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Citizens jam nuclear radio network

When the air force began deploying radio relay towers in small towns
it ran into unexpected opposition from local activists wielding
facts, figures, expertise, and political influence.

by Nancy Foster

TERSE ANNOUMNCEMENT in Defense Secretary

Frank Carlucei's report to Congress last Febroary sig-
naded o Pentagan program s serious tronbhle: the Groand
Wive Emergency Metwork known iy GWIEN, would top off
At 96 relay towers, bt 30 fess than previously planned.”
The announcerment eame after Congress had shshed pro-
curement funds for GWEN for the second consecutive year,
telling the air force that the hscal 1988 noney was the Tast
it would get for the controversial program.

GWEN seemed an unlikely rarget for cuts, since it ap-
pealed to the widespread assumption that improvements
in military communicatians are inherently valuable, GWEN
consists of a nationwide netwark of radia relay towers and
communications terminals linking radars, which would
signal actack; milisary command cenrers; and land-based
puclear forces. The equipment of the system, billed by some
feports at $600-5733 million, 1s “hardened " or protected,
against the eleciromagnetic pulse (EMP) created by a high-
alntude nuclear burst which could disrupt many communi-
cations and clectrical systems, [n addition, 1t uses low-(re-
quency radio waves which hug the ground and thus are not
affected by the 1onospheric disturhances such an explosion
would generate.

In other words, GWEN 15 a communications system de-
signed to operate during a nuclear war. Its curtailment rep-
resents a substantial victory [or @ grassroots protest moves
ment that began in the winter ol 1985 when residents of
Ambherst, Massachusetes, objecred to mr loree plans to de-
plog a GWEN tower tn their town. The prospear of these
tawers, each 299 feet tall and topped by a flashing strobe
light, presented commuoanities from Mane to California with
an opportunity to confront the nuclear arms race in their
own backyards. '

GWEN IS A KEY camponent of the Pentagon's nuclear
war-fighting strategy, outlined in stark detail in the Reagan
administranon's Defense Guidance for 1984~1988. This
document, leaked ro the press in 1982, calls for straregic
forces capable of “supporting conrrolled nuclear counter-
attacks over a protracted period™ and able to “prevail even
under the condition of a prolonged war™

Public alarm about a strategy to light a protracted nuclear
witr ginekly led the ddmirnstanon toone down s rhetoric,
B weeparavons for bphimg such i wir fpitant e e
apace, Previous strategies called for airborne command
posts, which would take off at the first signal of a nuclear
artack, But these planes would cun out of fuel in three days,
so the Pentagon is now deploying truck-mounted mobile
command centers which woukd supposedly run longer, Awd
i1s deploying satellite-based sensors o monitar the devas-
tation produced by suceessive nuilear serikes, so the penerils
wha have presumably survived by Nying around amang the
firchalls ar by huddling mside lead-lined tractor trivtlers,
roaming whit is lefvol the nation’s highways, would krow
where to aim the next nuclear salvos.

“Survivable and enduring” command, control, and com-
munications systems are needed o provide "escalition con-
trol™ i a prolonged nuclear war, the words of Donald
C. Latham, who wis the Pentagon's chiel of command, con-
trol, cammunications, and intelligence unal July 19872 The
Defense Science Board, i a recently declassified 1979 re-
port, addreessed the problem of vulnerable communteanons
systems by proposing redundancy: *We must provide fcom-
munications] faciines we expect 1o be destroy e, We know

Donald C. Latham was the
Pentagon's chiel advocale of
communications systems thal
would survive a nuclear war
Courtesy Defense Departrnent

that if we start out with only i fesw, we will Tikely sand up
with none. Howe start out with many, a few will renain™

I'he Ground Wive Emerpeney Nerwork fent iesell readily
tosuch praliteration. Eachally slender wower— along with
thee gy wires thatsupport ity the underground grid of cop-
per wires that sueronnd it and severnl small accompanying
strnetines —ean be deployed onan -acre plot. Latham wld
Congress in 1985 that the key to GWEN's survivabiliny lay
wn Mproliferation [of these towers| in remote areas,” sotha
i e nuniher of wwers would lave 1o be destroyed 1
arder 1o disable the system:® The towers lawe o packet -
switching system, aceording 1o Lathum, so that i “some
thing 1 hetween pets blown up, you have paths 1o roue
around” the towers that have been destroyed ¢

AT FIRST THE SYSTEM was assigned a modest, one
fime mission. Militry communications specialist Bruc
Blarr of the Brogkings Insttution said ina recent interview
that GWEN was onginally envisioned as a backup o the

telephone system, should the phones be disrupied by M|
from a I‘ugh—nlliludu nuclear burst. Using GWEN, (he Stra
tegic Arr Command (SAC) would call straregie bombe
Iw;n.xc.s', ordering pilots to take to the mir to survive an im
minent nuclear attack,

Nancy Foster cofunnded and directs the matronal GWEN Projec.
in Amberst, Massachusetts.

Then the nussion broadened. GWEN was to transmit
warnings of imminent attack from radar sites to SAC and
other command centers, and also to convey messages from
command centers to land-based nuclear forces — missiles as
well as bombers—ordering retalintory strikes. But all this
would titke place before enemy warheads detonated on U.S.
soil. According to Blair, these plans assumed the towers
would be targeted and destroyed in the initial attack.

Before construction of GWEN got under way, however,
nuclear war strategists assigned it a far more ambitious mis-
sion, GWEN was to be a “survivable” system which would
provide communications “before, during, and after a nu-
clear attack ™ Year after year, in testimony to congressional
committees, Latham presented GWEN to Congress as an
enduring communications system, intended to carry on a
protracted war. The system’s redundancy, Latham said in
1984 would allow GWEN 1o "survive for extended periods
of time™ in order to “suppore . force reconstitution and
recovery operations afer a nuclear attack.”

