confident ruling
class the world had ever known.

But the world dominance of the U.S.
was not complete. The achievements of
the Soviet Union, in creating a Hydrogen
Bomb and Sputnik, were a source of dis
turbance. Likewise, the steps toward inde
pendence of nations in the Third World
undermined our power. In 1959, Castro
won power in Cuba, 90 miles from the
U.S. In May 1960, students at the Uni
versity of California massed at the Fed
eral Courthouse in San Francisco to
repudiate the House Un-American Activ
ities Committee. Starting in February of
that year, hundreds of Negro students in
the south sat down at segregated lunch
counters, imitating the nonviolent resist
ance of Martin Luther King’s bus boycott.
A few thousand students began to force
open questions that had, for all intents
and purposes, been settled during the
Fifties. The objective conditions in the
world which led to this were that the
arms race had become irrational in its
own terms, threatening the whole world
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with nuclear holocaust and providing less,
not more, national security. We were
liberal youth, students who saw the con
tradiction between our country’s demo
cratic rhetoric and the reality around us.

It is worth dwelling for a moment on
the politics of how the student movement
grew—how it was organized. The main
instrumentality was a pre-existing mass
organization into which those of us with
an exciting program were able to breathe
life and meaning. The organization was
the U. S. National Student Association
which had been founded and controlled
by the Central Intelligence Agency to
provide cover for clandestine and covert
operations in foreign student movements.
Its basic units were campus student gov
ernments. The campus activists who con
trolled student governments and news
papers at a number of fringe liberal arts
colleges like Swarthmore, Oberlin, U. of
Chicago, and public campuses in New
York, Michigan and California, came as
delegates to the NSA conventions to
lobby for support for civil liberties, civil
rights and peace. We almost spontan

eously formed into a liberal caucus, and
developed networks of contacts.

None of the groups had any natural
basis for leading the others; at least five
campus groups began to organize affili
ates linked to them at other schools. The
one which emerged as the hegemonic lead
ing force was very simply the one which
had access to a budget; it was the group
at the University of Michigan which had
inherited control of a paper organization
called Students for a Democratic Society
and was supported to the tune of $25,000
a year by the needle trades union in New
York. With that money Al Haber and
Tom Hayden were hired; Hayden
travelled in the South to build contacts
with the Student Nonviolent Coordinat
ing Committee; and they convened a con
ference that wrote the Port Huron State
ment, our manifesto. Then we hired
Steve Max to be the field organizer, and
by dint of persistence and resources the
other fledgling groups joined in.

Ideologically, the group did not start
out as anti-imperialist, anti-American or
anything of the sort, but it rejected anti

The very purpose of the First
Amendment is to foreclose public au
thority from assuming a gaurdianship
of the public mind through regulating
the press, speech and religion. In this
field every person must be his own
watchman for truth, because the fore
fathers did not trust any government
to separate the true from the false for
us.

Justice Robert Jackson, 1945

Consolidated Water Conditioning
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communism as a suitable basis for poli
tics. The most insightful of our trade
union related sponsors immediately
perceived that we were opening an ideo
logical Pandora’s Box; without anti-com
munism to guide us we would inevitably
move left. So as soon as they read the Port
Huron Statement, they locked the office,
evicted our staff and seized the mailing
list. For two months in the summer of
1962 SDS battled for organizational sur
vival (staff slept with the mailing list
under the sheets, etc.), and, by virtue of
the failure of these union people to find
any other youth to replace us, we ended
up winning the battle.

For two years SDS was an ideological
organization, recruiting basically out of
NSA, and tailing on to the growing social
movements, particularly the civil rights
and ban-the-bomb movements. These
movements, not SDS, were in direct con
flict with the Center politics of the gov
ernment, which had continued without
much change into the Kennedy Adminis
tration.

Both the civil rights and student move
ments were influenced by three fragmen
tary strands of the old Left that had sur
vived the Fifties. The first of these to give
evidence of itself was a radical-pacifist
grouping in and around the organization
CORE (Congress of Racial Equality) and
the magazine Liberation. Including peo
ple like Staughton Lynd, Bayard Rustin,
Dave Dellinger, Paul Goodman, this
group espoused exemplary direct action.
Rustin was Martin Luther King’s tacti
cian during the Montgomery Bus Boycott
and organized the Youth Marches for
Integrated Schools in 1959 and 1960.
CORE organized the Freedom Rides on
the heels of the southern student sit-ins
in 1960. Out of the same group came the
impetus for the ban-the-bomb movement
at the beginning of the Sixties. This group
saw exemplary action as an incorruptible
substitute for mass organization.

Next in influence was a tendency in the
universities including C. Wright Mills
and William Appleman Williams who
had kept alive a tradition of radical
scholarship and towards which the lead
ers of SDS turned for explanations of the
nature of the society. Although not ortho
dox Marxists, they convinced the student
leaders that ideology and a radical world

view were indispensable tools. A number
of journals were created to carry forward
that work, including Studies on the Left,
New University Thought and Root and
Branch, and the same impetus was behind
the writing of the Port Huron manifesto.

Weakest was the tendency avowing the
importance of mass organization, de
scended basically from the communist and
trotskyist movements. The lack of a more
complete relationship to the experience
of our predecessors turned out to be a
vital disadvantage.

In October 1962 Kennedy faced off
Khrushchev over the Cuban missiles. At
some risk, the country’s pre-eminence in
world affairs had been reasserted, reset
tling the power relationship in our favor.
But Kennedy was not allowed to press his
advantage because of domestic discon
tents. For his first two years in office he
did nothing to aid the civil rights move
ment, forcing King and the Student Non
violent Coordinating Committee (SNCC)
to battle for the attention of the country.
I remember quite distinctly that it was
the direct action battle in Birmingham, 
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in the spring of 1963, that won the first
major victory. The breakthrough there
was the concession by the Kennedys that
they would reverse their priorities from
Berlin and Cuba to the U. S. A. Between
the missile crisis and Birmingham the
newspapers had been dominated by calls
from the Right for an invasion of Cuba;
almost immediately, the mass arrests and
demonstrations forced the Cold War of!
the front pages. The Kennedys were
forced to introduce a civil rights bill, later
drastically broadened after 250,000 peo
ple marched on Washington on August
28th. But this was the kind of progress
that whetted the appetite of the move
ment.

Birmingham was also significant as the
first mass direct action, involving the
churches and the mainstream as well as
students. The same deepening was occurr
ing simultaneously in the school boycott
movements up north.

