


Bishops' Pastoral Letter on Economic Justice

Certainly all Georgists were heartened that the Roman Catholic bishops, in
concert with distinguished Catholic laymen, felt strongly enough about
economic justice to issue a pastoral letter on the subject in November.

At the same time, most Georgists certainly felt disappointed that their
views were not better reflected in the document.

Several points need immediate emphasis:
--The pastoral letter is only a draft, not a final version.
--Those who have seen only news reports may obtain the complete draft.
--Comments on the draft are welcomed, but there is a deadline.
--Thanks to the pastoral letter, new opportunities for public discussion
or economic justice may be opening.

To obtain a copy of the draft letter, send $3.50 to:

Origins
1312 Massachusetts Ave., N.We.
Washington, D.C. 20005

Some suggestions for those who are contemplating the idea of sending in
their comments:

1. Because the letter came under considerable initial criticism, for some
of its goals as well as for some of its proposed strategies or policy
directions, it seems both fair and politic to take note of points of
agreement, and to underscore those about which you may feel deeply.

2. State major points as clearly and succinctly as possible, if possible
in the first paragraph, or at least on the first page. Readers are
likely to face a deluge of material, so brevity is bound to please them.

3. Organizations and individuals with established reputations in the fields
of religion and economics probably will get a better hearing for their
comments than those who are less well known., Work in concert with such
groups and individuals if you can--in your city, in your profession, in
your church--and get them to incorporate your ideas. If you still want
to give greater emphasis to certain points, you may do so. In short,
comments may be made both individually and by groups.*

4, The deadline by which drafts must be received is February 15, 11985, They
should be addressed to:

Archbishop Rembert G. Weakland 7 /.
Office of Domestic Social Development S e e
1312 Massachusetts Ave., N.W. v Gel vin S
Washington, D.C. ¢
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Because the draft pastoral letter generated an avalanche of news items and
commentaries, it appears that letters to the editors, magazine articles, and
talk show interviews that are focused specifically on economic justice now
have a better-than-usual chance of receiving priority attention.

*The Center for Public Dialogue has worked closely with the Center for Theology
and Public Policy, an interdenominational group with strong Catholic ties. We
are making our comments and presentations through this organization,




"Consider the rich, how they become so. Either they or their
ancestors before them have taken from others, and that which they
have taken, the others have lost. The very essence of their
richness is that there are many poor. If all were rich, there
would be no sense in wealth, no power in it, for there would be
none willing to serve. It is plain to anyone who can think that
richness means possessing material things and excluding others
from possession thereof. Of such is the kingdom of Mammon.

"And what is the kingdom of God? In the region of the mind the
situation is exactly the opposite; the wealth of one is the wealth
of all, and the highest joy of possession is that the thing
possessed may be shared by all and be of benefit to all, with no
diminution to anyone. ... my pleasure is in communicating to you
... and exactly proportionate to my success ... is my own
gratification. ... each gives something which all mankind may
enjoy forever, and no one's pleasure in "As You Like It" or in the
"Fifth Symphony" or in an understanding of the movements of the
planets is any less because at the same time millions of other
people are having that same pleasure.”

--- Upton Sinclair, THE GOOSE STEP, 1922, p.383
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CENTER FOR PUBLIC DIALOGUE

10615 Brunswick Avenue, Kensington, Maryland 20895
(3071) 933-3535 or (301) 933-0277
WALTER RYBECK, Director

February 18. 1985

Archbishop KRembert G. Weakland

Ot't'ice of Domestic Social Development
137 Massachusetts Avenue. N.W.
Washington. D.C. 20005

Dear Archbishop Weakland:

First of all. a sincere thanks to you and vour colleagues on the
Ad Hoc Committee on Catholic Social Teaching and the U.S. Economy
for bringing fundamental economic 1ssues soO clearly to the fore.

Your Pastoral inspired the enclosed response. It presents
concepts already expressed in theological terms but which I
believe would profit from being spelled out in current economic
terms, plus specific language chan8es to your draft.

Your 1mpressive witness list appears to exclude a school of
land economists and social philsophers running from Thomas Palne
and Jefferson to Lincoln and one of my mentors, the late Paul

H. Douglas. Among the leading lights today are C. Lowell
Harriss, Mason Gaffney, Robert Andelson, Richard Lindholm,

Fr. William C. Byron, Will Lissner and Steven B. Cord. Their
attention to land-to-people relationships in urban situations.
and their overarching concern with justice, lead to approaches
that elucidate points not fully resolved in your first draft.

If our Center, which works with these land economists. can be of
any assistance in your next draft, we would be delighted to
cooperate in your 1important project.

Along with a sketch of my background, I am enclosing a few 1tems
that may shed further light on land policy as it affects poverty,
unemployment, housing shortages and income 1nequalities.

With appreciation for your good work and all best wishes,
SN

e \
Sincerely/
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RESPONSE TO
THE BISHOPS' PASTORAL ON
“CATHOLIC SOCIAL TEACHING AND THE U.S. ECONOMY"

by Walter Rybeck, Director
Center for Public DialoSgue
Kensington, Maryland

Many people 1lose or question their religion because they
cannot reconcile a just God with monstrous social injustices.
The Pastoral does a great service in stressing that the fault
lies with human institutions that deprive multitudes of their
rights to nature's marvellous bounties.

Some of the basic ethical guideposts cited to correct social
inequities may carry more weight if they are spelled out with
more precision. That is the intenkion of this commentary

THE EARTH IS THE LORD" S. The Mosaic law prescribed the
Jubilee so no family could be deprived of its portion of the

Lord's earth, and thus of its independence and freedom. Even
those who through foolishness or misfortune lost their land could
not deprive future generations of their birthright because
Jubilee provided every fifty years for a restoration of justice-- |
that is, a return to each family of its share of the land.
\

So inspiring was this concept to the landless people of the |
0l1d World who settled America that they inscribed the watchword
of the Jubilee on their Liberty Bell: PROCLAIM LIBERTY THROUGH-
OUT THE LAND AND TO ALL THE INHABITANTS THEREOF.

America's vast endowment of land seemed so endless we lost
sight of its importance. If some owners preempted an excess of
land along the Atlantic coast, there was always more beyond the
Alleghenies to the Great Plains and the expanses of the West.
Not until this century was America virtually all fenced in. Even
today many incorrectly think land problems are peculiar to Latin
America or Asia, but of no consequence in our nation.

In reality, the concentration of ownership of America's
land-~of God' s land--continues unabated. To: .Fail to deal
with this, to fail to find Twentieth Century equivalents of the
Jubilee, is to ignore a prime contributor to the misery of slums,
to growing hordes of homeless and jobless, to urban decay and to
crisis among farm communities.

Private property 1is sacred. THEY SHALL NOT BUILD AND
ANOTHER INHABIT; THEY SHALL NOT PLANT AND ANOTHER BAT. We own
what we produce. By that definition, clearly everything is not
private. Since God, not man, created the earth, no man can own
i t. The earth which we all need to survive must be common
property. Since all people are equal in God's sight, we must all

be entitled to an equitable share of this common property.
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The private monopolization of what belongs to mankind 1in

common is profoundly serious. THOU SHALT NOT STEAL. That this
theft 1is legal does not make it right, any more than legalized
slavery made it right. The land question may well be the central

moral as well as economic issue of our times.

Because churches themselves are landlords, it is meritorious
that many religious leaders are championing the landless and
seeking ways to restore their birthright to them.

We applaud the idea that if you give a starving person a
fish, you feed him for a day; but teach him how to fish, and you
feed him for a lifetime. But what i the man or woman 1is
denied access to places to fish? Inequitable land policies,
urban even more than rural, increasingly have this effect.

Causes of involuntary joblessness are not so mysterious as

some proclaim. Suppose we find people starving and out of work
while they are immediately adjacent to a large fertile area that
is walled off and lying fallow. 1€ seems obvious that these

people should be allowed to enter the walls and work for the food
and other products the land will bring forth.

What is so obvious in a rural scene we often miss in an
urban setting. WHe are so accustomed to seeing idle and underused
city sites that we fail to 1link their tremendous unused produc-
tive capacity ¢to the bitter deprivation of large masses of
adjacent city dwellers.

To correct our distorted land policies, what form should our
"new Jubilee” take? It does not need to be invented. It already
exists in various forms and degrees as a land tax: or . "land
duaey. " The British got it from the Danes and we imported it as
the property tax. OQur typical property or real estate tax 1is
far from ideal; with good reason, it is often criticized. Yet it
must be mentioned because it provides an easy starting point for
a gradual transition to the kind of land tax that would restore
the right of all to their share of God's earth.

Such a transition has actually begun in seven Pennsylvania

cities, including Pittsburgh, Harrisburg and Scranton. They
changed the conventional property tax into a "two-rate property
tax.«" Tax rates on land are increased while rates on
housing and other buildings are substantially lower. The rates

on buildings range from one-half to one-sixth of those on land
values. [The impressive social/fiscal benefits of the two-rate
property tax are detailed in a documentary, A Tale of Five

Cities--Tax Revolt Pennsylvania-Style, produced in 1984 by the
Center for Public Dialogue.]

In New Zealand and Australia, a majority of local taxing
bodies have gone further. They eliminated taxes on housing
altogether, basing the property tax on land values alone.
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Shifting taxes off buildings, labor and production, and on
to land values, should be considered for inclusion in the next
draft of the Bishops' Pastoral for ethical and practical reasons.

In complex modern societies, and even in simple rural ones,
it may do great injustice to present owners to subdivide the land
and parcel it out to others. And there is no need to perennially
redistribute land. If every holder of land pays into a social
fund the annual current value of his or her land, reflecting the
special advantages of each particular holding, then the rest of
society 1s compensated for any 1inequalities of opportunity:
special privileges, in essence, are wiped out. Those with more
valuable land indemnify those who live or work on poorer land.

What is the profit in holding land if its increases 1in value
are constantly taken back by the community? Practically none,
and that is the point. Under such a tax, one holds land chiefly
for its productive capacity, not for speculation. Even modest
applications of 1land taxes have had remarkable success in
breaking up huge estates--in Denmark and in certain irrigation
districts of California, for example. No coercion was used: this
mild remedy permitted highly productive small holdings to take
root; excessively large sparsely-used holdings became uneconomic.

Land values are an especially suitable object of public
finance because they are created, not by ¢title holders, but
rather by 1) nature, 2) the people as a whole, and 3) government.
Nature of course includes the inherent, God-given qualities of
the land--fertility, minerals, views, proximity to harbors, and
so forth. Second, the press of population gives value, which 1is
why a site in central Manhattan is worth so much more than one 1in
Piqua, Ohio, or why a square foot of downtown Dallas is worth
more than acres on the outskirts. Third, land values are Zgreatly
enhanced by roads, schools, and other public works. Government-
financed infrastructure in effect creates its own revolving fund,
but failure to recycle ths fund to the taxpayers who created it
allows landlords in prime locations to reap 8igantic windfalls.

In short, for the public not to collect values created by
God or society is to let a favored few collect something for
nothing. Because some reap £&reat wealth with no effort, this
helps explain why multitudes are deprived of their just wages.
Further, when governments fail to:  collect socially-created
values, they must tax privately-created values.

Why is high taxation of incomes so widely accepted? i A U1 )
mainly 1intended as a corrective for widespread inequities, to
restore a semblence of justice. This it ar better than noth-
ing. But a strategy of patching wup bad effects is inferior to
preventing them. With special privileges for landlordism removed,
government need not play Robinhood, always trying, with far less
success than proponents anticipated, to redistribute wealth to
those from whom it was improperly taken in the first place.
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Reducing high tax burdens on labor and production would
restore America to conditions that once stimulated our dynamic
economy. (Current "free economy" rhetoric often makes this point
but then fails to recognize the vital distinction between the
rewards of enterprise and those of special privilege.) A high
land tax would restore easy access to land. The new "frontier"
would be the present wastelands of our cities, in many of which
one-fourth of the privately held land is not used at all.

Following are sufggested changes in the Pastoral letter.
The draft is courageous and uplifting, and it is my hope that
certain stated goals can be given greater clarity and speci-
fiecity. Yet even if not a syllable is changed, the document will
continue to deserve highest praise for its moral fervor, its
sensitivity to pressing needs and 1its clarion call to higher
principles in our economic life.

Proposed c hanges o Bt o insert s
Keyed to origins vol. 14, no.22/23
{"existing text" in quotes, suggestions underlined]

INTRODUCTION 8. (line 6) "Our nation 1is one of the richest on
earth"” not only because it is well-endowed with natural bounties,
but also because our people until recently had free or easy
access to these resources.

10. (add to end) Even where fundamental changes are needed,
incremental and politically palatable approaches may suffice.

26. (line 5) "The Scriptures contain many passages that speak
directly of economic life.™ None is more basic than the Command-
ment, "Thou shalt not steal,” calling on us, where necessary, to
correct notions of what is yours, what is mine, what is ours.

3.3 (line 4) To avoid confusion over what is Jjustly private
property ("goods," in conventional terminology, produced by
labor) and common property (resources found in nature), let it
read: "He find a constant affirmation that xxx this earth is
common property...etc." (line 25) For the same reason, delete
altogether "Therefore everything is in common. " [ Note: commu-
nists err in thinking nothing is private, while extreme capital-
ists err in thinking nothing is public or held in common.]

39. (add to end) He are challenged to find modern equivalents
of the Jubilee, to assure that none of God's people are denied
access to their birthright, their share of nature's resources.

52. (line 16) Can a better quote be found? This, out of context,
is easily misinterpreted. People should be persuaded to give up
privileges, not sacred or unalienable "rights. "

70. (add end) To put notions of "communal solidarity... personal
dignity...reciprocal duties..." etc. in wunmistakable terms: He
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are our brothers' and sisters' keepers; not that we must care
for them in a patronizing way, but we must not obstruct in the
least their rights and opportunities to care for themselves.

5 (line 19) "Though the economy is massively dependent on xXxXx
[delete natural resources] technology, money..." etc. Explana-
tion: land, labor and capital are the major factors of produc-
tion; as the discussion  here is between 1labor and capital,
"resources" does not fit either of these categories.

(add to end) Since there can be no production of goods or
services without land on which and with which to work, access to
land must be affirmed as an essential human right.

79. (add to end). Claims to economic benefits, to food, shelter,
medical care and the 1like are derivative rights--dependent upon
opportunity to work. Thig right of equal opportunity must
therefore be kept uppermost in our concerns or all else will
fail. Where there 1is insufficient production, neither laws,
sermons nor g£ood intentions will put food on the table or provide
decent shelter for families. (This point, touched on in #81, may
be lost in that context.)

85. (last sentence) "This sinfulness... has also become embedded
in certain of the economic institutions and cultural presupposi-
tions of our society." Would be more effective to give examples,

such as the concentrated ownership ot energy resources, the
speculative holdings of downftown and urban fringe lands, fthe

overtaxation of savings, the tax inducements for excessive
borrowing. ..etec.
93. (12th line from bottom) Consider changing: "Whole nations

are prevented from participating in the international economic
order because they lack both the resources to do so and the power

to change their disadvantaged position." Less-developed nations
often are well endowed with resources. In Ecuador, for example
[ where I lived for a yearl, they say, "HWe're a rich land but a
poor people. " In fact, large land owners enjoy fabulous wealth.

One cannot understand the creat deprivation of the hard-working
underprivileged without reference to the economic power of the
overprivileged. Third World countries typically permit the worst
kind of feudalism and monopolization, leaving their populations
virtually enslaved.

97. (add end) Attempts to achieve a kind of rough equity
through re-distribution after exploitation occurs have not proved
fruitful. Distributive justice requires equity day by day, not as
a repair job. From the outset, labor must reap its full wages,
owners of capital must obtain their fair profits, and society
must collect the rental value of land (exclusive of the value of
improvements on the land).

100. query: "institutional relationships...enable certain
persons and groups TO PARTICIPATE MORE ACTIVELY AND POWERFULLY in
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economic life. " Why  hide these home truths in foggy phrases?
#hy not put it boldly in biblical language: ... TO STEAL FROM THE
WEAK AND THE POOR.

101. (last sentence). "Social harm calls for social relief. ™
Add: And to cure social ills, we must diagnose and name them.

110. (last sentence) Instead of "Justice...demands such
minimum guarantees,” Justice will let such minimum benefits--and
more--flow forth like a fountain. [Justice should not be perceiv-
ed as a sacrifice when its benefits are patently so immense. ]

115, (line 6) "pPersons who own property, who invest their
financial resources and who manage enterprises. .. " Suggest
deleting property owners from the same company with enterprisers
since their contrary interests are a big source of current
problems. ¢ LE this means "puilding owners" rather than land-
lords, it is better to be specific.)

i i (first sentence) “"The responsibilities of the business and
financial sectors--and indeed all sectors of society--are
expressions of the duty to exercise faithful stewardship over the
resources with which God has blessed us." Language here and in
118 should not perpetuate a notion that a few may properly serve
as stewards over land belonging to all.

" 119. (last sentence) The idea of "common property" 1s as
specific as it is important. To . call private property common
property (using the phrase to connote public sensitivities)
promotes confusion about both types of property. Deleting this

sentence would strengthen the paragraph.

158. (add to end) God has given all healthy people the ability
to work and a bountiful earth on which to labor and meet their
needs. Instead of looking to business or government to "create"

jobs, we need to focus on eliminating unjust conditions that
obstruct people s natural ability to find work and improve
their working conditions.

173, (line 9) Seek "regular, long-term employment... [ throughl
public investment for...roads, bridges and harbors. " Caution:
Much infrastructure is capital-intensive rather than labor-inten-
sive. Also, until the gigantic windfalls infrastructure gives to
adjacent landowners are halted, much of our public works budget
is wasted because speculators block the development that these
facilities would otherwise promote.

176. (add to last sentence) " _as well as joint action between
them to make certain that nobody can continue to profit from
unemployment and large pools of people who are so desperate they
will work for less than a human wage.

179. (line 19) "a gzero unemployment rate is clearly impos-
sible..." It may not be! Let's shoot for full employment with no




-7 -

ifs, ands or buts. If the Bishops accept an arbitrary rate of 3
to 4%, on what basis can we challenge those who accept 8 to 10%?