How big the network was to be varied with the scenario,
Blair said, If the system were directly artacked by submarine-
Jaunched ballistic missiles, it might take 600 towers for the

network to keep funetoning, 1Fatacked by more namerous
and necurate land-hased missiles, thousands of twers would
be required. 1L the wowers were not trgeted directly, they
anght sulfer only colliateral danmape And Tewer would be
peeded, 1 1983 Lathanm told Congress that the guestion
was Fow much sirvivabilitg do vou want to buy?" He sug:
pested “sonme number more than 45 and less than S00." The
following year Congress was told that GWEN would have
240 relay towers.

A February 17, 1986, New York Tunes artele said GWEN
had become “the focus of dispute among experts over wheth-
er it could suryive the opening minutes of a nuclear war!”
Blait ol the Tones he saw “no persuasive rtionale for
trying to build a system fora long nuclear war because the
banmber bases, missile fields, underground command posts
and radlar mstallations linked by the system were imporzant
and vulnerable targets and would be destroyed.” Latham,
o the other hand, "helicved the system could survive and
should be expanded to help the United States direct
puelear weapons im a war that could last days, weeks or
fonger™ In testimony before the defense subcommittee two
months later, Lacham agaim ook issue with Blair's criticism,
calling attention to GWEN'Ss connections to airborne com-
mand posts and mobile command centers.

Nonetheless in early 1986 the air foree decided to reduce
the nuniber of relay towers from 240 to 127, assuring Con-
gress that the reduction reflected a reassessment of the threat

Protesters halg a monthly vigil by the tafl Ihin GWEN lower that nises from the towa plains near Mechanicswille Phota by Bob Campagna



from Soviet submarines and cruise missiles. Air force Col.
William J. Foster, deputy director for space systems and Cl,
tald the defense subcommittee: “The beauty of GWEN is

that you can add relay nodes iy the threat mereases.” and
tn any case “the system would survive”

BUT IT WAS CITIZEN protess that finally reduced the
network size to the 96 towers proposed by Carlucci and
approved in September by the air force. In 1985 the air force
began constructing the first major phase of the system, called
the “thin line™: 56 radio relay towers linking eight transmit-
ting-receiving statiens at warning sites and command centers
and 30 receiving stations at bases for nuclear-armed bomb-
ers. Filty-two of these rowers are now built and operating,
sending brief cese signals several seconds every hour. The
plots an which they stand have in most cases been leased
from private landowners,

As soon as the air force plans became known, however,
citizens began questioning them. The protest movement
began when the air force sought ta deploy a GWEN tower
in Amherst in the winter of 1984-198S,

Ambherstis represented in Congress by Republican Silvio
Conte, ranking minority member of the key House Appro-
priatons Committee. GWEN (irst camie ta his attention
when Hampshire County commissioners enlisted his help
in persuading the air force and che Défense Department ro
send representatives to a public hearing on GWEN in Feb-

ruary 1985. A month later Amherst’s Representative Town
Mecting listened to arguments for and against the system
and then by overwhelming voice vote opposed construction
ol GWEN “in Ambherst or anywhere” The rown meeting
and county commissioners both requested congressiona,
scrutiny of GWEN.,

Vigorous protest against a tower proposed for Eugene
Oregon, brought GWEN to the attention of Oregon Repuly-
lican Murk Hacfield, then chairman of the Senare Appro-
priations Comrree. In 1986 Harfield and Conte, working
through their commirrees, slashed GWEN funding for fiscal
1987 by 66 pereent, from $97 million o $33 million, Fun:
ing for the system had fiest been requested in fiseal 1982

GWEN “thin-line” sites

Alabama
Grady
Hackleburg

Arizona
Flagstaff

(Navajo Army Depot)

Arkansas
Fayetieville

California
Bakersfield
Biggs’

fenner
Roseville
Colorado
Aurora {(Lowry AFB Annex)
Pueblp
Pueblo Army Depot
Denver (Rocky Flats)
Georgja
Macon
Savannah Beach
lowa
Glenwood/Pacific Junction
Mechanicsville®

A Existing towers
Under construction
or consideration as
preferred sites

Kansas Michigan New Mexico Oklahoma South Dakota
Goodland Onondaga* Albuquerque Canton Clark
Topeka Mississippi (Kirlland AFB) Oregon Texas ‘
Maine Alligator Township New York Klamath Falls* Summerfield
Herseytown* Montana Eimira* Seneca Vlrglnln
Penobscot Billings Hudson Falls* Pennsylvania Driver
Maryland Great Falls Remson Harbor Creek* Washington
Hagerstown* Ronan* North Carolina Getltysburg* Appleton
Crownsville* Nebraska Beaulorl* Hawk Run Spokane
Waldorf* Ainsworlh North Dakota Rhode Island Wenatchee
Massachusetts Omaba (SAC) Devils Lake Little Compton* Wlsconll'n
Barre Falls® New Jersey Edinburg South Carolina Megquon
Acushnet® Egg Harbor .-=~ Kensinglon

Medora

with the expectation that annual requests would continug
through 1991,

As protest spread, press reporrs and constituent mail from
other parts of the country portrayed GWEN ro Congress as
a program in trouble. In 1987, led by Conte in Appropria-
tions and Massachuserts Demacrar Nicholus Mavroules in
the House Armed Services Commitrec, Congress not anly
cut procurement funding again—rhis time by 30 percent far
fiscal 1988, from 552 million to $36 million —but decreed
that “with this amount the air force will complete procure-
ment of relay nodes (rowers) for the GWEN program.”

OPPONENTS OF GWEN reject the notion thar a
GWEN network of any size could survive a protracted nu-
clear war. The Pentugon iself, they point out, lists com-
mand, control, and communications facilities as priority
targets for Soviec missiles.! 1 GMWEN 1 s vital, more towers
would simply attract more mmissiles. When GWEN s never-
theless presented as a survivible communications System,
GWEN opponents helieve the myth is perpetuated that a
nuclear war could be kept under control. The protesters
fear that leaders who are under 1his delusion may be more
ikely 1o ler a nuclear war begin.

