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Dick Gregory is off and running. And one of the more novel, yet promising,
hunger projects of Jesuit Social Ministries is running with him. He left Los Angeles
on April 21, starting his spinejarring 3500-mile Bicentennial Run Against Hunger. He
must average nearly 50 miles a day, six days
week, in order to arrive in New York
July
pages
of Sisyphus you will find further
4, as scheduled. On the next few
City on
information about the run, including the planned route.
A key to the City of Los Angeles from the mayor, and proclamation of Arizona Run
two honors bestowed upon Gregory early in the
Against Hunger Day by the governor
run
are nice, but they do not take away all of the boneweariness of a body that
doesn't get a chance to recover. When he left Los Angeles, Father Don Merrifield,
President of Loyola-Marymount University, offered the invocation before a gathering
of 2,000 enthusiastic supporters, among whom were Mayor Tom Bradley and sixty some
T.V. and movie personalities.
-

-

Mr. Gregory is 44, and he is doing this run without eating meat or bread or all
of the things we think are so essential to our diets. His run last year from Chicago
to New York was just a shakedown cruise for this more publicized effort.
He wants the trip to be a consciousness-raising effort, calling attention to the
seriousness of the plight of the hungry, both at home and abroad. He will also be
trying to generate funds for worthwhile hunger programs, through sale of T-shirts with
his logo on them, sponsorship of a peany-a-mile, benefit concerts, etc.

The Office of Social Ministries, with help from nearly all of the Provinces, is
one of the sponsoring agents. We, together with the United Church Board for Homeland
Ministries, the Y.M.C.A., and the Save the Children Foundation, helped pay for the
initial costs through loans to this effott. Nearly half of the eventual proceeds
will be disbursed by Jesuits or used in Jesuit hunger projects.
Your support for this effort will be greatly appreciated. There is information
If the Run goes through your area, we hope you
will help galvanize support for it. If not, we need all the publicity, sale of Tshirts or advise on fund-raising we can get. Many people who won't give to a strictly
Catholic effort, will support an ecumenical effort to feed the hungry. In Gregory's
own words, "There is no difference between Democrats and Republicans when it comes
to hunger.... You cannot talk about the right to life without the right to eat."
on the Run included in this issue.
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URGE OPPOSITION TO "ENERGY INDEPENDENCE AUTHORITY"

A bill before the Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs, as
well as the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy, Senate Bill 2532, is a proposal to establish the Energy Independence Authority which would provide
$lOO billion over the next decade in federal financing and economic assistance primarily to the nuclear power industry which is presently undergoing rather severe financial difficulties. The bill has strong backing by the Ford Administration, particularly Vice President Rockefeller, as well as a great deal of labor management support;
in fact, it is primarily a Rockefeller proposal.
THE ISSUE:

Nine years ago, Rockefeller tried to sell the same idea of
public subsidies to the utility and power industries in the
New York legislature, a move which Robert Kennedy, then Senator from the state, denounced as an "uncontrollable monopoly to private power interests." Senator Aiken of Vt, even called for a Justice Department investigation when
It became apparent how much the Rockefeller family and its bank, Chase Manhattan, had
invested in utilities. They own, for example 32% of Consolidated Edison which intends
The Rockefeller
to be generating 55% of its electricity from nuclear power by 1985.
proposal failed after the fact of its true intention was known, that of state funding
But now as Vice President he is proposto companies in which he had major holdings.
ing the same thing on a national rather than state level and for $lOO billion instead
of the 1967 request for $8 billion.
The rationale being used is that the U.S. must
free itself of energy interdependence with the rest of
world due to the old
standby "national security" reasons. The fact is that the nuclear power industry is
failing financially due to repeatedly underestimating the problems involved in developing safe, reliable, and economic nuclear power. In Senate testimony, Rockefeller
indicated that the building of 92 power plants were either being stopped or postponed
due to lack of capital investment. 5.2532, then, is designed to bail out the nuclear
power vendors and their electric utility customers which are in trouble, due to mismanagement reminiscent of the Lockheed-quality of incompetence. Senator Proxmire
pointed out in Committee that the bill is equal to 100 Lockheed loans; Ralph Nader
calls it the Energy Cartel Subsidy Act; yet if passed would allow, by Rockefeller's
own estimation, for the building of 200 new nuclear reactors.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

The National Council of Churches, a group of concerned Jesuit scientists, and the
Jesuit Social Ministries* Board of Directors have all called for a moratorium on the
current misuse of atomic science by companies governed by profit and cost efficiency
rather than public safety. By cutting off a federal bail-out we can help make the
moratorium a reality. 92 plants have been stopped or postponed already due to lack
of capital.

Communicate to your Senator and Representative, particularly if
they are on either of the two committees mentioned, urging them
to vote against 5.2532.
This is absolutely crucial if a moratorium on atomic energy misuse is to be implemented. If we can stop the money we
can stop the plants.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
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After several days of intensive debate and a prolonged effort at compromise, the Senate on April 18 passed a food stamp reform bill (5.3136)
which will cut about 1.4 million people out of the program but grant increased benefits to the most disadvantaged participants. 5.3136, as passed by the Senate, would set the purchase price for food stamps at 25% of net income; establish a
standard deduction of $lOO per month for every participating household for purposes
of determining net income; eliminate all households with net incomed above the poverty
line, but require that line and the standard deduction to be adjusted semiannually to
keep up with the cost of living; prevent the Department of Agriculture from requiring
monthly income reporting by participants; and retain the purchase requirement but establish a $2O million pilot project on the elimination of that requirement.
FOOD STAMPS:

As the focus of food stamp activity now shifts to the House, controversy continues to center on the possibility of eliminating the purchase requirement. Senate
sponsors had actively supported this proposal to relieve the poor of the necessity of
making a cash payment for their food stamps, but finally gave it up in exchange for a
lowered purchase price percentage and cost of living adjustments. Anti-hunger groups,
however, continue to support the idea and are lobbying for it in the House. The House
Agriculture Committee has held food stamp hearings and will mark up a bill between

May 11 and May,2o.
As reported, the Committee bill would:

?eliminate all households with net incomes above the poverty line;
?provide a standard deduction of $lOO per month for any family of any
size anywhere in the country (with an extra $25 monthly deduction if
the household contains a person over age 60);
make no provision for increases in the standard deduction in future
years despite rising costs;
retain the purchase requirement;
allow a deduction from gross income for payroll and social security
taxes;

require every household

to pay 27.5% of its net
stamps (the average family now pays 24%); and

income for food

base eligibility on income received in the 30 days prior to filing
which would make most newly unemployed persons wait 30 days to apply
and perhaps as much as 30 more days to qualify (eligibility is now
based on current income).
bill.

During the floor debate, a number of amendments will be offered to improve this
These include:
1) Elimination of the Purchase Requirement: This widely supported improvement
left out of the Committee bill would eliminate the requirement that recipients
pay a certain amount of cash in order to receive stamps worth that amount plus a
bonus. Studies have shown that this purchase requirement prohibits many poor
people from participating in the program. This amendment would permit beneficiIt
aries to receive just the bonus amount of stamps with no cash changing hands.
would streamline administration of the program, reduce costs and eliminate much
of the corruption and abuse which arises from selling stamps through vendors.
2) Updating Standard Deductions and Income Maximums: The current law only allows people to receive food stamps if their income is below a prescribed maximum
after deducting certain living and employment expenses. This amendment would require adjustments twice a year using current consumer price index information to
set the level of the maximum income and allowable deductions.
This would allow
for inflation and keep the program current with changes in the economy.
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3) Limits on Assets and Income Earning Property: The Committee bill would allow
the Agriculture Department to change the limit on assets which a person may own
and still receive food stamps. It also would prohibit households with more than
$15,000 in income-producing property from participating in the program, thereby
excluding nearly all farmers among others. Amendments will be offered to require
that Congress review any proposed change in the assets limits and to raise the
limit on income-producing property.

4) Monthly Reporting: The Committee bill would permit the Department of Agriculture to institute a system of monthly reporting on the income of every food
One amendment to be offered would simplify this comstamp recipient household.
plex procedure by requiring households to report changes in income and penalizing
failures to do so.
GUN CONTROL: The House Judiciary Committee, which had been marking up handgun control
legislation, yielded to a strong lobbying effort by the National Rifle Association
(NRA) and recommitted the bill it was working on (H.R.11193) to its Subcommittee on
Crime. The closeness of the vote to recommit (17016) reflects the intense controversy
between those who believe that people have a right to own guns for whatever purpose
they desire and those who believe that the gun is too dangerous a weapon to be kept around the home where it could jeopardize the lives of loved ones and too dangerous to
be distributed without basic checks on the person buying the gun. The vote to recommit came just one week after the committee had adopted (18-14) a provision offered by
Rep. Martin Russo (D-IL) banning new "concealable" handguns which would have been defined by size alone. The acdeptance of that amendment led to the deluge of NRA mail.
Russo termed the NRA response a "blatant and insidious campaign to misrepresent and
distort" his amendment which would not have affected long guns or even handguns currently in circulation.
FULL EMPLOYMENT: On March 12th, Rep. Hawkins (D-CA) and Sen. Humphrey (D-MN) introduced a revised version of H.R.50/5.50, newly named "The Full Employment and Balanced
Growth Act." The bill requires that national policies be implemented to bring unemployment down to 4% within 4 years. The President would be required to submit a special budget annually with targets for full employment, production and purchasing
power. The bill would fund countercyclical grants focusing on depressed areas, inner
cities, and youth employment programs. Supporters say the bill could cost as much as
$25 billion to implement but that savings on welfare and unemployment compensation,
by the newly employed would offset
and increased revenue from personal taxes paid
about half of this amount. Hearings have been completed in the House and are expected
shortly in the Senate. Democratic leaders in the Congress have pledged themselves to
passage by May 1, but that schedule appears now to be too optimistic.
ARMS SALES: Without much public notice and with no congressional oversight, the annucommercial and government
has escalated in fifteen years
al sale of arms abroad
from $1 billion to $l2 billion, and in the last four years from $7 billion to $l2 billion. Rep. Pierre du Pont (R-DEL) said "We are creating international instability by
supplying arms to both sides of every conflict, and I think we are going to pay an
awful price for it."

A mood of concern has developed in the Congress, and, as a result, the Foreign
Aid bill (H.R.12203), recently passed by the House, contains a provision allowing a
congressional veto over all commercial and Pentagon sales. Any sale exceeding $25
million or any sale of a major weapons system (some systems that can cause a lot of
damage cost under $25 million) may be subject to a congressional veto. Also included
in the bill is a $9 billion ceiling on total cash arms sales which is expected to be
in trouble in the conference due to intense lobbying by the arms industry.

DICK GREGORY'S BICENTENNIAL FOOD RUN

DICK GREGORY'S FOOD RUN

DATE

DATE

LOCATION

LOCATION

Wed. April 21

-Los Angeles

Wed. June 9

Mon. April 26

-Blythe, Calif.

Thurs. June 10 -Terre Haute, Indiana

Thurs. April 29

-Phoenix, Ariz.