206. (add to end). One place to.start is examination of our
federal, state and local taxes as they affect land so we do
not continue to trade the Jeffersonian ideal of a society
of smallholders for a land-starved, poverty-ridden society.

212. (add end) At the same time we need to adopt tax structures
that will help eliminate causes of these severe inequalities.

280. (add end) Identifying corporate responsibilities does not
imply a lack of responsbility by the counties themselves. Each
nation should correct laws that encourage exploitation, not only
by foreign firms but often by their own nationals as well.

307. (add end) Understandable disenchantment arose from aid
programs that made the rich richer and the poor poorer, so it is
imperative that aid programs be enlightened as well as generous.

332. (third sentence) “ . the moment has come to examine in
greater depth the need for true justice...so that the poor in our
country and the peoples of all nations will benefit more fully
from God's gifts. " This focus on poverty in the midst of plenty
should lead all concerned Americans to take a new look at an

issue that has been neglected during the last half century--the
critical role of land policy in shaping a just society.




Ideas from and about Laborem Exercens, 9-15-81

1. Criticizes "materialistic and economistic thought which
treated human work as a merchandise, or man as a mere instrument
of production."

\ That is a good criticism of neoclassics. But macro,

; emphasizing full employment as a goal, likewise gives primacy to

’ human labor. There is no nonsense about unemployment being leisure
and voluntary. Work is seen as good for a person.

Macro is about how the dignity of labor may be realized.

Genesis is a gospel of work, and Jesus reaffirmed. So did
Vatican 2, and so does Laborem Exercens, the first encyclical to
bear solely on this topic. "Man must work. . .because of his own
humanity, which requires work in order to be maintained and
developed. Man must work out of regard for others, ... for the
society he belongs to, ... (LE 16).

By clear implication, this condemns living without working, as
a rentier. Later we find property ownership justified only as a
medium for letting a person work -- just Tike Veblen.

Employment is "a fundamental right of all human beings." (18).

2. "Indirect employers" refers to the whole labor market
demand side, and the institutions that affect it.

3. Work should not be so separated from relation to the

family.

unites people. In this consists its social power: the power to
build a community". (20)

5. Opposition of capital to labor is inherent in seeing both
as mere "production factors" or "impersonal forces". The
"economistic perspective" is "an error of materialism ... a
conviction of the primacy ... of the material, and ... places the

personal ... in a position of subordination to material
reality." (13).

4, "It is characteristic of work that it first and foremost




6. The "riches of nature" include "those beneath the ground,
those in the sea, on land or in space".

7. He is not proposing a "third way", but to "go beyond".

8. Property "is acquired first of all through work in order
that it may serve work" (14) Means of production "cannot be
possessed against labor, they cannot even be possessed for
possession's sake, because their only legitimate title of
possession ... is that they should serve labor ..."(14)

There is a right to private ownership of means of production,
but "the right to private ownership is subordinated to the right
to common use. (We may stress here that the Pope does not only
mean the riches of the earth and of the oceans, but also of space,
...)" -- text on p.31 of Schotte's Reflections on LE.

9. p.34 of Schotte sounds like P&P: "Despite the impressive
level of economic growth ... some 800 million people in the Third
World remain caught up in absolute poverty, s

10. And the cause? "a disconcerting fact of immense
proportions: the fact that, while conspicuous natural resources
remain unused, there are huge numbers of people who are unemployed
or under-employed and countless multitudes of people suffering
from hunger" (18).

“In certain developing countries, millions of people are
forced to cultivate the land belonging to others and are exploited
by the big landowners, without any hope of ever being able to gain
possession of even a small piece of land of their own ... Land
which could be cultivated is left abandoned by the owners. Legal
titles to possession of a small portion of land that someone has
personally cultivated for years are disregarded or left
defenseless against the land hunger of more powerful individuals
or groups" (21).
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Friends of the Earth,Scotland, Ltd.
LAND TENURE & TAX POLICY

Proposals tc colleci for publlc purpcses the economic rent
04 Land and natural nesounrces have been adopted by various
"green panty" efforts, such as the Ecology Party 4Ln Great
Britain, the New World ALLiance in the United States, and

the Values Party 4in New Zealand.

This statement by Frdiends

0§ the Eanth, Scotland, carefully develops the connections
between environmental objfectives, Land tenure, and economic

nent policy.

Resolutions:

Friends of the Earth, Scotland,
recognizes that economic forces,
propelled by human greed and envy,
are at the root of environmental
problems, and that it should there-
fore adopt an attitude towards
national economic policy based on
justice.

Friends of the Earth, Scotland,
recuynlizes cie ideas of Heury
George as providing the basis for

a more environmentally beneficial
economic system, and therefore
favours the full collection of land
rents for government revenue 1n
place of all taxation.

Suppornting Statements:

*** As land is the source of all
life and wealth, it is both irre-
verent and imprudent to buy and sell
it ags if it were merely a commodity..
Nor can anyone rightfully claim
outright property in gifts of nature.

*** T,and rent collection would

break d i- ionals,
whose monopoly of capital is based
on land monopoly, and so would help
to establish the "small is beautiful®

society.  {/ub [

///*** Land speculation is the primary

/

cause of busi slumps, which are
often the cause of war, the greatest
environmental threat of all. As
there is a natural limit to ground
/rent revenue, unlike taxation, the
State would have less money to blow
on armaments and thewaging of wars
such as Vietnam and the Falkland-
Malvinas, where genuine national
security is not at risk.

Numben 3

Spring 1983
$5.00

Subscniptions:

*** Tt is unlikely that
environmental degradation will
cease until the exploitation

of man does. Georgism would
restore economic justice in

that land rent collection

would give everyone equality

of access to the gifts of
‘nature, while the abolition of
taxation would restore the right
tc the full product of cne's
labour and capital. Involuntary
unemployment would be ended,
since the right to use land is
the essential prerequisite to the
right to work.

Funthen Discussion:

In the resolution statement the
word "land" is used in its economic
sense, i.e. all natural resources,
forces, and opportunities, and hence
includes all plant and animal life.

The full collection of ground rents
is currently Ecology Party policy.
Their manifesto declares, the pre-
nequisdite forn ecological regorms

45 a fundamental change 4in oun
system of Land tenure. Without
this, the economic pressunres of the
present Land system {(including Land
speculation) will defeat all attempits
to nemedy ecological and allied
problems.

The detailed case for the implemen-
tation of Georgism can be found in
Shirley-Anne Hardy's booklet entitled
The Land Question, summarized on
the back of this document.

/ (Policy statement prepared by

p Geonge Mornton, Sec., Frdiends of
“the Earth, 53 Geonrge IV Brdidge,
Edinburgh, Scotland EH1 1EJ and
edited forn this publication by
Alanna Hantzok, address above.)
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Source Document: The Land Question by Shirfey-Anne Hardy

Land as a Marketable Commodity:

Land is the source of all life and
wealth. It is therefore both
irreverent and imprudent to buy and
sell it as if it were just a human
artefact such as cars or TVs, some-
thing of transient value. As Chief
Seattle said, The Earth is our
mother. How can we self our mothen,
on even gdive her away? Land should
not be amenable to outright owner-
ship, since as the saying goes, we
belong to Earth, the Earth does not
belong to us. Note that State owner-
ship of land remains outright owner-
ship, and so is no improvement on the
present situation.

Big Business: Land rent collection
would break down the multi-nationals
whose monopoly of capital is based on
the monopoly of land. As Winston
Churchill put it, Land monopoly is the
mother of all monopolfies. Land is an
essential factor in ALL production,
with industrial and commercial sites
vastly more valuable than farmland.

Big business, be it private or State
enterprise, produces in its hier-
archies a _sense of alienation, an ab-
dication of personal responsibility,
an "I was only following orders"
mentality. An example of this is

when a farmer is bought out by some
financial institution, which appoints
a farm manager. That man will do
things to the soil and to the environ-
ment generally, which his predecessor
would not have done at any price,
because he is only an employee, a cog
in a machine. Georgism is the best
way to bring about the "small is beau-
tiful" society and rural repopulation.

War: Many people believe that the
greatest environmental catastrophe of
all would be nuclear war. We must
therefore recognize that the usual
purpose of modern warfare is the
appropriation of rents from the con-
quered populace. Shackle slavery has
been supplanted by wage-slavery, which
is a more effective means of exploita-
tion. The usual cause of war is eco-
nomic depression, war normally being
very good for business, and a way of
diverting the attention of a disgrun-
tled citizenry; the principle cause

of the boom-and-slump business cycle
is land speculation, which forces the
price of land beyond what the entre-
preneur can pay.

How are modern wars financed? Invol-
untarily, by the taxpayer. The bot-
tomless pit of taxation, whose only
theoretical limit is where the people
can barely subsist, means that the
modern State can embark on global
military adventures, such as Vietnam
and the Falkland-Malvinas, where
genuine national security is not at
risk. However, there is a natural
limit to ground rent revenue which
would make such escapades much more
difficult.

Economics and Psychology:

The most general argument for
Georgism, and perhaps the most
important one, is the beneficial
effect its implementation would
have on human nature, by bringing
about economic justice. The
abolition of taxation would restore
the right to an equal share in the
gifts of nature. We should also
note that since the right to work
entails the right to land, the
necessary prerequisite of production,
Georgism would put an end to unem-
ployment by restoring equality of
opportunity to work.

In the final analysis we cannot

stop exploitation of the environ-
ment without first putti

to human exploitation. Fortunately, .

th problems have the same origin,
they are two sides of the same coin.
To quote Shirley-Anne Hardy, Let us
nemember that the pressures upon
those who are themselves exploited,
to explodit in turn the environment,
are grheat. And equally, since
powen L& ever corruptive, those 2o
whom W HAUE permiited the exploi-
tation of men without nregand,
should not surprise us when they

- proceed to the exploitation of the

environment Ain tuirn.

And to quote Henry George, The
ownership of Land {8 the great,
gundamental fact which ultimately
detenmines the social, the pglitical,
and consequently the intellectual
and moral condition of a people.

The polarized distribution of wealth
which is the inevitable result of

land monopoly, produces at the one VQ‘((
W,

extreme a neurotic greed, conspic-
uous consumption, ostentation, fear
©of want, and a "devil take the hind-
most" attitude in our society; and
at the other extreme a standard of
living sufficiently Iow to ensure
that the majority of the population
has no time for environmental con-
siderations. As Bertold Brecht

put it, Firnst comes grub, then
morality.

Human nature is not perfectible,
but social maladjustments such as
permitting land monopoly, ensure
that it is degraded, with the
environment suffering as a conse-
quence. What makes the predatory
instinct in man so dangerous isn't
the fact of its existence, but the
fact that our social structures
allow it far more play than it need
have.

A policy of full collection of

land rents in place of all taxation
would assure sufficient revenue

for all legitimate governmental
purposes while promoting the
conservation, restoration, and
rational use of the Earth.
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mercial production. Agrarian
life, from which most farm-
ers came, is quite different
from today’s typical agribusi-
ness. Here in central Illinois,
people have quit keeping an-
imals, gardens are shrinking,
farmhouses are being aban-
doned and plowed under.
Sure, people fish and hunt,
float down the creek, get
drunk, and have a mellower
pace of life. But in just one
generation, we are seeing the
family farm die.

Small farmers, like the
proud Native Americans,
will slowly be swept from the
continent. Multinational car-
tels will provide our food,
hydroponically grown in the
dead soils of Iowa, Illinois,
and Indiana. There is no
movement, No persona, no
program or administration to
stop the inevitable.

Stephen W.R. Blessman
Mason City, Illinois

n 1933, there were about
6.8 million farmers in the
United States. In 1982, there
were 2.4 million. Some poli-

ticians call farmers “the
backbone of the nation.” If
that is true, the United
States has lost almost two-
thirds of its backbone after
fifty years of Government
farm programs.
C. A. Pinkenburg
Hoisington, Kansas

Daniel Zwerdling’s “Down
on the Farm” was right
on the mark in observing the
drastic situation of many
farmers today. However, I
do not think Zwerdling
stressed the root cause of the
foreclosure syndrome.

The Chamber of Com-
merce and its friends have
worked for this moment for
almost forty years and their
goal is within grasp. Multi-
national conglomerate corpo-
rations intend to own our
farmland and the producing
lands of the world. They are
within reach of their goal. At
any given moment these cor-
porations can call in their
chips and the game is over.
Farmers of all kinds are
more than $215 billion in
debt and the situation is get-
ting worse with no remedy
in sight, certainly not in the
short term.

It’s about time farmers

8 / NOVEMBER 1983

and Americans of all kinds
got together and saved our
family farms. Otherwise, we
are another step closer to the
Global Corporate State.
Paul Kabat
Bemidji, Minnesota

here are farmers around

who have not expanded
their acreage;-whose equip-
ment is old-and mpdest, who

ggrity and beguty of these
d80p1€§ lives Jirnish vital

aRd exciting£xamples of ag-
ricw]ture 2§ a noble and sat-
isfying way to live. And their
topsoil has not gone down
the Mississippi.

Lee Hoinacki
Cobden, Illinois

Going Public

Kim Moody’s interesting
piece, “Going Public”
(July issue), touches briefly
on our book, Beyond the
Waste Land, A Democratic
Alternative to Economic De-
cline. He writes that most of
the ideas in our alternative
program for a democratic
and egalitarian economy
come from Sweden, and that
the Swedish economy is “in
a state of crisis similar to
our own.” He prefers what
he considers a less reformist
single focus on the public
provision of jobs.

In fact, very few of our
programmatic ideas are de-
rived from Swedish experi-
ence; certainly no more than
a handful of the seventy or
so detailed programmatic
suggestions listed in our Eco-
nomic Bill of Rights bear a
Made in Sweden label.

Moody is right that the
Swedish economy is cur-
rently limping, but only by
comparison with the blister-
ing pace it set during the
rule of the Social Democrats
which ended in 1976. In
terms of growing living stan-
dards, reduced hours of
work, freedom from the
threat of unemployment, or
the growth of wages, Sweden
has far outpaced the United
States. Productivity in indus-
try grew by an average of 4.8
per cent a year from 1960 to

1982, compared to 2.6 per
cent in the United States. In
the more recent period
which Moody feels is more
relevant, industrial produc-
tivity in Sweden grew by 3
per cent last year; it fell by 1
per cent in the United
States.

Most Americans would
probably love to trade in the
disaster of Reaganomics for
the problems of the Swedish
economy, but we do not
view it as a model for pro-
gressives in the United
States today. Our approach
is more decentralized than
that of the Swedish Social
Democratic Party and fo-
cuses considerably more on
democratic control over in-
vestment (including both se-
lective nationalizations and
community investments).

Disagreements aside,
Moody’s forceful advocacy
of a massive public employ-
ment program is a real con-
tribution to the on-going de-
bate on economic policy. It
deserves serious attention.
But the success of any pro-
gressive program—Moody’s,
ours, or anyone else’s—will
depend on its ability to mo-
bilize the vast majority of
Americans, for without mass
support, the claims of capital
cannot be denied.

Samuel Bowles

David Gordon

Thomas Weisskopf
Ambherst, Massachusetts

ne of the reasons the

Left turns to variations
on old themes (such as tax
incentives and penalties) is
that we aren’t able to break
out of the mindset that can
envision only two economic
systems—all-out, profit-wor-
shiping capitalism, or overly
centralized, bureaucratic
public ownership of every-
thing.

The American people
need to be sold on the idea
that there is a middle way—
one that leaves some space
for entrepreneurial types to
exercise their individualistic
drives without letting them
run off with the till.

The middle way is eco-
nomic democracy, which
means that capital is not the
only investment in the
American economy and

therefore cannot have exclu-
sive decision-making power.
As Ralph Nader has sug-
gested, let’s pass a law giving
the Federal Government re-
sponsibility for all corporate
licensing. Then, as the Citi-
zens’ Party proposes, let’s
force corporations to func-

"tion under boards of direc-

tors composed of equal num-
bers of workers, community
residents, and investors.

If a corporation decides to
relocate within United States
borders, bolt the country
looking for cheap labor to
exploit, pollute the air and
water, ignore worker safety,
produce shoddy goods, or
bust the union, it will do so
with the knowledge and per-
mission of the people whose
lives it directly affects.

That is democratizing the
economy. Tax manipulation
is not.

Kathryn Anderson
Minneapolis, Minnesota

he October letters to the

editor responding to “La-
bor’s Uphill Struggle” (Sep-
tember issue) were excellent.
It is heartening to see so
many indications that the
porkchoppers and organiza-
tion men have not won com-
pletely, and that there re-
mains a viable cadre of
militants in the American la-
bor movement.

The letters serve to bol-
ster my confidence in the
young militants to build a
resurgent, effective labor
movement from the pitiful
facsimile that now exists. I
have renewed confidence
that, by the turn of the cen-
tury, the corporate power
structure will be on its last
legs. The first decade of the
Twenty-first Century should
bring an end to the exploita-
tion of the workers for pri-
vate gain and the advent of
production for consumption
instead of profit.

Ted R. Means
New Orleans, Louisiana

The editors welcome corre-
spondence from readers on all
topics, but prefer to publish let-
ters that comment directly on
material previously published
in The Progressive. All letters
may be edited for clarity and
conciseness.



SOME CONGRESSMEN CHATTING WITH THE PRESIDENT ABOUT THE WAR POWERS ACT

man of great vision. Within
the tragic tension between
the two, so this fiction goes,
lies the real Kissinger.

Hersh sets out to destroy
this shabby myth, and in so
doing exposes Kissinger as
one of the major war crimi-
nals of our time. Nossiter
writes, “Even so, it is less
than just to blame Kissinger
and Nixon, as Hersh does,
for the ‘dead and maimed’ in
Vietnam, Cambodia, Chile,
Bangladesh, Biafra, and the
Middle East.” Nossiter is
wrong. It is the truth. Kissin-
ger and Nixon are to blame
for millions of dead and
maimed. There can be no
doubt.

If Hersh is obsessed with
Kissinger, it is because of
writers like Nossiter who
cannot and will not under-
stand the evil the man has
done and continues to do,
and who, in spite of them-
selves, are seduced by Kis-
singer’s nightmarish world-
view.