Butm the public debate over GWEN, in contrast (o test)-
mony given before Cangress, air lorce and Pentagon repre-
entatives ignore, obfuscate, or deny GWEN's role in fight-
ng apreatracted niclear war, Frankhn Miller, director of
he Pentagon’s Office of Strategic Forces Palicy, told Hamp-
hire County commissioners in April 1985: "We do nor seek
o fighta protracred nuclear war™ But ar the same hearing,
Miller made much of the policy of “flexible response,” quot-

ng Caspar Weinberger's claim that the Soviets have the cip-
bility of “prolonging an initial strike by subsequent serikes™
o "we must plan o deal with that, 100" While the Pen-
agon indeed may not seek to fight a protracted nuclear war,
is apparently preparing to fight one.

(me)c‘*' r:z;«’-\

*Sites where there has been organized opposition

GWEN

GWEN became an Issue in the presidential campalgn when former
Delense Secratary James Schlesinger, in the August 1 lssue of
Time, wrole that Michael Dukakis's crificism of the system sug-
gested that the Massachusells povernor behiaved “the way 10 deler
war 15 1o be unprepared Lo rospond”

The air force has cansidered hall a dozen Massachusetts siles
for GWEN towers bt st bas not Begur construeling any in the
slale where cilizan OREGsNon todhe system lirs) argse. Respond-
Ing lo lecatl concerns, Dukaks wrote two letters (o the alr lorce
In 1986 and 1987, which Schiesinger ciled in his altack, Excerpts
of the letters follow.

October 29, 1986: "1 slrongly urge you to carefully consicler the
fact that bioth Barre and Anihors! Town Meetings votied earlier in
the year to rejec! any participation By Iher respective communities
as hasls for the GWEN program

"While the site currently under consideration at the Barre Falls
Dam Site wilhin the Ware Watershed Resarvation has nol aficiaily
been selected by the Air Force, | am slronply opposed (o ary in-
stallation of a GWEN tower in this location al any time, , . . The
inground mslatiation of e large netwark of copper wiring neces.
sary lor this proect will caliss unacceptable discharge of copper
leachate. The locatiun of 1his sie wilhin a welland area Gy JOO0
legl from (hip Waira River presents 3 real threal of (ne inteoduction
of coppern, a Bighty e glement, oo 1his waler SUpRly and aquatic
ecosystem

" believe that Il is critical that the EIS |enviranmental Impact
statement| include a requiremant which provides commiunities
under consideration as polential GWEN sites with specific infor-

and the governor

mation aboul the purpcses of GWEN as have been described
repeatedly i official documents and in Air Force and Department
of Dafense lestimony before Congress. . . . Since GWEN is to be
used during & nuclear altack, the EIS should adciress the environ-
mental consequences on host communities which would be like-
ly targets of nuclear destruction by the attacker. . . .

"Nuclear war can naithar be won nor survived and . . . the only
effective defense againsi the horrors of nuclear WEIpONs is insur-
g that they are never used

Augus! 28, 1987, “Apart from addressing . . . environmental con-
cems, | want to restale my opposition lo GWEN based on jts exces-
sive cost, Al a lime when' this nation is facing a record budget
deficit, 1 believe it is inappropriate o spend $1 billion in federal
funds for a lemporary communicalions system. . . . | cannot stress
erough the need for the Air Force to work closely with state and
focal officlals in the Commonwealth to ensure that all concerns
are Wlly addressed and that all federal and stale regulations are
adheared o

On Septamber |, ater Schlesinger's open lefter 1o Dikakis anp-
peared s Tese and alter plang for GWEN were cul back, the
Dukakls campaign issumd a slalement calling the modilication of
the sysiem "a step in thie tight direetion According to the state-
menl as repoded by Frad Kaptan In {he Septamber 5 Issua of the
Heston Globe, as president, Dukakis would "review the air force's
revised proposal for GWEN 1o determine whether it now meets
legitimate national security requirerments in a cost-efective way'" [

I
|



Asked at that hearing about the “force reconstitution and
recovery operations” which GWEN is supposed to support,
Miller defined them as the U.S. effort 1o “repather its bomb-
er forces and other nuclear forces which might not have
been used” i order to “respond not only to initial Soviet
attacks but 1o follow-on Sovier attacks and to subsequent
Soviet attacks.” Yet in December of that year, Miller told a
GWEN hearing in Geutysburg, Pennsylvania, that “nobody
is trying to plan for protracted nuclear war He insisted
to the New York Tines twa months later that GWEN *is
important for the first 35 minutes of an attack”

Instead of talking about nuclear war fighung, in com-

munity hearings Pentagon and air foree spokesmen hearken
back to the original justification for GWEN as a system
that would survive an imal burst of EMP, The air force
claims that GWEN “will remove any possibiliry that the
Soviets could beleve that, due to the electromagnetic pulse
generated by a high aldrude nuclear burst, a few weapons or
even a single weapon either could prevent artack warning
messages [rom reaching the President or impede his ability
to order retatiation™

But GWEN opponents challenge the nonon that the sys-
tem 1s needed 1o fill a gap in deterrence, They point out
that the effects of EMP are highly uncertain and have not
been observed in the atmosphere since above-ground nu-
clear testing stopped 2§ years ago. Since the Soviets cannot
be cerrain that EMP would black our communicanions com-
pletely, they could not be sure that a preliminary burst
would prevent retalianon by LS. land-based forces. Lven
i icdid, GWEN opponents say, LS, nuclear-armed sub-
marines could sull retaliate, The submarine foree is not con-
nected to GWEN and indeed does not need outside assis-
tance to launch missiles which could rain down upon the
Soviet Union the destructive force of 34,000 Hiroshima
bombs, .~

Commercial telephone networks are rapidly shifting to
fiber oprics, which are resistant to EMP, to improve service
to civilian as well as military customers. Furthermore, the
U.S. military has other commumcations hardened agaimnst
EMP: Jam Resistant Secure Communicanons connected 1o
Defense Satellite Communications Systems 1, the Surviva-
ble Low Fregquency Communication System, and, under «le-
velopment, the satellite system known as MILSTAR. The
milicary's anxiety about the vulnerability of sacellite com-
munications could be assuaged, GWEN opponents believe,
by negotiating a treaty banming anusatellite weapons. This
would be less costly than deploying redundant hardware.