Fri. June 11

-Indianapolis, Indiana

Wed. May 5

-Ariz.

Sat. June 12

-Indianapolis, Indiana

Tues. May 18

-Dalhart, Tex.

Sun. June 13

-Dunreith, Indiana

Wed. May 19

-Texhoma, Tex.

Mon. June 14

-Gettysburg, Ohio

Thurs. May 20

-Tyrone, Okla.

Tues. June 15

-Vandalia, Ohio

Fri. May 21

-Meade, Kansas

Wed. June 16

-West Jefferson, Ohio

Sat. May 22

-Meade, Kansas

Thurs. June 17 -Columbus, Ohio

Sun. May 23

-Bucklin, Kansas

Fri. June IS

-Zanesville, Ohio

Mon. May 24

-Pratt, Kansas

Sat. June 19

-Zanesville, Ohio

Tues. May 25

-Garden, Kansas

Sun. June 20

-Morristown, Ohio

Wed. May 26

-Wichita, Kansas

Mon. June 21

-Wheeling, W. VA.

Thurs. May 27

-Rosalie, Kansas

Tues. June 22

-Washington, Penn.

Fri. May 28

-Yates Center, Kansas

Wed. June 23

-Ruffs Dale, Penn.

Sat. May 29

-Yates Center, Kansas

Thurs. June 24 -Roxbury, Penn.

Sun. May 30

-La Harpe, Kansas

Fri. June 25

-Breezewood, Penn.

Mon. May 31

-Ft. Scott, Kansas

Sat. June 26

-Breezewood, Penn.

Tues. June 1,

-El Dorado Springs, MO

Sun. June 27

-Chambersburg, Penn.

Wed. June 2

-Preston, Missouri

Mon.

Thurs. June 3

-Lake Ozark, Missouri

Tues. June 29

-Reading, Penn.

Fri. June 4

-Vienna, Missouri

We d

-Ph illipsb ur g, N. J

Sat. June 5

-Vienna, Missouri

Thurs. July 1

-Morristown, N.J.

Sun. June 6

-Jeffriesburg, MO

Fri. July 2

-Outskirts of N.Y.C.

&

New Mexico Border

.

June 28

J line 3 0

-Greenup, 111.

-Harrisburg, Penn.

.

or

Mon. June 7

-St. Louis, MO

Tues. June 8

-Vandalia, 111.

Sat. July 3

-July 3

Preparation for
arrival into N.Y.C. on July

Sun. July 4

-New York City

-

BICENTENNIAL RUN AGAINST HUNGER
by Dick Gregory
REASON FOR THE RUN

I.

In 1976, all Americans are being asked to join in the celebration of the 200th
anniversary of the United States. As a member of the Black minority in America, I am
responding to this request by trying to focus the attention of America on the unfinished business before us of bringing the promise of America to all those people to
whom it has been denied for 200 years.
To do this,
States, to waken
main poorly fed,
of affluence and

I propose to personally run from coast to coast across the United
a Sleeping America to the plight of people across the world who repoorly housed, and poorly clothed
while America basks in its glory
bounty.
-

As the 1976 Presidential election campaign begins to arouse the political attention of America, I will attempt to stimulate Americans
from the smallest towns in
lowa to the largest cities in New York and California
this electoto
ral process in a manner that will raise the moral issue of the plightpf our Native
Americans, our aged poor, and the starving people of the Third and Fourth World. I
believe that this serious political issue will be totally ignored by the candidates
seeking the Presidential nomination from both major American political parties
unless grass roots Americans are vigorously stimulated to undertake a serious discussion
of this problem facing America on the eve of its 200 th birthday.
-

-

-

Through this personal display of physical stamina and spiritual strength, I intend to demonstrate to average Americans all over the country the kind of individual
effort which each one of us must be willing to put forth if we, as a nation, are to
renew the original moral strength of America which will be needed to face and redress
our 200 year old shortcomings as we, together, enter our third century as a nation.
11

THE ISSUES TO BE RAISED

?

The fact that 10 million beings starved to death during 1975
while America continued to glut itself, to suffer massive cardiac arrests from overeating, and to virtually ignore its hungry, aged, and poor who were driven to steal food from the superis a moral issue which simply must be made a critical political issue
market shelves
during the 1976 Presidential campaign. This single issue will be the central theme
of my 1976 Run Against Hunger.
-

-

On my Run, I will start among the Black community and move out to all America to
elicit recognition of the basic right of all human beings to be free from hunger.

Both the hungry poor in America, and the starving poor throughout the world, have
the right to have this issue to be addressed by America on the eve of its beginning of
its third century. More particularly, the hungry Native Americans and the minority
communities In the United States, and the "Most Seriously Affected" nations of the
world designated by the United Nations World Food Conference, have a right to have
their condition understood by the American people during this American "birthday"
celebration.
111

?

PREVIOUS EXPERIENCE WITH NATIONAL RUNS

During the summer of 1974 Iran 1000 miles, from Chicago to New York City, as a
preliminary effort to test the viability of a coast-to-coast run focusing attention on
the World Hunger Cirsis.

BICENTENNIAL RUN AGAINST HUNGER
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On this Run, I personally met thousands of average Americans, living in the
smallest towns to the largest cities, for whom this critical issue of world-wide hunup to this time
ger
remained only a far-away, vague issue
until they encountered
persons working directly with me on my 1,000 Mile Run.
-

-

-

Governors, United States Senators, United States Congresspersons, State Legislators, farmers and truck drivers, all joined me along my route in the 1974 Run.
These
average people and well-known people helped me persuade thousands of other people to

contribute their personal effort

to

combatting world hunger.

The local and regional

press uniformly turned out to all of the rallies which were scheduled along the route
of my Run to help raise the public consciousness on this critical problem of World

Hunger.
IV

*

PROPOSED ORGANIZING TECHNIQUES

I wish to establish a National Coordinating Office to organize this 1976 Bicentennial Run Against Hunger early in 1976. I will need to establish an office; retain
a promotional staff; install telephones; get out nation-wide mailings; contact state
and local officials, church and humanitarian organizations; and coordinate this event
with hundreds of local news stations.
I will also need a small staff of personnel to
go with me to numerous cities and towns across the country to schedule and organize
rallies, news conferences, festivals, and people's concerts along the route of my Run
Against Hunger. I personally will involve entertainment
people, politicians, and
other such folks; I will engage volunteers and professional people, young and old,
Black and White, the well-known and the unknown. I will move through the issue of
domestic hunger to highlight the problem of world hunger,,
The Youth Project, Inc., an operating foundation and tax-exempt public charity,
will be the recipient for the funds raised for the organizing and operation of my Run
Against Hunger. The Youth Project is located at 1000 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C., 20007; the telephone number of 202/338-5721.

The Run Against Hunger will be announced through advertisements in national media
early in 1976. The route will be publicized, centering on 15 major American cities

like Los Angeles, Kansas City, Saint Louis, Indianapolis, Columbus, Pittsburgh, Philadelphia and New York City, which will be "centers" for consciousness-raising festivities as I run through.
State and municipal orgnnizations will be enlisted to handle
publicity
local
and fund raising aimed at attracting attention to world-wide and domestic hunger.

Once the Run Is underway, advance teams will coordinate with local churches, universities, hunger groups, and media to prepare for my arrival. There will be regular
press conferences calling attention to specific aspects of our national need to respond to world hunger.

V.

THE RUND RAISING ASPECTS OF THE RUN

My Run Against Hunger, in addition to accomplishing all of the above-described
activities, will also attempt to raise funds to directly combat world hunger, both on
the domestic and the international fronts. I will ask each American who Is able to do
so to donate a penny or more for each mile I run across the country. The goal is to
make Dick Gregory the "6 Million Dollar Man:"to collect $6 million, to be distributed to combat hunger and to stimulate agricultural development at home and abroad. In
addition to solicited pennies-per-mile; buttons, T-shirts, bumper stickers, and other
souvenirs will be distributed in exchange for contributions to raise funds to publicize world hunger.
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I have established a tax-exempt, charitable foundation to which these taxdeductible pennies can be sent as soon as I have obtained the "Seed Money" necessary
to insure our ability togo forward with the proposed Run.
Funds for world hunger
through
holding
be
which
events,
public
will
collected
will be staged along the route
of the Run. These funds will be donated directly to this "World Hunger Fund." The
National Council on Hunger and Malnutrition is the recipient of this appeal. It is
also located at 1000 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20007; its Director is
John Kramer.

The Run Against Hunger will end in New York City on the 4th of July, 1976, There
we will hold a large public event, to celebrate the 200th Anniversary of America, announcing the financial results of the Run Against Hunger. We will also then hold a
three-day seminar on the World Hunger Crisis and International Development at a university, to be announced later, in New York City. At this World Hunger Seminar, we
will explain the details of the world hunger problem and explain how the money is going to be used directly to combat this problem. Administrator of both funds (The
World Hunger Fund and the Administrative Funds for the Run Against Hunger) is Jack
Healey, 1000 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20007; telephone 202/333-0176.
I am positive that this Bicentennial Run Against Hunger can be a massive and significant Bicentennial event. Indeed, it may be one of the very few Bicentennial events with which the non-rich will be able to identify. And God knows that hunger
speaks more and more directly to an ever-increasing number of people with each passing
day. A public consensus and a significant public fund are badly needed to effectively address this most critical moral issue of our day. I am asking you to help me
help those who are unable to help themselves.

Thank you very much for any consideration you might give to assisting me,
DICK fRFffVRY

UPDATE ON THE RUN
*

The

Rim

opened on April 21st at Mayor Bradley f s

office

in Los Angeles.

2,000

people attended, with 60 stars including: Ossie Davis, Nate Holden, Jane Fonda, Jim
Brown, Vonetta McGhee, Gloria Hendricks, Leon Isaac, Jane Kennedy, Smokey Robinson,
Ruby Dee, Max Julian, Anthony Franciosa, Fred Williamson, Susan Blakely, Syretta,
Susan Saint James, Tom Lucas, Brock Peters, Quincy Jones, Juan Carlos, Dennis Weaver,
Redd Fox, Richard Pryor and Tom Hayden. L.A. radio and TV coverage of the event was

excellent.
On the same day, Merv Griffin interviewed Dick. The interview will be shown in
mid-May. Dick was given the key to the city of Los Angeles and the day was declared
Dick Gregory Day.
*

Dick was in Phoenix, Arizona from April 30 to May Ist. The Governor proclaimed
Run Against Hunger Day, and Dick was introduced to the State Senate. He also spoke
at three local colleges.
*

Friday, April 30, Muhammad All fought a world championship match with Jimmy
Young in Maryland. Before and after the fight he called on all Americans to support
Dick Gregory's Run Against Hunger.
*

*

nia.