Mark T. Kimbrell
Arlington, Virginia

hatever Seymour

Hersh has done or
failed to do, he does not de-
serve Bernard Nossiter’s con-
descension. Nossiter’s at-

tempt to discredit Hersh
sounds too much like the
traditional American middle-
of-the-road approach to poli-
tics, which manages to give
legitimacy to those who are
clearly in the wrong.
Nossiter’s review of The
Price of Power seems to re-
flect a genuine belief in the
Nixon-Kissinger artificial di-
plomacy, which achieves
nothing but the maintenance
of the status quo.
Sandra H. Necchi
Fall River, Massachusetts

Bemard Nossiter’s review
of The Price of Power was
superb. He properly criti-
cized Seymour Hersh for un-
documented reporting.

Even exposing bad guys
requires fairness and objec-
tivity. Hersh’s book performs
a needed service, but is
flawed at times by hysteria.

Irving F. Friedman
Cloguet, Minnesota

B et
Down on
the Farm

ongratulations to The

Progressive for Daniel
Zwerdling’s article, “Down
on the Farm” (September is-
sue). For too many urban
dwellers, farm policy (or the

F-

ARNOLD ROTH

lack thereof) is both confus-
ing and seemingly unimpor-
tant. Its major thrust, they
believe, should be to keep
food “cheaper.” As Zwerd-
ling illustrates so well, how-
ever, Federal farm policy
will not even do that in the
long run, for our present
overdependence upon mono-
crops for export and heavy
utilization of chemicals for
herbicides and pesticides will
soon begin to escalate the
cost of food because of de-
clining yields and increasing
environmental costs of deal-
ing with contaminated water
and eroded fields.

The National Catholic
Rural Life Conference would
like to emphasize even more
strongly than Zwerdling that
our present farm crisis is the
result of both overreliance
upon the “bigger is better”
philosophy and Federal pol-
icy which deliberately aids
the big and wealthy farmer
at the expense of moderate
and small family farmers.

What is happening on the
land reflects what is happen-
ing in the larger American
society. Small and moderate
family farmers are being
squeezed out of farming, and
concentration of land owner-
ship is proceeding at an

alarming pace. The descen-
dants of those who fled feu-
dal Europe in the hope of ac-
quiring land of their own are
dangerously close to a future
in which they bequeath land-
lessness to their descendants.
In less than fifty years, the
only “family farmers” left
will be those who farm
someone else’s land as ten-
ants.

The process is not inevita-
ble, though. It depends upon
our courage and our will to
act.

We can begin by remem-
bering that Thomas Jeffer-
son’s dream of a democratic
republic was founded upon
widespread ownership of
land. Jefferson believed that
without economic indepen-
dence people could not be
politically free. Such eco-
nomic independence came
from possession of produc-
tive land, and not from
“owning” copious amounts
of consumer items. If we
really understood and be-
lieved in Jefferson’s reason-
ing, we might come to the
conclusion that a land re-
form policy in the United
States is overdue.

Second, we need to re-
form the clear bias of Fed-
eral policy toward big and
growing farm operations.
The tax laws are a good
place to start, for they pro-
vide clear incentives for non-
farm investors (such as den-
tists and airline pilots) to ac-
quire farmland for tax pur-
poses. Not only does such an
incentive place more and
more land in the control of
persons who have no real in-
tention of personally farming
it, but it also drives up the
bidding for farmland so that
beginning and small family
farmers cannot afford the
land they need to stay in
farming.

Gregory L. Cusack
National Catholic
Rural Life Conference
Des Moines, Iowa

Daniel Zwerdling is 11
in his basic analysis, but
I disagree with his implica-
tion that farmers’ troubles
began in 1980. I'm not quite
sure when or why they be-
gan, but it was probably
when farmers surrendered
their self-sufficiency for com-
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Applied Economics, part two of the study, is being offered Wednesdays at the school
and Thursdays at Ogletown. Democracy and Socialism, an advanced course open only to
graduates, is offered Thursdays at the Birthplace.

SAN FRANCISCO

Economics for a Peaceful Planet, a basic course, is being offered at the Henry
George School. The fall term started October 4. The course is also available at the
Tamalpais School in Mill Valley and the State Farm Office in Berkeley. Classes are
offered on Tuesdays, Wednesdays and Fridays, respectively.

JACK SCHWARTZMAN ADDRESSES ECONOMIC CONFERENCE

Jack Schwartzman presented a paper on "Henry George and the Ethics of Economics" at
the Fresno conference of the™International Institute of Social Economics on August 18.

Citing the "moral tdne" of George's masterpiece Rrogress and Poverty, Professor
Schwartzman stressed George's "nhilosophic quest for justice™ and natural law.

"Ethics is not merely a pollite injunction of behavior...or a rigid commandment of
obedience," he said, summarizing George's economic and moral philosophy. "It is the
Golden Rule itself.

/ "'Single tax', 'land val taxation', 'communal collection of rent' -- these are
merdly methodical phrases; they are but the means to the end itself; and that end is
. o » e
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BUSEY - Box 7 - Manitou Springs - Colorado 80829

October 29, 1984

Dear Mason:

Now, four months after you produced and mailed the
masterpiece, I have your July 1 epistle to John Strasma,
wherein you praised him mightily for a great paper, and
then proceeded to tear it to bits, The reason for this
long delay is that during August 1 - October 22 we were
away in Europe, beginning with the Cambridge conference.

At any rate, I did enjoy your polemics, but without
reference to the Strasma paper am unfortunately unable
to find anything wrong with your blast.

My Latin American Political Guide, 18th ed., will

appear ‘ere too long. I'll try to remember to send you
a copyf‘so that I can get a dose of your comments.
Meanwhile, with this go best wishes, It has been a long

while since last having any word from you, or vice versa.

Yours sincerely,

James L, Busey

*If I don't within a year, remind me. - je




SYNOPSIS: LAND, JUSTICE AND THE BIBLE

A seven week course, offered by Margil Wadley and Mason Gaffney,

January and February, 1984

The relationship of Israel to land is a unifying theme for understanding
The Bible synoptically. The Bible is seen as a history of man's relation to
land, and through land to God and to other men. Land is first a promise;
then a gift; and last a management responsibility: much is demanded of him
to whom much is given. Justice is demanded of those to whom land is given.
Stewardship of land is economic -- providing jobs for the dispossessed,
products for their consumption, and support for government and church --
and ecological, husbanding God's gift for future generations. The Bible
treats land as a collective heritage: tenure of land is individual and
family-based, but prophets admonish kings to uphold equal rights for the
weak, the fatherless, the dispossessed and the alien. Means are sought and
explored here to use Biblical wisdom and inspiration to guide modern land
policy, and to resolve the conflict of capitalist and Marxist social
philosophies. The Bible teaches that land well stewarded brings a people

joy and community; but mismanagement divides, weakens and may destroy us.



AGENDA
for the

Meeting of members of the Henry George organization with the Franciscans

Date: Thursday, December 27, 1984
Location: Santa Barbara, California
Place: Fransciscans' Santa Barbara Mission

Schedule: 11:00 - 12:00: Social Hour hosted by the Henry George members
12:00 = 01:00: Lunch provided by the Franciscans
01:00 - (or when lunch finished) Meeting starts

Attendees: (i)

(i1)

Members of Henry George oganization

Professor James L. Busey,Ph.D.

Professor Mason Gaffney,Ph.D.

Dave O'Brien, Meeting chairperson & Asst. Proj.Dir.
Marion Sapiro, Assistant Project Director

Stan Sapiro, Project Director

Members of Franciscan organization

Father_élgg_ﬂgggy (Refer to enclosed bio.)

Father Salvador Parisi (Meeting coordinator)

Father Louis Vitali (Present provincial (superior) of
Western States Franciscans) Fr. Vitali's attendance
will depend on his schedule demands

Discussion & Topics at meeting:

Invocation: Fr. Salvador

Introductions: Georgists = Dave 0'Brien

Franciscans - Fr. Salvador

Description of Project: Stan Sapiro (It is anticipated
that after this brief introductory explanation of this

| Henry George Project that there will be many questions

and answers exchanged until it is mutually agreed that

there has been a meeting of the minds relative to the
| A purpose, thrust and aims of the project.)

Feasibility Of and entrees for:

(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)

(5)
(6)

Presentation to Jesuits in Rome

Presentation to Vatican staff in Rome

Interview of Georgist on "Search for Justice"

TV Series.

Submission of comments on Bishops' Pastoral letter
on economy

Presentation to Franciscans in Rome

Other ways of achieving the aims of this project
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RESOLUTIONS

SUBJECT: CHRISTIAN COMMUNISM

AUDIENCE: THOSE WHO BELIEVE THE BIBLE IS
THE WORD OF GOD

EMBLEM: THE CROSS AND THE SICKLE

A
WHEREAS, The second edition of Webster’s New International Dictionary defines com-
munism as follows: “*Any system of social organization in which goods are held in com-
mon, as Brook Farm was an experiment in communism, "’ and
WHEREAS, In the Bible, The Acts 4:32, it is revealed that the apostles practiced com-
munism as follows: ““4nd the multitude of them that believed were of one heart and of
one soul: neither said any of them that ought of the things which he possessed was his own;
but they had all things common.’”” and
WHEREAS, The above phrase: *‘were of one heart and of one soul’* can be interpreted as
a classless society later recommended by Karl Marx and
WHEREAS, The apostles, while practicing communism, performed miragles: ‘‘And fear
came upon every soul: and many wonders and signs were done by the apostles’ (Acts,
2:43) now be it therefore
RESOLVED, That God is a communist otherwise He would not have provided the
apostles with the power to perform miracles which were instrumental in recruiting 5,000
converlts to communim\,

B

WHEREAS, Like Marx, Christ was a revolutionary who said in Matthew 10:34 “Think
not that I come to send peace on earth, I come not to send peace, but the sword.”’ and
WHEREAS, Both Christ and Marx were opposed to the status quo and both advocated
the brotherhood of man and

WHEREAS, Christ; like Marx, was critical of the rich when He said in Matthew 19:23,
“Verily I say unto you, That a rich man shall hardly enter the kingdom of heaven'® and
'WHEREA
underdog;

. Both Chrisigand Marx were humanitarians who had compassion for the
“hrist for the poor and Marx for the exploited factory worker of his day and

WHEREAS, Marx stated: ‘*Religion is the opium of the masses." und Christ stated in
Matthew 6:5.6 “*And when thou prayest, thou shalt not be as the hypocrites are: for they
love to pray standing in the synagogues and in the corners of the streets, that they may be
seen of men. Verily I say unto you, They have their reward. But thou, when thou prayest,
enter into thy closet, and when thou hast shut thy door, pray to thy Father which is in
secret; and thy Father which seeth in secret shall reward thee openly." Herewith is proof
that both Marx and Christ were opposed to organized religion, so be it

RESOLVED, That the example set by Christ prepared the way for the establishment of
communism by the apostles, and be it further

RESOLVED, That communism need not necessarily be atheistic, but quite to the con-
trary, communism can certainly be Godful and be it

RESOLVED, That Marx could have been sent by God to enhance and perpetuate the mis-
sion of Christ on carth,

C

WHEREAS, The socialist countries have no unemployment, no inflation, no recgssions,
free medical and dental care from cradle 10 grave, free education through the universily
level, rent that requires only 5 percent of family income, no runaway shops 1o the
underdeveloped countries, a planned economy and while capitalist economies do not pro-
vide these humane benefits of the socialist bloc, be it

RESOLVED, That if Christ were living today He would praise these benefits in the
Socialist countries and deplore the fact that these benefits do not exist under capitalism.

D

WHEREAS, Christ owned nothing but the clothes on His back and in Matthew 6:19 said
“*Lay not up for yourselves treasures upon earth™ and therefore, like communists, did not
believe in the ownership of private property or the profit motive and

WHEREAS, The Vatican has accumulated wealth estimated to be in the billions of
dollars, be it

RESOLVED, That the Vatican is anti-Christ.

E
WHEREAS, When Christ was approached by the wealthy young man who asked how to
become perfect, Christ in Matthew 19:21 said unto him: ““If thou wilt be perfect, go and

sell that thou hast, and give to the poor and thou shalt have treasure in heaven and come
follow me.”* and

WHEREAS, The wealthy Vatican is not following Christ because it is not giving its wealth
10 its impoverished masses in Latin America and clsewhere, be it
RESOLVED, That the Vatican is anti-Christ.

F
WHEREAS, Since Christ said in Matthew 23:9 ““And call no man your father upon earth:
for one is your Father, which is in heaven."" be it
RESOLVED, That since priests are addressed as *‘father’’ the Catholic church is anti-
Christ

G

WHEREAS, Christ said in Maithew 6:7,8 **But when ye pray, use not vain repetitions, as
the heathen do: for they think that they shall be heard for their much speaking. Be not ye
lherzfare like unto them: for your Father knoweth what things ye have need of, before ye
ask him.'’ and

WHEREAS, Saying the rosary is a form of repetition, be it
RESOLVED, That the rosary is anti-Christ

As for the atheism of Karl Marx one can only conclude that God works in mysterious ways
His wonders to perform. Pray that the pope will write the Vatican's first encyclical against
fascism. For an introduction to communism it is suggested that one read saint Thomas
More's classic short book ‘‘Utopia.’”” Comments and questions welcomed: Richard
Hildebrandt, 3000 Monroe Ave. NW, Grand Rapids, M1 49505.
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The Streetniks
Of New York

GERALD JONAS

New York Post, December 21:

BAG KIDS IN
THE BIG APPLE

Felipe Ramos is 7 years
old, give or take a few
months. He keeps all his
treasured possessions—from
a bent safety pin to a
faded Lotto ticket dated
June 29, 1983 —in a crum-
pled Bloomingdale’s shop-
ping bag that he never lets
out of his sight.

Felipe lives on the street.
He’s one of New York’s
growing legion of ‘‘bag
kids’’—the ultimate symbol
of a society that simply
doesn’t care.

The story in yesterday’s
Post by Investigative Re-
porter Elmire McGill that as
many as 250 ‘‘bag kids”’
may be living full time on
the street—without parents,

IS B
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schools or permanent ad-
dresses—prompted Mayor
Koch to label the situa-
tion ‘‘an outrage.”” ‘“I’m
shocked,’’ he said, ‘“that the
police, the schools and the
sanitation department, over
which the Mayor’s office]
has only limited authority,
should have fallen down so|
badly on their jobs.”’

Gov. Cuomo, expressin
“‘outrage,’”” said that th
problem, while severe, wa
by no means grave. ‘““It’s in|
the city’s ballpark, and I
intend to see that the
shoulder their responsibility
by taking no action on the
state level until I’m assured
that all local funds have
been exhausted.”’
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W ental significance” for under-

standing the relation of religion to the
experience of meaning. Though creativ-

ity is involved in apprehending the
meaning of something, still the mean-
ing of the whole resides in the particu-
lars themselves. Understanding is not
just a sophisticated form of fantasy—it
is how one relates to being.

In this way Pannenberg can assert
that all our experiencing presupposes
the meaningfulness of reality, and each
context implies a wider context within
which it has meaning. How we grasp
meaning implies something about what
we grasp. In sum, a “totality of meaning
... is implicitly presupposed in all ev-
eryday experiences of meaning, orient-
ed as they are around individual
experiences of significance.”

3. The Meaning of One’s Life

he structure of meaning unifies

the otherwise disparate array of

human activities. Whether we
are communicating, solving problems,
making a living, or discovering mean-
ing in nature, art, or history, that se-
mantic structure of reality and its
apprehension in context pertain. In
each event, we anticipate meaning and
search for significance.

For Pannenberg, then, there are no -

“bare facts,” no events apart from their
context and the meaning apprehended

end the significance inherent in the
events and forms of history.” The mean-
ing of our lives lies in a final future,
which forms the horizon for all the
events within it and which pulls us to-
ward fulfillment, toward being our true

selves.

God is our “final future,” the grOUnd
of that anticipated totality.

Our lives have meaning not in what
we have achieved, not in who we are or
what we know, but in that anticipation
of and striving for significance that
marks human endeavor. In that sense
the meaning of our lives is presupposed
in each event; the whole of life is pro-
leptically present in each episode. “We
travel through the history of our lives
in the light of some continuing presence
that travels with us.” Our personal his-
tory, and human history generally, is
God'’s progressive self-revelation and
delivery to us of a free future in which
to discover ourselves and God. As Pan-
nenberg puts it, “the God of the coming
kingdom, is . . . the power of the future,
of the essential future of man, and is
therefore the origin of the freedom
through which men transform their
traditions and renew their historical
world.” The source of personal and so-
cial liberation, then, is God.

4. A Culture of Loneliness

s he climbed the hundred or so

steps that lead to Boston Col-

lege’s upper campus, there to
deliver a lecture in the Humanities Ser-
ies, Pannenberg noticed the tower of
Gasson Hall, which dominates the up-

R

when one’s complacency bursts do still-
unarticulated questions of ultimate
meaning and value emerge. While one’s
plane is in flight, one hardly thinks of

landing gear.

The absence of God Pannenberg
traces only partly to the explanatory
sweep of science and the modern im-
pulse for autonomy. Secular culture
emerged from the ashes of a hundred
years of religious wars that devastated
Europe following the Reformation.
Since its beginning, then, modern soci-
ety “has had to achieve its unity in the
face of a plurality of religious traditions
and inherited world views, and did so
by declaring these conflicts to be pri-
vate matters. But for religion to be re-
duced to a private matter is in
contradiction to its essential function,
that of maintaining an immediate
awareness of the meaningful unity of
reality as a whole and of its divine
origins.”

Privatizing solved the problem of re-
ligious intolerance through the modern
principles of religious tolerance and in-
dividual liberty, though at the cost of a
societal and personal rootedness. In a
sense, we have purchased liberty at the
cost of freedom, that is, at the cost of
personal enabling reassurance of our
worth in a framework of meaning. Sub-
sequent alienation of persons from soci-
ety and from themselves, Pannenberg
states, has gradually resulted in a cul-
ture of loneliness, in which the search
for personal meaning can become a des-
perate frenzy.

b

HDB Editor Michael West and Wolfhart Pannenberg

ing the individual as well as society.
And that is precisely what we experi-
ence in our secular society, the conse-
quences of denying religion its proper
place in human life.”

