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Veterans analyze military motives, draft

University Veterans is an or-
ganization of Vietnam-era and
post-Vietnam era veterans. In
recent months this organization
has led the fight against the
draft and draft registration. We
have been questioned, chas-
tised and attacked for this
stand This statement,
therefore, is to clarify for the
record our intent and motiva-
tion concerning this life-and-
death issue

University Veterans is headed
by veterans who have direct war
experience through the Viet-
nam War. As survivors of that
war, we came home 0 the
alienation of friends, families
and a society caught up in its
own guilt about the war. We
were greeted, not by brass
bands, but by a swollen and
inflated economy where
unemployment or under-
employment was the norm. Our
G.l. Bill was so eaten up by
inflation that many have
been unable to sustain them-
selves while trying to gain back
the education that was lost to
time while fighting a dirty and
unpopular war

The Veterans' Administration
continues to cut back programs
that are a direct benefit to
veterans. It claims there is no
significant emotional affect
stemming from the Vietnam
War, it continues to ignore the
fact that many of us are
chemical time-bombs waiting to
go off. And, now that many of us
are standing up to speak out
against another atrocity in the

VFW, the American Legion
(groups supposedly advocating
for veterans), and the military,
as anti-American or unpatriotic
We are neither. We are veterans
who have seen the waste,
corruption and death that our
over-zealous military has creat-
ed and operates within. We
search for a way that our young
and future generations may live
without having to face such
degradation

For these reasons, we op-
pose the current efforts at rein-
stituting the draft. We know and
see the draft for what it is: a
vehicle to carry this country to
war

Cur top leaders have said so,
and still the public remains deaf
to these messages

Energy Secretary James
Schiesinger has said that the
Persian Gulf is the key to the
free world as we know 1t
Defense Secretary Harold
Brown has said we would use
“military force’" to protect U S
oil interests. And Deputy Assis-
tant Secretary William Crawford
has stated that the U.S. would
be willing to go to ""war' to
protect Saudi oil

When put into context, these
statements lend credence to
the Pentagon’'s new ter-
minology of protecting our
“national interests.”’ The mili-
tary has forgone even trying to
whitewash our intended
aggressive action in the Persian
Gulf by labeling it "‘national
defense.” In the words of the
DoD’'s own study, “we depend

sources of raw material, with oil
the most disturbing example of
our dependence. For that
reason alone, our interests in
the Middle East and the Persian
Gulf are bound to be substan-
tial."

Even though our leaders and
military have stated our invol-
vement in the Persian Gulf is
mandatory, the Pentagon still
tries to claim its All-Volunteer
Army is a failure, and that the
need for the draft therefore is
crucial. But the DoD's own
study, entitled A Report on the
All-Volunteer Armed Forces”’
states that average test scores
of recruits have risen (lestimony
to the fact that the quality of the
recruits has improved under the
AVF system), educational levels
are higher now, retention ol
enlisted personnel and dis-
ciplinary incidents have
decreased since the early 70s

In recorded testimony before
the House Armed Services
Committee last year, all of the
heads of the Armed Services
had to concede the AVF was
working well. Secretary Brown
agreed as early as January of
this year

But, the U S. needs arms
sales to control its investments
in and access to strategic raw
materials. Currently the U.S
imports 75 to 100 percent of
these materials. Although this
strategy seems quite apparent,
the military still uses fear to
persuade civilians that we are
vulnerable to Russian at-
tack out-manned and out-

are often distorted and often
downright lies

For example, the Pentagon
would have the public believe
that the Russians have such a
large military that this nation is
under imminent peril of being
attacked. In 1975 the Soviels
had 4 8 million troops in their
military as opposed to our 2.1
million. Yet many of the Russian
troops are used for jobs that our
civilians perform here at home,
for example: 250,000 troops are
used for construction; 150,000
are used to build railroads and
works on farms; 430,000 for in
ternal security, 500,000 are
permanently stationed along
the Sino-Soviet border, another
55,000 troops are stationed in
Czechoslovakia and would
have questioned the quality of
these troops. It should also be
pointed out that the Soviels
have outnumbered us much of
the time since the end of World
War |l

On the European front, one
which the military claims would
be overrun in a matter of days,
DoD numbers fail to include the
50,000 French troops stationed
in West Germany or the 330,000
troops France has in its military
Our military also does not tell
us that NATO outnumbers the
Warsaw Pact by 200 million
people, has nearly three times
the Gross National Product
(GNP) of Russia and a 70 per-
cent higher GNP per capita
than the Russians

As University Velerans, we
strongly oppose this kind of na-
tional policy a policy bullt on
aggression, selfishness and
wastle As velerans, we are
painfully aware of the DoD's In-
tent to use “‘experienced"’’
veterans 1o fill initial battle loses
of “‘green’’ troops, or to train
new troops. With a cadre of
combat-trained veterans, the
DoD intends to boost morale
and troop strength, in the event
of a sustained conflict, and it
has made its attempt known in
provisions set in HR-23

University Veterans contend
that what this country needs is
not a foreign policy based on
protection of our “‘national
interests,”’ bul rather a national
policy based on moral fortitude,
and a realistic view of Russian
"superiority "’

As a consumer of 30 percent
of the world's oil, while having
only 6 percent of the world
population, the U S needs to
control its enargy consumption
and rely less on its protection of
multinational corporate profits

It this current ‘'national
interast ' 1s allowed to continue,
then it will be our sons and
daughters paying with their
blood so our vehicles can con-
tinue to roll down American
highways

making, we are branded by the increasingly on

‘Misrepresentation of facts’

In your editorial of April 6, you state “'In a referen-
dum two years ago, University students overwhelmingly
voted (97 percent yes) to urge the State Board of
Higher Education to get rid of stocks in corporations
conducting business with South Africa.”

This statement is an example of the use of statistics
to mislead the unwary. An accurate statement would
include the phrase ""97 percent of those who voted,”
and an honest editor would point out the tiny fraction of
the student body which voted at all. As usual in student
elections, apathy won

in the context of the editorial, by omitting this in-
formation you would like your readers to assume that
there was a mandate from students for stock diverti-
ture. This simply was not true. There is no evidence that
those who voted even constituted a valid sampling of
the student body

A good cause does not need to resort to

misrepresentation of facts

Robert McCollough
professor, library

A radioactivist limerick

A scientist we know is still wishin

We'll see the necessity of fission

He won a great prize,

But still, in our eyes

For each claim there's a major omission

Ray Hirsch
104 S. 11th St.
Cottage Grove

‘Ignores library viewpoints’

| refer to the article with the heading 'criticism
encircles library dean'” of April 4. It seems to me that
the Emerald just talks to the “junior librarians' and that
it ignores the viewpoints of other librarians. Research
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As University Veterans, we Position paper from University
are tired of the facts being dis- Veterans,
torted to meet the military's end complied by Russ Linebarger
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and /or publishing need not result in declining services
in the library, just like it need not result in poor
teaching. The “junior librarians'' should remember that
they were hired as faculty. To complain about having to
do research and/or writing after joining the profes-
sional staff at the Library is like complaining about
having to spend so much time at sea after joining the
U.S. Navy

It is now very difficult to obtain tenure and promo-
tion but this is a campus-wide problem, not just a
Library problem

| also object to the last paragraph of the article. “'In
any case, the common sentiment among librarians is
that it is again time to examine the functions of a library
and its staf. " It certainly is not my sentiment. We all
know what the functions of the library are. As members
of the faculty, librarians enjoy the privileges and they
should also share the burdens and responsibilities

Hulbert Paul
professor, library
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