People Magazine interviewed and photographed Dick outside Palm Springs, Califor-
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UP-COMING EVENTS

Target cities for involvement are Albuquerque, St. Louis, Indianapolis, Pittsburgh, Philadelphia and New York.
*

Indianapolis plans include a concert hosted by Ramsey Lewis for June 10. Ramsey
has asked his friends in the music field to host concerts. Of these, War and Earth,
Wind & Fire have expressed interest.
In New York City, the spiritual leadership of our country will be invited to a
church rally to welcome Dick. Then all will jog to the U.N. and hold a rally to show
support for the hungry.
*
Dinah Shore has requested Dick's presence on her program. The date has not yet
been decided. 1
*
The National Observer and the National Inquirer are considering major articles
on the Run.
*
Cesar Chavez of the National Farmworkers will join Dick at a press conference
in the near future.
~

?

OFFICE NOTES
Now that Dick is running, all requests for interviews or relating to
Run should be addressed to the appropriate personnel through the National Office
202/333-0188; 202/333/0176. Personnel are: National Office, Jack Healey; Operations
Director, Dan Sheehan; Public Relations in-house, John Whitehead; Road Manager, Mike
Watley; Media Coordinator, Charleen Mitchell; and Scheduling Manager, Melissa Cadet,
-

HOW TO SUPPORT THE RUN-T-Shirts ($5.00 donation to Dick; Gregory Food Run) are available from the National Office. Buy in bulk if you can. Spread the word through
your publications. Send $5.00 donation to support the Run to Dick Gregory Food Run,
1000 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20007. Donations are tax-deductible.

THE HUNGER APPEAL

The Hunger appeal of the Food Run is a separate fund, handled by the National
Council on Hunger and Malnutrition. If you want to give money to fight hunger at home
and abroad, give to "Hunger", 1000 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20007.
The donations will be divided among the following broad-based groups (the list is not
complete):
American Friends Service Committee; Jesuit Office of Social Ministry; Save the
Children Foundation, Binder-Schweitzer Foundation; United Church Board of Homeland Ministries; Youth Project; YMCA/International Division; Southern Christian
Leadership Conference; Missouri Delta Workers\ Service Cnnter; Oxfam America;
and the NAACP.
Give to this fund and make Dick the six million dollar man to help feed the

hungry.
Enclosed is my $5.00 donation for
a Dick Gregory Food Run T-Shirt
for support of the Run.
(Size: S
M
L
XL )

.

Enclcled is my donation to fight
hunger wherever it is.
$

Send to:

Send to:

Dick Gregory Food Run
1000 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W,
Washington, D.C.
20007

HUNGER
1000 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20007.

S.1
A HUNDRED HORRORS

Frank Wilkinson

By:

Readers of Christianity and Crisis will find it significant to note that the most
repressive legislation ever to be considered by Confress, the co-called "Criminal JusSenate Bill No. 1
tice Reform Act"
has provoked the most effective and timely response from concerned laity and clergy.
-

-

The most irreverent attack on the 799-page legislative legacy of the Nixon Administration came on March 5, 1976 from the Washington Interreligious Staff Council
(WISC).
Writing on behalf of the score or more denominations affiliated with the WISC
Task Force on Criminal Justice, Daniel Sheehan, General Counsel of the Jesuit Conference, Office of Social Ministries, captioned a summary of S.l's most offensive provisions as "The List of the Hundred Horrors."
Prior to this latest denunciation of the measure, the official boards 6f both the
National Council of Churches and the Union of American Hebrew Congregations had resolved against its gross violations of social concerns in the area of criminal law.
And, it is also relevant to note that the first organization and press attacks on S.l,
at the time of its introduction three years ago as 5.1400 in the 93rd Congress, came
from the National Council of Jewish Women, the Unitarian-Universalist World, and The
Christian Century.
Despite these expressions of concern from responsible spokespersons of the na-.tion's religious communities, there remains among both laity and clergy an appalling
ignorance of the imminent threats entailed in this legislation, the enactment of which
former North Carolina Senator Sam Ervin warns "would establish what is essentially a
police

state."

As with all repressive legislation in our times, S.l is something much different
from what it purports to be: the recodification of the United States Criminal Code.
There is no disagreement between opponents and proponents that the existing code is an
archaic collection of laws dating ack more than 180 years, replete with obsolescence
and redundancies. Last updated in 1909, its recodification is long overdue.
Congress formally recognised the problem 10 years ago, when it established the
bipartisan 12-person National Commission on Reform of Criminal Laws, colloquially
known as the Brown Commission after its chairperson, former California Governor Pat
Brown. The commission vras charged with the responsibility of eliminating duplications
and contradictions between statutory and case law, and with updating the US Code. The
Brown Commission's work was completed in 1971. Its recommendations reflected thoughtful compromise, revealing its diverse points of view. Had Congress then been allowed
to work its will on this bipartisan body's report, it is possible that its
liberties features could have been excised through amendments in the course of the
legislative process.
Unfortunately, this was not to be the case. While paying lip service to the Commission's recommendations and even incorporating some of its positive and noncontroversial features, the Congress essentially shelved the report. In its place Senate
Bill No. 1 has evolved: a consolidation of the dissenting viewpoints of two commission members whose concepts of criminal law had been outvoted and rejected (Senators
John McClellan and Roman Hruska), and a rewrite undertaken by the Justice Department
under Attorneys General John Mitchell and Richard Kleindienst.

Eroding American Liberties
Louis B. Schwartz, professor of criminal law at the University of Pennsylvania
and director of the original study, characterized the McClellan-Hruska contribution
to S.l as "an outright rejection of the commission's basic approach to criminal law,"
and indicated that "The Nixon program contradicts in every respect
the recommenThe President
dations of the National Commission on Reform of Federal Laws
.

....

.

.
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has taken a position far to the right of the [McClellan-Hruska] proposal,
.'
a program of primitive vengefulness."
regarded as 'very tough,'

.

.

.

widely

.

.

It is beyond the scope of this article to enumerate and detail the repressive
features of S.l. Professors Vern Countryman of Harvard Law School and Thomas I. Emerson of Yale Law School summarize the problem thusly:
s

The objective of the draftsmen was to incorporate into the criminal code every
restriction upon individual liberties, every method and device that the Nixon Administration thought necessary or useful in pursuit of its fearful and corrupt
policies. As such, the bill is permeated with assumptions, points of view and
objectives, finding expression in numerous overt or subtle provisions, that run
counter to the open and free spirit upon which American liberties are based.
This pervasive taint cannot be amended out.

From the standpoint of what is popularly conceived as civil liberties law, S.l
expands wiretapping authority, despite an abundance of evidence that such investigatory techniques violate Fourth Amendment protections and simply have not worked. At
a time when governmental misdeeds in both foreign and domestic policies have been exposed by the nation's press, S.l takes long strides toward silencing the press and establishing what, in effect, has been best described as an "Official Secrets Act."
After long-neglected public exercise of First Amendment rights to assemble peaceably and petition for redress of grievances has secured some measure of civil rights,
terminated the immoral war in Indochina and forced removal of corrupt officials from
high office, S.l
through a score or more of insidious provisions would chill such
First Amendments rights and threaten felony charges in their place. The revival of
the discredited Smith Act, last used in the Truman-McCarthy era, would betray the basic message of the nation's celebration of its bicentennial. Had S.l's so-called provisions to punish "sedition" been law in 1776, the signers of the Declaration of Independence would have been jailed for 15 years and fined $lOO,OOO each.
-

-

From the standpoint of what we call criminal law S.l flouts the responsible advice of the Brown Commission, the American Law Institute and other authorities by providing Draconian terms of punishment; and by denying presumptions for probation it
diminishes judicial powers of discretion and rehabilitation. In the face of the 1972
decision of the Supreme Court holding that the death penalty's application had violated Eighth Amendment proscriptions against "cruel and unusual punishment," S.l's legislative effort at circumvention would restore the very "freakish" application of the
ultimate penalty that the Court condemned for its discriminatory use against minorities and the poor. S.l would further erode the exclusionary rule protections afforded
by the Wareen Court against illegal evidence by writing into statutory law the holdings of the Berger Court in this area.

In the area of labor law S.l provides a package of antilabor statutes that
threaten the rights of all working people. After the Supreme Court blocked successful
prosecution of several unions by the Nixon Administration's charges of "extortion" against workers seeking a union contract for higher wages and improved working conditions, the Justice Department's draft of S.l attempts circumvention through redefinition. While organized labor secured-statutory exemption fpr the application of the
1968 Anti-Riot Act against trade unions, the Justice Department's draft of S.l elimiknown at the time as the "Rap Brown Act"
was both
nates such protection. The Act
unnecessary and repressive and, as extended in S.l, invokes comprehensive Federal jurisdictional involvement down to the level of barroom frays. Other broad, imprecise
sections of S.l
such as those dealing with "Disorderly Conduct," "Failing to Obey a
"Obstructing a Government Function by Physical Interference,"
Order",
Public Safety
reflect serious threats to the labor movement.
"Sabotage" and "Blackmail"
-

-

-

-
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Fighting S. 1
while obThe national campaign against this dangerous piece of legislation
scured for a period by the nation's preoccupation with Watergate and, then, with the
debate on the articles of?impeachment during 1973 and 1974
has in recent months attracted ever widening public attention. Hundreds of organizations, frequently in coalition with others sharing their concern, have now spoken out and undertaken the necessary political education and action programs through their constituencies. More
than 500 newspapers, which had generally failed in their responsibility to inform the
public during a hiatus of news or editorial coverage over a period of more than two
years, have now addressed the danger. And the voices of the powerful trade unions, so
directly affected by S.l, have now joined the campaign initiated by the religious
communities, Civil libertarians and radicals.
-

-

The strength of the anti-S.l campaign was finally and formally recognized in
February, when Democratic' leader Mike Mansfield and Republican leader Hugh Scott, two
members of the powerful bipartisan group of Senators co-sponsoring S.l at the outset
of this 94th Congress, conceded that the repressive measure was "under attack
in
a great deal of jeopardy." Reflecting, however, just how little the Congress has
learned from either the failures of the "law and order" response to the serious national problems underlying, the real and mounting incidence of crime, or the public
disgust for all that Watergate bespoke, Mansfield and Scott's cynical response was
,
threefold.
...

(1) Change the number: "S.l now serves as a battle cry
To change the
number would help diminish
a source of pain and controversy." (2) Delete 13 of
S.l's "very sensitive and highly controversial features." A review of the proffered
deletions reveals them to be counterfeit. They would, for instance, eliminate sections where existing statutory or case law already affords S.l's objectives, where
separate pending legislation would fare better and provide identical regressive features, or where S.l's language exceeds that already provided in the Constitution; and
a few other sections proved to be universally unacceptable, e.g., a "Nuremberg Defense" for future Watergate criminals.
(3) Call upon the Senate Judiciary Committee
members to terminate further discussion of the balance of the "heretofore controversial aspects of 5.1."
?
....

.

.

.