Pannenberg returned to the theme in
his Boston College lecture: “The most
incisive consequence of the presumed
religious neutrality of the state and of
the public culture may be that all agen-
cies that provide meaning to human life

- become a matter of purely subjective

discretion, from religion through art
and higher education and all the way to
morals. People become accustomed to
relate to all of them by way of a con-
sumer’s attitude that destroys the
awareness of meaning. Therefore secu-
lar culture, the more it develops with-
out restriction, produces the

experience of meaninglessness first in
public life and finally also in individual
life. The dissolution of the traditional
institutions of social life including fam-
ily and marriage for the sake of promot-
ing the emancipation of the individual
leaves that individual to the fate of in-
creasing loneliness in the midst of a
noisy machinery of ‘communication,’
an experience described time and again
by modern literature. . . . That loneli-
ness is most obvious and most paradox-
ical in the transformation of erotic
relations into changing, temporary, and
exchangeable partnerships. As a conse-
quence of that increasing experience of
loneliness, fewer persons are able to de-
velop a sense of personal identity in the
course of their individual lives, and that

February—March 1984
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cont’d.

In fact, I feel that the IRS is an isolating
mechanism insofar as individual citi-
zens are required to render their taxes
quietly, not as persons but as numbers.
In my resistance I feel more connected
with my faith, my better self, as well as
with a whole community and tradition
of war resisters. | am refusing anonym-
ity, claiming responsibility as a person,
making peace with myself.

v In this simple act of noncooperation, I
have broken the government’s ritual of
enforced passivity. I am no longer let-
ting the responsibility be distributed
among many, no longer letting the
crimes being prepared remain anony-
mous. I have decided to turn around, to
take a small step toward repentance
from those sins of greed, murder, and
idolatry in which we are called to com-

plicity. I seek to hold onto the radical
faith of Jesus, which tells me I am the
light of the world, that my faith can
move mountains, that the peacemakers
and those who are persecuted in the
cause of right are blessed. I am con-
vinced that, as Jim Douglass has writ-
ten, “Our own sin can, through a
revolutionary insight, be converted
into an undiscovered energy for
change.”!!

No, I do not believe my action will
dismantle the Pentagon or the war
economy. I hope it might help empower
other persons—friends, family, stu-
dents, political and religious leaders—
to examine their own conscience and
loyalties; but I am acting with the con-
viction of truth, not the expectation of
success. Gandhi counseled us to re-
nounce the fruits of our actions, and
Jesus, who saw his nonviolent witness
mocked and rejected from a cross, told
us to seek first God’s Kingdom. Or as
the “hopelessly impractical” Thoreau
wrote:

Action from principle—the percep-
tion and the performance of right—
changes things and relations—it is
essentially revolutionary. . . . If one
honest man in this state of Massachu-
setts, ceasing to hold slaves, were ac-
tually to withdraw from this
copartnership, and be locked up in
the county jail therefor, it would be

the abolition of slavery in America.
For it matters not how small the be-
ginning may seem to be: what is once
well done is done forever.!?

0 it is not so much a question of

changing others as it is of chang-

ing me, of converting my own sin
into energy for change. My stand as a
conscientious objector resulted in my
working for two years in a state mental
hospital. That experience, at the age of
22, changed my life, my way of looking
at the world, as I came to know and
identify with the rejected ones we lock
up in institutions. My stand as a war-
tax resister has challenged me to stand,
not only at the gates of nuclear weapons
factories and military bases, but with
the homeless and hungry people on our
streets. I have realized that the bargain
I am offered as one who benefits from
the wealth and resources we acquire, in
large part at the cost of poverty and
starvation in the third world, is an un-
just bargain and must be rejected. I feel
called to help redistribute those re-
sources among the poor of the earth,
beginning with myself, by adopting a
simpler lifestyle, divesting myself spiri-
tually and financially from that cov-
enant with death that endangers our
planet.m

1. See Bosto%?«i’ %%, &,

)
vember 28, 1983, 1»({'@(, ,/@,&&Q, (fg &9'
glect of East Timor.” ~ %, "%, % i

2.Isa. chs. 1, 3, 28. %,} %,

3. An Ethic for Christians . %
Aliens in a Strange Land (Waco,
Word Books, 1976), pp. 72-73.

4. William Durland, People Pay for
Peace (Colorado Springs, CO: Center
Peace Publishers, 1982), p.12.

5. Sidney Lens, “Militarizing Democ-
racy,” National Catholic Reporter, No-
vember 11, 1983 (first in a three-part
series).

6. Boston Globe editorial, November
3, 1983, p.18, “Atrocity and Mistake.”

7. Quoted in Philip Berrigan, “The
Gun Is Legal,” Sojourners 12 (May
1983}, p.29.

8. Art Laffin, “Law on Trial,” Sojourn-
ers 12 (May 1983), p.32.

9. Durland, op. cit., pp. 83-89.

10. John K. Stoner, “The Moral Equiv-
alent of Disarmament: A Call for
Church War-Tax Resistance,” Sojourn-
ers 8 (February 1979), pp. 15-17.

11. Jim Douglass, Lightening East to
West (N.Y.:.Crossroad, 1983), p. 95.

12 On the Duty of Civil Disobedience
(N.Y.: Milestone Editions, n.d.), pp. 303,
305.
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respect this “contract” and have sought,
in my work with both civic and reli-
gious groups, to be an advocate of demo-
cratic values. Unfortunately, we have
seen this contract widely usurped by
the “shadow government” of a national-
security state that has removed itself
from popular control. This shadow gov-
ernment was responsible for the inva-
sion of Grenada and the murder by air
attack of two dozen Grenadians in a
mental hospital; it trains and supports
the security forces in El Salvador and
Honduras that massacre innocent civil-
ians; it enforces the system by which
the Pentagon procures for outrageously
high prices weapons systems developed
by arms manufacturers; and, through
our official government, it asks for our
support in the form of taxes. As this
national-security state was insisting
upon building nuclear weapons and the
sovereign right of the President to
launch us into nuclear war, I began to
see that we are living under a far worse
tyranny than that which sparked the
revolutionary cries of “No taxation
without representation!”

One of the tougher questions I was
asked (and continue to ask myself) is,
“Aren’t you irresponsibly threatening
the orderly process of government with
anarchy? Couldn't this kind of action
set a precedent for other issues, such as
tobacco subsidies or legalized abortion?
Where do you draw the line?”

My refusal to pay war taxes is not
done lightly or out of a philosophy of
anarchy. I am not opposed to paying for
such services as public education, medi-
cal care, housing assistance, transporta-
tion, and peaceful scientific research or
for those nonviolent activities of our
military personnel (such as the Coast
Guard) devoted to lifesaving and human
safety. Tax resistance is not tax evasion.
I have not retained the money I with-
held but redirected it to an alternative
fund. In the true spirit of civil disobedi-
ence, I expect to be penalized for my
refusal. I believe an important sign of
the authenticity of one’s dissenting con-
victions is one’s willingness to resist
openly as well as to suffer the conse-
quences. This would certainly be true if
a citizen felt that consenting to legal-
ized abortion or tobacco subsidies
through payment of taxes would be a
grave violation of conscience. While the
issue of war taxes involves considerably
greater numbers of threatened lives as
well as budget expenditures, the same
question is relevant: Do the services for
which we pay our government ulti-
mately enhance or devalue the quality
of life?

As for disrupting the “orderly pro-
cess of government,” I have tried to in-
dicate how our shadow government, in
the name of national security and in a
highly orderly fashion, has already
abridged our human rights and political
voice as citizens. As Judge Seymour
Hendel told the Trident Nein during
their trial for damaging a Trident sub-
marine: “You might very well be
right—that we are preparing the legal
destruction of the planet.”’

Sometimes, as in Nazi Germany or in
Poland today, individual citizens are jus-
tified and compelled by international
law to disrupt the orderly process of
government. The Nuremberg Charter
imposes upon citizens “the duty to vio-
late domestic laws to prevent crimes
against peace and humanity from oc-
curring.”® Article VI of the U.S. Consti-
tution provides that any treaty to which
the United States is a party “shall be the
supreme law of the land,” superseding
domestic laws and the Constitution it-
self. The Nuremberg Principles (unani-
mously adopted by the U.N. in 1950
after being introduced by the United
States) forbid “crimes against peace,”
involving the planning and preparation
of wars in violation of international
treaties; they forbid “war crimes,” such
as the murder and ill-treatment of civil-
ian populations and the wanton de-
struction of noncombatant areas; and
they forbid “crimes against humanity,”
such as murder and torture. Insofar as
the building and planning for use of nu-
clear weapons (whether in the name of
deterrence or counterforce) threatens
our civilization with total annihilation;
and insofar as murder, torture, and de-
struction of civilian areas in third-
world countries are being actively
supported by U.S. military aid, individ-
ual citizens are compelled by interna-
tional law and the Constitution to take
steps toward prevention of these
crimes.’

In Whom Do We Trust?

esus was a threat to Roman and

Jewish authorities, a threat to the

orderly process of secular and reli-
gious government. His open defiance of
inhumane laws and of moneychangers
in the Temple led to his crucifixion.
When asked by the Pharisees if it was
lawful to pay taxes to Caesar, Jesus an-
swered: “Render to Caesar the things
that are Caesar’s and to God the things
that are God’s” (MKk. 12:17). I believe
that Jesus, in pointing to Caesar’s image
on the coin, meant that money is in the
domain of Caesar, but that the things
that are from God—namely, our life,
our freedom, and our ultimate faith—
are not in the domain of Caesar. Our
loyalty to Caesar is subject to our loyal-
ty to God. The claim of absolute author-
ity made by the state and its laws
cannot override the absolute authority
of God’s higher law.

In discovering the limits of my con-
tractual allegiance to government as a
citizen, I was likewise affirming my pri-
mary relationship of covenant with
God as a person of faith. In seeking the
ultimate basis of my objection to paying
war taxes, I came to the core of our
Judaeo-Christian heritage, the Two
Great Commandments.

The Great Commandment, the love
of God, calls us to revere the source of
all life and to refuse to pay tribute to
idols. But our nation, despite the slogan
on our coins, increasingly calls us to
put our trust not in God but in weapons

of mass destruction, gods of metal. We
are called to believe in the myths that
peace, freedom, and security are not
God-given but ensured by a “nuclear
umbrella.” This is the idolatry of the
state, which claims to control life and
death. When we pay our taxes without
protest, we are rendering more than

* Caesar’s minted currency—we are pay-
ing tribute to Caesar’s gods, sacrificing
our life, our freedom, and our faith in a
covenant with death.

It is time that people of faith under-
stand the nature of the state creed we
are called to affirm. It is time we recog-
nize that taxation is an offertory by
which, in the absence of dissent, we at-
test to our obedient conscription to
state religion. It is time to ask to what
extent our loyalty to the state has over-
riden our ultimate loyalty to God. John
K. Stoner writes, “In a day when the
authority of the church is disobeyed ev-
erywhere with impunity, itis....a
shock to observe the fanaticism with
which Christians insist that Caesar
must be given every cent he wants.”'?

Love of God is one with love of neigh-
bor. War taxes not only raise the ques-

“tion, “In whom do I trust?” they raise
the question: “Who is my neighbor?” As
I have tried to indicate, our govern-
ment’s expenditures are increasingly
geared toward the maintenance of an
affluent minority at the expense and
further oppression of the earth’s poor.
Our government has chosen to make
war on enemies of its “strategic inter-
ests,” which happen to include innocent
civilians in El Salvador, Nicaragua, and
Grenada, not to mention the millions of
innocent civilians in the Soviet bloc
who are labeled “enemy.” The oneness
of God leads us to the truth that hu-
manity is one, that we are all God’s
children, that we are called to love even
those people our government brands as
enemies, as expendable. Most of us have
read and heard so many shocking re-
ports of human rights violations in
countries our government supports
that we often overlook widespread hu-
man rights violations here at home.
While we build Tridents and send arms
to El Salvador, the erosion of support
for prenatal care has led to increasing
infant mortality, malnutrition, and re-
tardation among children living in pov-
erty. As Jesus said. “As you did it to one
of the least of these, you did it to me.”
Our covenant with death leads to the
devaluing of life, not only the lives of
our neighbors but our own, for we are
all counted among the “acceptable num-
bers” in the minds of defense planners.

In explaining the basis of my personal
witness, I am not advocating that we all
rush off and become war-tax resisters,
only that we consider our loyalties and
follow our conscience. I realize that
many people who might envisage such
an action feel constrained by occupa-
tional and family responsibilities as
well as by the very same moral and
legal values I have cited. I am not saying
that I have found the answer and have
thereby cleared myself of moral respon-
sibility. On the contrary, I feel as though
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I have just begun to discover the ques-
tions that lead toward greater
responsibility.

Spiritually based war-tax resistance is
not simply an action. It is likewise a
process of reflection that requires a
great deal of initial inquiry, fact-finding
and soul-searching, as well as a contin-
ued effort to question one’s postion. My
willingness to seriously consider tax re-
sistance was greatly due to several indi-
viduals I had chanced to meet and talk
with in previous years.

The Power and Truth of Personal
Witness

n the summer of 1982, I met with a

dozen long-time war-tax resisters

at the Avon Institute in New
Hampshire. Many of them were Quak-
ers, but many other faiths were also
represented. I was surprised to find that
most of the people were in their 50’s
and 60’s and could hardly be called po-
litical extremists. Jim and Julia Wallace,
a Baptist couple from Cambridge, espe-
cially impressed me with the simple
truth of their position. They were not
intent upon sabotaging the democratic
system but in living out their faith in
Gospel nonviolence. They helped to dis-
pel many of the misconceptions I had
about being thrown in prison and har-
assed by the IRS. And they stressed that
war-tax resistance is not a static or ir-
reversible position. One may begin by
enclosing a note with one’s 1040 form,
withholding a token dollar from one’s
payment, or refusing payment of the
telephone tax, which goes toward mili-
tary uses. Each person or couple has to
decide what is an appropriate expres-
sion, given their convictions and finan-
cial constraints. Some, like Archbishop
Raymond Hunthausen, are able to with-
hold roughly 50 percent of their taxes
in oppostion to all military spending.
Others have withheld the percentage
for current military spending (35 per-
cent) or a lower percentage for nuclear
weapons research and development. Be-
cause of their pacifist convictions, A.J.
Muste and Dorothy Day refused to pay
any taxes whatsoever. Many, especially
Mennonites and Brethren, have done
war tax resistance by choosing a
simpler, self-sufficient lifestyle below
the taxable income level. Wally and Jua-
nita Nelson of Deerfield, Massachu-
setts, have lived this way since 1948.

Jim and Julia Wallace also helped me
see the power and truth of their person-
al witness, especially as I faced those
nagging questions to which I alluded
earlier: “Isn’t your effort rather isolat-
ed? What possible effect do you hope to
have on the Pentagon? Won't the IRS
eventually seize the money you owe and
levy stiff fines and interest?”

Others may differ, but the important
reality for me is that I am not voluntar-
ily giving my war taxes to the govern-
ment. They are seizing them against my
will. My aim is not to drain the mili-
tary budget but to register my dissent.

(Continued on page 12)
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Religion and Selt-Discovery

in
Pannenberg’s
Recent Thought

J. Michael West

“A meaningful life no longer appears to modern man as a matter of course.”

When Wolfhart Pannenberg began the first of the lectures that brought him to
Boston last fall, the very skies seemed to agree with his gloomy assessment. An
autumn storm had swaggered into Boston, and as nightfall washed the city in
shades of grey, its rain overwhelmed the drainage systems, completely soaking
pedestrians and then taunting them with wicked gusts of wet wind.

Still, a hundred people had come to hear Pannenberg, the German theologian
whose nearly 30 years of work have challenged a generation of religious thinkers.
Pannenberg is a heavyweight thinker, and in his essays he spars with the likes of
Barth, Bultmann, Tillich, Rahner, Teilhard, Wittgenstein. Currently Professor of
Systematic Theology and Director of the Ecumenical Institute at the University of
Munich, Pannenberg lectured at Boston University, Boston College, and at Harvard
Divinity School, where he delivered the Ingersoll Lecture on Immortality. Pre-
vious Ingersoll Lecturers include William James, Josiah Royce, C.H. Dodd, Alfred
North Whitehead, Hans Jonas, Paul Tillich, Amos Wilder, Wilfred Cantwell Smith,
Eric Voegelin, and Elisabeth Kubler-Ross, among others.

1. The Question of Meaning

'n each of the lectures, Pannenberg’s topic was meaning, the intangible some-

thing that informs our lives, fuels our action, and colors our feelings. What

cause have we to assert that our lives have meaning? The meaning we appre-
hend—is it created by us or merely found by us? Why is there a contemporary
crisis of meaning in people’s lives? What are its sources and dimensions?

Merely to pose such questions suggests a Promethean ambition, but one need not
be a theologian or philosopher to question one’s own meaning. Whenever we
experience the pain of loneliness or separation, the alienation of not belonging, or
the anguish of guilt or confusion, we naturally pose the question of meaning. As we
witness the palpable unfairness of undeserved suffering, random violence, or the
persistence of evil in ourselves and our society, we question meaning. And when
idealism bursts and we stand in awe at our self-deceptions or at the sheer scale and
seeming insolubility of present problems, we cannot help but question meaning.
Though formulated by philosophers or theologians, the meaning question seeps in
through all the cracks in our everyday living. It is our problem, ourselves as
problematic.

Not that our lives have no meaning at all—fragments of meaning inhabit sepa-
rate compartments of our lives. One’s lover or spouse, one’s work, one’s interests,
one’s art or craft, one’s faith—each may hold some portion of one’s allegiance,
affection, or love. No one compartment or realm, no one level or phase, however,
can by itself fill the hunger that lies at the center of our being. In fact, each day one
can read of suicides whose worlds of family, church, and vocation were full but
who nonetheless judged their lives to be void of meaning. How can this happen?
How are we to understand meaning and its role in unifying, informing our lives?
What subtle strand of meaning weaves all the fragments together?

Our questions indicate that the problem of meaning has three aspects: identify-
ing the sources of meaning, integrating the different realms of meaning, and
confronting the question of an overarching significance in human living.