It was at this point that SDS deter
mined that it would become a mass or
ganization. The deepening of the civil
rights struggle had begun to open up the 

long closed class questions, economic
issues summarized in the saying that it
made no sense to struggle for the right to
sit down and order a hamburger if you
couldn’t afford one. We expected that the
country would enter another recession (as
it had three times under Eisenhower),
exacerbating the economic questions. We
were aware that 15 years of military pri
ority had weakened the dollar and de
prived the peace-time economy of scien
tific talent. And we feared the polarization
that would result from sole focus of the
civil rights struggle on symbolic racial
issues. So we proposed an organizing drive
aimed at building an interracial move
ment of the poor, utilizing the tactics of
the civil rights movement, the organiza
tional forms being developed by models
like The Woodlawn Organization (Chi
cago) and the unemployed leagues of the
30’s (about which we admittedly knew
little), and fighting for full employment.
This struggle could mobilize, we felt, the
same constellation of support that the civil
rights movement had demonstrated in the
March on Washington, August 28, 1963.

Congratulations to Jane Fonda and Tom Hayden, their progeny present
and future, familial and political, as recipients of the award for their
work in the constantly ongoing struggle to defend, preserve and expand
the Bill of Rights, and particularly the Right of Privacy featured by this
year’s N.E.C.L.C. Bill of Rights Journal.

David Mandel
Jack Wysoker
Harold A. Sherman
Bertram J. Glassner
Murray Weingartner
Marvin Feingold
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And, most significant, it would increase
the confrontation between domestic pri
orities and the military priority—it would
pose the weight of unmet domestic needs
against the defense budget. It would be
domestic pressure for detente. But our
scheme hadn’t gotten very far, although
we launched ten organizing projects in
1964, because the recession didn't happen.

American politics in a recession is rad
ically different from politics in a boom,
and our organizers, deprived of the politi
cal issue to unite their efforts, fell into
parochial community organizing styles,
building groups that didn’t want to
coalesce with other groups. (Community
organizing, I might add, is inevitably
parochial unless guided by a broader ra
tionale.) A similar tension appeared in
SNCC (whose development seems to have
paralleled that of SDS quite closely) in a
split between a more political tendency
and a tendency that was engaged in a
flight from politics. In the summer of
1964 the first period of New Left politics
came to an end at Atlantic City, where
the Mississippi Freedom Democratic Party
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was denied seating at the Democratic
Convention. Johnson ordered Humphrey
and the rest of the liberals to say no (as
the price of making Humphrey Vice-Pres
ident) and the compromised nature of
liberalism was made fully apparent.

Civil rights activity had swelled in the
North after 1963, infected by the successes
in the South. The Southern civil rights
movement had been presented with a
wealth of basically symbolic targets (much
like the experience during the first years
of the women’s movement), victories over
which provided much of the stimulus to
its growth. The targets of the northern
movement were entirely of a more sub
stantive kind, posing questions more of
shares of the economic and social pie than
of legal rights. Coming up against more
deeply ingrained institutional barriers, the
northern movement’s history was a history
of frustration. Rapidly rising social expec
tations in the northern ghettos were not
met with measurable advances, leading
directly to the racial eruptions in the big
city ghettos.

In 1965 the student movement became
a mass movement, involving the majority
of students at increasing numbers of cam
puses. SDS was the organizational expres
sion of a mass movement. Let me now
illustrate some of the reasons for its down
fall before I elaborate on its greatest
successes.

In the first place, any social movement
residing in one sector of the population
is vulnerable to isolation. But SDS faced
an impossible situation—its most likely
allies were absent because of the devasta
tingly successful anti-communist crusade
of the early fifties. Every significant social
force had been enlisted in the Cold War
culture, its radical elements purged. So
SDS was prone periodically to romantic
efforts to build what we call an adult Left
from scratch—the economic organizing
drive of 1964 being the first of several
such efforts. Without a relationship to the
Old Left we were therefore adrift.

Secondly, we were prone to anarchistic
tendencies. Beginning in 1964 there
emerged a tendency which became domin
ant through the Left by 1967 (and whose
dominance continues to the present day)
to oppose institutionalized leadership, to
oppose structured organizations, to favor 
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spontaneity, to oppose discipline, all un
der the false name of participatory democ
racy.

The third problem emerged in the
course of the struggle against the war in
Vietnam, which SDS launched in Feb
ruary 1965 on the heels of LBJ’s escala
tion.

The Pentagon Papers show that the
antiwar movement was a constant and
growing problem for President Johnson,
one that was influential at every stage.
But after March 1965, the masses in
volved in it couldn’t tell that they were
having this impact on the government.
During the teach-ins, which were a series
of all-night debates held in packed audi
toriums, the government had willingly
sent out its spokesmen to debate us; but
we put them so soundly to rout that they
determined to avoid all confrontation, at
all costs.

A social movement needs targets and
confrontations so that its participants
learn and grow in struggle. But LBJ ap
peared above the fray. So that antiwar
movement was riven with endless debates

(should we wear coats and ties? should we
fly the NLF flag? should we enter Demo
cratic primaries? etc.) which were unre-
solvable. LBJ simply didn’t take us on.
He didn’t attempt to co-opt or repress.
Inside the White House every new sign
of our power was reflected in compro
mises and confusion. And our power,
objectively, was growing, as we marched
through the institutions of civil society,
splitting the liberal forces into pro-war
and anti-war camps. First the universities,
then the churches, then the media and
the professions, then the Democratic poli
ticians, then labor. By late 1967 liberalism
was in total disarray. But we could not
count any victories and our people
couldn’t develop any sophistication. Like
wise we couldn't use victories as glue for
building mass organization. Every effort
to create an organizational form for the
mass movement fell apart, partly because
the instigators never really perceived that
the war would go on for years and years
(we didn't come to an understanding of
that until we started to meet directly with
the NLF leaders at the end of the Sixties).
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But mostly because there was no organi
zational glue.

In 1967 an opportunity to create a
Third Party behind the banner of Dr.
King and Dr. Spock fell apart at the New
Politics Convention in Chicago. By this
time SDS had taken a distinctly sectarian
turn, repudiating its mission as a mass
student organization, and beginning to
shrink in actual numbers as its leaders
hunted for a brand of purist politics to
fit their radical mood. After the French
general strike in 1968, part of the SDS
leadership—known as RYM II—oriented
itself toward the possibility of a revolu
tionary American working class. The un
organized peace movement followed what
ever leadership popped up at any moment
over the next five years, first Eugene
McCarthy, then National Mobilization
Committee to End the War, up through
the Chicago Democratic Convention, etc.
etc.