It is expected that other "counterproposals" to S.l will be offered, as the political pressures of this election year are demagogically exploited. This is the danger. Such sham must be fought with the same logic and intensity mounted against S.l
itself. Literally thousands of "amendments" to S.l have been offered:, some attempting
genuine corrections. However, as Countryman and Emerson have so effectively argued:
S.l is inherently unamendable
It would be naive to believe that [its]
countless provisions could be restructured and redrafted one by one, through the
procedure of motion to amend, amendments to the amendment, debate and vote, either in committee or on the Senate floor.
Long before such a process could be
completed the pressures would be irresistible to make a few changes and let the
rest go through
Congress should start with a bill that has been drafted
by people who are committed to preserving American rights
It must have
a solid foundation, firmly fixed in the tradition of American democracy, to beS.l does not supply such a foundation.
gin with.
....

....

....

To dramatize the argument of unamendability directed against S.l and to point the
way toward a positive recodification of the US Criminal Code, Representatives Robert
Kastenmeier, Don Edwards and Abner Mikva, three members of the bipartisa National
Commission on Reform of Criminal Laws, joined together last November to co-sponsor
H.R. 10850 as an alternative to S.l. Eighteen additional Congresspersons joined as
co-sponsors in March.
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The process of eliminating the undemocratic and repressive features of S.l required several months of work, involving more than 1,000 substantive changes. The result, according to Professors Countryman and Emerson, "provides an acceptable starting point for codification and revision of the Federal Criminal Code."

Further, they conclude that
Unlike S.l, which embodies the worst repressive and regressive policies of
the Nixon Administration, H.R. 10850 has been drafted from the basic viewpoint
of maintaining and strengthening democratic institutions.
Representatives Kastenmeier, Edwards and Mikva were members of the National
Commission on Reform of Federal Criminal Laws, initially established in 1966.
They supported the majority report of that commission, a useful and progressive
document, but one which the Nixon Administration rejected in drafting S.l. H.R.
10850 utilizes the work done by the commission and also takes advantage of the
widespread public discussion and almost universal criticism of the Nixon proposals incorporated in S.l.
As a result H.R. 10850 eliminates the most objectionable features of S.l.
For example, it substitutes a narrowly drawn espionage statute for the farreaching curtailment of public discussion attempted by S.l; it provides for the
insanity defense in accordance with the recommendations of the American Law Institute and other experts; it softens the draconian provisions of S.l relating
to sentencing, parole and probation; it knocks out the new Federal offense of
solicitation and limits the definition of conspiracy. In addition, H.R. 10850
incorporates some new safeguards for the democratic process, including a provision that makes it a criminal offense for a nonelected government official to
deceive the public by making a "false, fictitious or fraudulent" statement on
any material matter.
-

H.R. 10850, like S.l, is a long and complex measure, running over 700 pages.
As would be true of any such extensive and important legislation, it requires
further study and discussion. But unlike S.l, which was so filled with the objectionable features and so tainted by the Nixon brand of government that it was
unamendable, H.R. 10850 is based upon sound democratic principles. Such defects
as appear can be cured, or such changes as are necessary can be made, in the
course of the regular legislative process. No one has ever disputed the need
for a revised Federal Criminal Code, and H.R. 10850 now makes it possible to
press forward with that task.

**

Frank Wilkinson has been a civil liberties organizer since 1953. He is the
executive director of the National Committee against Repressive Legislation
formerly the National Committee to Abolish HUAC/HISC.

Reprinted from:

Christianity and Crisis 3 April 12y

1976.

>

$115 Billion in False Security
President Ford is hoping to pay for expensive new ships, planes, and missiles
with jobs, food stamps, milk for poor school children, and health care for the elderly.
He has asked Congress to increase military spending to
billion?one-half of the (controllable) federal
budget?while cutting back or eliminating funds for nearly
every domestic program serving Americans' basic needs.
Military spending has already cost American taxpayers $1.3
Trillion since World War 11, all in the name of "National
Security."

slls

What Have We Bought?
&

Distrust and isolation in the world, due to direct U.S.
intervention into Lebanon, Cuba, Dominican Republic, Vietnam, Laos, Cambodia, and Korea; and covert CIA intervention
into Iran, Guatemala, Indonesia, Bolivia, Venezuela, Philippines, Chile, Italy, Portugal and Angola. Even today, the
United States still maintains 460,000 troops in foreign
countries.
?
A 30-year cold war arms race with the Soviet Union,
which has left Americans no safer from nuclear holocaust:
both the United States and the USSR can wipe each other oul
in less than an hour.
?
A weakened economy more dependent than ever on
excessive arms production. In particular, inflation has been
aggravated since defense workers produce no consumer goods
for their wages to buy. Our civilian industry has been
weakened and civilian needs unattended as capital, scarce raw
materials, and technology are diverted to serve the military.
?

This Year, More of the Same
?
?

21% more to buy additional naval warships and forces.
22% more for research on a new Army tank, transport

helicopter, F-18 combat jet, and other weapons systems.
?
29% more to produce new nuclear weapons systems: an
intercontinental ballistic missile system, Trident submarine
fleet, cruise missile, and the B-l bomber.
"We dare not do less," President Ford declared.

Paid in Part by...
eliminating 328,000 public jobs.
denying food stamps to 5.3 million needy people
presently eligible.
?
making elderly people pay a higher share of their
short-term hospital costs.
?
slowing construction of water pollution control facilities.
?
?

"Please?Not In My Bowl Of Soup"

Many Americans lack the real security of jobs, food,
housing, and health care even though the Pentagon bristles
with extravagant weapons. We must reject President Ford's
priorities if Americans' real security needs are to be met. As
Ford said, "We dare not do less."

Real National Security Begins at Home

But What
About
the
Soviets?

What about the Soviet naval threat?
It doesn't exist. Number comparisons are misleading, since
U.S. ships are far superior in size, endurance, and firepower:
one U.S. aircraft carrier has more explosive power than nearly
the entire Soviet surface navy. Soviet ships aren't a threat to
our nuclear submarines, which are virtually impossible to
detect and will soon have missiles that can reach the Soviet
Union from protected sanctuaries just off the U.S. coastline.

Isn't there still a spending gap?
The CIA and Pentagon admit that dollar estimates of Soviet
defense spending are unreliable: wage rates and technology
costs differ too greatly. In fact, if Soviet analysts similarly
calculated the ruble cost of the U.S. military, they would find
a huge "spendinggap" in favor of the United States.

The Pentagon, CIA, and the White House have issued a
steady stream of leaks this spring about a new "Soviet threat,"
to generate support for its slls billion military request. After
30 years of cold war alarms about "threats" and "missile
gaps," however, many Americans are taking a skeptical look:

Common Questions
What about the Soviet missile gap?
In fact, the United States now outnumbers the Soviet
Union by 3tol in deliverable nuclear warheads?the best
measure of strategic strength. In any case, both sides can
already wreak total world destruction: more weapons will not
make us or the Soviets "stronger, "since neither could possibly
do more damage.

Don't they have a larger army?
Yes, but the Soviets are surrounded by potential adversaries: China, Iran, and NATO in Western Europe. In addition,

Soviet soldiers are used as occupation troops throughout
Eastern Europe. Imagine the size of the U.S. army if Canada
and Mexico were well-armed and hostile, and Texas, Arizona,
New Mexico, and Louisiana had to be forcibly occupied.

"Sure, we can b]ow tip the world, but if the
Russians can blow up the world twice, we're goners"

Common Sense: The Real Question
But the real question is, so what? U.S. defense spending
should be determined only by our security needs, not
theirs? How much is enough for us? In fact, all observers agree
that we already have a great deal more than enough to defend
ourselves.
The real "threat" Americans face is from domestic decay:
neglected social needs and a stagnant economy. In the first
year of peace after a 10-year war, it is time to make vital
domestic priorities "second to none."

What you can do:
?
Urge your Congressperson now?through letters, telegrams, phone calls, and visits?to actively support "transfer
amendments" to make a substantial across-the-board cut in
military spending and transfer these funds to meet domestic
needs for jobs and social services. It is feasible to transfer as
much as S2O billion this year by demobilizing forces and
cancelling programsunnecessary to U.S. national defense.

?
Write a letter-to-the-editor of your local newspaper,
supporting this demand.
?
Urge local and federal candidates to take a clear stand on
this issue.
?
Act now: the important votes in Congress are occurring
now, and will be over by May 15, in the consideration of the
First Concurrent Budget Resolution.

For more information and copies of this
leaflet, please contact:

Campaign for a Democratic Foreign Policy
1 508 19th Street, N.W.
Washington,

D.C. 20036

(202) 462-3030

ad hoc Coalition for a New Foreign Policy
110 Maryland Avenue, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002
(202) 546-8400

House schedules historic hearings

FEDERAL GRAND JURIES
Early in 1976 a House of Representatives Judiciary Subcommittee will begin an
historic set of hearings, the first Congressional hearings ever held to examine the
federal grand jury system. The hearings, most observors would agree, are long overdue

.

Written into the Bill of Rights in 1791 as a shield to protect American citizens
from arbitrary and politically motivated government prosecutions, the grand jury has
become instead a rubber stamp for prosecutors. Once prized for its independence, the
modern grand jury has become a powerful government tool that prosecutors have often
manipulated to press'the very malicious indictments the grand jury was designed to
prevent.

Is it too late to reverse this perversion of the grand jury process? The concerned citizens and lawyers who formed the Coalition to End Grand Jury Abuse in 1973
don't think so. The Coalition, which now consists of 15 national bar, civil liberties, religious and labor organizations, feels strongly that the original American
The idea that no one should be put
concept of the grand jury is worth fighting for.
through the ordeal of a trial unless an independent group of his or her fellow citizens decide that step is warranted is just as valid today as it was 200 years ago.
With the announcement of the hearings, the immediat focus of the grand jury reform drive has shifted to Capitol Hill.
Whatever steps Congress does or does not take
will go a long way to determining whether Americans will be able to reclaim the grand
jury as their own.
Congress has never actually passed legislation denying the grand
jury's original function, but it has enacted various pieces of legislation that have
undercut grand juror independence and encouraged prosecutorial abuse.
The Organized Crime Control Act of 1970, for instance, made it possible for the
Justice Department to convene special grand juries whenever it wanted, gave Department
officials the power to force limited ("use") immunity onto witnesses and narrowed the
judicial opportunities to oversee prosecutorial conduct.

But what Congress has done, Congress can also icndo and many Congressmen and women have already expressed a strong interest in grand jury reform. There are several
comprehensive grand jury reform measures now before the House and the sponsor of one
of these bills, Rep. Joshua Eilberg (D-PA.), is the chairman of the subcommittee that
will conduct the grand jury hearings.
3

Eilberg's Immigration, Citizenship and International Law Subcommittee will hear
r/if LAZIK judges, law
from a wide range of w.l basses, inciting Justice
and vie'..res of past instance?- r; -rrand jury abuse. While
professors, defense at;
their testimony will vouch on many assets of the grand jury problem, several major
,

-

questions will probably dominate the hearings.