THE MOVES TO CUT funding were assuredly helped
by pressure on Congress to find ways to cur the military
budger. They may also have been aided by disagreements
within the Pentagon about the proper role of GWEN. But
there is no question that grassroats protest caused Congress
to take a second look at GWEN

Ambherst's No-GWEN Alliance became a madel far pub-
lic education and prowst i other communities. Out of this
local acuion emerged the navonwide GWIEN Project which
aimed to alerc communities about air foree plans for locat-
ing GWEN towers, to encourage protest against the towers
and against the nuclear war-fighting strategy they serve, and
10 1nduce Congress to stop funding GWIEN.

The Amherst-based GWEN Project benefited from exien-
sive rescarch on GWEN conducred by the Institute for Po-
liey Studies in Washington, DC, 1S and the Center for
Defense Information, also m Washington, shared expertise
inanalyzing military policy and provided speakers at hear-
ings on GWEN. Ocher major peace orgamizations helped
in tobbying and m alertimg potential acuvises

The campaign agiinst GWEN siruck aresponsive chord
in places as diverse as rural Mechanicsville, lowa, where a
protester’s sipgn at the GWEN relay tower read “GWEN will
tell dead people they are dead)” to Lictle Compton, Rhode
Island, where SO0 of the town’s 3,100 residents turned out
for a pubhc hearing on GWEN in July 1987, Lirde Compron
activists mobilized the governor, the stace legishcure, and the
entire Rhode Istand congressional delegation to protest air
farce plans to construct a tower in the tranquil coastal town,
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Altogether the GWEN Project has helped mobilize pro-
test against GWEN in some 35 communities in 14 stares
(see map). In 19 locales, elected officials have been persnaded
by GWLEN opponents o sponsor public forums where both
sides of the issue were presented. Local officials are encour-
aged to mvite Defense Department as well as air lorce repre-
sentatives so that milicary strategy can be discussed.

In addition to the Rhode Island legislature, 13 municipali-
ties have voted their objections to being considered as sites
for GWEN towers. Gov. Michael Dukakis of Massachusetts
wrote to the Air Force in 1986 and 1987 expressing con-
cerns about the environmental impact of the towers, calling
for more adequate informauon to local communities, and
objecting to GWEN's role in nuclear war-fighting straregy
(see sidebar). In six cases the Air Force has been forced 1o
look for alternative sites.

Still, opponents have nor prevented construction of the
current “thin-line” phase of GWEN. In the early stages of
thin-line construction the air force faced no apposition
simply because the communities where towers were being
built knew nothing of whar was going on, When they found
out, citizens and public officials at some sires accepred the
military judgment on GWEN's value and dismissed protest
as misguided or unpatnotic.

Fven where opposition was strong it could not necessarily
stop construction of a tower. The federal government is not
required to abide by local land-use or zoning ordinances.
A vote against GWEN by town meeting, city council, or
referendum serves important educational and political pur-
poses but is not binding on the federal government.

Site searches have not yet begun for the next 40 rowers
which are slated to bring the total to 96. The final phase,
for which contracts are bemng let, also calls for more trans-
MITLNG-TECEIVINg SLAoNs

Despite obstacles, the protest against GWEN artained
a momentum which eventually artracted the notice of the
national media, called attention to the Pentagon's controver-
sial nuclear war-fighting strategy, and accomplished a goal
that often elndes peace activists: limiting a specilic military
program.

O'I'HFR FACTORS BESIDES persistent hard work
over three years and the responsiveness of key elecred of-
ficials have helped the campaign against GWEN:

o The air force amtagonized citizens and elected officials.
Despire a July 1982 executive order requiring federal agen-
cies to “communicate with state and local elected officials
as early i the program planning cycle as is reasonably fea-
sible” commumities often did not hear about GWEN towers
until construction had begun or in some cases was already
complete —and then only from journalists or activists in
other communities. When the public forums began, the air
force at first relused (o share the platform with GWEN
critics, Air force and Defense Department officials cancelled
their appearances at the hrst public hearing in Amherst
when they learned thac Witliam Arkin, director of the Nu-
clear Weapons Research Project ac IPS and a ceriue of
GWEN, had also been invited 1o speak. In October 1985
the air force insisted that its meeting with city officials of
Mequon, Wisconsin, take place 1n secret.

Ihe air foree also failed to disclose fully and honestly
GWEN's role in nuclear war, often describing GWEN mere-
ly as an emergency communications system, After public
protest began, in April 1985, ¢he air force published a re-
vised version of its environmental assessment, from which
Al menuon of nuclear war had been deleted. The air foree
pard dearly Tor such tactics: the press joined citzens and
public oflicials i expressing mdignation. At the instiga-
tion of Sepator Hatfield and the Senate Appropriations
Committee, language was attached to the 1986 defense ap-
propriaions bill directing the an torce 10 cooperate with
communities to allow for “{ull and complete public review™

The air force now notihes state and lacal officials at each
step of the search process, and wr foree and Defense De-
partment othaals now appear with GWEN enities. Carrent
information sheets and the environmentalimpact statcment
on the final phase acknowledge that GWEN will operate
in the event of nuclear attack, alchough they still fail to own
up to its role in fighting a nuclear war,
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o Ihe encironmental movement heightened public senst-
fety (O I HSIONS 1pon the hometown landseape, The pros-
peet of a 299-foot tnwer, topped by a Mashing light, has
in itself sounded alarms, .

