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Tt Draft: Reform or Repeal?

by Ron Young

In 1943 the Unitsd Sfarvss zdopted a selective draft law. Even at that
time when therg .eve ! fewer Americans than today questioring the
ea

purposes ¢f the . .§ Leary and U.S. foreign policy, opposition to
conscription was ONg -

"This vast power thus granted to the military permits control
over the iive: ana destiny of the entire registry. This con-
trol wav pe emsrcisgd through the allocation of men to partic-
ular indu-tri s & rondition of continued deferment and com-

peles million: cthers, regardless of will, to be subjected
tc the threat of ronzceription at any time during the entire

period the Il i in force. Thus it is apparent that the
wilitary forces the Nation assume complete control over

the lives ond tiny, not only of those selected in the

draft, but thr . the power to concel or change deferment,

ove the iiwer o . entire registry. Does this great grant

of vower sn tatorship?"

sssman Frank G. Keefe, Wisconsin

assional Record, Vol. 86, Fart 10, p. 11371

The extreme difficuli~ of 2uding the draft once it is adopted was also
recognized.
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3, it is going to be difficult to ever
¥ once you get it established, for you will
wiyltary establishment one of the greatest
+ wour whole country. You will have vested
.n the Executive and the Army that the
szpnted in all American history."
23sman Jerry Voorhis, California
p. 11396

=f History of Comscription,'" from The Draft?,
#ar the Peace Education Division of the
Servyice Committee, Hill & Wang, 1968. $1.25
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ive Service Act expires.
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The bills before the Senate now to reform the draft, especially the
bills introduced by i
the basic legitimdc
manent continuation.
the draft is not to work for any draft reform legislation, but rather
to work at various levels including direct work with Congressmen and
Senators. to imsist that now is the time to press for repeal of the
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dvaft, not reform. It i . dimportant to rpcognlzv how Lhi. argument hold
e.-.ontially even for a bill incroduced uy Seniator Moetfield, which be
clalﬂ; is a bill to "repeal the draft.” leople .hculd carefully examnine
any legi:lation con the draft to ee if its real intent i.. te aboli h the
dralt or, by mean. of .ome minor or "major’' reform, tc offer another
facade of legitimacy te a ba.ically illegitimate and undemocratic in-
;titution.

-~ February 5, 1969, a group of pericon. attending snd Laymen
Concernad Conference in Wa .hington, D. €., partic’- arenkin t
meebing with Senator Hatfield and his legi lative to di e

the bill on the draft (S-503) he ir co ponsoring in the uewd*hﬂ Wil
opening remarks to the group, Senator Hatfield cuiilined the ba e for

his opposition to the prezent draft sy-.cem. Ue tated vhar the draic i
an encroachment on the freedom of individual citizen 1o decide accord-
ing to their own minds and con:ciences how to .erve their ccuntry, a
freedom held to be e:sential to American demecracy. 'hi: rind of
cpercion 1s especially tragic today, ne .aid, when ~merican youth have
domonstrated by their involvement in the {ivil " dight = ovement aond thelr
reapense o the teace Corps and Vista thot thoy ave mere veady then ever
to serve the ne2eds of their fellowmen. “The exi toncs i (he 4raff s
it dangerou-ly easy for the TPrezident to iavolvs the eouatry io an us-
popular war, like the war in Vietnam, ithoui che sdviece apd con emb of
the people or their representatives in Congre .. “he draft reinforce
the inequities in the society between white: znd blzek |, rich and poor,
more educated and lesu educated citizen.. Koferring te the incres ed
queztioning of the mleLaly domination of foreign policy, much of which
iz justified in Senator Hatfield's opinion, he .a2id that the drafc na
always been one of the key in:truments of mxlitary influence and control.