Should the Bill of Rights exist in the grand jury chamber? Currently, it
doesn't. A witness before a grand jury cannot have an attorney present. A witness
cannot automatically expect a transcript of his or her testimony. A witness can be
interrogated about materials illegally seized by police, subpoenaed from anywhere at
any time and jailed for contempt for periods of up to 18 months and more without the
benefit of a jury trial.
*

Who should exercise the powers of the grand jury, grand jurors themselves or
prosecutors? On his own, a prosecutor cannot subpoena or cite anyone for contempt,
but acting under the name of the grand jury a prosecutor can do just about anything he
wants. Subpoenas are issued, immunity sought, and contempt charges filed, all without
the majority vote or sometimes even knowledge of the grand jurors involved.
*

\u25a0

FEDERAL GRAND JUICES
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Can the government forcibly strip a person of the Constitutional right not to
bear witness against oneself? Under current law, a prosecutor can "grant" limited
(use) immunity to any witness who claims the Fifth Amendment. A witness who still refuses to testify can be jailed, and a witness who does talk can still be prosecuted on
the subject of his testimony.
*

What is a proper grand jury investigation? Especially in the years since 1970
the government has used grand jury probes to gather intelligence on political activists, to disrupt and discredit their activities. Witnesses have been grilled about
their political associations and beliefs, even their conversations.
*

From early indications, it appears that Subcommittee members are ready to seriously examine these questions. If they do, grand jury reform will be well on its way
through Congress.

GRAND JURY REFORM is up to YOU.

Here f s how you can help:

The Coali1. Educate yourself about the grand jury3 its problems and promise
tion to End Grand Jury Abuse has numerous pieces of literature available, and getting
copies of what you need isn't difficult at all.
Cut through the mystery and ignorance that surrounds
2. Educate your community.
the grand jury and let people know how this once-celebrated institution has been perverted. Contact your local media and get them interested in grand juries. Write letters to the editor. Organize grand jury programs in local community groups. The Coalition maintains a speakers' bureau and would be happy to assist any groups planning
a presentation.
3. Let your voice be heard in Washington Write your Congressional representative
and let him or her know that it's time to restore the grand jury to its proper role.
Write members of key committees and make sure they realize that people want grand jury
reform.
4. Keep the Coalition to End Grand Jury Abuse up-to-date on your activities Send
us copies of your letters and articles about your programs. Keep us posted on relevent grand jury cases and developments in your area.
A central clearinghouse for
grand jury information is essential to the success of the grand jury reform drive, and
your aid can help the Coalition serve that function.
.

.

.

While its important that every member of Congress knows that grand jury reform
has broad public support, it's particularly crucial that members of the.committees
which will consider reform legislation know where people stand. WRITE to Representatives at the House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 20515, and to Senators at the
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 20510.
House Subcommittee on Immigration, Citizenship and International Law; Joshua Eilberg, (D-PA), Paul Sarbanes (D-MD), Christopher Dodd (D-CT), Martin Russo (D-IL),
Hamilton Fish, Jr. (R-NY), and William Cohen (R-ME).
House Subcommittee on Courts, Civil Liberties and the Administration of Justice:
Robert Kastenmeier (D-WI), George Danielson (D-CA), Robert Drinan (D-MA), Herman Badillo (D-NY), Edward Pattison (D-NY), Tom Railsback (R-IL), and Charles Wiggins (D-CA)
Senate Judiciary Committee: James Eastland (D-MS), John McClellan (D-AR), Philip
Hart (D-MI), Edward Kennedy (D-MA), Birch Bayh (D-IN), Quentin Burdick (D-ND), Robert
Byrd (D-WVa), John Tunney (D-CA), James Abourezk (D-SD), Roman Hruska (R-NE), Hiram
Fong (R-Hawaii), Hugh Scott (R-PA), Strom Thurmond (R-SC), Charles Mathias, Jr. (R-MD)
and William Scott (R-VA).
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World hunger,

itself a critically seriousproblem, is a

symptom

of an even deepermalaise: the maldistribution of the

world's resources. People are hungry primarily because they are poor; and they arepoor primarily because thepresent

international economic order simply does not facilitate the just distribution of even minimallyrequired resources to all.
How the economic system can be changed most equitably is now the subject of intense international and national
debate. The Interreligious Taskforce on U.S. Food Policy has not yet developedpolicy recommendations on the key
issues of the debate. We offer this paper as our initial effort at clarifying the issues of the debate and solicit the
comments of readers as we proceed to formulate policy recommendationsbased on the analysis reflected here.
George A. Chauncey, Chairman
Interreligious Taskforce on U.S. Food Policy
110 Maryland Avenue, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20002

THE UNITED STATES AND THE CHANGING
INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC ORDER
The world community in the mid-1970s is at a critical and
decisive point in its development. The crisis is articulated in the
growing demands by the developing countries for membership
as equal partners in the world community. It is reflected in the
heightened perception by developed countries of the reality of
global interdependence.
The world food crisis and energy shortage are but catalytic
agents. Endemic poverty and chronic malnutrition, inflation
and unemployment, and the allocation of scarce resources for
military armaments rather than for human social needs are
warning signals which call into question the assumptions and
values underlying our national and global societies. They
reflect systemic injustices which are perpetuated by many
political, economic, and social institutions, and they call for
fundamental changes in relations between rich and poor at
both domesticand international levels.
A series of international conferences in recent months has
focused on now one, now another, of the principal features of
global interdependence and structured inequities: the Sixth
Special Session of the United Nations General Assembly on
Raw Materials and Development (New York, April 1974), the
World Population Conference (Bucharest, August 1974), the
World Food Conference (Rome, November 1974), the third
U.N. Conference on the Law of the Sea (Geneva, March-May
1975 and New York, March-May 1976), the International
Women's Year Conference (Mexico City, June 1975), the
Seventh Special Session of the U.N. General Assembly on
Development and International Economic Cooperation (New

NATIONAL

York, September 1975), and the Conference on International
Economic Cooperation (Paris, December 1975).
Although the focus of these conferences differed, each
reiterated the same basic theme: the poor nations of the world,
with 70 per cent of the people and 30 per cent of the income,
demand major rather than marginal changes in an international economic order which works to the advantage of the already
developed countries.
In April, 1974, the poor nations summarized their demands
in the call for a New International Economic Order (NIEO).
They had voiced similar demands before, but never with
sufficient economic and political clout to persuade the rich
countries to respond seriously to them. Their new "bargaining
power" is another indication that indeed the old order is
passing. But the outlines of the new order are yet unfolding;
the final outcome remains to be determined.
This paper, prepared for the general reader, attempts to set
the call for a NIEO in its historical perspective and to clarify
the basic issues involved. The first sectionreviews the principal
characteristics of the prevailing world market economy and
some of its failures as the developingcountries perceive them.
The second outlines the central issues of the NIEO and the
progress of the debate in the Sixth and Seventh Special
Sessions of the U.N. General Assembly. The final section
indicates some limitations of the NIEO resolutions and looks
ahead to arenas in which further negotiations on the
implementation of these resolutions will occur.

110 MARYLAND AVENUE, N.E.
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THE WORLD ECONOMY AND
STRUCTURES OF DEPENDENCE

The international market economy that has prevailed since
the end of World War II is based on four fundamental
premises: (1) open and expandingpatterns of trade;(2) the free
movement of investment capital and technology; (3) readily
available supplies of raw materials; and (4) international
institutions and practices of cooperation. This system rests on
the international financial and monetary institutions which
were established by the Bretton Woods Agreement of 1944: the
International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the International
Bank for Reconstruction and Development (World Bank). The
growth of the world economy and the dominant role of the
United States in the "Free World" assured the viability of the
system throughout the 1950s and 19605.

?

?

?

Supporters of the system point to three trends since World
War II as evidence of its success:

?

?

The unprecedented rates of growth in the world economy;
?

The extended period of world peace, stability, and prosperity.

On theoretical and empirical grounds they argue that the
allocation of economic resources in response to competitive
market forces leads most directly to economic prosperity,
political integration, and a world community of free societies.

?

system

On the other hand, critics assert that the world economy is
directed and controlled to benefit the advanced industrial
economies. Tariffs, controls on financial and credit institutions, and a maze of patent regulations and laws restrict the
free movement of goods, investment capital, and technology.
Moreover, they charge, the successes claimed are often more
illusory than real. As evidence they cite the growing gap in
living standards between rich and poor, the worsening plight of
countries unaffected by global economic prosperity, the
destruction of the environment, and the depletion of nonrenewable resources. Some argue further that these inequalities
and imbalances are not coincidental but rather the inevitable
result of the dynamics of the present worldeconomic order.

The terms of trade continue to turn against the developing
countries. For example, in 1960 the revenue from 25 tons of
rubber exports would purchase six tractors; today it will
purchase only two (New Internationalist, October 1975,
p. 13).
Although the developing countries have little industry, the
industrialized countries, by discriminatory trade practices,
impede the diversification of low-income economies. For
example, unprocessed cocoa from Ghana can enter West
Germany with a four per cent import duty, but cocoa
manufactured into chocolate bars faces an import duty of
more than 12 per cent (New Internationalist, October 1975,
p. 14).

?

?

Almost $lO2 billion of international monetary reserves were
created by international monetary and financial institutions
between 1970 and 1974. The developed countries received
nearly $9B billion; the poorer countriesreceived less than $4
billion (ul Haq, p. 160).

The outstanding debt of the developing countries today is
about $l3O billion, almost double their total long-term debt
only two years ago in early 1974 (Business Week, March 1,
1976, p. 54).
However these facts are interpreted, it is evident that the

Signs of disorder

poorer countries have not shared proportionately in the
benefits of the present world economy. Their primary products
(excluding oil) flow to the industrial countries in exchangefor
fewer manufactured goods. Their heavy debtburdens frequently force them to adopt policies that result in the further

What is the evidence to support these charges? Among the
more striking facts are the following:
?

Developing countries tend to be producers of agricultural
commodities and other primary goods; twelve major
commodities (excluding oil) account for roughly 80 per cent
of their export earnings. In the last two decades they have
increased the volume of their exports by more than 30 per
cent, but their export earnings have risen by only 4 per cent.
Final consumers pay some $2OO billion for these goods;
producers receive only $3O billion of that total(ul Haq, 1975,
p. 159).

The integration of large areas of the underdeveloped world
into the international market economy;

Criticism of the current

For countries comprising nearly two thirds of the world's
population, the increase in per capita income has been less
than $1 a year over the past two decades (Parmar, 1975,
p. 12).

In defense of the system

?

Economic growth tends to benefit the already rich. During
the 1960s the world economy expanded by nearly $1 trillion,
but nearly 80 per cent of this increase went to countries with
annual per capita incomes of more than $lOOO. Less than six
per cent went to the poorest countries, with over half the
world's population and per capita incomes of less than $2OO
(New Internationalist, October 1975).

The gap betweenrich and poor countries continues to widen.
One hundred fifty years ago the per capita income in the
developed countries was about twice that of the developing
areas. Today it is nearly 20 times as great (Hansen, 1975,
p. 168).

impoverishment of their people, for example, expanding
agricultural exports to meet debt payments in the face of
domestic food shortages. Their lack of access to international
capital on favorable terms impedes their economic growth.