The ability of the new left to swarm
through liberalism was based partly on
the linking of Vietnam to other concerns.
Everyone who had begun to get excited 

about the possibilities of progress in the
early Sixties quickly saw that the Vietnam
escalation was cutting that off. The
churches, to take one example, were com
pletely disoriented by this turn of events.
Saul Alinsky’s major achievement was his
Sherman’s March through the Protestant
churches, forcing one after another to
reorient their priorities to the needs of
grass roots organizations. He understood,
as did SNCC at Atlantic City, Chavez and
others, that the whole possibility for
change rested on the momentum that be
gins with the grass-roots insurgencies, and
the strength of their organizations is of
utmost priority. Thus they all demanded
that liberals adapt to their timetables and
agendas. When labor and liberals first
asked Chavez to let them help him, he
said no—I’m not ready, go away. This just
perplexed them even more, although we
all can understand the reason very well.

The self-destruction of SDS has been
explained. But why did the black move
ment never even create a mass organiza
tion? I have no convincing explanation
but I believe it is of the highest priority 
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to get an answer.
Through 1968, heady social expecta

tions were still the main motive force in
American politics. A majority continued
to believe that public ends could be met
by political action. Huge participation
could be evoked from minority communi
ties by the candidacy of Bobby Kennedy.
The same was true among the professional
middle class for McCarthy's campaign.
With the deaths of King and Bobby, this
momentum, in the black community, was
cut short. And with the election of Nixon,
combined with an absence of a political
national organization of the black move
ment, there began a revolution of falling
expectations, somewhat disguised by the
militant rhetoric and adventurous deeds
of some small groupings. This political
decompression in the ghetto was joined
by decompression on the campuses after
Kent State, 1970, similarly disguised for
a time by the Weathermen and their ilk.
The precipitous declines in political initi
ative in both cases were reflections of the
absence of mass organization, of exhaus
tion of a set of social forces.

It was at the 1968 Democratic Conven
tion that the combined potential of the
black and antiwar movements showed
itself. Those two forces fused inside the
Convention Hall, functioning as a bloc
in the credentials fights, in the antiwar
debates, and in the proposal for a Com
mission on Delegate Selection. Outside,
on the streets, they did not join, partly
due to the lack of a plan to do that on the
part of the antiwar Mobilization Commit
tee, and in the last analysis due to the
physical force of the police and National
Guard blocking the progress of the
marchers on South Michigan Avenue. The
Walker report on the police riot described 

the city’s tactics as unwarranted and ex
cessive force, but we can easily see how
Daley felt that if the antiwar marchers
had gotten to the housing projects on
the Near South Side they would have
been joined by an uncontrollable mass of
black protesters. I emphasize the import
ance of that week in 1968 because it illu
minates the strategic possibilities for joint
action by essentially separate protest
movements, and it illuminates the major
purpose behind the use of repression, to
keep separate movements separated.

The New Left played a major role in
humbling the military-industrial machine
of the United States. I think you can call
that a world-historical event; certainly
much of what we can expect from the
Seventies begins with the defeat of the
United States in Vietnam. The great bat
tle between Nixon and the Democrats in
Congress was most clearly about who was
to be relegated to history’s waste can be
cause of the war. The struggle inside the
Democratic Party that flared in 1972 and
is continuing, although it is masked as a
struggle over party rules, is really a con
tinuation of the fight over the war. The
struggle between Nixon and his enemies
list, the vendetta against Ellsberg, is also
about the war.

Let us examine both the state of Amer
ican politics and economics. First politics.
We have been discussing the state of the
Left, how its mass base vastly increased
in the Sixties to the point where it could
bring politics to a standstill for that long
week in May 1970 after Kent State and
the Cambodian Invasion, and to the point
where it could seize temporary control of
the Democratic Party in 1972, only to be
overwhelmed at the polls. How about the
Right and the Center?

" ...explosive and important! "
STUDS TERKEL (Author of HARD TIMES) "

" We are dealing here with an unusual union, a fact
not unrelated to the book's significance."
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While the Left was making mincemeat
of liberalism in the Sixties, the Right was
making great headway, first winning
power in the Republican Party in 1964
and then the Presidency in 1968. For his
first two years, Nixon's Presidency was on
the defensive, reaching its lowest moment
in May 1970. Picture the demoralization
of Big Business at that moment. Because
of the war, they saw a whole generation
of youth had gone wild. Although the
cities were no longer torn up. by racial
rioting, their peace was most uneasy. The
power of the United States in the world,
that seemed so secure after the Cuban
Missile crisis, now seemed so vulnerable,
defeated at the hands of black-pajamaed
guerrillas in Asia. The morale of the
armed services was at an all-time low,
reducing its fighting capability.

Nixon’s rivals, within the ruling elites,
the group led by Clark Clifford and
Averell Harriman, the Washington Post
and the New York Times, and Harvard,
had practically set up a rival regime, de
manding and trying to dictate foreign
policy. Clifford had every reason to be
confident that his man Edmund Muskie
could be elected President in '72. Peace
could be achieved with the Vietnamese,
unblocking the channels to detente with
the socialist world and lucrative trade ex
pansion. Even in the area of labor-man
agement relations, one arena relatively
under control during the Sixties, the Big
Business community was dismayed at their
lack of control with a general wage offen
sive spurred by long and costly strikes in
construction, auto, rubber and electrical
machinery. So in the dark days of May,
Nixon fashioned a three-part strategy to
forge an invulnerable Right-Center co
alition that would become the decisive
political force.

He launched the famous Kissinger di
plomacy and the Connally economics. He
proved that detente could be had without
caving in to the NLF, and thereby re
moved the material basis for big business
support for Muskie. Connally’s role was
to tell the flabby, confused business class
to stand up for its rights and prerogatives,
speak up for profits and the right to make
them. The problems that couldn’t be
solved—the need for wage control—would
be taken under control by the govern
ment. And the government would start
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ANDREW GOODMAN

TELL IT ON AND ON!