The environmental assessment stated that tower sites
would “comply with surrounding land use and zoning res-
trictions” but when push came to shove the air force quickly
rediscovered the doctrine of federal supremacy: such com-
pliance is not, in fact, required of federal agencies, The air
force failure to prepare a full environmental impict stateiment
on the intial phase of GWEN bag klired, The N()-(:\Vr'i-,N
Allinnce of Lane County, Oregon, anid the Lane County
commissioners liled suit, callimg on the air force to address
the enviconmental impact on a commiunity that would be
targeted in a nuclear war, The federal courts eventually
ruled against the plaintiffs but that suit, along with more
traditional environmental complaints raised at other poten-
tal sites, induced the air force to prepare an cnvir()mncn-
tal impact statement on the final phase of GWEN, v

The stajement that emerged in 1987 sidestepped the issie
of nuclear war bur recopnized the possibiliey of more fm}nh-
ar environmental problems. The statement outlined stricter
environmental criteria and more thorough site-sclec(‘l()n
procedures for relay towers in the final phase of GWEN.

The Conservation Lmw Foundation of New England-and
the attorney general of Rhode Island then took the air force
to court, secking application of these siting procedures to
thin-line towers still to be built in New England. Although
a federal judge declined to stop construction already under
way at two tower sites in Maine, he found the air force in
likely violation of the National Environmental Policy Act
and ordered court review before construction can proceed
on the three remaining sites in New England. As a result,
the air force has reopened its site search for two of these
towers, applying the new procedures.

o Public attention was directed to Pentagon budgets in-
flated at the expense of programs designed to meet com-
miunity needs. Amherst cited the adminiseration’s call for
over $300 biltion for the fiscal 1986 military budget while
secking “severe cuts in domestic programs such as general
revenue sharmg, student loans, subsidized housing for the
elderly and for low income families, child nutridon, Medi-
caid reimbursements, subsidies for mass transit and other
programs of direct and immediate benefit to the residents
of Amherst” lowa protesters championed “larms, not arms.”
GWEN towers, at $1.5 million apiece, were ready symbols
of misuse of public resources.

o The nuclear freeze movement of the early 1980s height-
ened quareness of the dangers of the nuclear arms race and
of the miportance of grassroots activism. The ordinary citi-
zen's voice 1s fur more readily heard in the local than the
nanional arena, [t may be no accident that all the formal
votes agamnst the towers have come from New England,
where citizens are especially accustomed to having their say.
But there is also an accelerating move nationwide on the
part of local governments to register their views and develop
therr own imtatives on a range of military and foreign
policy 1ssues once believed to lie exclusively in the domain
of the lederal government. The protest against GWEN has
reflected and strengthened that trend, O
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"MAKE THE ECONOMY SCREAM!"

Sherri Yeager

The irony of the US trade war on
Nicaragua is tragic. "We finally have a
government that cares about its people and
about ending hunger and disease and il-
literacy,” says Nicaraguan union official
Marvin Cortez Estrada. "But now, because
of the war and the embargo, there is no
medicine or equipment and people die of
curable diseases, There are no books to
teach people to read and the contras kill
doctors and teachers,”

Before the 1979 revolution, Nicaragua
was 95% dependent on US trade. The em-
bargo means that farmers and manufac-
turers lack spare parts for old machinery,
roads are seriously damaged, the free
health care system badly needs more medi-
cal supplies, and educational programs are
crippled by a shortage of pens, paper and
textbooks. Nicaragua has become a land of
“no hay" — there isn't any. Scarcity is an
epidemic, "It's a miracle of Nicaraguans’ in-
genuity that anything is left running,” says
Cortez,

This combination of punitive economic
measures and what one contra commander
called a "war of vandalism and terror” has
been tried before. In 1970, only days after
the election of socialist Salvador Allende in
Chile, President Richard Nixon ordered
CIA Director Richard Helms to “make the
economy scream." The result was the CIA-
orchestrated military coup in September
1973. Since then, 15 years of iron-fisted dic-
tatorship have reigned in Chile lending
credence to the effectiveness of economic
sabotage.

A good risk, says World Bank

Before Reagan took office, the World
Bank issued a favorable assessment of
Nicaragua‘s potential for economic
recovery, recommending that it reccive in-
ternational loans at low interst rates. In
1980 Congress approved President Carter’s

request for $75 million in economic aid to
Nicaragua (with the proviso that the San-
dinistas not export “subversion”).

The Reagan administration wasted no
time in beginning its two-pronged* war
against Nicaragua. Contingency plans fora
ClA-directed covert war were given the go-
ahead.

And the US pulled the economic plug.
Two days after his inauguration, Reagan
suspended the remaining $15 million in
economic assistance. The unofficial embar-
go had begun.

From 1981 to 1983, the administration
did everything in its power to reduce trade
between the US and Nicaragua and to
deprive Nicaragua of foreign economic as-
sistance. Export/Import Bank credits, used

"We finally have a governmeni
that cares aboul its people and about
ending hunger and disease and il-
literacy. But because of the war and
the embargo, people die of curable dis-
eases and the contras kill doctors and
teachers."

to purchase essential products from the
United States, were terminated.
Nicaragua’s sugar quota was reduced, then
cut off altogether.

In 1981, the administration suspended a
$10 million loan used by Nicaragua to buy
wheat, then abolished bilateral aid — in-
cluding $11 million for health, education,
and rural development programs. The ra-
tionale for the aid cutoff was an unsubstan-
tiated State Department claim that the
Sandinistas were exporting arms to Sal-
vadoran guerrillas.

In response, Nicaragua attempted to in-
crease lts trade with other countries and
sought loans from multilateral develop-
ment banks. The Reagan administration
made intense efforts to block those loans.