2

condition the stronger economic powers tend to subordinate
the weaker in a type of economic bondage.
Critics of the present world economy assert that because of
the poverty and generally weakereconomies of the developing
countries, world market structures serve as a "transmission
belt" that further enriches developed countries. Thus, they
charge, the affluence of the rich is based on the poverty of the
poor; the present international system links affluence and
poverty in a cause-and-effect relationship.

The structure of dependence
The theory of competitive markets assumes that the
participants in a market are of nearly equal strength and that
they enter the market to their mutual advantage. This results in
an economic relationship of symmetrical dependence. When
the participants are of unequal strength, however, the stronger
can determine the terms of entry into the market, creating
relationships of hierarchical dependence. In such a market

THE NORTH-SOUTH DEBATE
AND THE NEW INTERNATIONAL
ECONOMIC ORDER
dominance of the U.S. in the world economy. Burdened with
the war in Southeast Asia and confronted with mounting trade
deficits, the U.S. devalued the dollar in 1971. At the same time,
the industrial nations experienced growing shortages of raw
material supplies, rising prices, and concern over possibly
irreversible damage to the environment.

The protagonists in this debate are drawn along hemispheric lines, loosely defined. The North (sometimes called the First
World) includes the developed market-oriented economies of
Western Europe, North America (Canada and the U.S.), and
Asia (Japan, Australia, and New Zealand). The United States,
as the leading industrial nation, is the most articulate
spokesman for the North. The South encompasses the
developing countries of the so-called Third World (now
sometimes divided into the Third and Fourth Worlds),
countries which are poor and struggling to develop an
industrial base.
Although neither category is homogeneous, the South
admits of much greater diversity, including the revenue-rich
members of OPEC (the Organization of Petroleum Exporting
Countries), countries that are semi-industrialized or endowed
with abundant natural resources, and a number of extremely
poor countries. The centrally planned economies of the Soviet
Union, Eastern Europe, and China (sometimes called the
Second World) have generally supported the South politically
but remain largely outside the international market economy.

More radical demands
As the cold war subsided, the nonaligned nations asserted
more radical demands for an equitable share of the world's
limited resources and greater participation in the international
arena. In 1973 and 1974 the relative strength of the North and
South shifted dramatically when the oil exporting countries of
the Middle East embargoed the shipment of petroleum to the
North and then organized a producers' cartel (OPEC) to raise
unilaterally the prices of crude oil. The non-oil producing
countries of the South united in support of the OPEC action,
despite the impact of higher oil prices on their own economies.
The United States proposed that the North act in concert to
break the embargo, but Japan and Western Europe opposed
confrontation because of their greater dependence on Middle
East oil supplies. The South reacted by demanding a broad
range of reforms of the international economic system. At the
request of Algeria, the U.N. General Assembly convened in
special session in April, 1974, to consider the state of the world

Group of 77
In the 1950s the South began to ally themselves as the group
of nonaligned countries with allegiance neither to the First nor
to the Second World. In the first United Nations Conference
on Trade and Development (UNCTAD I) in 1964, the 77

economy.

developing countries (which continue to be termed the "Group
of 77" although they now number more than 100) attempted to
define and express their common interests in negotiations with
the North. They pressed for the reform of various elements in
the international economic system, particularly for stable and
more equitable prices for their commodity exports and for
greater control over theirnatural resources. Because the Group
of 77's bargaining position was weak, however, the North
tended to dismiss their demands as ideological and political
rather than economic. Only marginal responses were forthcoming in the subsequent sessions of UNCTAD in 1968 and 1972.
Political and economic events in the late 1960s and early
1970s raised questions for many about both the viability of the
system and the validity of its basic premises. After two decades
of sustained economic growth, Japan and the European
Economic Community (EEC) were beginning to challenge the

THE SIXTH SPECIAL SESSION: THE CALL
FOR A NEW ECONOMIC ORDER
A special session of the U.N. General Assembly is an
extraordinary meeting of the full membership. It is convened
by the Secretary at the request of either the Security Council or
a majority of member nations. Prior to 1974 only five special
sessions had been called and all had dealt with political or
peace-keeping operations. The Sixth Special Session on Raw
Materials and Development was the first to consider an
economic problem.
At the conclusion of this Special Session, the General
Assembly unanimously adopted two resolutions which
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The Sixth Special Session ended in hostility and confrontation. U.S. Ambassador to the U.N. John Scali decried the
"tyranny of the majority" of developing countries which
supported the resolutions. Another member of the U.S.
delegation termed the session "the first great confrontation
between the North and the South."

incorporated the basic principles for a New International
Economic Order (NIEO): the Declaration on the Establishment of a New International Economic Order (General
Assembly Resolution 3201, S-VI) and the Programme of
Action on the Establishment of a New International Economic
Order (General Assembly Resolution 3202, S-VI). Later in that
year the 29th regular session of the General Assembly adopted
a General Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States
(A/Res/3281, XXIX), which elaborated standards to protect
the rights of all countries, particularly the developing
countries, and specified the norms which should govern
international economic relations. If implemented, these three
documents would change the "rules of the game" by which the

In the summer of 1974 the U.N. Economic and Social
Council proposed another special session for the fall of 1975 to
discuss the major problems of development and to move the
North-South confrontation to dialogue and negotiation. The
Council requested the Group of 77 to specify their proposals
and the Northern countries to review their policies toward the
South with a view toward negotiation.

world economy now operates.

Principles of the New International Economic Order

The New International Economic Order proposed in these
documents embodies the following general principles:

A change in attitude

National sovereignty: countries would have full control over
their own resources, including the right to nationalize foreignowned properties and investments according to domestic laws.

In the intervening months a number of factors encouraged
both the North and the South to resume the dialogue. The
South recognized that the North's cooperation was required to

implement the NIEO resolutions. The North in turn realized
that it depended on the South for assured supplies of energy
and raw materials. Moreover, many Northern countries were
sympathetic to the general demands of the South.

Trade: terms of trade would improve in favor of the
developing countries so that the prices for their commodities
would rise faster than the prices of manufactured imports.
There would be stabilization of prices for commodities,
removal of tariffs, and preferential access to Northern markets
for developing country exports.

The turning point came in April, 1975. A U.S.-sponsored
meeting of oil producing and consuming countries broke up in
disagreement when the OPEC delegates demanded that the
conference agenda also include the issues of NIEO. The U.S.
now found itself in danger of becoming isolated from the rest
of the North and of solidifying the South around its more
radical voices. The U.S. began to formulate a position
responsive to the demands of-the South. Secretary of State
Kissinger signaled this shift in policy in speeches to domestic
and international groups in May, and under his leadership the
Administration began to develop a set of proposals for the
special session scheduled to begin in September. A group of
Senators and Representatives encouraged the Administration
in this.

Transnational enterprises: host countries would be entitled
control the activities of multinational
corporations and transnationalenterprises.
to regulate and

Technology: all countries would promote the transfer of
technology from the North to the South in accordance with the

needs and conditions of the South.
International monetary reform: international institutions
would ensure an adequate flow of financial resources to the
South to promote development, assisting particularly those
countries most seriously affected by the internationaleconomic
crisis. There would be fuller effective participation by the
South in international monetary institutions.

The Group of 77 prepared and circulated its proposals for
negotiations. Its final working document omitted the more
controversial elements of the NIEO resolutions, namely, the
right to form producers' associations and to compensate
nationalized foreign firms according to domestic law. But these
concessions did not represent a departure from their commitment to the implementation of a new economic order.

The initial Northern reaction
Although most nations of the North could support many of
the proposals for change, the United States, West Germany,
and Japan expfessed strong reservations about the central
elements of the NIEO resolutions. They opposed the following:
?

?

The Western European countries responded directly to
many of these proposals. The United States, however, did not
indicate the wide scope of its response prior to the address
Ambassador Moynihan delivered at the opening of the Seventh

The claim to "permanent sovereignty" over natural resources
and the right of states to nationalize foreign-owned property
without a corresponding duty to pay compensation in
accordance with international law.

Special Session on behalf of Secretary Kissinger. The delegates
responded warmly to the "Kissihan" speech because it

The demand that "restitution and full compensation"be paid
by states that exploited and damaged the resources of other

indicated a much greater sensitivity on the part of the U.S.
the grievances and demands of the South.

The proposal that producers' associations like OPEC be
considered a viable and acceptable means to promote
national development.

proposals advanced by the U.S. To many they represented
significant progress toward building a constructive long-term
relationship between the North and the South. Other analysts,
however, suggested that their basic thrust was to strengthen
and expand existing international institutions while not
addressing the major underlying economic problems confronting many developing countries.

countries.

to

Much has been made of the comprehensive package of
?

?

The call for regulation of transnational enterprises without
specifying that such regulation be in accordance with
international law.
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The Special Session proceeded in a spirit of dialogue and
cooperation, although serious disagreements remained on
essential questions such as integrated commodity agreements.
The U.N. General Assembly unanimously approved the final
resolution, entitled "Development and International Cooperation." The U.S., by officially recording its reservations, denied
an obligation to implement certain of the resolution's commitments.

developing countries. Its Interim Committee in January, 1976,
agreed to sell one sixth of the IMF gold reserves, with the
profits to assist poor countries experiencing balance-ofpayments problems. U.S. officials have stated that they do not
anticipate further reforms, but the Group of 77 find these
adjustments marginal and consider more loans and more debts
inadequate solutions to the problems they face.
Development aid, investment, and transnational enterprises: The Group of 77 proposed that the developed countries

THE SEVENTH SPECIAL SESSION:
PROPOSALS AND COUNTERPROPOSALS

commit themselves to a level of 0.7 per cent of their GNP in
official development assistance by 1978. The United States
opposed such a commitment on the grounds that economic and
political conditions were not propitious for, increased
government-to-government aid, and proposed instead that
private capital be mobilized through international banks and
trust funds to meet the needs of the South. The final resolution
urged the developed countries to meet the target level by 1980;
the U.S. expressed formal reservations.

Commodities and trade: The Group of 77 proposed an
integrated commodity policy to stabilize the markets in the
commodities of greatest importance. This policy included two
controversial mechanisms? indexation, whereby the price of
exports would be linked to the price of a "basket" of
manufactured imports; and multilateral commodity agreements, which would bind producer and consumer countries to
long-term purchase and supply commitments.
The North opposed and continues to oppose these
mechanisms on the grounds that they fuel inflation, interfere
with world market forces, and involve complex stocking and
financial arrangements. The U.S. proposed instead that a
separate consumer-producer forum be created for each key
commodity and agreed to discuss individual commodity
arrangements on a case-by-case basis. The final resolution
omitted reference to an integrated commodity policy but
directed the UNCTAD IV Secretariat to review options
designed to preserve the purchasing power of the South.
The Group of 77 also urged the removal of tariff barriers,
particularly those which discriminated against their processed
goods. The North agreed in principle to allow the South to
have greater access to Northern markets, with the specifics to
be negotiated later.

The developing countries do not reject private foreign
investment in principle but desire such capital on better terms
and on conditions suited to domestic development needs. The
final resolution stated only that consideration should be given
to creating an international trust fund and to expanding the
role of the International Finance Corporation, an affiliate of
the World Bank that provides venture capital to private
companies for investment in developing countries. It also
encouraged transnational enterprises and the North in general
to promote development consistent with the policies of the
South.