Although North Americans might identify Pannenberg with his pathbreaking
work on the concepts of revelation, history, and resurrection, the problem of
meaning has become more central to Pannenberg’s thought in the last ten years. In
many ways it discloses the style and impulses as well as the chief motives and aims
of a complex thinker as he confronts the central dilemma of an age.

2. Bicycles and Totality

clue to the problem of meaning lies in remembering how one learned to

ride a bicycle. No one muscle or grip or way of leaning could get one

started or keep one balanced and riding. Nor were verbal instructions
very helpful; the novice is irritated when told to lean into the turn or to keep
peddling even when the bike is beginning to topple. What matters in learning to
ride is when the separate physical skills and muscular exertions all come together.
Concentrating on any one of them actually endangers a precarious balance. The
particulars—of vision, leaning, peddling, holding on, and turning—are subsumed
in a single constellation or whole that in turn gives meaning to each unarticulated
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world, in good part because at every
level, shop floor to top management, it
is substantially overstaffed. Work sim-
plification, job descriptions, organiza-
tion charts all now tend to reinforce the
great American phrase, “That’s not part
of my job.”

So we have the most exquisite divi-
sion of work, not only under union con-
tract (as management like to suppose)
but throughout the ranks of manage-
ment itself. And we have highly paid
men and women unhappily doing trivial
work, and we are only beginning to dis-
cover that unnecessary costs mean un-
competitive costs, and loss of markets,
and, of course, finally loss of jobs, with
persistently high unemployment.

Back to the Old Testament: “Whatso-
ever thy hand findeth to do, do it with
thy might.” This ancient wisdom is be-
ing rediscovered in a few very exciting
spots. With reasonable confidence, I
think we can say that the result in sev-
eral corporations is that at least a third
fewer persons can perform the same
operation better, faster, with fewer mis-
takes, higher quality, better pay, a say in
how the work is done, and a rewarding
feeling in the job, all with lower prices
for consumers.

The promises from Proverbs!

Perhaps at this point you would like
to puncture my not-so-innocent enthu-
siasm by asking, “Yes, but who'’s going
to employ all these people we don’t need
for today’s work?” That'’s a fair ques-
tion, and there are at least three com-
ments to be made in return. The first is
that they may not be employed anyhow,
if lower-cost producers drive them
from the marketplace. The second is a
return question: Are there today no un-
met needs in the society that need fill-
ing? Are there no new products that
might be imagined to make life easier
or more fun? Is there no hunger to be
relieved, or poverty to be addressed?
The third is an admission: Change is
coming so rapidly that there will be in-
escapable hardship. Ancient skills will
disappear as did the skills of cottage in-
dustry on the coming of the Industrial
Revolution. The old will suffer most
and will be least amenable to retrain-
ing. Our nation has a high and most
prudent responsibility to see that the
hardships of the rapid change are
shared equitably, top to bottom, and not
borne only by those least able to bear
them.

We went through such an experience
once, only at a much more gradual
pace. In 1800 over 85 percent of our
working population was employed in
agriculture. Today it is less than 2 per-
cent, and very few persons any longer
know how to sharpen a scythe. This
time the speed of change is out of our
control. We have only the privilege of
reacting to it, extracting benefit from it
if we can. The power to arrest it, or
slow it down, I believe, is not ours.

How shall we react to it humanely
and intelligently? How shall we avoid
social chaos and personal tragedy in the
face of its lightning speed? I think that
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here is where our religious commit-
ments could give us a nudge, if we will
permit them to do so. They might help
us to bring our corporate and national
behavior into line with those everlast-
ing laws which each of us knows all too
well, laws which we are too fearful to
practice in so much of our corporate
conduct.

To mention just a few, we can modify
our concept of the job—from one which
reduces each job to its very simplest, to
one which utilizes the full intelligence,
capacity, education, and experience of
the job-holder. There is a “wisdom of
the workplace,” largely untapped by
American industry. Utilizing it to the
full will avoid costly error. It will lower
costs, and improve quality, and it will
produce men and women who are fully
challenged and excited about what they
do, because they have a say in what they
do and in what happens to them, and
because they are consulted. This may
indeed be the new definition of “full em-
ployment”: men and women who are
for the first time fully employed.

eligious commitments may also

urge us to find new profitable

work for those displaced and to
commit our own capital to such
ventures.

There are some further implications
of this way of working. We are begin-
ning already, I think, to see the disap-
pearance of rank. The concept of the
“supervisor” is becoming less than use-
ful. “Rank” has usually meant, in the
final analysis, “Never mind what you
think. Do it. I'm the boss.” Rank sets
little value on the “wisdom of the work-
place” and undervalues opinions of sub-
ordinates, precisely because they are
subordinate. The principles of rank in
the future can be very costly indeed.

The very word, “supervisor,” in its
etymology means looking over (some-
one’s shoulder) to see that he does his
work right. In our present work cul-
ture, the responsibility for doing accu-
rate, quality work is not that of the
person doing the work. It is the respon-
sibility of the supervisor, who is there
to check on him. The worker’s respon-
sibility is to satisfy his boss, a funda-
mentally humiliating, depersonalizing
way to spend your life.

I think this is changing. Instead of a
pyramid of rank and supervision, I be-
lieve we are moving toward a division
of responsibilities. In such a world, each
person becomes responsible for what he
or she does.

Inspectors, technicians, those who
carry multiple responsibilities are
there—not to boss—but to help, to
train, to bring to bear other resources,
to offer judgment. We are beginning to
discover the wisdom of each person’s
accepting full responsibility for doing
well, efficiently, and on time, the task
assigned, and for giving full cooperation
to all others who are a part of his or her
workstream.

It is only a guess on my part that this

kind of change is developing in Amer-
ica. Old habits are hard to change, and
we may not change. If we fail to change,
I think it is the end of us. After all, we
have already lasted longer than Athens
did.

If we change too slowly, we shall be-
come an impoverished nation, highly
paid in dollars of no value. But, if we
lead change, then once more all the
promises can be ours.

These are no new thoughts. In 1927,
fifty seven years or two generations
ago, Owen D. Young, head of General
Electric, spoke these words here in
Cambridge, at the opening of the Har-
vard Business School:

I hope the day may come when these
great business organizations will tru-
ly belong to the men who are giving
their lives and their efforts to them, I
care not in what capacity. Then they
will use capital truly as a tool and
they will be all interested in working
it to the highest economic advantage.
Then an idle machine will mean to
every man in the plant who sees it an
unproductive charge against himself.
Then every piece of material not in
motion will mean to the man who
sees it an unproductive charge
against himself. Then we shall have
zest in labor, provided the leadership
is competent and the division fair.
Then we shall dispose, once and for
all, of the charge that in industry or-
ganizations are autocratic and not
democratic. Then we shall have all
the opportunities for a cultural wage
which the business can provide.
Then, in a word, men will be as free
in co-operative undertakings and sub-
ject only to the same limitations and
chances as men in individual busi-
nesses. Then we shall have no hired
men. That objective may be a long
way off, but it is worthy to engage the
research and efforts of the Harvard
School of Business.

Then, too, we must deal with this
question of unemployment, which I
regard as the greatest economic blot
on our capitalistic system. There is
no answer except that the managers
of business have not yet learned how
to make their system function so that
men willing and able to work may do
so. There is no limit to the consump-
tion of the world. It is limited only in
its individual compartments. We can-
not wear more than so many clothes,
and so we may have over-production
in individual lines. But there are in-
numerable wants of men yet un-
served, and as long as culture grows,
these wants will outrun our capacity
to produce the things to satisfy them.
The world does not owe men a living,
but business, if it is to fulfill its ideal,
owes men an opportunity to earn a
living.

How sad for the generations of work-
ers in the intervening years, how sad
for our country, that neither the Har-
vard Business School nor the American
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business community heard the words of
Mr. Young! Had they listened the Gold-
en Age might already be within our
grasp.

I am unable to wind up these remarks
without a comment for the benefit of
the young about the criteria for em-
ployment which all this implies. In a
world where more and more persons
must be self-motivated, must essential-
ly do their work unsupervised, must
gain knowledge of the whole process of
which they are a part, and must self-
lessly work for the perfection of that
process, and for the success of their
neighbors, in such a world the custom-
ary criteria—college degrees, class
standings, professional certificates,
even experience—while still important,
will nevertheless take second place to
unfamiliar words like character, com-
mitment, trust, loyalty, faithfulness.

Perhaps this is a good place to turn
again to Proverbs:

Let not loyalty and faithfulness for-
sake you.

Bind them about your neck.

Write them on the tablet of your
heart: ¥~

and the promise:

It will be healing to your flesh, and
refreshment to your bones.

Is this where “religious commitments”
and “corporate decisions” intersect? If
it is, I can tell you it will be hardest of
all for the chief executive officer and
the university-trained manager to un-
derstand, to accept, and to accommo-
date to the change required.

Demanding loyalty, faithfulness, and
trust from their employees is natural
and easy. Can managers in turn learn
what it means, themselves to offer com-
mitment and trust first, before they re-
ceive it, taking the high risk in
confidence of the promise?

he affairs of men and women

are today in greater disarray

than at any time I can remem-
ber. That is not at all to say that once
there were the good old times. Rather,
we have come to a time, through our
own cleverness, when the whole race is
crowded together, elbow to elbow, by
the airplane, the city, the telephone, TV,
and now the computer. There remains
little individual or national privacy.

No one did this to us. We did it to
ourselves.

If we allow ourselves to yield to ag-
gressive irritation and recrimination,
we are surely done for. If, however, we
are somehow able to act, individually
and collectively, in reasonable accor-
dance with that great phrase, “the best
that is in us,” we might even construct
for ourselves a Golden Age. That is the
promise, and it is the right and duty of
religion in every age, not alone to cry
“repent, lest you perish,” but to remind
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No More

Vain Otterings

Tax Resistance and Personal Witness

Ben Tousley, M. Div. ’82 and a resi-
dent of Somerville, is a counselor in

campus ministry at Merrimack College,

North Andover, Massachusetts.

Ben Tousley

l ast Easter I sent a check to the
New England War Tax Resistance
Alternative Fund to support or-

ganizations working for peace, human

rights, and welfare. The amount of the
check represented 18 percent of the fed-
eral income tax owed after withholding
and deductions. To the IRS (and to
friends, family and Congressional rep-
resentatives) I sent a three-page letter
explaining why I had chosen to with-
hold this portion of the tax as a witness
for peace, as a protest of war prepara-
tions, and as an act of responsible citi-
zenship. In deciding to redirect this
small amount from the federal budget
to a human needs fund, I joined some
10,000-20,000 U.S. citizens engaging in
war tax resistance.

While I had become a conscientious
objector during the Vietnam War and
had for the past decade expressed oppo-.
sition to our society’s increasing
militarization, I felt the need to take a
further step in clearly registering my
dissent. Though praising my integrity,
friends and family questioned my judg-
ment in taking on such seemingly im-
moveable systems as the IRS and the
Pentagon with a practice so obviously
doomed to failure. “Doesn’t this under-
mine our democratic system? Won't the
IRS ultimately get what they’re after
and sock it to you with interest? Aren’t
there better ways of registering your
dissent, like writing letters or lobby-
ing?” they asked. Their questions mere-
ly echoed the serious doubts and fears
that had surfaced since I began to con-
sider war-tax resistance. They were the
reservations which come largely from
having been raised in white, middle-
class America, relying on a way of life
to which many of us owe our economic
comforts, our college education and, to
a certain extent, our health and
happiness.

The bright side of this way of life
Martin Luther King, Jr., celebrated in
his “I Have a Dream” speech—a land of
equal opportunity, freedom for all, and
the right to a fair share of our re-
sources—and is a vision I have been ea-
ger to support and defend since the days
JFK spoke of a New Frontier. But there
is a dark side to our way of life that, as a
person of faith, I cannot support and
defend, but must resist. I hope the read-
er will bear with me if [ seem to be
dwelling on this dark side and if I speak
about God for a while in secular terms.

The Price We Pay for Our “Vital
Interests”

t has taken me many years to begin
Ito understand the price affluent

American citizens pay in exchange
for the government’s defense of our al-
leged “vital interests.” While I have long
been opposed to the federal govern-
ment’s lopsided appropriations for mili-
tary spending (roughly 53 percent of the

total budget), the Reagan administration
outraged me with its blatant sponsor-
ship of military suppliers and its con-
tempt for the poor and handicapped.

Nevertheless, it seemed easier to ig-
nore the fact that it is from individual
citizens, such as myself, that the gov-
ernment procures the vast amounts
needed for the murderous escalation of
the arms race. Though our nuclear ar-
senal’s overkill capacity is already
equivalent to the power of 200,000 Hi-
roshima-sized bombs, our government
is currently adding MX and Cruise mis-
siles, B-1 bombers, and Trident subma-
rines, which clearly place us in a
perilous first-strike position.

Nevertheless, it seemed easier to ig-
nore the fact that it is from individual
citizens, such as myself, that millions of
dollars in military aid go to support
murder, torture, and repression in such
third-world countries as El Salvador,
the Phillipines, and Indonesia. When I
learned that our government had sup-
plied 90 percent of the weapons Indone-
sia used to invade the tiny former
Portuguese colony of East Timor in
1975, it was easier to curse the Ford
administration than to accept personal
responsibility. After all, it was Rock-
well International’s Bronco aircraft, not
mine, that was used for the incendiary
bombing in 1977 and 1978 that caused
the wholesale murder of civilians, de-
stroying crops and causing mass starva-
tion.! It was the Carter administration,
despite its human rights rhetoric, that
chose to ignore the civilian massacres
and concentration camps—not me, or
so I thought.

But it has not been so easy to ignore
the face of Reaganomic injustice at
home when the increased taxes we are
asked to pay for war preparations re-
sult in a direct theft from the hungry,
the homeless, the elderly, and the
handicapped of our society; when the
infant mortality rate among the poor is
rising; when severely handicapped citi-
zens are arbitrarily cut from disability
rolls; and when a Presidential commis-
sion denies the widespread hunger and
homelessness in this country. The price
we pay as affluent American citizens
makes us the hungriest people in the
history of this earth—our greed has be-
come so tremendous we would rather
destroy ourselves then share our
wealth with the poor.

Like so many others, I at first felt
powerless to change these injustices.
But it slowly dawned on me that my
outrage came from the knowledge that
these injustices were no one’s if not my
own responsibility, that I was a part of
the sinful complicity which had permit-
ted our government to claim such pow-
er. The words of Isaiah spoke directly to
my country and to me:

Bring no more vain offerings. . . .
Your hands are full of blood. . . . It is
you who have devoured the vineyard,
the spoil of the poor is in your
houses. What do you mean by crush-
ing my people, by grinding the face of
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the poor. . . . Because you have said
“We have made a covenant with
death, and with Sheol we have an
agreement; when the overwhelming
scourge passes through it will not
come to us; for we have made lies our
refuge and in falsehood we have taken
shelter.””

During the war in Indochina, I be-
came a conscientious objector to mili-
tary conscription to register my dissent
from the war machine that was de-
stroying life there. As I began to consid-
er tax resistance more than a decade
later, I realized I was still subject to
military conscription: by paying taxes
without protest, I was offering my tacit
consent to the death squads of undemo-
cratic regimes that imprison and
terrorize their people, to the manufac-
turing of more nuclear and “conven-
tional” weapons designed to destroy life
on our planet, and to the budget priori-
ties that are “grinding the face of the
poor.” Simply stated, if I myself would
not kill, torture, or steal, how could I
pay someone else to kill, torture, and
steal?

As William Stringfellow has
observed:

If it is tempting to suppose that re-
mote proximity abolishes responsibil-
ity for the killing, it must be
remembered that the use of apparent-
ly anonymous automated weapons ex-
poses the common and equal
culpability for slaughter of those who
pull the trigger and those who press
the button with those who manufac-
ture the means and those who pay the
taxes.3

Praying for Peace and Paying for
War

had to face the conflict—I was
Ipraying for peace and paying for

war. My “vain offerings” could not
wash from my hands the blood of col-
lective irresponsibility or remove the
lies I had made my refuge and the false-
hood in which I had taken shelter. My
legal obligation as a U.S. citizen to pay
taxes was being questioned by my mor-
al obligation as a U.S. and world citizen
to protest war preparations and geno-
cide. Once again, I turned to the great
tradition of civil disobedience in this
country; it calls upon individual citi-
zens to hold on to the truth of their
conscience and be willing to face fines
and imprisonment to register their ob-
jection to unjust laws. In the words of
William Durland, “unquestioning obedi-
ence to government is not part of citi-
zenship in a democracyj; it is rather the
stuff out of which all dictatorships are
made.”*

In our republic, individual citizens
consent to government, rendering sup-
port in the form of taxes, jury duty,
voting, and civic responsibility in re-
turn for services which are supposed to
enhance the collective quality of life. I

8

Harvard Divinity Bulletin




Svnopsis of LMTC Course on
CHRISTIAN ECOLOGY: EIELICAL PERSPECTIVES 0OM LAMD RAMD JUSTICE

The history of Inheritance of the promized land by  the
Israelites will be a springboard for dizcuzzing the philosophical
reasons for contemporary abuse of natural resources and the
environment. An economic analvziz will be applied to various
classical and neo-classical zolutions to the problem.  Testing
the adequacy and morality of thess proposed zolutions against
Christian doctrines will then provide guidelines to Chriztians
and the Church for their moral obligation to speak and act in
defense of Hatural Resources----God’s gift to all humankind

in perpetuity,

LESSON I [Jan 18,1984]
Israelite Inheritance of the Promised Land

LESSON II [Jan 25,1984]
Land as Promize, Gift, and Responsibilituy

LESSOM III [Feb 1,1984]
Property---Perszonal, Public, and Common

LESSON IY [Feb 8,19841]
Abuse of Property---Mizuse and Land Speculation

AN LESSOH V¥ LFeb 15,1984]

( Ethics, Justice, and Land Stewardship

N LESSON VI [Feb 22,1984]
“SStewardship----the Remedy?

LESSON VII [Feb 29,
The Task of the CHURCH in So
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High Court Takes Up Land Reformin U.S.