They were three, three patriots,
Black, White, Gentile, Jew,
Their names forever shall be known
To all who learn the love they knew:

Michael Schwerner, 24
James Earl Chaney, 21
Andrew Goodman, 20

Il was the time of the great campaign,
The voter drive in the Ku Klux South,
The three sparked hope in hungry homes,
In bitter homes, in silenced homes.
One day the brothers disappeared,
We waited long, we waited long!

Where have our brothers gone?
Oh tell us, tell us,
Where, oh where? We fear the answer!
Into the night they vanished,
Gone, oh gone, oh,
Andrew, James and Michael, our brothers.

In our sorrow we shall never know, never know,
Waiting for them to tell us, to tell us,
In our hearts we know the answer well,
Our dead speak silently!

Sing for our martyred brothers
Slain for freedom,
Sing their names and tell their story,
Sing for our martyred brothers
Slain for freedom,
Sing their names and tell their story,
Tell it on and on! Tell it on and on!

Edith Segal

thil OR.

24 BILL OF RIGHTS JOURNAL



Em

They were three, Their

South, The three sparked hope hun - gry homes,

- swer!

our sor-row we shall

know,
Bb

Em

free - dom.for

Eb DbFm-C

their names
© Copyr^i 1974 ly EDITH SEGAL

tell
Dm

Sing
Dm?

in the Ku * Klux
Bb7

their names
Em

si - fenced
G7

An-drew Good-man, twen-
C7

and
Dm-

Words and Music by EDITH SEGAL
Arranged by AlMouRecitative

C

An - drew James and Mi-chael. our broth-ers.

Wait - ing
F

our hearts we know the

mar-tyred broth -ers slain

who learn the love they knew: Mi - chad

pa - tri-ots. Black, White, Gen
G7

tell their sto

of the great cam-paign, The vot • er
Gm Dm Bbmaj?

bit - ter homes,
Am

the night they van - ished, Gone, oh gone,

well. Our dead speak si - lent -

Dm

names for - ev - er shall be known

mar- tyred broth-ers slain for free - dom, Sing
C Em

C c.Fine

Schwer-ncr, twen-ty -four, James Earl Chan-ey, twen-ty - one,.
C C7 F Dm

TELL IT ON AND ON!

homes. One day the broth-ers dis- ap •• peared. We wait-ed long. wewait-ed long.

Chorale
A C

Em F G7 Dm Em

Where have our broth-ers gone. Oh tell us. tell us. Where, oh where? Wc
Dm? G7 C Em F G7

DECEMBER 1974 25



pushing around the Japanese and Euro
pean competition, too. The tough eco
nomic initiatives were positively titillating
to Big Business. Part Three of the Nixon
strategy was the small campaign of re
pression, the Plumbers, etc. Had Nixon
known how hugely successful the other
two parts would be, he might not have
been frightened by Ellsberg into Part
Three. He could have put off his repres
sion program until after the ’72 election;
he didn’t and we know what the results
have been.

So the Center invested very heavily in
Nixon, and they needed to invest in a
man of the Right because their problems
had become more severe. When Maurice
Stans went around to collect their fair
share contributions for the campaign
treasury, he didn’t have to sell the con
cept, he just had to argue about how
much. The support of Business was
nearly unanimous, even reaching into
businessmen who traditionally back Ken-
nedys, Humphreys, etc.

There are other levels on which the 

same forces are reflected. Take the rising
social permissive level of incivility. That’s
a fancy way for describing the ease with
which solid American citizens decide to
act unconventionally, outside the system,
to achieve political goals. The level of
social conflict has risen dramatically since
the Sixties, and that reflects the increasing
weakness of the Center.

It is a great historical inconvenience for
our ruling class that America’s economic
chickens are choosing this moment to
come to roost. The very basis of economic
transactions, the dollar, has been weak
ened to a dangerous point, where the unit
of money no longer serves as a storehouse 
of value. This has not happened over
night; as far back as 1963 the United
States entered a period of deficit in the
balance of payments with the rest of the
world. After 40 years in which the rest of
the world suffered under a dollar gap,
the tide turned. During the Vietnam War,
the tendency was exacerbated, as we threw
away billions of dollars along with 50,000
young lives. Other capitalist nations be
came our creditors, and we paid off our 

“there is no progress without struggle”
Frederick Douglass
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debts with more dollars.
The significance of Nixon’s removal of

the gold standard in 1971 was that we
were now paying for our deficits with our
own currency, that is, exporting our in
flation. The price of avoiding recession
and depression—the great haunting fear
of economic crisis—was more inflation.
Finally we went to wage controls for three
years, the ultimate Keynesian weapon for
inflation control, and came out of it with
inflation going even stronger. (Not only
did this step not work, it made the labor
movement more discontent than ever
before.)

The economic troubles that are about
to victimize millions of Americans will not
come from the expected source—we think
of recessions as resulting from a lack of
buying power, layoffs in durable goods
industries, etc. etc. They will first appear
in a series of financial crises, bankrupt
cies, bank, and brokerage failures. The
government will be faced with a series of
Penn Centrals and Lockheeds—productive
enterprises which cannot be financed by
the private sector.

We therefore face a series of pressing
economic issues that will force themselves
to our attention even while Watergate
remains unresolved. The politics of the
Seventies will be a combination of the
continuing battle between the Left and
the Right over the disposition of the war
in Vietnam and a new series of economic
battles.

The prevailing mood of political pessi
mism on the Left is an invitation to a
right turn. I don’t think it will happen.
I think that unparalleled possibilities are
opening up for us. I think it likely that
economic radicalism will become a very
powerful force in the next five years.

(There is one last proof of the continu
ing impact of the Sixties. Some of the
people who are occupying center stage in
politics today got there because of the
movements of the Sixties. To take one
example, Tom Charles Huston, the Pres
idential aide who wrote up Nixon’s es
pionage plan, was the leader of the con
servative caucus at the National Student
Association, the spokesman for the Young
Americans for Freedom. On the other
hand, half a dozen of the Judiciary Com
mittee members who are for impeach-
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ment, such as Father Drinan, got to Con
gress in the first place through the anti
war movement.)

But the issues of the Sixties will not
serve us in the Seventies, Unless a power
ful force at the grass-roots is defining the
cutting edge of politics, putting the heat
to the politicians so that their alliances
are based on a polarization around our
concerns, then they are free to follow
their opportunistic instincts. To a great
extent they have that freedom today, par
ticularly the Democrats who are exempt
from criticism for all practical purposes
because today’s main issue is Watergate.
Thus our task is to force our issues to the
fore, the issues that have to do with the
standard of living of the majority of the
American people.