Other issues: Both North and South agreed on many less
controversial features of the final resolutions, such as research
and development programs to increase food production in the
developing countries, the International Fund for Agricultural
Development, and support for the World Food Conference
resolutions. The final document also urged greater cooperation
among developing countries in advancing their own development and called for the restructuring of the U.N. system to
make it more responsive to the implementation of a New
International Economic Order.

International monetary reform: The Group of 77 proposed
reforms that increased the flow of financial resources to the
developing countries and gave them a greater voice in the
decision-making processes of the international financial
institutions. These proposals included the following:
?

?

?

An international monetary unit, termed Special Drawing
Rights (SDRs), to replace gold and national currencies as
the central reserve asset of the IMF;

Linking of SDRs to development assistance by allocating a
greater share of any increases in SDRs to the South as one
means of automatically transferring real resources from
North to South; and
Alleviation of the debt burden of the South.

The North agreed to expand the role of the SDRs in the
IMF, but opposed the linkage of SDRs to development
assistance. Moreover, the North in general objected to debt
relief measures undertaken to alleviate balance-of-payments
problems. The U.S. proposed instead that the IMF administer
a "development security facility" fund to compensate those
countries which had shortfalls in their export earnings. The
final resolution referred the issue of linking SDRs and
development aid to the IMF, where the U.S. has power of veto.
It also deferred until UNCTAD IV the consideration of debt
relief.
The IMF has since taken steps to liberalize lending terms
and to increase the amount of funds available for loans to
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NIEO: PROGRESS TOWARD
GLOBAL JUSTICE?

The call for fundamental corrections in the world economy
must be viewed as part of an ongoing historical process. The
demands by the South for a New International Economic
Order have many parallels with the demands of present and
earlier generations for political rights, universal suffrage, and

standards for the world's poor in terms of such basic necessities
as food, clothing, housing, or medical services, nor do they
propose effective mechanisms whereby the benefits of
economic growth might reach the poor. Thus the principles of
the old order remain the cornerstone of the new.

collective bargaining rights. Many countries with colonial
histories view the struggle for economic independence and
greater equality of opportunity as a continuation of the battle
for political independence that they waged during the 1950s
and 1960s and continue to wage in some parts of the world

Nevertheless, many believe that the implementation of the
NIEO resolutions would allow progressive regimes to pursue
policies of self-reliant development for the benefit of their
people. Control by developing countries over their own
resources would end foreign exploitation. Stable prices for
commodity exports and better terms of trade would provide
more reliable incomes for planning development expenditures
and more foreign exchange to meet basic import needs. The
Group of 77 unquestionably view the implementation of a
NIEO as a principal means of advancing their own develop-

today.

It is unlikely that the legitimate demands of the poorer
countries will disappear until the global community commits
itself to achieving a more equitable distribution of the world's
resources and the fuller participation of all nations as equal
partners. The South insists that its call for a NIEO is not a
request for charity based on the uncertain generosity of the
rich, but a demand for justice based on the real needs of the
poor. In this sense, the need is not only for larger transfers of
resources from richer to poorer nations, but for changes in the
workings of the global economy to make such continuing
transfers unnecessary.

ment.

Major arenas for future negotiation
Many of the issues on which the North and the South could
not agree at the Seventh Special Session were referred for

further negotiation to UNCTAD IV, which convenes in
Nairobi, Kenya, May 3, 1976. The North and the South also
continue their dialogue in a second forum, the Conference on
International Economic Cooperation (CIEC), and its four
working Commissions on energy, raw materials, development,
and financial and monetary issues. This Conference, which met
in Paris in December, 1975, grew out of earlier initiatives by
France and the United States to bring together oil producing
and consuming countries to discuss energy questions. At the
insistence of OPEC, participation was broadened to include
twelve non-oil exporting Southern countries, and the agenda to
include non-energy issues. The four working Commissions will
continue to meet throughout the coming year.

limitations of the NIEO resolutions
While the demands of the South deserve a sympathetic
reception, they must also be evaluated critically, even when
those demands are supported by many Northern countries. Not
all developing countries have governments dedicated to
improving the lives of the majority of their people. Higher
commodity export prices and better terms of trade may benefit
national elites rather than lower income groups. Moreover,
despite the rhetoric of some advocates, the NIEO resolutions
do not address the fundamental premises of the old economic
order. For example:
Some

?

?

Some observers suggest that progress in negotiating further
agreements favorable to the South will depend on the degree to

Price stabilization agreements do not alter the principle of
free world trade (as opposed to some form of rational
internationaleconomic planning to meet essential needs).

which the Group of 77 can develop a "common strategy" for
negotiation in various arenas despite their diversity ofinterests.
Meeting in Manila in February, the Group of 77 agreed to
present a limited number of issues for negotiation,with priority
given to an integrated commodities agreement, expanded
markets for processed goods, and debt relief. The Group of 77
presented these issues at the regular March session of the
UNCTAD Trade and Development Board in Geneva and
requested the North to respond positively to these proposals in
the spirit of the promises made at the Seventh Special Session.
Except for Norway and the Netherlands, the industrialized
countries were unwilling to commit themselves to an integrated
commodity program and were unwilling to disclose their
negotiating positions for Nairobi! Unless negotiations are
completed in the Nairobi meetings, many will judge
UNCTAD IV a failure. Although the relationship between
the CIEC Commissions and UNCTAD is indirect, the
negotiating issues are almost certain to be related.

Policies designed to achieve higher prices of primary
products do not question the principle of an international
division of labor, which, for all its economic benefits, implies
that some countries are the world'sfinancial and commercial
centers and others the "hewers of wood and drawers of
water."

?

.Reliance on foreign stimulifor development?i.e., trade,aid,
investment, and technology?does not necessarily result in
the mobilizationof domestic resources in the pursuit of selfreliant development.

A serious shortcoming of the NIEO guidelines is that they
do not contain any norms or inducements for the transformation of social structures at either the national or the
international level. They do not specify minimum living
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Other arenas for discussion

Our responsibility to listen

The issues raised in the NIEO resolutions will provide the
background for deliberations in other international conferen-

Those of us who share the affluence of the developed world
and who take seriously the biblical mandate to listen to the
voice of the poor and dispossessed must be alert to the issues
raised in the call for a New International Economic Order. Not
every feature will advance the desired goal of a better life for
the world's poor, but clearly the inequities of the present
international order call for major changes in the relations
between the North and the South. We must encourage our

ces as well.

The U.N. Law of the Sea Conference reconvened in New
York on March 15 to examine various issues, including the
creation of an international seabed authority to develop the
open-sea resources "for the benefit of all people."

national leaders to respond affirmatively to those demands of
the South which are legitimate and to negotiate changes that
will enable developing countries to become more self-sufficient
and to improve the living standards of their people. This is in
the spirit of the highest ideals of the American people. It is also
doubtless the best way that the U.S. can address ths root causes
of world hunger and advance peace and justice in an
interdependentglobal community.

The U.N. Habitat Conference (Vancouver, British Columbia; May 31-June 11) will consider problems relating to
"human settlements," the environment, and the allocation of
national and global resources to improve the quality of human
life.
The World Employment Conference of the International
Labor Organization (Geneva, June 4-17) will review domestic
and international problems of labor utilization and income
distribution.

The principal author of this paper was
Michael J. Schultheis, S.J.,
Staff Associatefor the Taskforce

The formulation of the U.S. response
Some countries of the North already have indicated a
willingness to negotiate an integrated commodity agreement
and to respond affirmatively on some of the other issues. As of
early March the position which the U.S. will take in these
negotiating sessions remains uncertain. Within the Administration, the State and Treasury Departments appear to disagree on the desirable limits of negotiations on the questions of
trade, commodity agreements, and further monetary reform.
Secretary of State Kissinger generally takes a broader view of
the U.S. interests in cooperating with the South to meet the
realities of a rapidly changing world. Secretary of the Treasury
Simon, on the other hand, publicly opposes negotiated
commodity and price stabilization agreements on the grounds
that they weaken market forces, undermine the U.S. role in
world trade, and in the long run are far too costly.

It seems clear that from the perspective of its own selfinterest, the U.S. has much to lose, both economically and
politically, in returning to a policy of confrontation. The North
depends on the South for many raw materials in addition to
energy supplies. The South has the ability to cripple the
industrial economies of the North by interrupting the flow of
these supplies. Moreover, the United States by a policy of
confrontation would encourage even the more moderate
countries of the South to develop new political alliances, and
would alienate many other Northern nations.
At the same time, the realities of interdependence suggest
that the U.S. has much to gain by cooperating with the South
to implement a new economic order that will work to the
mutual advantage of all. New structures which advance the

self-sufficiency and development of the South nourish hopes
for world peace that increased armaments do not.
Congressional advisers, nongovernmental organizations,
and concerned citizens were an important factor in developing
a positive U.S. approach to the Seventh Special Session.
Continued advocacy for a positive response in the forthcoming
UNCTAD IV and CIEC negotiations in Nairobi and Paris is
crucial. Dr. Kissinger has stated that the principal challenge of
our time "is to build a stable and just international structure."
The implementation of the major elements of the NIEO
resolutions appears at this time to be a step toward the creation
of such a structure.
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?exposing the many ways in which oppressive forces and structures have
penetrated and dominatedthe churches
examining the experiences of forgotten
forebears in the liberation current
?distributing the reflections of Christians
who stand with the oppressed.
In addition to the Literature Service, CRIPS
monitors U.S. religious affairs, conducts research on selected topics, and in 1976
initiates publication of a bimonthly letter of
news and analysis.
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CRIPS LITERATURE SERVICE

LIBERATION
THEOLOGY-EXEGESIS PRACTICE
-

DOING THEOLOGY

IN A REVOLUTIONARY

SITUATION, bv Jose Miguez-Bonino (Fortress
Press, 1975). After outlining the mergence of the
movement for liberation in Latin America in the
light of the failure of "development" schemes,
Miguez-Bonino gives an overview of the liberation
theologians. The book's second half focuses

theologicallyon issues such as love, the church,
and the kingdom of God, in the context of a commitment to liberation. (Pb, 179p, $4.25.)

A THEOLOGY OF LIBERATION, by Gustavo
Gutierrez (Orbis Books, 1973). In the first half,
Gutierrez summarizes the social practice of Latin
American Catholicism during the last two
decades. In the second half, he discusses the role
of God in history, liberation and salvation, and
that of the Christian community in the new society. (Pb, 323 p, $4.95.)

THEOLOGY FOR A NOMAD CHURCH, by Hugo
Assman (Orbis Books, 1976). It is impossible,
this exiled Brazilian theologian says, to live a
life of faith in isolation from the realities of
politics. In situations of injustice, the very
silence of the church becomes complicity.
Christians are called to participate in the subversion of unjust law and institutionalized disorder, risking death. (Pb, 160 p, $4.95.)