Law Breaking Up Hawaii Estates Is Major Test of Property Rights

By JIM MANN, Times Staff Writer

WASHINGTON—The Supreme Court agreed Mon-
day to decide whether a government program of land
reform is constitutional, thus setting up one of the most
important tests of private property rights in decades.

The justices will hear an appeal by officials in Hawaii
of a lower court ruling that the state’s land reform law,
passed in 1967 to break up the holdings of major
landawners such as the famed Bishop Estate, violates
landowners’ property rights.

In"-addition to its constitutional significance and its
importance for Hawaii, the case, which will be decided
next year, may have implications for American foreign
policy. Supporters of the Hawaii law say it might be
awkward for the United States to encourage other
governments to undertake land reform programs—as it
is now doing in El Salvador—if an American land reform
program were declared unconstitutional.

State Buys Two-Acre Tracts

Under the Hawaii law, the state uses its powers of
condemnation to buy tracts no more than two acres in
size that are contained within estates of at least five
acres. The state then sells these parcels at cost to
persons who have been living on the property. The
holder of a large amount of land could be forced to sell
two-acre tracts for each person living on his property.

The Fifth Amendment guarantees that private prop-
erty ‘will not “be taken for public use without just
compensation.” It has long been settled that, as long as
they pay for the property, state and local governments
may -take possession of private property for such
purposes as building roads or bridges or for carrying out
urban renewal programs.

The principal constitutional issue in the Hawaii case is
whether a government program of land reform is a
legitimate “public use” under the Fifth Amendment. In
1979, Chief U.S. District Judge Samuel P. King of Hawaii
concluded that it was and upheld the Hawaii Land
Reform Act. But the U.S. 9th Circuit Court of Appeals in
San Prancisco voted 2 to 1 last March to strike down the
law on grounds that land reform is not a “public use.”

“When we strip away the statutory rationalizations
contained in the Hawaii Land Reform Act, we see a
naked attempt on the part of the state of Hawaii to take
the private property of A and transfer it to B solely for
B’s private use and benefit,” Judge Arthur L. Alarcon
wrote for the appeals court.

Alarcon, a one-time aide to former Gov. Edmund G.
(Pat) Brown who was appointed to the appeals court by
President Jimmy Carter, concluded that “it was the
intention of the framers of the Constitution and the Fifth
Amendment that this form of majoritarian tyranny
should not occur.”

The Hawaii law was challenged by trustees of the
Bishoep Estate, the largest private landowner in Hawaii.
The ‘estate holds the land once owned by Princess
Bernice Pauahi Bishop, the last member of the Hawaiian
royal family, who died in 1884.

The estate is a tax-exempt charitable trust with an
estimated $1.5 billion in assets. It is charged with
educating children whose ancestors were native Poly-
nesians. While retaining title to its land, the estate has
leased substantial parts of its property for residential
development.

In passing the land reform measure, the Hawaii
Legislature complained of the “acute and widespread
social and economic hardship” caused by this pattern of
land ownership. The Legislature pointed out that
Hawaii’s population was growing rapidly and that there
was a “critical shortage” of residential land available for
sale.

Court Interested in Property Rights

Over the last few years, the Supreme Court has
shown an increased interest in issues involving property
rights. The justices have indicated that there may be
some limited circumstances in which official actions that
severely restrict the development or use of land may be
considered akin to the government’s taking control of
the property.

But the Hawaii case presents the justices with a more
far-reaching dispute over property rights—a case of the
sort rarely seen at the court since the days of the New
Deal.

In urging the high court to hear the case, Harvard law
professor Laurence H. Tribe, who was retained by the
Hawaii Legislature to defend the land reform program,
told the justices that the appeals court decision “usurped
state legislative power in a manner unprecedented in|
this century.” The main issue in the case, Trib
contended, “is whether the U.S. Constitution freezes our|
50th state into its feudal past.”

By contrast, Washington attorney E. Barrett Pretty-
man, representing the Bishop Estate, told the justice
that there was no reason to hear the appeal because “th
issues in this case ., . are unique and cannot b
expected to recur” (Hawaii Housing Authority vs
Midkiff, 83-141; Portlock Community Assn. vs. Midkiff
83-236; Kahala Community Assn. vs. Midkiff, 83-283).

Driving force.
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plan to buy a new car
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Parallel structure; parallel thought?

"The wild beasts that roam Italy have their dens and lairs
to shelter them, but the men who fight and die for Italy have
nothing but air and light. ...it is for the wealth and luxury
of others that they fight and die. They are called masters of
the world, they have no clod of earth to call their own."

--Tiberius Sempronius Gracchus, ca.133 B.C.
"The foxes have holes, and the birds of the heaven have
nests; but the son of man hath not where to lay his head."

--Matthew 8:20, ca. 30 A.D.
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Catholic priests, nuns prompt
O’Neill to oppose Latin policy

By PHILIP TAUBMAN
New York Times News Service

WASHINGTON — No one in
Congress has been more causti-
cally critical of the Reagan ad-
ministration’s policies in Central
America than the speaker of the
House, Thomas P. O’Neill Jr.

Unlike most of his colleagues,
O’Neill has flatly opposed both
security assistance to El Salva-
dor and aid to the rebels seeking
to topple the Sandinista regime in
Nicaragua. Even those Demo-
crats who have consistently at-
tacked President Reagan on his
policies have supported some mil-
itary aid to El Salvador.

The fervor of O’Neill’s criti-
cism, which has puzzled many
fellow lawmakers and angered
the White House, turns out to be
grounded in theology as much as
politics. The theology of libera-
tion, to be precise, a doctrine
recently criticized by the Vatican
that has been used to justify the
activism of Roman Catholic nuns
and priests in Latin America over
the last 15 years.

O’Neill’s connection with the
doctrine comes from his links to
nuns and priests who have
worked in Central America,
many. of whom come from his
congressional district in Cam-
bridge, Mass. While some mem-
bers of Congress base their for-
eign policy positions on elaborate
briefings by aides, consultation
with colleagues or public opinion
polling of their constituents,
O’Neill depends on the activist
nuns and priests to help shape his
views on Central America.

Religious groups, particular-
ly Roman Catholic clergy, have
played a significant role in the
debate over Central America pol-
icy. Although the church hierar-
chy has not been outspoken,
many Catholic organizations
have opposed President Reagan’s
policies in the region and have
devoted considerable effort to
trying to encourage opposition in
Congress.

In O’Neill’s case, the pres-

sure has been unusually intense
and effective, in part because his
district has a large Catholic popu-
‘lation and it is good politics for
him to oppose the administra-
tion’s policies, but also because
he has great confidence in the

Thomas P. O'Neill Jr.

judgment of the nuns and priests
who have lobbied him. O’Neill is
himself a Roman Catholic and
attended Dominican primary and
secondary schools in Boston as
well as Boston College, a Jesuit
institution.

“I have a connection with the
Marvknoll order—0’Neill said

recently. “I have great trust in
that order. When the nuns and
priests come through, I ask them
questions about their feelings,
what they see, who the enemy is,
and I'm sure I get the truth. I
haven’t found any of these mis-
sionaries who aren’t absolutely
opposed to this policy.”

O’Neill’s aunt, Eunice Tola
was a Maryknoll Sister until her
death in 1981 at the age of 91.
“My aunt was revered by the
order, so I have a great associa-
tion with them,” he said.

One of O’Neill’s main sources
of information about Central
America, particularly Nicaragua,

has been Pe Healy. a Mary-
knoll nun Baseﬁ in Managua. She
corresponds regularly with him
and stops by his office whenever
she is in Washington, according
to O’Neill’s aides.

In a letter she sent to O’Neill
in May, Sister Healy said: ‘“The
war that is happening in Central
America right now and which
threatens to escalate and bring
even more disaster, challenges us
— all of us who believe in Jesus

— to follow the word of Paul in
Ephesians: ‘So stand your
ground, with truth buckled
around your waist and integrity
as a breastplate, wearing for
shoes on your feet the eagerness
to spread the gospel of peace and
always carrying the shield of
faith so that you can use it to put
out the burning arrows of the evil
one.” ”’

Sister Healy thanked O’Neill
for supporting a cutoff of U.S. aid
to Nicaraguan rebels and be-
moaned the approval by the
House of additional security as-
sistance to El Salvador.

She also urged O’Neill to
make sure that Congress moni-
tored developments in El Salva-
dor to see whether Duarte fol-
lowed through on promises to al-
leviate the abuse of human
rights.

Closer to home, O’Neill has
been pressed by the Nicaraguan
Action Group, an association of
Cambridge women, more than
half nuns, who oppose Reagan’s
policies. The group began lobby-
ing O’Neill in 1981.

“We realized that Mr. O‘Neill
was key to what happened in the
House,”” one of the group’s mem-
bers, Sister Jeanne Gallo of the
Sisters of Notre Dame de Namur,
said.

““Many of us were in his dis-
trict. The group decided to work
on educating him about Central
America and work on him to
move things through Congress to
help end human rights abuses,”
she said.

To dramatize their cause, the
group held two sit-ins at O’Neill’s
district office in the federal build-
ing in Boston. In response,
O’Neill agreed to meet with the
group and has often been in touch
with it.

Anne Shumway, another
member of the Nicaraguan Ac-
tion Group, said: “We’ve been
very pleased that he listens to us.
He is a good Catholic and trusts
people in the church who give
him information. He’s also a hu-
manitarian and feels he should
act on the things he learns.”

The churchwomen said they
had no regret about their political
activities, despite criticism of
such activism by the Vatican.
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nd. UAW locals throughout the
meetings this week.

the ditch’

The IUE represents 25,000
GM workers at nine plants, prin-
cipally in the Ohio cities of Day-
ton, Moraine and Warren. Its con-
tract also expires at midnight to-
morrow, but it contains a clause
mandating three days’ notice of a
strike call. When the UAW struck
in 1970, the IUE members waited
to be laid off, rather than strike.

The UAW yesterday said it
had extended its contract indefi-
nitely with Ford Motor Co. as
negotiations continued with GM.
Ford talks will not shift into high
gear until after an agreement is
reached at GM.

UAW spokesman Karl Man-
tyla said three days’ notice is
required to cancel the extension.
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CHILDREN'S MEDICAL GROUP

Announces The Opening Of Their
OFFICE FOR

CHILD & TEEN
SPECIALITY CARE

8990 Garfield, Suite 5
687-3048

BOARD CERTIFIED SPECIALISTS IN: ALSO SPECIALIZING IN:
o Pediatric Cardiology o TEEN MEDICINE

ar 8 . . . ¢ Routine Examinations
o ;::I::::: Endocrinology including o Aisbé Binaes

o Health Concerns
o Afternoon & Evening
Appointments Available

o Pediatric Allergy
o Hours by Appointment

° Weekly Cash Prizes
o e G 000 For A Perfecf Score

Watch for the game coupon on
Sunday, Monday and Tuesday in
_the Sports Section.




)

DR. R. L. HYMERS EXPOSES

LIBERALISM AT WESTMONT

DR. HYMERS WILL SPEAK ON
PROFESSOR ROBERT GUNDRY'S
NEW LIBERAL COMMENTARY ON
MATTHEW IN WHICH GUNDRY
DENIES MANY TEACHINGS OF
CHRIST. DR. GUNDRY &
TEACHING THESE LIES RIGHT
NOW AT WESTMONT
COLLEGE!!

AT 30 LOCATIONS
BY IN-HOUSE AUDIO!
6:45 PM SUNDAYS
PHONE (213) 380-9658
FOR THE LOCATION
NEAREST YOU.

SEND $2.00 FOR DR. HYMERS SERMON ON DR. GUNDRY AND WESTMONT. YOU
WILLALSO RECEIVE A SCHOLARLY EXPOSE OF GUNDRY'S DENIAL OF THE BIBLE
BY DR. CHRISTOPHER CAGAN. WRITE TO “THE FUNDAMENTALISTARMY,” 3473
W. 6TH ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90020,

“WE SUPPORT THE MORAL MAJORITY”

WATCH JERRY FALWELL SUNDAY NIGHTS AT 11:30 ON CH. 11




ECONOMICS FOR PEACE EVENT

On May
ECONOMICS FOR PEACE at the Croatian
American Hall conveniently located

26 the School sponsored

beside our office building. About
thirty participants viewed the
Franciscan Communications filmstrip
The Gift of Land and heard panelists

representing the following organizations:

tions:
Maryknoll Fathers, American Friends
Service Committee, Citizens in
Solidarity with the People of El
El Salvador, Northern CA Land Trust,
Institute for Food and Development
Policy, and Earthstar Radio which
taped the event for possible broadcast.
Earthstar's Shari Morgan provided some
high-minded entertainment with her
songs of peace. ;

The following is from the talk given
by Maryknoll Father Jim Curtin who
has spent most of his life working
with the Indians of Guatemala and is
deeply familiar with the brutal
massacres that have been occurring in
Central America:

The Land s sacred to the Indians and
there was a meeting of Indians of edlght
countries in Sepit. 1979 4in Mexdico

who echoed the thoughts of Henry Geonrge:

"The Land 44 a mother fon us. 1% 44
oun inherditance as a homeland. 1%
includes the watern, the trees, the mou
mountains, all those things that make
it function as the earth. The Land 4is
the farmwonrkers sustenance, as L& 44
forn the whole of society. 1t 4is Zthe.
heant of the nation. The Land 48 ouxr
Life; 4t 45 the sounce and protection
0f ourn Life. On 4t we stand, we walk,
we nest. When we have Land we axre
nappy because we have food. We feel co
committed to Lts production. We feel
we are pernsons. The Land belongs 2o
everyone, because Lts only ocwnern L4
God."

After quotes from Popes Paul VI and
John Paul II regarding landed pro-
perty rights Father Curtin continued:

Peace 44 above all, a work of jusitice.
1% presupposes and requinres the esta-
blishment of a just order Lin which men
can fulfill themselves as men, whenre
thein dignity 448 nrespected, thein
Legitimate aspirations satisfied, thein
access to thuth recognized, Zthedin
personal freedom guaranteed; an ordenr
where man <4 not an object, but an
agent of his own hisztory. Thernefore,
therne will be attempts againsit peace
wherne unjust inequalities among men
and nations prevall.

Universal Love 45 that which in s0Z4i-
darnity with the oppressed seehks also Zo
Liberate the opphressons from thedir own
power, grom their ambition and grom
thedin selfishness. The Liberation of
the poor and the Liberation o4 the ndich
arne achieved simultaneously.

\O
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LANDLINK PROJECT

The LANDLINK PROJECT was begun in
September 1982 in response to interest
by CBS News in the question of concen-
tration of land ownership in America.
The following organizations were
contacted: Appalachian Alliance,
Kentucky Fair Tax Coalition, National
Catholic Rural Life Conference, Rural
America, California Institute of

Rural Studies.

Subsequently, CBS did a documentary
which focused on the Appalachian
region in particular. Purposes of
the LANDLINK PROJECT are as follows:

* To continue to draw media attention
to this challenging issue;

* To network with organizations and

" individuals who are working on
issues of poverty and inequitable
land tenure;

* To support their efforts in esta-

" blishing a tax structure which would
collect the economic rent of land
and natural resources as the basis
of public finance, while eliminating
taxes on productive labor.

We are seeking funding to support the
further development of the LANDLINK
PROJECT. For more information please
call the School at 415-864-1014.

TUNE INTO THE GREEN QUARTER!

From time to time Earthstar Radio's GREEN
QUARTER carries programming of special in-
trest to HGS members. Recently board pres-
ident Fred Foldvary was interviewed on his
book THE SOUL OF LIBERTY. Vice president
Eric Moncur created a dynamic program on
the green belt along the Great Highway.
Another show was developed from a teleph-
one interview with Landlink Project part-
icipant Joe Szakos (did you know that one
coal company in eastern Kentucky owns 31,
000 acres yet pays only $74 a year in prop
erty taxes?) KFAX Radio 1100 AM dial every
Saturday evening at 11:15 PM. For further
information call school.

MEMBER POLL: Cable chamnel 25 has aired a
videotaped portion of a panel discussion
from our June '82 conference. We intend to
do a few more programs for cable TV and so
we're wondering how many of you get the
cable system. If you do, please give us a
call to tell us so at 864-1014.

PENNY'S BUILDING LATEST NEWS:

Chronicle AM: August 16th SF Supervisor
Carol Ruth Silver proposes to condemn and
tear down the long empty building at 5th
and Market and convert it to a mini-mall
and park. Silver noted the key site pays
only $50,000 a year in taxes.

Examiner PM: August l6th Bob Lurie, owner
announces plans to rehabilitate the 5 sto-
ry Baroque-Renaissance building into re-
tail and office space.
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‘Bishops Taking Aim at Capitalism
“Catholic Clerics Will Study the Morality of U.S. Economics

By RUSSELL CHANDLER, Times Religion Writer

SOUTH BEND, Ind.—The na-
..tion’s Roman Catholic bishops, who
—-waded into the thick of political

controversy last spring when they
issued a statement condemning nu-
clear arms, are now preparing a
letter that will scrutinize the moral-
ity of capitalism and recommend
changes in U.S. economic policy.

The major church document that
_is taking shape through a committee

of. five bishops and their advisers
appears to be a highly controversial
_analysis of U.S. employment, wel-
fare, trade and industrialization pol-
icies, with a view toward making

these policies more beneficial to
workers and the poor.

According to comments made by
some committee members, the let-
ter is almost certain to call for the
creation of jobs for the unemployed
as a national moral imperative, and
may well criticize some aspects of
capitalism.

The five bishops charged with
drafting the pastoral letter on Cath-
olic social teaching and the Ameri-
can economy closed a three-day
symposium here on Wednesday af-
ter hearing a wide variety of view-
points from several dozen experts in

labor, economics and theology.

The symposium drew nearly 250
observers, underscoring a growing
interest in the letter and the Ameri-
can bishops’ current determination
to speak out on social issues.

Economic injustice has been an
increasing concern both at the Vati-
can and by many Catholic hierar-
chies at the national level. In 1980,
the U.S. bishops issued a statement
that took sharp issue with some
Marxist ideology in light of Catholic
teachings, and the pending letter on
capitalism was commissioned then
as a companion piece.