Until 1982, Nicaragua had a good
reputation with both the World Bank and
the InterAmerican Development Bank
(IDB), having designed some of the most
successful projects ever funded. But in
1982, under US pressure, the World Bank
first froze all of Nicaragua’s loan applica-
tions, then stopped lending altogether. At
the same time, the US began exercising its
veto power over the IDB Trust Fund. The
US cast the sole negative vote on every
Nicaraguan loan application — vetoing,
among other proposals, credit programs
for farmers and a road Improvement
project designed to double the amount of
marketable agricultural products.

Because the United States did .not have
veto power over IDB’s higher interest
loans, the administration resorted to
economic blackmail: It threatened to with-
hold its substantial financial contributions
unless 1DB blocked Nicaraguan loan re-
quests. Nicaragua is the only Latin
American country that has not received
IDB loans since then.

US actions in blocking the World Bank
and [DB loans violated the development
banks’ charters, which specify that
economic considerations should deter-
mind loan approval, not political ideology.

International condemnation

The official US trade embargo received
almost universal International condemna-
tion from the beginning. Every major US
ally in Latin America and Western Europe
criticized it. Many refused to join, including
Spain, Canada, France, West Germany,
Italy, Sweden, the Netherlands, Belgium,
Switzerland, Mexico, Venczucla, Austria,
Denmark, and Norway.

The embargo violates the charters of the
Organization of American States, the
United Nations, the World Bank, the
General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade,
and the Treaty of Friendship, Commerce
and Navigation between the US and
Nicaragua. It also makes a mockery of the
Central American Peace Plan, which vows
that the five countries in the region will
"jointly request extraordinary economic
support from the international com-
munity” and encourage "agreements which
will speed up development in order to
create more egalitarian societles which are
free from poverty,”

US attempts to justify its actions rarely
stand up to scrutiny. While the Reagan ad-
ministration was accusing Nicaragua of de-
pendence on the Soviet Union, the State
Department rated Nicaragua’s level of de-
pendence as “moderate,” on the order of
India’s or Argentina’s. The administration
claimed that the Nicaraguan private sector

was oppressed, yet the embargo’s effect on
the large capitalist class is strong.

The Reagan administration
wasted no time in beginning its two-
pronged war against Nicaragua. Con-
tingency plans for a CIA-directed
covert war were given the go-ahead.
And the US pulled the economic plug.

In the carly years of the revolution,
before the trade embargo and the war
began to take their toll, the Sandinistas
made great strides toward rebuilding the
economy and improving the quality of life:
They achieved self-sufficiency in food
production, decreased illiteracy from 50%
to 18%, eradicated polio, drastically
reduced infant mortality rates, granted
land parcels to 60% of rural families, and
continually provided incentives to the
private sector. Now, however, theeconomy
is strained to the breaking point — the
cumulative damage from US aggression is
more than $12 billion.

| once lived in a home in Estelf,
Nicaragua with a host family who ate in
shifts because there were not enough plates
for everyone. These are the people who
bear the bruntofthe UStrade embargo, and
these are the people who go unmentioned
by the US media.

They are poor people who ask with
pride, “How do you like our revolution?"
They are tired of war and tired of living in
a crippled economy, and they want to
know, "Why does your President Reagan
attack our country?"

(Sherri Yeager isn NICAgrad and wrote this
article for the San Francisco Bay Guardian, It
has been condensed for publication here.)

Pastors For Peace

On August 2, a passenger boat carrying
over 200 people, including a ten-member
religious delegation from the US, was am-
bushed by contras along the Rio Escondido.
Two passengers were killed and 27
wounded; one of the latter was the leader
of the delegation, Rev. Lucius Walker of the
Interreligious Foundation for Community
Organization.

The next day Walker held a press con-
ference in Managua and stated: "We are
outraged that this act of terrorism by our
government, using our resources, delivers
death to the people of Nicaragua and at-
tacks our delegation, who are innocent
emissaries of peace. . . . Reagan is guilty of
murder.”

His organization’s response, Walker
continued, would be the Pastors for Peace
Convoy. The purpose of the Convoy will be
not only to deliver much-needed materials
and vehicles to Nicaragua, but also to
publicize the importance of supporting the
peace process.

The Convoy will depart from northern
citles on November 28th, meet in Texas on
December 10, and continue to Nicaragua in
order to bein Managua for Christmas. Pas-
tors for Peace is seeking your support. To
get involved, contact them at 7301 Curtis,
Detroit, Mich, 48221; phone (313) 861-2630.

NEWS FROM N.T.C A.-

Trade For Peace raided

For two years, Trade For Peace (TFP) in
Madison, Wis. has challenged the legal em-
bargo of Nicaraguan goods, by selling cof-
fee, stamps, and art works from Nicaragua.
It was only a matter of time before the Feds
came around, and on August 30th it hap-
pened. Customs agents raided the or-
ganization and confiscated $500 worth of
goods and TFP’s business records. Thelocal
US Attorney will decide if prosecution is
warranted.

In March of this year, TFP received a
warning from the same US Attorney advis-
ing them to cease their violation of the em-
bargo. The organization did suspend
operation at that time, but when theembar-
go was renewed in May, TFP resumed sales
of Nicaraguan goods.

The organization’s focus has been on
public education and political activity, as
well as the civil disobedience involved in
carrying the Nicaraguan goods for sale.
These activities are all still needed, along
with the defense of TFP. They say, "If we are
prosecuted, the trade embargo itself will be
on trial.”

They obviously need support. To con-
tribute to their ongoing public education
and political action, make checks to Trude
for Peace, Inc. To contribute to their legal
defense, make checks to WCCN Legal
Defense Fund. Send all contributions to TFP,
Box 3190, Madison, Wis. 53704-0190.

28,000 dead

The US/contra war on Nicaragua has
resulted in 28,000 deaths and 26,500 other
victims (wounded or kidnapped) over the
past seven and a half years, according to the
Ministry of Defense. Direct and indirect
damages from the war total over $12 billion
dollars.