Tt is ironic that Senator Javits and rennedy, both of whom have rai-ed
guc.tions about the increa:ing militarization of faerican .ociety, have
introduced bill: that not only would preserve the draft. but include a
provizion for drafting the younge-t first, which iong ha. been a lobby-
ing goal of the Department of Defense, ba.ed on the fact that younger,
less educated men, being more malleable, are more uitable for military
discipline and indoctrination. The other .ide of thi. argument wa-
reflected in the fear. of the lohnion “dmini.tratiern that if .tudent
deferments were abolished, a.: the Harvshall “omsi- ion rerammended {none
of the present bill:s call for abolizhing tudent deferment 3, a many a.
twenty-five percent of American college student might refu . to .erve.,
{James Reston, N.Y. Times:, May 5, 1967.) [t .hould be an important
lesson to person: who up to now have been advacating ‘fundamental drafc
reform” that twe of the "fundemental reform:" which manvy group: agreed
were necessary, broadening of the provi-ion fer ¢rn cifnciou. objection
and the abolition of student delerment ., are nut ingluded in the
lennedy-Javits proposal. for draft reiform. E‘f@LH:Ly. mENY per on
will -till .upport the: e m=a ure o @5 “the be t we cru get,” Hopefully,
uzny others will come tc thi deci:ion that the resl | izat 1 for repeal
of the draft, not reform.

Senator Kennedy' bill (5 1145%) does not call revpes) of the drafe

D . nTeover, he devers - only seven lineg. :to 31 ¢ “t4nn caltine for n
"Jolunteer Sriy Study,” while ne drvote: a total of eighiy we Tine

o scections calling for -tudies of the ' Natiomal Service Corp 'ides,

which would expand conicription teo include pon-wilitzry vork and a
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proposal to establish "Military Youth Opportunity Schools" to provide
special educational and physical training to men who otherwi.e would
not qualify for military service. Kennedy and Javits both appear to
accept the propozition that continued conscription and increased mili-
tarization of the society are part of the iclution to the problem: of
the poor, rather than at the heart of the problem:. Laniel Moyniham,
fgsistant Secretary of Labor for Folicy Flanning and Research under
Tresidents Kennody and John:..on, sumvarized chis po-ition in hisz article
"Who Gets in the ‘ymy’,  HNew lepublic, November 5, 1966,

"Civil right: as an issue is fading. <The povercy program i
heading for di:imemberment and decline. Zxpectation:= of wthat
can be done in America are receding. Very possibly our be .t
hope 15 sericusly to u-e the armed force. a: a .ocializing
experlence for the poor - particularly the Scuthern poor -
until somehow their enviromment begins turning out equal
citizens."

The meaning of these bill: for the present and their implication: for
the future make it difficult to understand how anyone can consider the
bills as "significant reform.”

Senator Hatfield': argument. against the draft syvstem were far more
cogent and compelling than his view that the bill he i3 co-:ponioring
will eliminate the injustices or danger:z of the draft. The bill call:
for a partial suspension of the operation of the draft, while contin-
ulng indefinitely the requirement of reglstration at eighteen year-

of age, and by implication, the present :ystem of classification.. Re-
activating the induction powers of the draft would require a declaration
of war or recognition of a :ztate of national emergency by the Congress;
this is, obviously, the bill':z strongeast selling point. Yet by keeping
registration, the bill weculd by ne mean: aboli:h the draft. The whole
instrumentality would be rezady and waiting. And, in light of this fact,
the requirement of Congre::ional deci:ion to reactivate the induction
procedure gives little sen-:e of zecurity when it is recalled how, with
the draft operative, but before the call:. were high, President Johnson
easily obtained {ongre:;.’ backing for hls Vietnam policy after the
highly manipulated, if not manufactured Gulf of Tonkin incident. ¥hen,
having been elected a: a peace President, Johnson received the Tonkin
resolution as a carte blanche, the manpower needs zoomed upwards and

so did the draft call:. lloreover, compulsory registration and classi-
fication, under threat of imprisonment, are just a:. fundamental to the
draft and to its injustice 2 the actual operation c¢f induction machi-
nery. The whole :syitem of regimentation and channelling remain: if
reglstration and cla:sification remain even though the induction of
nen may be tenpornrily ‘u pended. indeed it may be argued that now to
keep this basi. #nd :uspend the machinery until another emergency’
occur: would actually be :to accept the military drait az fundamental
and permanent in our government sy:tem.