The first draft will not be released
until November, 1984, and the final
version will not be voted on by all
the bishops until a year later. But
the issues the letter will address
have already touched off fears
among conservative Catholics and
others that the bishops are “med-
dling” in non-spiritual affairs and
that the letter may sound like an
endorsement of the Democratic
Party.

“I think the nuclear statement
was a Sunday school picnic com-
pared to what is going to come out of
this,” said the Rev. Oliver Williams,
one of the organizers of the sympo-
sium, which was held at the Univer-
sity of Notre Dame.

“It’s going to hit in the pocket-
book. The bishops may have a hard
time convincing the (middle- and
upper-class) people in the pews.”

Archbishop Rembert G. Weak-
land of Milwaukee, head of the

drafting committee, said he was
upset with those who believe that
the bishops should not deal with
economics.

“We Catholics have as much right
as anybody to speak out ... on
issues of the quality of life and
transcendent values,” he said.

Hearings on the proposed pasto-
ral letter have been held over a
two-year period and have included
a total of about 50 economists,
sociologists, government officials
and labor and business experts.

Those who spoke here this week
included two former Cabinet mem-
bers, two high-ranking General
Motors Corp. executives, and econo-
mists and moral theologians repre-
senting both liberal and modestly
conservative viewpoints.

“We're trying to get a balanced
point of view,” said Archbishop
Thomas Donellan of Atlanta, a com-
mittee member.
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Construction Suspended

they will not pay.

Getting developers to kick in for
public improvements became San
Diego city policy in 1980, after the
city opened up much of its northern
acreage for development. The
council sought the fees to shift the
load for public improvements, such
as parks and roads, onto newcomers
by figuring out a special assessment
for every house, condominium,
apartment and acre of industrial and
commercial property.

Trying to Prevent Marches

“We were trying to prevent a
situation where constituents would
march down to City Hall later
saying, ‘We want our park! We
want our fire station!’ and the
council then has to find some money
to do it,” said George Simpson,
B irector of the city’s Engi-

own auditor refused to release
$10,000 to cover the administrative
costs of figuring the fees for a
development called North City
West, a planned community - for
50,000 on the city’s northern bound-
ary.

The auditor said he withheld the
funds because he believes the as-
Sessments are ‘“‘special taxes.”
Backed into a corner, the city
essentially took the matter to court.

That suit joined another chal-
lenge from a San Diego developer in
North University City who also
objected to the assessment scheme.
A Superior Court judge ruled
against the city in April and told the
city to stop “imposing or collecting”
the fees because they were unfair
taxes.

While they appealed the court
decision, city officials tried to get
around the legal roadblock by en-

and commerecial land.

Most major developers have
signed the agreements, but the E, F.
Hutton Life Insurance Co., which
plans to build a 90,000-square-foot
office building on 14.4 acres in
North‘University City, recently
challenged the city’s authority to
eollect the fees.

The company balked at paying
$163,000 for public improvements in
the area and threatened to sue when
city officials did not release a build-
ing permit.

San Diego City Atty. John Witt
said he brought the challenge to the
attention of the City Council during
closed sessions Tuesday. He said
council members agreed to proceed
with the emergency ordinance.

“It’s not fair to those who are
willing to participate in the financ-
ing of these improvements to have
others get away without it,” Witt
said.

Peter Enticknap, E. F. Hutton’s
vice president of real estate, said
Wednesday afternoon that

COCAINE: Two Convicted

Continued from Page 3
With Weaver, a hulking man, at
his side, Hoelker went to Lang’s
apartment in early 1982, demanded
the money and then beat his one-
time partner when he did not getit.

On March 9, 1982, still trying to
get the money, Hoelker visited
Lang again, this time with Linn,
The two men forced Lang to drive
with them to an isolated spot in
Orange County. There, Linn held
Lang at gunpoint and forced him to
sign a life insurance policy applica-
tion listing Hoelker as the benefici-
ary.

Once the $150,000 policy was
issued, according to testimony,
Hoelker and Linn planned to have
Lang murdered. That never took
place, and the policy was not issued.

At about the same time, Hoelker
and Linn struck up a plan to sell
cocaine. Again, Weaver wa ist_

But before the deal could be
completed, Weaver went to Drug
Enforcement Administration au-
thorities to tell them of the pending
deal, which led to Hoelker’s arrest:

Represented by attorney Michael
T. Kenney, Hoelker insisted from
the witness stand that he was
investigating Weaver, because he
thought Weaver was himself  in-
volved in drug sales. He claimed
that Weaver confided that he made
his money by posing as a drug agent
and stealing narcotics from dealers.

Hoelker claimed he warned
Weaver, “If you're telling the truth,
I’'m going to take you down.”

Hoelker said that was why
Weaver lied about him.

Drug Enforcement Administra-
tion officials said Hoelker is the only
agent ever convicted of sellin
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The Board of Directors of LSC

The Most Reverend F. Joseph Gossman The Reverend Roy J. Smith

Bishop of Raleigh Associate Executive Secretary
The Catholic Diocese of Raleigh North Carolina Baptist State Convention
President Secretary

The Right Reverend Thomas A. Fraser
Bishop of North Carolina

The Episcopal Diocese of North Carolina
Vice President

Dr. John D. MacLeod, Jr.

General Secretary

The Synod of North Carolina
Presbyterian Church in the United States
Treasurer

Dr. Cecil A. Ray
General Secretary-Treasurer
North Carolina Baptist State Convention

Mr. Marvin Bienstock
Executive Director
Charlotte Jewish Federation

The Most Reverend Michael J. Begley
Bishop of Charlotte
The Catholic Diocese of Charlotte

Dr. Richard F. Amos
President, Provincial Elders Conference
Southern Province, Moravian Church in America

The Right Reverend William G. Weinhauer
Bishop of Western North Carolina
The Episcopal Diocese of Western North Carolina

The Advisory Committee Members of LSC

Robert M. Leary, Chairman
Robert M. Leary and Associates
Raleigh

David J. Brower, Vice Chairman
Center for Urban and Regional Studies
University of North Carolina

Honorable Grace Haddock Bonner
Mayor, Town of Aurora

Dr. Kenneth S. Broun
Dean, School of Law
University of North Carolina

David Burnette
District Chairman, Agricultural Extension Service

Asheville

Marsha Cartwright
Raleigh

L. C. Cooper
Director, Agricultural Extension Service
Warrenton

Dr. Leon E. Danielson
School of Agriculture and Life Sciences
North Carolina State University

Rev. Raymond J. Donohue
Our Lady of Lourdes Church
Raleigh

Thomas A. Foxx

N.C. Department of Natural Resources
and Community Development

Winston-Salem

Honorable Karen Gottovi
County Commissioner
New Hanover County

Dr. Otis L. Graham, Jr.
Distinguished Professor, Department of History
University of North Carolina

Honorable Norman Gustaveson
County Commissioner
Orange County

Robert H. Hall
Director, The Institute of Southern Studies
Durham

Jerry Hardesty
Director, Agricultural Extension Service
Currituck County

Rev. Dr. Garland A. Hendricks
Professor Emeritus

Southern Baptist Seminary
Wake Forest

Johnnie R. Hood
WPTF
Raleigh

Ginger Zucchino
Landscape Architect
Raleigh

Jeane Joyner
Teacher
Raleigh

Wallace Kaufman
Pittsboro

Ronald I. Kirschbaum
Attorney at Law
Raleigh

Dr. Linda W. Little
L.W. Little Associates
Raleigh

James R. Hinkley
Executive Director
Raleigh

Agnes McDonald
Raleigh

Dr. John A. Pear
Physician
Raleigh

William G. Roberts, Jr.
William G. Roberts, Jr. and Associates
Eden

Ronald F. Scott
Asheville

McNeill Smith
Attorney at Law
Greensboro

K. O. Summerville
Forester
Garmner

Robert Timberlake
Lexington

Kathryn J. Waller

Executive Director, Rural Advancement Fund

Charlotte

Berry A. Williams, Jr.

N.C. Department of Natural Resources
and Community Development

Raleigh

Honorable Richard Whitted
County Commissioner
Orange County

Richard R. Wilkinson
Professor of Landscape Architecture
North Carolina State University




What is LSC?

The Land Stewardship Council of North Carolina is an
ecumenical, non-profit religious organization founded in
June 1980 in recognition of the increasing need to
educate North Carolinians in the spiritual and ethical
principles of good land stewardship. North Carolina is
blessed by God with a variety of abundant natural
resources—soil, water, minerals, forests, and wildlife.
Proper management of these resources is essential to our
mental and spiritual well-being as well as for our physical
sustenance. Enriching the knowledge that private citizens
and public officials have about land—its use, care,
conservation, management, and planning—is a prime
concern of the Council. It wishes also to heighten the
sensitivity of the Legislature and government officials to
the urgency for the wise use and protection of North
Carolina’s land and other natural resources based upon
Biblical principles which summon God's people to

Why the land?

In the Coastal Area of North Carolina polluted sounds
are closed to shellfishing, wetlands and woodlands and
family farms are increasingly lost to corporate farming
operations, land holdings by black families are
diminishing, rivers are polluted by the runoff of chemical
and industrial waste, and mounting beachfront
development leaves our coast increasingly vulnerable to
ocean forces. In the Piedmont, green spaces and farmland
between cities are being lost to urban development, city
centers are deteriorating, flood plains are being
developed, and air and water pollution is increasing. In the
Mountains there are increasing problems of second home
development, absentee ownership, flood plain
development, stream diversion, channeling, and
pollution, and loss of farmland. These are but a few
examples of the way the creation is being abused in our

obedience. state. And there is little apparent effective action being

taken to abate and rectify these conditions.

We have been given dominion over nature, but that
dominion is to be characterized by stewardly service, not
exploitation. We must fulfill the command of God to “till
the garden and keep it,” to carefully watch over and
preserve the creation and handiwork which has been
entrusted to us.

T

“Near Boone” on cover by Bob Timberlake
©Heritage Company, Incorporated of Lexington, North
Carolina.

What is LSC doing?

The Land Stewardship Council began operations in December 1980. An Executive Director oversees the
Council’s activities from an office in Raleigh’s Grace Lutheran Church. A statewide Advisory Committee helps
to educate the Council and leaders of the religious community as to the issues involved and to develop a
comprehensive program. Educational opportunities will be provided for the citizens of the State through
pamphlets and papers, articles for newsletters and magazines, multi-media presentations, and a speakers and
teachers bureau. The Council is called to speak with a prophetic voice, advocating the wise use of North
Carolina’s land resource in accordance with ethical and spiritual principles of good stewardship. All of the
activities engaged in by the Council have an ecumenical thrust, maintaining a broad basis of support from the
religious community.

The Basis of LSC

The Land Stewardship Council believes that there are general ethical norms drawn primarily from the
Scriptures which can and should guide the religious community in its response to the question of land use. A
single thread runs throughout all the teachings on land in the Bible. These can be summarized in Genesis 2:15:
“The Lord God placed the man in the Garden of Eden as its gardener, to tend and care for it.” In accordance
with this Scriptural teaching, the Council believes that a proper relationship of man to nature is one of
equilibrium; mankind is not above and superior to the ecological system but is intimately and integrally a part

of it. Man must treat nature with the respect and care befitting a creation of God recognized as “good” by the
Creator.

If you have further interest:

A more comprehensive Ministry Statement has been published by the Land Stewardship
Council. If you would like to receive this document, please contact or write to the Council
at the address below.

The Land Stewardship Council of North Carolina
5010 Six Forks Road

Raleigh, N.C. 27609

(919) 781-5197




rvadoran Killers Tell Their Stories

Death Squad Members:

By LAURIE BECKLUND, Times Staff Writer—

They call it Door of the Devil, a

ravine. o

Late at night, trucks drive to the
edge, and a young girl who lives
near the trash heap below can hear
their engines idle as she lies in bed.

put another detective in

T2 d 30 :
over,” a young fom@r police intelli-

with you
and pretend to shoot him if he

won't
talk. If he’s a good guerrillaxs{(:\
rather die than say anything. If h

‘Over the Edge’

talks, he goes to Mariona (prison).

craggy spot not far from downtown  gence agent said. Those that don’t, die. Many won’t
San Salvador where the earth ends, “You start by putting\psychologi- talk . . . and then you toss them
plunging into a sheer, mist-filled cal fear into them. Blindfold them, over.”

The young policeman—call him
Federico—said he murdered 16
people and tossed several of their
bodies off those rocks. He said he

did it as part of his job with the

She listens for gunshots. When the
firing stops, the trucks roar off.
The next morning, fresh tire

WEATHER

National Police in the Center for the
Analysis of Information (CAIN),
one of El Salvador’s most important

tracks line the mud barely a foot
from the precipice; the drivers
knew their way. Below, along the
uddy path that goes by the young
irl’s house, last night’s work lies

ette in the trash or parts of a body
caught on crags high up the ravine

Tuesday's forecast .
Dec. 18 last year

U.S. Weather Service forecast:
Today—Ilow clouds clearing to hazy
sunshine. Tonight and Tuesday—
low clouds with partial afternoon

mid last week’s trash. clearing.
It takes a minute to recognize the Sund
body in this form—a silhou- R M Bt g fa no kst g n SR
uman body Today's forecast ...

intelligence agencies.

His rank was never high. Yet, in
his own world, he was part of an
elite. He never had to investigate an
ordinary murder, he said, only
“subversives.” Although he has left

in the fog.
“It's always a little foggy, and

Record high Dec, 18, 1917 .. ..
Record low Dec. 18,189 .........

M. (the security forces for personal
Chear50  reasons, he still carri i
..low50s that he says wi i f

------ 52 _gl_r;];cﬁuny_t.mnms
2 hroughout El Salvador, in mili-
gg tary garrisons and police intelli-

there are these big rocks you can
stand on top of to throw somebody

Complete details, Part II, Page 4.

gence offices, there are men like
Please see SALVADOR, Page 18
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e Nas no regular source of
care, according to a major survey of
the nation’s health care. The report
sponsored by the Robert Wood
Johnson Foundation concluded that
“the United States has not yet fully
achieved the goal of universally
accessible health care. There are
still large gaps . . . and the burden
falls disproportionately” on blacks,
Latinos, the poor, the poorly insured
and “a growing class of have-nots,
the unemployed,” said Dr. Robert
Blendon, an official of the founda-
tion, which specializes in health
improvement and medical care.

' Veterans and the handicapped
should have no more than a limited
advantage in applying for state and
local government jobs, the Montana
Legislature decided after debating
the job-preference issue during a
six-day special session. Last June
the state Supreme Court interpreted
the current law as giving an abso-
lute preference to veterans, the
spouses and dependents of disabled
veterans and the handicapped. Until
then, the preference had been used
only as a tie-breaker between

" equally qualified applicants. The

new bill keeps that distinction. A
preference holder will get the job
only if that person is “substantially

equally qualified.”

{ $

TIN d O dCLS

companies that employed him im-
mediately before and after his gov-
ernment service, the New York
Times reported. Sawyer, who was
appointed in April, 1981, and quit
two years later, took unusual steps
to award a $1.13-million contract,
without bidding, to John J. McMul-
len Associates of New York City,
the newspaper said. Sawyer had
quit the presidency of McMullen, a
small marine architectural concern,
to take the Navy job. While in the
Navy Department, Sawyer also was
a supporter of the Electric Boat
division of General Dynamics, the
newspaper said, and when he left
the Navy he joined General Dynam-
ics as executive vice president.

The Duluth, Minn., school board

narrowly approved a new contract

with striking teachers after the
teachers voted overwhelmingly in
favor of the agreement. After an
18-day walkout, school will resume
today for the district’s 25 schools
and 15,000 students, administrators
said. Teachers had been without a
contract since July. The new con-
tract, as outlined at the board
meeting, includes a 14.9% increase
in salary and fringe benefits over
two years. The salary increase alone
amounts to 5% for the 1983-84
school year and 4.4% next year.

that a person sorting ddTiRted
clothes finds $6,320 in a pocket and
returns the money to the owners.
a news photographer went aroung
to Horizon South, a residence i
Oglesby, Ill., for mentally handi
capped adults, to take a picture g
laundry worker Marilyn Argu
bright, who found the cache. “Oh,
knew I couldn’t keep it,” said A
gubright. “It wasn’t mine.” Then, g
she held up another suit coat in
reenactment for the photographe
out fell $2,320 more. Her fello
workers, after a stunned pause, the
rapidly rifled all the other cloth
donated by the same two elde
sisters and found another bundle
$12,552—pinned inside a skirt. T'
brought the grand total to $21,19
The cash was returned to the sist4
from the Chicago suburb of Skok
Mary and Bonnie Zand. “I do
know what to say,” said Argubrig
when asked about the incident. H
the Zand sisters, who operated
women’s apparel store in Spr
Valley, Ill., that was closed seve
years ago and whose leftover clo
ing was eventually given to Horiz
South, had an opinion. “This is
blown out of proportion,” M4
Zand said.
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SALVADOR: Rightist Death Squad Members Describe Motives

Continued from Page 1

Federico who specialize jn i igating, informing on,

interrogating and sometimes Kkillin; “subversives,
7 according to a wide range of sources m%ervnewea by The

Times during an investigation lasting several months:

Once convinced that he would not be identified,

PFederico spoke openly in an interview. Only at the end
did he say—as if remembering an old concern he had
pondered long before and set aside—“A policeman
starts, he’s OK, a regular guy, and after a year he’s a
criminal, and after a little more time, he’s a murderer.”

There are many occasional killers in El Salvador,
those who have taken advantage of moral and political
chaos to settle a score. But, although no one knows for
sure, Times interviews with sources closest to the
killing indicate that there may be at most 500 regular
members of death squads, men like Federico, who kill on
the job or who kill for spending money on the side.

This is a story about a few of the death squad regulars,
what they say about how they kill and why.

A 40-year-old man recalled the moment that he made
his decision. It was a time of dizzying loss of balance for
him; the solid ground of church, business, and society
was slipping away under his feet. One day, in the middle
of an inconsequential conversation, anger overtook his
fear. This new anger was deep and rich; it could not be
satisfied by any-
thing but revenge.