Barricada subs

As of September 22, Barricada Inter-
nacionalis being printed in the US. The Bar-
ricada Internacional Support Committee is
seeking 1000 new subscriptions to make the
endeavor self-sustaining. They are also
looking for organizations, book stores, and
individuals who will accept bulk orders. A
subscription costs $30 a year. For a sub or
info, write B.I. Support Committee, Box
20928, Oakland, Cal. 94620; phone (415)
654-0104.

US makes

contingency plans

While the Reagan regime keeps trying
to push military aid for the contras, it’s also
readying contingency plans. It has aired a
proposal to repatriate contras to the US —
that is, to override the existing immigration
law to allow contra troops to come here.
Not only are the contras badly ‘defeated
militarily, but on October 4, Honduras
asked the UN to create a peace-keeping
force to patrol its borders with Nicaragua
and El Salvador and keep guerrillas from
those countries out of Honduras.




Fourth Annual

International Days of Protest

Against War Toys

Friday, November 25 & Saturday, November 26, 1988

War toys sales have been increasing steadily since
1982. Despite g decline in sales from a record high of
19% in 1985, they still take up a 10% share of the toy
market The most alarming trend s the increase in
sales of toy guns, despite continual tragedies and
near fragedies involving children and teens playing
war games with realistic toy weapons Gl Joe is now
being promoted not only here but also in foreign
countiigs as an internationat horo And while Coleco
is no longer producing its Rambo ine. there are al
ways new lines of action figures lrom  Inhumanoids”
to "Thundercats.” Each is promoted with its own
siqryllne on aviolent cartoon which servesasathlity
minute commercial. These cartoons average 50
acts of violence an hour.

Characters like Gl Joe and Rambo are being sold
as heroes and role models for children. They make
war and killing exciting to kids. Their characters often
portray racial and sexual stereotypes promoting
hatred in our society. Many of the “evil” characters
are portrayed as having disabilities while the good
guys are able bodied, further promoting stereotypes

Parents and educators know firsthand of the prob-
lems that arise from children playing with war foys
Children often mimic the play they see on televislion,
therefore aliminating the creativity and cooperation
needed in children’s piay, They become more ag-
gressive In thelrbehaviorand itincreases the chance

they will resort to violent behavior later

Violence in our society is at an all-timé nigh, ac-
cording to PRI stalistics Increasingly tesnagers are
killing. baing kiled and commifiing suicide Folice
deal dally with the queshion of whelher a gun s reol
or not, sometimes with tragic outcomes. it 1s im-
portart for our society to work ogainst this violence
Eliminating war toys and violant garfoons from aur
childien's wvas is o good place 10 start. Allowing
them to have war toys and watch these cartoons
implicitly supports violence and war as solutions
to prablams

Gl Jo is the leading wor 1oy Gt Joe canoons fea-
ture 84 acts of violence per hour In spite of all the
violence. Joes rever die. giving children an un-
realistic idea of what war really is The Gl Joe line
features action figures that sell for a few dollars to
weapons and vehicies for as much as $200 The Stop
War Toys Campaign has taken Gl Joe on as a focus
for our campaign. A message to Hasbro that con-
tinuing fo sell young children weapons of destruc-
tion and violent cartoons is a message fo toy manu-
facturers everywhere

No society interested in attaining peace and
jusfice can allow such a milltarization of the young
to go unchallenged, Any vision of a future withou!
war ond killlng is impossibla if the young have beean
ratsed to ba passive consumaers of viplence and mill
tarism In toys, cartoons and popular culture

VALUES THROUGH TOYS

Every time we purchase a toy, we communicate
our adult values to the children who receive these
toys. Through play. children imitate our values. Do
we want children to assume that war has value to us
by lating them play with war tays? Do we wan! them
to think that dispules and diferances are bes!
softled by force or that the world is divided up into
good guys and bad guys?

Children do need to learn how to deal with ag-
gression, but there are mare canstructive ways o
do this than through war toys. Fear, anger and feal-
ings of low esteerm are oftenal tha ot of aggressive
behavior, behaviar that s encouraged by playing
with war toys and watching violent TV shows. The
home and school should be places where children
can bulld thelr self-esteem. Thelr environment
should encourage communication, cooperation
and the development of creative ways o solve
conflicts.

WHAT YOU CAN DO

War Resisters League has inifiated o campaign
aguinst war foys and cartoons, its first focus being on
Rambo toys and now locusing on Gl Joa
13 Write Hasbro, Inc . 1027 Newport Ave,, Pawtucket,

Rl 02862, protesting G Joe, Transformers, ond oll
their war foys

2) Write alatter to the editor of your local paper, and
encourage fiends and family forefrain from buy-
ing toys that encourage viclence.

3) Wite or arrange a realing with your local toy
stores. Ask tham riot 1o carry war toys. Leatlat out-
side to educate customers, or go inside and
place informative anti-war stickers on military
toys.

4) Hold o vigil, put on an alternative toy fair, do
streat theater, or hold a public meeting about
war toys

5) Wiite or protest af your local television sratians
which produce and air Rambo, Gl Joo. Trains-
formers, Lasar log and ofther violent caroans

6) Reproduce this leatlel (or order more coples from
WHRI/NE $8/100, $30/500) and distribute il to
your school. daycare canter, union, place of
woxship, or organization

7) Send 84 (plus §2 postage) to New Englond War
Resisters League for a "Stop Wor Toys Campalgn”
packel which includas organizing ideas, al-
tematives and background and publicity ma-
ferials.