We have a very irrational social system,
in many ways getting crazier all the time.
We have institutions which guarantee the
destruction of cities by siphoning away a
neighborhood’s own capital. We have a
national security system which spends §80
billion a year on new instruments of
destruction and every time we use them
in a limited war or threaten to use them
we end up weaker. We always have un
limited amounts of capital available for
boondoggles but not enough to build
sufficient fertilizer plants or schools or
anything else that should by any rational
scheme be society’s first priority. All this
is no mystery; I recite it becaus: I believe
that the system itself is in question today
in a way it never has been before and I
believe we have both a high calling to
take it on and reason for hope that it can
be vanquished.

Marx said a hundred years ago that the
choices facing civilization were socialism
and barbarism. Certainly that seemed to
be the case when Franco overthrew the
Spanish Republic 40 years ago. But I
think a more modern and applicable defi
nition of the danger we face is an all-
encompassing, authoritarian state capital
ism: a regime in which the state endlessly
strives to subsidize a tottering corporate
economy with our taxes and savings and
limits our political freedom, controlling
popular organizations.

Another line of activity is to develop an
other New Left. I mean a really new one
because the most recent New Left’s cadre
of leadership will not get their act to

gether again. The function of this line of
activity is to develop a new network of
people who are able to relate left theory
to the problems that Americans care most
about, and who are skilled enough to give
political direction, pointing toward real
enemies. Popular movements will wander
aimlessly if they lack a connection to a
radical analysis of what’s wrong, why, and
what to do about it, repeating the mis
takes of the sixties in new costumes.

A further line of activity is labor poli
tics. Inside the Democratic Party and the
trade union movement the opportunists
are free to carry on at the lowest common
denominator if they are not challenged.
The McGovern movement showed that a
huge following can be obtained in those
arenas, but it does not have the capacity
to generate the issues which will lead to
success. That requires a left presence.

It would be a great sectarian error to
believe that relinquishing the Democratic
Party to Henry Jackson would not be a
colossal defeat. But labor politics involves
a wide range of mass organizing, non
electoral activity which aims at forcing
labor programs to the fore. It includes the
campaign for health security, and strug
gles around occupational safety. It in
cludes many other struggles that (1) are
aimed at making effective the potential
majority coalition that now exists left of
center, and (2) mobilize in a more inten
sive way than traditional lobbying a seg
ment of those popular forces. The fore
most objective must be to build lasting
leadership and organizational forms out
of drives of this kind.

Finally there is the task of mass organ
izational work among those sectors of
the population—women, blacks, Spanish
speaking groups—which have developed
their own agendas and to which we can
bring the lesson that without mass mem
bership organization only a few can ad
vance themselves on the tide of new con
sciousness created by these movements.

Government is not a trade which any
man or body of men has a right to set
up and exercise for his own emolument,
but is altogether a trust, in right of those
by whom that trust is delegated, and by
whom it is always resumable. It has of
itself no rights; they are altogether
duties. Tom Paine
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FRED SOLOJFEY

THE GRAND JURY
AFTER THE FLOOD

A lmost two and a half years have passed
since that fateful morning in June

1972 when burglars were apprehended in
the headquarters of the Democratic Na
tional Committee, setting off a chain of
events unparalleled in the history of the
American Republic. The systematic and
widespread grand jury war on dissent
waged by the Nixon administration
through its reactivated Internal Security
Division (ISD), never particularly visible
to the general public even in its heyday,
was relegated to an historical footnote as
cataclysmic events, often centered around
grand juries, decimated the ranks of the
Nixon regime.

The story of the ISD grand jury inqui
sitions has been vividly told before (see
Fassler and Winograd, “The Political
Question,” Trial Magazine, January-Feb
ruary 1973), and the pivotal role of this
grand jury network in the political strat
egy of the Nixon Administration has
been well documented (see Donner and
Lavine, “From the Watergate Perspec
tive," The Nation, November 19, 1973).
Such writings as these, as important as
they are, have been buried in an ava
lanche of more recent ironies.

A law-and-order Vice President found
himself forced to resign from office by a
grand jury indictment. After his resigna
tion, Spiro Agnew charged that "as things
now stand, immunity is an open invita
tion to perjury. In the hands of an am
bitious prosecutor, it can amount to legal
ized extortion and bribery. . . Agnew
went as far as to say that if such things

Fred Solowey is project director of the Grand
Jury Coalition, comprising representatives of the
NECLC, the National Conference of Black
Lawyers, and the ACLU, among others. 

as reform of immunity laws would result,
then “the suffering and sacrifice that I
have had to undergo in the course of all
this will be worthwhile.”

Though he did not go quite as far as
Agnew, John D. Ehrlichman found a new
enthusiasm for grand jury reform in the
midst of his legal problems: “. . . one of
the things I would like to spend some
time on after we’re clear of all this is a
reform of the grand jury system. . . . To
see it in operation here as it has been
conducted has opened my eyes as to the
shortcomings of it.”

If this is not enough, we see John W.
Dean III, author of the 1970 legislation
that helped launch the Administration's
grand jury war on dissent through “use”
immunity and special grand juries, bar
gaining to obtain a grant of immunity.
We also see Robert C. Mardian, who as
Assistant Attorney General personally
directed the ISD campaign, and who ar
gued in the Keith case before the Supreme
Court that the President has virtually un
restricted power to engage in domestic
electronic surveillance for national secur
ity, indicted for his alleged role in Water
gate-related matters.

And Richard Nixon himself (a par
doned unindicted co-conspirator) on
April 23, 1969, told the Congress that he
“sought a modern general witness im
munity stature under which witnesses in
Federal criminal cases could be compelled
to testify under threat of a prison sen
tence for contempt . . .” because “control
and reduction of crime are among the
first and constant concerns of this ad
ministration.” Nevertheless on April 17,
1973, the same Nixon expressed the view
that "no individual holding, in the past
or at present, a position of major import
ance in the Administration should be giv-
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en immunity from prosecution.”
The President and his men, who had

made a mockery of the traditional pur
poses of the grand jury, twisting them to
suit their own political purposes, could
still have the following exchange in the
Executive Office Building on March 22,
1973:

HALDEMAN: (Inaudible) Well, there
is danger in a Grand Jury.

DEAN: Well, there are no rules.
PRESIDENT: Well, Grand Juries are

not very fair sometimes—
DEAN: That’s right.
MITCHELL: (Inaudible).