“All of a sud-
«Q * - . den—and this is

Something inside ey personal, for
everybody it’s
you says, “By GOd, different, but this
is the way it was

I’'m not going to take for me—some-

thing inside you

9 clicks very softly

that any more. PR

I'm not going to

take that any-

more.” All of a

sudden, something sends you very cleanly and very
precisely over the edge.”

His name here will be Vic Morales. Most of the other
names used in this story also are pseudonyms.

Morales said he was recruited into what he called
“activities of a different kind” by Roberto D’ Aubuisson,

then a major in Nation_z;t_l_gl_xam_im_gmggm and now

president of El Salvador’s constitutional congress, head
of the extreme right-wing Arena Party, and that party’s
candidate for the presidency.

Like most of his colleagues, Morales spoke openly
and, insofar as was possible to determine, honestly,
about what he knows about death squads. He and the
others refused to divulge details of specific killings or
current operations, matters Morales referred_ to as
“anti-Communists’ military secrets.” Morales, in fact,
said he never did the killing himself.

Deep down, he said, there are some aspects of the
killing that even he, who believed in it, could not handle.
Like the dozens of beheadings by the Squadron of Death

" in western El Salvador two years back that had been
carried out with the precision of a slaughterhouse.
“There’s logging interests in that area,” he said in vague
explanation. “They must have shot them first—at least I
hope they shot them first—before somebody put them
through the machine.”

ivi lated, he said,
ago, as civil unrest esca :
el i men began formin their own

roqui “Bverybody had di erent names’ for

gilant groqu.
:ﬁeiragrgups, e recalled. “And theq other people would
like what they were doing, so they d go out and do the

same thing and use the other guy’s name.” Militar
officers s began directi ' se_ud,
adding, 'Nobody has the immunity they do for carrying

round.”
’%D—Ss;uadron of Death, whose militants wore dark
clothes and masks marked “Escuadron de la Muerte,” or
simply, “EM,” was the most notorious.
It began as a Ku Klux Klan-style brotherhood of

businessmen and pr i
companies, hotels, and at least one fun:rt:i ;x;rlxos;t
according to a foreign source with extremely close ties'
to both the military high command and the extreme
right. Military officers, although a minority among
members, were in charge, the foreign source said.

_ “They found real guerrillas,” Morales said, “and put a
single bullet through their heads. Their bodies would
turn up completely clothed, not one shoe missing.
‘You're a Communist,’ they would say, and boom, they
would shoot them and throw them out somewhere . . . .
They did things so well that everybody started admiring
them and imitating them.”

The logo was picked up b lice a i
Nat_ionfal Police designed fubgel?(;tamp: ;.joﬁll‘thegMTg:
their victims’ foreheads, according to one source.

The Squagron of Death eventually became something
of an 1ptanglble image that safeguarded the identity of
the officers and soldiers involved. “They didn’t kill the
8uys—the Squadron of Death did,” explained a U.S.
analys't. “The Squadron of Death becomes lightning or
bubomg plague or quicksand—this thing everybody
knows is evil, but nobody knows who does it. It has the
same effect as saying the wrath of God came down on
you and did it.”

Please see SALVADOR, Page 19
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SALVADOR: Righteous Anger Leads to Revenge

Continued from Page 18

The killing got easier after the first time, said Ed
Garza, a name that is also a pseudonym. But it never got
easy, and now he says he is out of it altogether,

“Nobody likes to do it,” he said. “After you do it, asa
rule, you go out and get a couple drinks and get drunk.
For three, four or five days, I wouldn’t talk to anyone. I
didn’t like anyone to know I'd done it. Like my children

. Isuspect that they know, because I'd be gone for a
night and they’d know an attack was carried out, and I'd
come back the next day and grab some clothes and walk
out.”

Garza is known as an amigo del cuartel, a “friend of the
barracks.” The phrase is a term of scorn, used by
civilians of means to refer to their peers who curr

favor and the friendshi military officers. Most

weﬂthi civilians EEEEE& %%E EéﬁﬁgLny of military

officers, whom they distrust and look down upon.
"military men, and he boasted

Not Garza. He admires
here and there in an interview about colonels he is close
to, saying he is one of the few civilians the military has
allowed to participate with them in actual operations.

He recalled one operation in which several “cells,”
most of them military and police from different parts of
the country, joined forces to destroy a guerrilla hideout
in San Salvador.

“A lot of people died,” he said. “Who were the right
ones? Who were the wrong ones?. . . . Anybody in that

‘Who were the right ones? The
wrong ones? Anybody in the
house to me was an enemy. ..’

house to me was an enemy . . In Vietnam, the
Marines didn’t go in and knock on the door and ask, ‘Are
you the Viet Cong?’ ”

Death squads, as Garza and others described them
from the days in 1980 and 1981, were not bands of killers
but committees of what he called civilian “patriots” who
conducted secret investigations to identify “subver-
sives.” In most cases, their decisions were passed on to
military contacts, who carried out their judgments.

The group led by Garzs bevery week or two to put

: Spe 8 ts

spoKe too favorably of land
reform, a troublesome employee suspected of being a
union activist, and a Cabinet minister. Personal vendet-

fas were satisfied along the way. But no suspect got off

because he had a friend or relative in the group, Garza
with pride.

Between meetings, each member carried out an

assigned task. Some sent bodyguards or employees to

'?Elmmm Others asked friends in military

ntelligence for files on the target. Everyone tried to

f possible, to get a

1 for the strength of their anti-Com

Jonvictions.

At the next meeting, each member presented his
findings, and each subjec
“How solid are his anti-Communist feelings? How

does he speak out at meetings? Is he really talking free
enterprise, or is he talking socialism or fascism?” Such
were the questions asked and answered.

To no one’s surprise, most of their suspects were
adjudged to be Communists.

“If you investigate people like we did, you find very
few people who have not been involved in the
Communist movement,” Garza said. “Almost everybody
has Communist ties if you look for them hard enough.”

Once the decision was made, he said, “There was only
one way to get them out of the picture, which was to get
them out of the picture.”

A pleasant, amiable young man who will be called
Frank here speaks English peppered with American
slang. He wore a pistol in his belt during a series of
interviews.

Frank calls himself a “counterterrorist,” the anti-
Communist counterpart of a leftist terrorist. “Commu-
nists tell you this: ‘I have nothing to lose except my
life,” ” he said. “I feel the same.’

Like most u -class and upper-class busi-
nessmen, Frank was educated at the countr nes

~schools, {ncluaing some run by the Society of Jesus, the
Jesuit order. As an adult, he returned to bomb some of
those same institutions and about 30 other targets as
well.

“You do it because, because . . . who the hell else is
going to do it?” he said. “If we don’t do this, in five or
eight years, the United States will be the same way. You
have to live it to understand it. You have to suffer the

effects of terrorism to realize you have to act the same
way against them.”

—TFTrank and his associates set themselves apart from
military men like Federico, whom they generally look
down upon as mindless murderers. “None of us was
trained to do that kind of thing,” another member of
Frank’s counterterrorism group said in a separate
interview. “We thought too much about the conse-
quences of what would happen. The military did that

. .They don't stop and think about the morality of
their actions.”

The goal of the civilian terrorists is to banish leftist
ideas and supplant them with their own; to ban leftist
books lace with their ownT0_elimi
efti S ce them with their own.

In this battle of the minds, they believe that their

m&ﬂfﬁwnmm&mmt
priests, ubuisson said scathingly in an interview, are

the “worst scum” of all. The “Black Pope,” he said,
invoking the ancient nickname of the head of the order,
may have masterminded leftist guerrilla operations not
only in El Salvador, but in Cuba and other countries as
well,
Frank knows the Jesu

their children—the private University of Central Amer-

ica—that woul

%lég_gt_xp%ymmrsity. “The university was created to
ucate the children of the wealthy,” said a Jesuit

spokesman who lives at one Jesuit residence that Frank

said he had bombed. “But it began to opt for social

change.”
ist e new university proved a greenhouse for germi-

nating reform proposals and center-left dissidents. A
few radical priests quit and became guerrillas. The

Jesui tions, seemed to hav.
near-magical powers to contaminate the minds of

almost anyone they touched, rightists felt.

Frank confessed sheepishly that he himself had been
duped by their “socialist” textbooks that preached
“paternalistic government.”

It was hardly surprising that when Frank and his
cohorts decided to take up arms, they headed for his
alma mater. “We didn’t know where i in the hell to go,”

he said. “So \g_z_tamw_
Working usinessmen by day, and as occasional -

terrorists by night, they roamed the streets in bullet-
proofed vans freely after curfew, armed with heavy
weapons and carrying ski masks and the names of
sympathetic officers who could get them out of a scrape
if necessary.

Their idea was to i ists b

<sxpose”_closet_Communists by
‘%&wwm, they hoped, scare them into
eeing. While their above -ground colleagues published

denouncements in right-wing papers, the terrorists

bon%b%mmmﬂmmnm They
pu e last remaining dissident newspapers out of

business. The staffs wound up dead, jailed or in exile.
“We would sometimes drop a little piece of paper
(with the name of a death squad on it),” Frank said. He
professed not to recall the names he or military terror
teams used.
But newspapers would record them as death squads:

‘In counterinsurgency war one
must liquidate all those who
could bear a grudge against you.’

the Anti-Communist Front for the Liberation of Central
America (FALCA), the Organization for the Liberation
From Communism, the “glorious Secret Anti-Commu-
nist Army”’ (as it described itself in one communique)
and a dozen others.

Autumn of 1980 marked the arrival of a cadre of
Argentine secret pgh‘gg who were veterans of Argenti-
na’s “dirty war” in the 1970s, which quashed the
powerful Montonero guerrillas but also led to the deaths
or disappearances of as many as 30,000 anti-government
guerrillas and civilians thought to be linked to the
“subversives.”

“The Argentines are the only ones in the world who
fought an urban guerrilla war and won it,” Vic Morales,
the 40-year-old who participated in “activities of a
different kind” said with some hyperbole as he recalled
e excitement that rippled through the Salvadoran

just naturally recognized as the bes
The Argentines were part ofa floating network 0

ﬂ.ﬁiﬁ!_sanﬁﬂmmnﬂﬂgGuat ne
others who have worked throughou
the past several years, W__Sﬂll‘}wm-
squads one month and Nicdraguan ex-National Guards-
‘men trying to overthrow the leftist Sandinista regime
the next. :

The Argentines spent more than two months in El
Salvador at the end of 1980, training both civilians and
military officers in the methods they had used to quash
the Montoneros. In that short period, according to men

who worked with them, they helped organize the
Salvadorans’ helter-skelter efforts into a far more

* Monday, December 19, 1983/Part |

efficient system that linked civilians like Ed Garza
straight into the nerve center of military intelligence: %

“They were here a very short time,” D’Aubui
said, referring to them briefly in an interview. “But that
time was very helpful (because) they tried to transmit
their experiences, tell people and recommend to them,
act this way and that, use this system, coordinate
information and analyze it this way.”

While some Salvadorans welcomed the Argentinesds
living proof that it was possible to defeat leftist rebels,
others came away horrified at what they described:@s
the Argentines’ clinical brutality and their blatant
anti-Semitism. Said Carlos Midence, a Guatemalan
paramifitary expert who acted as an intermediary
between the Argentines and the Salvadorans, “If they

(the Argentine advisers) see a Jew, they just go crg(ﬁ.’:'j
“They would kill anybody,” said one young Salvador-

an, adding that the Argentines disillusioned him..so :

thoroughly he quit the movement. “There were housgs
where they did this. I never went: I wouldn’t. You knew
they were killing your-own peoplein there.”

Garza said his group already was spying on and
tracking down alleged Communists when the Argen-
tines arrived. But the foreign experts honed thgn-
intelligence analyses.- Those they believed were Com-
munists were picked up and interrogated at safehousg§

where the Argentme sgeclahsts demonstrated scientific
interrogation ues alvadoran National.
—Guardsmen fnrsthana

. Gl:iemlla or not, Garza said, those picked up Were

ille

The Argentines called the kidnap-question-kill pro-
cess the “cleaning-operation” stage of counterrevolu-
tion. “The cleaning operations are the interrogations,'a
geometric progression to get all the information, and
when you get the information, you have to get rid of
these people,” Morales said. —

Simply put, that means that the military, kills its way
to the top of the guerrilla_hierarchy by interrogati
each suspect to get the nam_gg_o_f_%gﬁt_o_pg;mm
killing him and then questioning and killing the contacts

e reveale

Frank the counterterrorist explained it this way: “You
get one, you get three; you get three, you get 10; you get
10, you get 50. You are not just shooting whoever comes
along, but (you) are goi ”’ The better the:

intelligence, he added, the more lives will be spared.
But the Salvadorans had to moderate the Argentine

method, which included killing not only suspected
Communisis but iheir familgs g1 el 5 sradicaie
%evenge -minded relatives. Hector Dada, a formér
hristian Democrat who served on two civilian-military
juntas in 1979 and 1980, said in an interview in Mexico
City, where he now lives, that he had read one
Argentine counterinsurgency manual used by the
National Guard long before the Argentines arrived.
. I remember some of the lines clearly,” Dada said.

"One said, ‘In counterinsurgency war, you cannot leavé

resentidos. One must iquidate all those who could hgg;

_E},lléswiw you.’
n Argentina, they did it in a bestial way, by kllling
all the family of the guerrillas,” said Alicia de Llovera

(her real name), a feisty grandmother and business-
woman who has been a mainstay of D’Aubuisson’$
Arena Party. “But here we can’t do that. I have a cousin,
for example, who is a Communist. But can they kill me°
No. This country is too small. Everybody is relatgd.
We'd all be dead.”

If the Argentines were part of a floating antl Commut
nist paramilitary network, Federico, the former Nation=
al Policeman, and his friends are part of the flotsam that
trails in their wake.

Some have full-time jobs in encies. Some
work as bodyguards to the we or occasionally as
free-lance contrac ers. Some swing both ways

Please see SALVADOR, Page 20
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planting bombs for rightists one night, planting bombs
for guerrillas the next.

Their status and power vary greatly depending on
their rank and the prominence of their bosses. The most
elite among them work inside police and army intelli-
gence agencies—not the regular criminal investigations
--section; but special sections-whese-job is to identify and
eliminate subversives. arnnr e v

“They call them_dogs,” said Leonel Gomez (his true
name), a former adviser to the national land reform
director who -was-slain-by such a team-in 1980. “It’s
almost like the hit men in the Mafia in the 1930s. It
really is like a dog—an animal well-fed and -kept, that

ngfgackmmmmd-"

»Some prominent politicians and wealthx businessmen
have similar teams. Often they collaborate, although
they keep each other in the dark about their operations.
THe system was likened by some U.S. military analysts
tola kind of Chinese warlord system in which each
oversees a geographic turf that corresponds to his
military command, or a political turf that allows him to

- - - .

operate primarily on, say, labor leaders.

“‘I have a job in this area tonight—send your boys
another way,”” Gomez said one operations man will
explain to a colleague if the need arises. “Whether they
understand or not, they send their boys another way.”

Col. Carlos Reynaldo Lopez Nuila, director of the
National Police, is an educated man who is considered
by some U.S. military men to be El Salvador’s lone
progressive among the commanders of the security
forces. He delivers human rights lectures to his staff. He
has fired some for “abuses of authority,” although those
records are not public. Unlike the National Guard and
the notoriously brutal Treasury Police, *his men have
been putting at least some of their captives in jail. They
also have a reputation for nabbing real guerrillas.

But one of his top men, Lt. Col. Aristides Alfonso
Marquez, the investigations director, was recently
identified by U.S. officials as a death squad leader and
was reassigned within the past few weeks.

“I'am’aware that inside the National Police, there are
people who do not realize what we are trying to do,’
Lopez Nuila said in an interview. “When someone has
an important bit of information, they don’t want to
consign someone to a judge, they want to eliminate
him.”

But, he added: “I'm surprised people are surprised by

this. For example, it was normal in Spain in the Civil
War . . . . El_‘fair play’ (he inserted the phrase in
English) canpot be gij i it being
given in this one. War by definition is inhumane.”

Federico disparaged the human rights lectures. “It’s
just for publicity,” he shrugged. Why should men like
him refrain from killing one day when they are ordered
to do so the next? Why should they refrain from making
some money on the side when it is well-known inside
the station that some of their superiors deal in drugs,
become wealthy overnight and steal from the homes of
wealthy leftists who are in jail?

Corruption is rarely mentioned in the United States in
connection with the war in El Salvador. But it is rarely
left out of a conversation in El Salvador. It is the one
problem on which even leftists and rightists seem to
agree.

“It’s awfully hard to tell where the just plain graft and
corruption begins and the political corruption ends,”
said one U.S. Foreign Service officer. “You can mix the
two together . . . into a kind of self-righteous anti-
Communist rationale and say you're stealing in the
name of anti-communism.”

Inside the National Police, Federico said, corruption
works much the same way as El Salvador’s traditional
land tenure system, in which landowners give their

workers small parcels to work on after hours in
exchange for daily labor on the plantation.

The low-ranking police and new recruits work for
their superiors during most of the day, following their
bosses’ orders, regardless of whether the order is
business or a personal favor. In return, they are
rewarded by being allowed to make some money on the
side, by committing small burglaries, for example.

The same principle applies to killing.

“You get a name from the boss or from one of his men,
and they’ll tell you then what kind of comision (order) it
is,” Federico said. “ ‘Just a scare, nothing more,” they’ll
say sometimes. Or “make him disappear forevermore.”
Or “this one is not for killing.” Whatever they say. You
don’t know whether you’re picking him up because he’s
a subversive or because of something the boss has
going.”

No one who knows about it is in a position to halt
-either the corruption or the killing, he said. The special
intelligence sections -where most of -the -killing and-
corruption happen- are- often - in- charge- of -internal
investigations -as.- well.. Besides, he said, adding a
common Salvadoran phrase, “Chucho no come chucho,y
st come, no come mucho.” {

It means that one fish won't eat another, and if he
does, he won’t eat much.
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-~ SLEEPWEAR AND ROBE SALE

' SAVE 25% = 40% ON GILLIGAN AND O’MALLEY,LANZ AND MORE
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Save 25% to 35% on
cotton flannel and brus
nylon gowns to war
Cozy brushed
nylon gowns by
Gilligan & O'Mall
and cotton flanne

 Lanz. Some
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