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Anti-War Movement at Crossroad 
Abws~ 
by Michael Letw/n 

Together with at least 30,000 demon
strators from around the East and Mid
West, 50 UMass/Boston students made 
their way to Washington D.C. on March 
22nd to prevent the resumption of the 
draft. 

The three central demands of the 
demonstration, organized by a national 
coalition known as Mobilization Against 
the Draft, were "No Registration, No Draft 
and No Cold War." 

The underlying sentiments of many 
participants could be seen throughout the 
march and rally. The UMass/Boston Anti
War Committee contingent carried a ban
rer reading, "We Won't Die For Exxon." 
Other banners proclaimed, "No Draft, No 
War," "Send the Shah Home," and "No to 
th<3 Carter Doctrine." Marchers also chan
tE-d such slogans as "Hell no, we won't 
gn, we won't fight for Texaco," and "Hey, 
HE>y, Uncle Sam, we remember Vietnam." 

The specific views expressed by the 
ally speakers varied. Former 

,::ongresswoman Bella Abzug denounced 
the "Carter Doctrine" as another "Gulf of 
Tonkin," and pointed out Carter's failure to 
give serious support to the passage of the 
ERA. His cuts in social services, she said, 
will be directed against women and the 

poor. However, Abzug was booed by 
much of the crowd when she offerred as 
an alternative the candidacy of Ted Ken
nedy. 

Other speakers presented a more 
radical approach. The Reverend Ben 
Chavis, a black member of the only recen
tly released group of political prisoners 
known as the Wilmington 10, declared, 
"We've got to send a message to Jimmy 
Carter, ihe Democratic Party, the 
Republicans and Ronald Reagan that 
we're not going to fight no more wars for 
imperialism." 

The Washington demonstration was 
significant not only for its numbers, but 
also because it reflects how quickly a 
small mass movement has developed in 
opposition to the government's policies 
which lnctude not only the draft, but the 
threat of wer. The anti-Vietnam war 
movement only took on mass proportions 
after several years of direct US military 
participation, the death of thousands of 
American soldiers Md hundreds of 
thousands of Vietnamese. In sharp con
trast, the current anti-war movement has 
begun to take off even before the draft or 
a war has actually begun. 

Supporters of the Carter ad
ministration's moves claim that the early 
response reflects an unwarranted 

paranoia about its intentions. However, 
members of the anti-war movement 
disagree. As one member of the UMB An
ti-War Committee, Bill Almy, said: "The 
quick growth of the anti-war movement 
reflects the fact that for all the barrage of 
flag-waving by the government and the 
media over Iran and Afghanistan, people 
remember Vietnam. They remember that it 
was a brutal war of US aggression in 
which American workers and third world 
people died to protect American business 
interests abroad. We are not willing to 
watch it happen again in Iran or El 
Salvador." 

Despite a very successful demon
stration, it is clear that the anti-war 
movement faces several important 
questions about its direction. Will it rely on 
"liberal" politicians, or will it emphasize 
mass, militant action to achieve its goals? 
Perhaps more important, just what are its 
goals? Will it remain narrowly concerned 
with the draft, or will it also organize more 
general opposition to American foreign 
policy and the military?_ Will it remain 
predominantly white and middle class, or 
will it try to change its character by taking 
up issues at home such as the govern
ment's economic policies, racism, and 
sexism in an attempt to attract workers, 

third world people and women? And will 
the movement attempt to go beyond Its 
current role as an anti 
-war formation to organize opposition to 
the economic and political system to 
which many activists trace the cause of 
war? 

In other words, the movement faces an 
evaluation of the last anti-war movement 
of the '60's and early '70's, and some 
decisions about how it is Qoing to apply 
those lessons. 