• • •
Though such organizations as the

American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU)
and the National Emergency Civil Liber
ties Committee (NECLC) pressed the
Nixon Administration’s misuse of the
grand jury as one of Nixon’s impeachable
offenses, developments during the past
two years caused many others to see the
grand jury in a different light, and the
need to reform and revitalize the grand
jury as a distant, if not moot concern.
(Such widespread views have more than

offset the swelling of the ranks of grand
jury reformers by former Administration
officials.)

The words “grand jury” appeared in
headlines across the country, day after
day, as the tables were turned on the
Nixon Administration. A U.S. Court of
Appeals (October 1973) decision concern
ing delivery of White House tapes to the
Watergate grand jury, seemed to erase
decades of erosion of the constitutionally
mandated functioning of the grand jury,
when it proclaimed that “if the grand
jury were a legal appendage of the exec
utive, it could hardly serve its historic
functions as shield for the innocent and
sword against corruption in high places.”

A major liberal organization declined
to join in the work of the Coalition to
End Grand Jury Abuse, citing Watergate
developments as ample reason to render
unnecessary educational efforts about and
reform of the grand jury system. And
even from the ranks of the student move
ment came new thoughts on the grand
jury. When a federal grand jury indicted
Ohio National Guardsmen for their al
leged role in the 1970 events at Kent
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State, a student who was permanently dis
abled during that incident, spoke of his
recovered faith in the grand jury system.

Though the grand jury developments
of the past two years associated with that
amalgam we call Watergate, and such
other events as the long delayed Kent
State indictments, perhaps offer helpful
insights and point the way to what the
grand jury system can mean to our
troubled nation, a closer examination of
some of these historic occurrences offers
some different perspectives on what has
transpired.

It has been the Watergate investigation
led by Archibald Cox and subsequently
by Leon Jaworski that more than any
thing else, has prompted a general affir
mation of the current state of the grand
jury system. Few recall the initial Water
gate grand jury investigation, operating
with the same grand jury, led by Depart
ment of Justice attorneys. In his exten
sively documented “Report to the Special
Prosecutor on Certain Aspects of the
Watergate Affair,” filed June 18, 1973,
Charles Morgan, Jr., Director of the
Washington Office of the ACLU, offered a
careful analysis of that investigation.

Among other findings, Morgan con
cluded that “the prosecutors portrayed
G. Gordon Liddy as the man with ulti
mate responsibility for the crime when
there was every indication to the con
trary.” His report painted a picture of
leads not followed, important witnesses
not called, and important areas of
questioning not pursued. Indeed, a De
partment of Justice official stated on Sep
tember 16, 1972, that the grand jury
investigation was “over and there is vir
tually no prospect of further indictments."
The Morgan report hardly jells with
President Nixon’s October 6, 1972, com
ment that “the recently completed Fed
eral investigation of the break-in . . . made
the 1948 investigation of Alger Hiss look
like a Sunday school exercise.”—unless of
course, Nixon was offering startling new
admissions about the investigation of Hiss.

What is most important to understand
is that only after an unprecedented
groundswell of public pressure was the
Special Prosecutor appointed. In contrast
ing the original with the Cox/Jaworski
investigation, the decisive variable was
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the prosecutor. Indications are that in
both situations, the grand jury by and
large followed the leadership of the pros
ecutor (though, according to some re
ports, the Watergate grand jury, particu
lar under Jaworski, has been less docile
than most grand juries). The critical and
alarming point was that it took such a
high degree of public pressure to make
the wheels of justice begin to turn.

Similarly, a closer examination of the
history of the Kent State investigation
leads to a like conclusion. The Depart
ment of Justice had closed the case, and
only after three years of unrelenting pres
sure from the families of the four slain
students and countless others, was the fed
eral grand jury finally convened in Ohio.
Moreover, great doubts remain as to
whether the indictments engendered cov
ered those ultimately responsible for what
transpired in May 1970.

Much has been and will be written and
said about Watergate. Perhaps as pointed
a picture as any came from conservative
Senator James Buckley of New York,
when he called for Nixon’s resignation 

well in advance of most of his colleagues.
He spoke of the "crisis of the regime . . .
a disorder, a trauma involving every tissue
of the nation,” causing “a pervasive and
undeniable sense of frustration and im
potence that has become the dominant
political mood.” He warned that this
"crisis of the regime . . . has shown no
signs of receding . . . and has resulted in
a widespread conviction . . . that it has
done unique and perhaps irrevocable
damage to our entire system of govern
ment.”

Whether or not one completely agrees
with Senator Buckley’s analysis, this crisis
of confidence is beyond dispute. The
American people have grown increasingly
fearful about the state of their constitu
tional rights, and increasingly distrustful
of their elected and appointed officials.

It is here that proponents of grand jury
reform, many of whom are banded to
gether in the Coalition to End Grand
Jury Abuse, see a vitally important role
for the grand jury, on both the federal
and local levels. (The Coalition as of now
is comprised of the ACLU, Department of
Law Justice and Community Relations of
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the United Methodist Board of Church
and Society, National Conference of
Black Lawyers, NECLC, National Law
yers Guild, Criminal Section of the Asso
ciation of Trial Lawyers of America,
Unitarian Universalist Association, and
Women’s Division of the United Metho
dist Board of Global Ministries.) A look
at the current situation of the grand jury
is important in order to understand this
projected role.

Recall the words of the Court of Ap
peals that the grand jury is intended to
be independent of the executive, "a
shield for the innocent,” and a “sword
against corruption in high places.”
Though there have been conspicuous ex
ceptions in recent years, such as the 1974
Nevada Howard Hughes grand jury, few
could disagree with the general appraisal
of current grand juries offered by Federal
District Judge William Campbell: “This
great institution of the past has long
ceased to be the guardian of the people.
. . . Today, it is but a convenient tool for
the prosecutor . . . Any experienced pros
ecutor will admit that he can indict [or
not] anybody at any time for almost any
thing.”

Just as two and a half years of Water
gate have done nothing to alter this basic
situation, also unaffected is the "star
chamber inquisition” potential in the un
reformed grand jury system. The second
Watergate investigation did show that
effective investigation and indictment can
occur without forcing immunity on wit
nesses and without wholesale violation of
procedural rights and Constitutional
guarantees. Watergate also did serve at
least temporarily to terminate the syste
matic use of the grand jury for political
harassment, intelligence gathering and
repression, as ISD had practiced it.