KILLERS IN YOUR TOYBOX

“Whan childien waleh an adull behave viglently
they are likaly 1o imitate IHe behavior seen Watch-
Ing violent felevision shows and movies con make
children behave mae viclantly with peers, nocord:
ing to some studies The effects of modeling whiat is
wan on televison and In angoging n agyressve
fantasy play of ana's own creation can be gquite it
terant, The mote 1ealistic he toys and activties 1he
more alike to modeling and imitaton the play be-
comes Thus, playing with @ realstic-looking sub
maching gun s aifferant in psychological volue
than predending Trolls Tive under the bridge

_ Daticie V. Lovecky, PhD
trom Violence and Children’s Play

“Thosa ot uswho lought InVietnam hove o staake N
this fighit against won 1oys I Is always The sans of
valerans that end up going 1o the next war Those
whio profited frorm our saciifices are moking o_urorn
now and preparing our kids for anothed war

— Dave Cline
NJ Vietnam Veterans
Against the War

“This repeated teaching of seeing your opponent
as someone despicably evil who can only be dealt
with through combat is very harmtul. The research of
cartoon violence and violent toys is Quite ciear.
These programs and their violent war toys are teach-
Ing chiidren to be more violent and desensitizing
them to the real horrors of war and military combat.

The cartoon and violent toy studies show that
these materials cause children to hit. kick, choke,
push and hold down other children. They have
found Increases In selflshness. anxlety, and the hurl-
int of animals. Sharing and school performance
have been found to decrease.”

— Dr. Thomas Radecki, M.D.,
psychiatvist
Chair of Natlonal Coalition on
Television Violence

‘We are living in the most violent country In the
world in terms of murders within the family, rape, wife
abuse and child abuse.

We have one of the two largest stocks of nuclear
weapons and are developing others that will be
more fiendish still — and more difficuit o control.

Our government has been intruding ruthiessly and
ilegally in the affairs of other nations sometimes
trying to overthrow their govemments and murder
their officials becouse it dislikes their politics

Are we doing everything fo reverse these alarming
trends? Quite the contrary. We are allowing our
children to watch endless violence on television
which wa row know as a scientific foct has ¢ pro-
gressively brutalizing effect

We are buying for our children even more elab-
orate war toys — machine guns, death ray guns,
tanks, war making robots and space ships. We can
o0 trom the way they ploy that these stimuiate
hostile, brutal teelings even in very young children,
which will grodually erode their capacitles for
tendemess and sympathy

it's time we reqlize that we are storing up terrible
frouble for ourselves, our children and grand-
children in the future. But we can save our families,
our country and our world if we will face our prob-
lems and reverse our downward spiral.”

— Dr. Benjamin Spock. Pediatrician

Return fo: War Resisters league/New England,
Box 1093, Norwich, CT 06360. (508) 774-3417,
(203) 889-5337 or (203) 455-9624

0O Send “Stop War Toys Campaign” packefs.
Enciosed is S—_____ $4 per packet plus $2 post-
age (for multiple orders add §0¢ postage for
each additional packet).

0 Send copies of this flyer. Enclosedis $

0O Send ___ posters (two different designs avaik-
able). Enclosed s 56 each
Send ____ posicards. Enclosed is 5. 75¢,
5/$2.50

O Put me on your mailing list. Enclosed is a con
tribution of $_

Name ——

Address P
city .. State
Zip . Phone ___ e




A PETITION AGAINST WAR TOYS

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, ARLE CONCERNED THAT THE PRODUCTION
AND PROMOTION OF WAR TOYS ARE HARMING CHILDREN. THESE TOYS
DESENSITIZE THEM TO THE RIEAL HORRORS OF VIOLENCE AND WARS.

WE ENCOURAGE YOU TO MARKET TOYS THAT PROMOTE CREATIVITY

AND COOPERATIVE PLAY.

NAME ADDRESS CITY STATE/ZIP/PHONE

10,

EACH FEBRUARY WE SUBMIT THI!S PETITION AT THE INTERNATIONAL TOY FAIR IN N.Y.C.
REMEMBER TO MAKE COPIES OF THIS BLANK PETITION BEFORE HAVING IT SIGNED. SEND
COPIES OF SIGNED PETITIONS TO REACH US BY FEBRUARY 18T OF EACH YEAR. PRESENT
ORIGINAL PETITIONS TO YOUR LOCAL TOY STORE MANAGER OR A WAR TOY MANUFACTURER.
SEND COPIES OF PETITIONS TO WAR TOYS CAMPAIGN, BOX 1093, NORWICH, CT 06380.
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In the fall of 1985 the US Air force built a 300-foot radio tower on 15.5 acres of
prime lowa farm land. A component of the Ground Wave Emargency Network (GWEN)
this tower is meant to be used after electromagnetic pulse and radioactivity black out
conventional communi cations in the first minutes of a nuclear exchange, GWEN will
allow the government to keep fighting World War Three after most of us are dead.
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Eastern lowa Peace Alliance, P.O. Box 2906, lowa City. lowa 52244



The Copy Exchange
Inside: Reprint of Bulletin of Atomic Scientists article abour GWEN towers;
information of the Stop War Toys campaign; and more.

VIGIL NOON SATURDAY NOVEMBER 19th
at the Mechanicsville GWEN Tower

1:30 Program at Doc & Jo's Cafe: Stop War Toys

Need holiday gifts? This year's WAR RESISTERS LEAGUE PEACE
CALENDAR is the bestl 365 Reasons Not To Have Another War,
text by Grace Paley; art by Vera B. Williams, $9.00.

FARMS NOT ARMS T-SHIRTS, $8.00 (order sizes and colors now).
Book, Letters from Nicaragua, $8.00.

Call Eastern lowa Peace Alliance, 337-5187.
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Socially Responsihle Investing

Do you have.a portfolio of investments? Would you like to find out what m’\"’Es ing - -
is7 Do vou have concerns whether you can invest and support your prmmplesa s
values? Find investments supporting a clean environment, delivery of safe l‘Qd.lJi.l.s
and services. fair employee relations, no South Africa, no weapons manufactire; ami—-- o
no nuclear energy or weapons. Aline Autenreith coaches people in socially
responsible investing To reach her: Investment Management & Research, Inc.,
150 East Court Street, Suite 203, lowa City, lowa 52240 319-354-7113.

THE COPY EXCHANGE
1133 Howell, lowa City, 1A 52240
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