MARX AND THE BIBLE: A CRITIQUE OF THE
PHILOSOPHY OF OPPRESSION, by Jose Porfirio
Miranda (Orbis Books, 1974). An exegetical study
which shows that only through identification
with the poor and the oppressed can one be
faithful to the biblical message. Miranda's goal is
not to find parallels between the Bible and Marx,
but rather to understand the Gospel. (Pb, 338 p,

$4.95.)

IS AN INTERCLASS READING OF THE BIBLE
LEGITIMATE? by Sergio Rostagno (CRIPS
Reprint, 1975). This short piece argues that the
Bible cannot legitimately be interpreted as
neutral in the face of class conflict in society. It
warns, however, against radical proof-texting,
describing the Gospel as "a language which
makes the search for truth possible." (Mimeo,
12p,'40c.)
BLESSED ARE THEY WHO HUNGER AND
THIRST FOR JUSTICE, by various authors
(Scarboro Missions Society, 1975). This special
issue of the Scarboro magazine gives brief
biographies of eleven contemporary Christian
martyrs, including Latin Americans Nestor Paz
and Camilo Torres. They lived Christ's message
of justice, love and peace. Consequently, their
work for change made them enemies of the
system. But "it was their very love of God and
man that led to their deaths." (32 p, 40c).
CHRISTIANS FOR SOCIALISM
WHAT IS TO DONE? CHRISTIANS IN THE
SOCIALIST PROCESS, by Diego Irarrazaval, and
THE RADICALIZATION OF CHRISTIANS IN
CHILE, by Margaret A. Schuler (CRIPS Reprint,
1975). Two articles which together provide a helpful analysis of the role of Christians in Chile's
liberation struggle. The first piece, prepared for a
1973 CfS conference, goes beyond Christian
reformism and sees a rediscovery of faith by
those joining in the revolutionary struggle.
Schuler, drawing on seven years' experience in
Chile, provides penetrating insights on the
Chilean movement for the U.S. audience. 56p,
$1.00.)

\u2666CHRISTIANS
AND SOCIALISM:
THE
CHRISTIANS FOR SOCIALISM MOVEMENT IN
LATIN AMERICA, edited by John Eagleson (Orbis
Books, 1975). Documents the emergenceof CfS in
Chile during the Allende/ Popular Unity years,
including conflicts with the Roman Catholic
hierarchy. It
also includes reports and
pronouncements of the 1972 Latin American
conference of CfS. Lastly it reproduces the
Chilean bishops' condemnation of this movement
issued two days after the 1973 military coup, with
a trenchant response by CfS spokesperson Gonzalo Arroyo. (Pb, 246p, $4.95.)
FOR STRUGGLE: THREE DOCUMENTS OF CHRISTIANS FOR SOCIALISM,
edited by Church Research & Information
Projects (CRIPS, 1974). This booklet brings
together three landmark documents from the first
phase of the CfS movement, leading up to the
International Conference at Quebec in 1975. An
introduction for U.S. readers opens this compilation of the original Latin American, Spanish
and Italian declarations, each of which is prefaced with a backgrounder by a participant in the
respective conference. (48p, $2.00.)
\u2666 OPTION

OPTION FOR STRUGGLE II: MORE DOCUMENTS OF CHRISTIANS FOR SOCIALISM
(CRIPS Reprint, 1975). Opening with the key
International Declaration of April 13, 1975
(Quebec), in its "official English version," this
collection also includes the first declarations of
CfS in Portugal and the Spanish migrant worker
communities of Europe (October and May of
1974, respectively). The three accompanying
articles touch on CfS in the German Democratic
Republic (June 1974), the Netherlands (May 1974)
and the Federal Republic of Germany. Also of
1974 vintage, this piece by the West German SCM
is a valuable comment on historical materialism.
(Mimeo, 30p, 75c.)

\u2666CHRISTIANS FOR SOCIALISM, edited by
Emidio Campi (CRIPS Reprint, 1976). Recent
CfS documents on Portugal (January 4-5, 1975)
and Spain (March 1975), along with articles?"The French Situation and the Christian Left," by
Geoges Casalis, and "Christians for Socialism
and Italy," unsigned. (82p, $1.25.)
\u2666

CFS DOCUMENTS PACKAGE. The four items

marked (.) above may be purchased together at a
price of $6.95 postpaid. Buy this package and
save $2.00 on a valuable set of documents and
commentary.

?

EDUCATIVE ACTION, EVANGELIZATION AND
THE WORKING CLASS, by Young Christian
Workers (Centro de Estudios y Publicaciones,
1975). These two "reflections" emerged from
conferences of the Young Christian Workers of
Peru in June and September 1974. Framed within
the general line of a "class option" for the
workers, these documents can serve to stimulate
fresh thinking about consciousness-raising and
Christian preaching teaching in the working
class. Defects of translation are offset by usefulness of material. (Two items, 24p and 28p, $1.00.)
POLITICS OF RELIGION
WORLD JUSTICE AND PEACE: A CHALLENGE
TO AMERICAN CHRISTIANS, by Maryknoll
fathers Eugene Toland, Thomas Fenton, and
Lawrence McCulloch (CRIPS Reprint, 1975).
Provocatively challenges six central myths about
capitalism. Shows how distribution of wealth in
the United States undermines U.S. democracy
and keeps third world countries in a state of
underdevelopment. Excellent introduction to the
material, popular as an organizing tool. Biblio-

graphy. (Bp, 40c.)

C.I.A AND CHRISTIAN MISSION, by Church Research & Information Projects (CRIPS, 1976).
Handy and provocativepamphlet which combines
reprints of recent CIA/ missionary exposes with a
hard-nosed analysis of what covert action and
secret intelligence operations under missionary
cover mean for the churches and the Gospel.
Possible courses of action outlined. New in
March 1976. (16p,75c.)

THE CHURCHES AND THE WORLDWIDE
EMERGENCE OF FASCISM: A SOCIOLOGICAL
STUDY, by Gonzalo Arroyo (CRIPS Translation,
1976). This CfS spokesperson, an exiled Chilean
economist and Jesuit priest, using Marxist
categories and numerous illustrations finds that
capitalism is undergoing a process of "fascistization." A provocative effort at class analysis of
organized Christianity which reveals the churches' witting and unwitting complicity with
advancing fascism. ( p,51.00.)
CHRISTIAN MISSION FOR THE EMPIRE, by the
Church Project (NACLA, 1973). This pamphlet,
CRIPS's first product (issued as the December
1973 issue of Latin America & Empire Report),
includes two thought-provoking pieces on
religious humanitarian and mission organizations
which in reality serve U.S. imperialism. Covers
religious role in South Viet-Nam and the Wycliffe
Bible Translators (Summer
Institute of
Linguistics). (32D, $1 .25.)

AN INTRODUCTION TO THE LIFE AND
THOUGHT OF HARRY F. WARD, by Robert H.
Craig (CRIPS Reprint, 1976). An original critical
overview of the work of socialist thinker
Christian ethicist Harry Ward (1873-1966). Ward
was a central figure in the Methodist Federation
for Social Action and the American Civil Liberties
Union, and figured prominently in Christian
critique of the U.S. economic order. Bibliography. (20p, 75c.)

OR FOE? SOCIAL CHRISTIANITY'S
RESPONSE TO SOCIALISM PRIOR TO THE
GREAT DEPRESSION, by Bob Craig (CRIPS Reprint, 1976). This examination of the relationship
between Christianity and socialism in the United
States from the 1880's through the 1920's represents an attempt to reclaim the prophetic
tradition behind the history of the Christian left,
as traditionally recounted. (20p, 75c.)
FRIEND

THE PRESENT CRISIS OF U.S. CATHOLIC
SOCIAL ACTION: AN INTERPRETIVE FRAMEWORK, by Edward J. Holland (CRIPS Reprint,
1975). After tracing the last century of Catholic
social action policy as defined by the Vatican,
Holland reviews the U.S. experience. In
describing the current crisis, he calls for a new
analysis based on liberation theology. (40p, 75c.)
RADICAL RELIGION: The aims of this socialist,
social-critical, ecumenical quarterly, include the
rediscovery of our radical religious past, study of
the controlling interests of the religious
establishment, and sympathetic explorations of
feminism and of relationships between social
Christianity and politically conscious
evangelicalism. All issues include art, book reviews, and poetry.
Vol. I, No. 2?Feminism and Religion: The Other
Speaks for Herself?Women Tell Their Lives
($1.00)

Vol. I, Nos. 3

&

4?Feminist Theology?Party-

S y m p os i u m
R a d i c aI
Building
Evangelicals?Bellah's Reflections on Amer-

ica ($2.00)
Vol. 11, No. I?Women in the Church: Campus
Ministry, Latin America, Episcopal Ordination?Arthur Waskow on Messianism

Organizing Socialist Christians?BellahKlare Dialogue?Sergio Arce(sl.so)
Vol. 11, Nos. 2 & 3?Scholarly Special on the
Bible: "Class Origins and Class Readings"?
articles by Norman Gottwald, Henri Mottu,
Huey P. Newton, John Pairman Brown, Mary
C. Callaway, & others ($3.00)
Vol. 11, No. 4?Special on Liberation Theology, to
appear in March 1976 ($1.50)
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Price

DOING THEOLOGY IN A REVOLUTIONARY SITUATION
.
.
A THEOLOGY OF LIBERATION
THEOLOGY FOR A NOMAD CHURCH
MARX AND THE BIBLE
INTERCLASS READING OF THE BIBLE
BLESSED ARE THEY WHO HUNGER & THIRST FOR JUSTICE...

ea. $4.25
WORLD JUSTICE AND PEACE: A CHALLENGE
ea. $4.95
CI.A. AND CHRISTIAN MISSION
ea $4.95
CHURCHES AND WORLDWIDE EMERGENCE OF FASCISM
ea. $4 95
CHRISTIAN MISSION FOR THE EMPIRE
ea $0.40
LIFE AND THOUGHTOF HARRY F. WARD
ea $0 40
SOCIAL CHRISTIANITY'S RESPONSE TO SOCIALISM
ea $l.OO
CRISIS OF U.S. CATHOLIC SOCIAL ACTION
ea. $4.95
RADICAL RELIGION: VOL. I, NO. 2
ea. $2.00
RADICAL RELIGION: VOL. I, NOS. 3 & 4
ea $0.75
RADICAL RELIGION: VOL. 11, NO. 1
ea. $1.25
RADICAL RELIGION: VOL. 11, NOS. 2 & 3
ea. $6.95
RADICAL RELIGION: VOL. 11, NO. 4
RADICAL RELIGION PACKAGE: all 5 issues
ea. $l.OO
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WHAT IS TO BE DONE?/RADICALIZATION IN CHILE
\u2666CHRISTIANS AND SOCIALISM, ed. by Eagleson
\u2666OPTION FOR STRUGGLE: THREE DOCUMENTS
\u2666OPTION FOR STRUGGLE II: LATER DOCUMENTS
\u2666CHRISTIANS FOR SOCIALISM, ed. by Campi
*CFS DOCUMENTS PACKAGE: last four (*) items
EDUCATIVE ACTION, EVANGELIZATION two items
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