Watergate did not end political abuse
of the grand jury or insure that such sys
tematic efforts as the ISD campaign can
not be repeated in the future. Such court
decisions as Calandra (handed down by
the Supreme Court January 8, 1974)
which abolished the exclusionary rule for
grand jury proceedings, make misuse of
the grand jury all the more inviting.

And, lest it be thought that concern
with grand jury abuse is the province only
of left-wing dissenters, the comments of

Los Angeles Police Chief Edward Davis in
a 1974 speech, ought to be noted:

Indictments are being generated, and
[sic] in my opinion, under an unconsti
tutional law that is in effect a 20th-
century legal rack and screw. The fed
eral law advocated by the Nixon ad
ministration, which orders you to talk
on the condition that they won’t use
what you say against you, with the
option that if you don’t talk you go to
jail. So your option is to talk or go to
jail. You have no free choice. You
really have no option. If this isn’t a
clear violation of the Fifth Amendment
right against self-incrimination, I have
never heard of one.

Grand juries can and do listen to il
legal evidence, and when my men were
put through the federal grand juries in
this city, it was the worst star chamber
session you ever saw. Multiple prosecu
tors scattering themselves through the
jury throwing questions from left field
and right field, where if it wasn’t like
the Spanish Inquisition, at least it was
like the day when police with rubber
hoses and spotlights in the faces of sus-
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White Plains, N. Y. 10603
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pects got the truth out of them in that
fashion.
What then ought to be the future of

the grand jury? Some have argued that
the lead of a number of states ought to be
followed, and the Federal grand jury be
abolished (by Constitutional amend
ment) . Speaking on this issue (Congres
sional Record, March 14, 1974). Repre
sentative John Conyers, Jr., chairman of
the House Judiciary Subcommittee on
Crime, noted two reasons why “it is better
to strengthen the institution than to aban
don it or curtail its role.” First, noted
Conyers, “Neither the Fifth Amendment
nor any of the other amendments of the
Bill of Rights has been changed by as
much as a word since adoption of the ten
in 1791. I believe it would be a mistake
to amend the Bill of Rights, particularly
in a way which would remove restraints
on the federal government which have
been in effect 182 years.”

Conyers’ second point is particularly
germane to the discussion at hand:
“There are only two institutions in our
judicial system in which decision making 

authority is given to people independent
of the government. The trial jury is one;
the grand jury is the other. I believe that
it would be a mistake to eliminate the
grand jury, or to minimize its role at a
time when one widely recognized problem
of American democracy is the increasing
disaffection of American citizens with our
political and legal institutions."

Conyers and 18 other Representatives
have introduced H.R. 13491 (to be re
introduced early in the 94th Congress),
which would provide sweeping reform
and strengthening of the federal grand
jury. The 19-page bill greatly strengthens
the role of the grand jury by requiring
the grand jury to vote on subpoenas, re
quests for immunity grants, and requests
for contempt hearings. It requires that
the grand jury be adequately informed
of its powers and responsibilities (failure
to do so being grounds for quashing a
subpoena or dismissing an indictment).
Perhaps most important in this regard,
the legislation allows for independent
grand jury inquiry (with court appointed
counsel) into alleged criminal activity 

GREETINGS

from

TILLIE GOLDMAN
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by government officials.
The bill would introduce many pro

cedural and evidenciary safeguards into
the grand jury process. Witnesses would
have the right to legal representation in
the grand jury room, to seven days’ notice
on subpoena and ten days’ notice on con
tempt hearings, to advisement of their
rights to counsel and against self-incrim
ination, to not answer questions based on
violations of their Constitutional or Sta
tutory rights, to have access to any prior
statements they made to law enforcement
officials, to inspect a full transcript of
their testimony and to be told of the sub
ject matter of the investigation.

The Conyers bill also requires presen
tation of all exculpatory evidence the
government has, bans indictment purely
on hearsay evidence, limits contempt
sentences to six months while eliminating
reiterative contempt, and prohibits post
indictment grand jury subpoenas to
gather evidence for trial (the burden of
proof being on the prosecutor).

Perhaps the most far-reaching provi
sions of the Conyers bill (copies and sum
maries of which are available from the
Coalition to End Grand Jury Abuse, 930
F Street, Suite 300, Washington, D.C.
20004) concern immunity laws. It abol
ishes “use immunity” and allows trans
actional immunity before courts and
grand juries, only with the consent of the
witness. An exchange could still be made
(as in Watergate) of immunity for testi
mony, but no longer could immunity be
used as a political or punitive club.

Whatever reforms the Congress enacts
(several have been proposed), a number
of other things must be done as well. The
understanding of the Founding Fathers
must be renewed among 20th-century men
and women as to the purpose of the grand
jury and the important obligations and
opportunities it vests in the people. Fi
nancial and other burdens must be re
moved to insure that citizens from all
walks of life can serve on grand juries.
Much more attention must be paid to the
grand jury in law school curricula.

In states and counties across the coun
try where, for example, grand juries often
are mandated to report on prison con
ditions, the grand jury can play a much
more active role in redressing wrongs and 

protecting rights. Considerable reform is
needed in state systems, without excep
tion.

Back in 1774, "actuated by a zealous re
gard for peace and good order, and a
sincere desire to promote justice, righteous
and good government, as being essential
to the happiness of the community,” 22
Bostonians, including Paul Revere, found
it necessary to refuse to serve on colonial
grand juries dominated and manipulated
by the Crown. Two hundred years later,
"actuated" by the same concerns which
have been magnified by the Watergate
crisis, we must reclaim that wayward in
stitution as the bastion of liberty it once
was—and is intended to be.

It appears to me that the American
people have the greatest aversion to
monarchy, and the nearer our govern
ment approaches to it, the less chance
have we for their approbation. Can
gentlemen suppose that the reported sys
tem can be approved of by them? Dema
gogues are the greatest pests of our gov
ernment, and have occasioned most of
our distress. Elbridge Gerry

Greetings

WOLF POPPER
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IKILLL4M O'ROURKE

AN AMNESTY AWAITS
THE PUBLIC’S DEMAND

f1 ’’here is no amnesty. There is a cease-
fire and an occupation of territory

in-place. The Nixon Administration took
six years to pull out of Vietnam and it ap
pears that the methods of the war are to
be those of the peace.

Instead of the decisive stroke of an
amnesty, with the resulting benefits
thereof, those immediately concerned,
their families, and the country, are to be
dragged through a long, bureaucratic
gauntlet, which — instead of healing
wounds—will keep them aggravated and
inflamed.

What President Ford’s Clemency Pro
gram has done is legitimize policies al
ready in-place. A former Assistant Secre
tary of Defense, Alfred Fitt, in an article
in The New York Times Magazine (Sep
tember 8, 1974), pointed out, with a pe
dantic pride as his discovery alone,* a
“most recent” precedent for amnesty. "On
April 8, 1959,” Fitt wrote, “the Army
adopted a policy to waive court-martial
trial and issue administrative discharges
to the remaining World War II deserters,
without their return to military control.
The men affected—the Army has no rec
ord of how many—were given undesirable
discharges.”

The difficulty with Fitt’s precedent is
that it does not qualify. The last amnesty/
pardon was granted by President Truman
on the day before Christmas 1952 and it

0 Fitt was not the first to refer to this policy.
See "American Deserters and Draft Evaders:
Exile, Punishment, or Amnesty?” Harvard In
ternational Law Journal, Vol. 13, No. 1, Winter
1972, p. 109.

William O’Rourke is the author of the Harris
burg 7 and the Catholic Left and the recently
published novel The Meekness of Isaac. When
not writing, he is a construction worker.

applied to all persons convicted for hav
ing deserted between August 15, 1945,
and June 25, 1950. The Army’s more re
cent “policy,” as described by Fitt, far
from being an amnesty, was a bureaucratic
solution that closed a good number of
unfinished cases (most around 14 years
old). It should also be noted that “with
out their return to military control”
means, simply, that they were at large and
not in custody—indeed, some were prob
ably dead. As a former bureaucrat, Fitt
appreciates the neat bookkeeping of such
a "policy.” (Since his article was written
before Ford’s proclamation, it is easy to
determine the thinking prevalent at the
Department of Defense.)

President Ford’s program for deserters
is little more than the dusting off of this
old Army “policy;” and, for the addi
tional price of alternate service, a euphe
mistic change—for no other real change is
affected—of an undesirable discharge to a
clemency discharge. Infractions other than
those included in the Universal Code of
Military Justice in Articles 85 (desertion) ,
86 (AWOL), and 87 (missing movement)
are not included in Ford's clemency plan.

Already there is serious confusion over
whether after receiving a bad-conduct dis
charge the deserter, upon failing to com
plete alternate service, might be charged
anew under Article 83 of the UCMJ
(fraudulent information given to obtain
a discharge) or 18 USC 1001 (false infor
mation given to a government agency)
thereby placing himself in double jeop
ardy.

The unconvicted draft evader is being
granted a post facto selective conscientious
objector status and required then to serve
two years of alternate service; a similar
device has been used by the courts with
the agreement of the Justice Department
any number of times. (See 32 C.F.R.
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1643.1-3 (1971), providing that convicted
draft violators may be paroled in return
for submission to induction into the
armed services or to some form of alter
nate service. Emphasis added.) •

Since alternate service is being dispensed
at the local level, capricious and ludi
crous examples result. One recently re
ported in The New York Times (October
8, 1974) described a man who, he said,
“had volunteered for the Navy at the age
of 17 and received an honorable discharge
four years later. Ninety days after his dis
charge, he was erroneously drafted by the
Army and in his ignorance of the law
completed 22 months before he deserted.”
He was given two months of alternate
service. The military lawyer assigned to
give the returnees legal counsel estimated
that half could successfully defend them
selves against court martial desertion
charges. And, he added, according to Jon
Nordheimer of the Times, “if we did take
these cases to trial the military’s legal
system would come to a grinding halt
overnight.” It is not difficult to see who

0 Ibid., p. Ill, note 148.

profits most from Ford’s Clemency Pro
gram. Human ledgers are evened, paper
work becomes caught up.

The aspect of Ford’s program that has
not entirely revealed itself is the Clemency
Board, to which convicted draft evaders
and convicted military absentees apply.
That is because it has not yet started.
Patterned after Truman’s misnamed
Amnesty Review Board, the members
make recommendations for clemency to
the President. The latitude here is wide
and the Board’s “broadgauged” - (as Ford
described it), slightly Mad-Hatter-tea-
party make-up, should produce curious
proposals.

The language of the Clemency Program
is redolent with blame. “My objective,"
Ford said in his statement, (Sept. 16,
1974), “of making future penalties fit the
seriousness of each individual’s offense
and of mitigating punishment already
meted out in a spirit of equity has proved
an immensely hard and complicated mat
ter, even more difficult than I knew it
would be.”

Ford’s program allows for no amnesty,

Family and Friends Remember

FLORENCE FRIEDLANDER

Fighter for Human Dignity
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no forgetting, only remembering, and
pointing the finger. The "beggars can’t be
choosers,” arguments and the “trying to
please all, pleasing none," disputes will
continue. Everyone is told once again to
pick sides.

The Constitution specifically forbids
pardon in one instance. That of impeach
ment. And since Ford pardoned a Presi
dent who resigned only in the face of cer
tain impeachment, it is easy to see that
the “spirit of equity” has indeed "proved
an immensely hard and complicated mat
ter” for President Ford.

A Clemency Program sanctioning what
was already fact has been instituted; an
amnesty yet awaits. It will continue to
wait on the people, the Congress and
a different President, one not wearing the
shabby garland of the Nixon Adminis
tration.

A free press stands as one of the great
interpreters between the government and
the people. To allow it to be fettered is
to fetter ourselves.

Justice George J. Sutherland, 1936
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PATRICK HENRY:

Virginia Convention Debates

“If your American chief be a man of ambition and abilities how
easy it is for him to render himself absolute: The army is in his
hands and if he be a man of address, it will be attached to him
and it will be the subject of long meditation with him to seize
the first auspicious moment to accomplish his design.”
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Here’s to unconditional amnesty for
war resisters of all kinds and with
drawal of illegal and unpardonable
pardon of Nixon.

Right on, N.E.C.L.C.I

Fran & Bob Boehm
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The purpose of NECLC
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of the Bill of Rights is paramount. If you are not already a
member, we invite you to join. Individual membership is.
$15; sustaining, $25; cooperating, $50; participating, $100.
The bi-monthly publication Rights is sent free to all mem
bers, as well as other pertinent publications during the year.
Send your check or money order to:

National Emergency Civil Liberties Committee
25 East 26th St., New York, N. F. 10010
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