Senator Hatfield expre. ed the view that the bill he has proposed is
at . . . | P }!_ x H . ,

the best that can be expscted to pass Congre::z. tven if tniz were
true, and I think it is not, there is not enough po .itive good in the
bill, at least in ity present form, to make it worth =upporting. Con-
trary to the Senator's view of the inadvisability of calling for aboli-
tion of the draft now, it seem. more likely chat’ thi. two year period
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cffers our nation its be:t, and perhap: lazt, chance to eliminate con-
scription. Public awareness and opposition on the draft, encouraged

by Yrezident Nixon's campaign pledge to abolish the draft at the end of
tne Vietnam war, are higner than any time cince a peacetime draft wa-.
first instituted two decade: ago. The tragedy of our nation’s involve-
ment in the pretent unpopular, irmoral and unneceszsary war, involvement
facilitated by the exi.tence of the draft, i, fre.h in the minds of
millions of American:i. At pre:ent there is still a lively consciou:
ness among many Amzricans regarding the difrerence: between voluntary
and compul SOry -ervices, and there is clear preference for voluntary
service, at lea.t in the case of youth. But if trend: toward centrali-
zation and buresucratisation continue and there are two more years of
high-powered propaganda for such double-think concept: a- "universal-
voluntary service, cthi:; important and positive preference of Americans
for voluntari:m may disappear. There iz a growing concern at all levels
of the society about the domination of the military; 2 political struggle
against the military draft i; cercainly one area whers this concern can
be expressed. It iz sad that precicely at a time when political courage
in calling for an end to the draft is mo:t neesded and potentially mo=t
relevant, the bills being introduced in Congre.:.. are ;o weak.

Senator Hatfield's bill could be made stronger, and to the extent that
it is, it will predictably gain s;upport. Sadly, many so called 'politi-
cal realists” will support the bill in it: pre:ent form, reflecting the
tendency among liberal Americans always to .ee the choices more in terms
of what is, rather than in term: of what is; po:sible. If this bill were
screngthened to become in fact a bill to repeal the draft, or if a new
bill to repeal the draft were introduced, it would gain the support of
millions of young Americans who, while they are beginning to recognize
the need for changes which go beyond liberal reform, aiso recognize that
ceEtain ‘reforms,” like abolitien of the draft, actually do go beyond
reform.

A bill to end the draft would need to have a provi:ion for ending the
requirement of registration and aboli:zhing the draft c¢las-:ification
system. Thi: would make it ¢lear that the intention of the bill is to
abolish the draft, not -imply su.pend the power to induct, thus to blur
the actual retention of the Selective Service Sy-tem. In its prezent
form, Senator Hatfield'. bill calls for the termination of induction
procedure six menth: after the bill'. adoption by {ongress. A reason-
able and positive addiziorn te che bill would be 2 provision terminating
the requirement of regi:tration one year from the hill's passage. In-
deed, the addition of .uch » previ.ion would convert it from a bill
that masks a continuing an? mors in.idicu- drafi -y tem into & bill
that would actually end con .cription.

A T T

Ron Young i3 MNational Dirsctor of Youth work tfor the Fellow:=hip of
Reconciliation. This article i reprinted & an educational .ervice
by the National Council to ~epeal the Uraft with permi:sion from the
Fellowship of Yeconciliaticn.
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Yany opponent. of the draft have focu:ed oppn .ition on the gro-.: in-
pquity of the pr":ent v tem of drwfo clac-ifivation:. Tt 1z at thi.:
peint that tho:e ~ho are for 'improving’ the draft - deing away with
the 1nequ1t19;' - argue fogr s fawv-and rendow-choige or lottery
system. Jt i indesd crue thit cueh & changsd - ystem, which allowed
no student or occupstional asferment . a reform anzither Xennedy nor
Javits advocates, woula do sxay with much obviou. prejudice again=t
the poor and aégain.t leower miadle cla- - youth. mhn “,nﬁot gect inco

3 college fuli time ond carnro geo jobs which qua for oc;upatians
al defermencs.

“ut such s, v teg o T8 By me e an o e swae with rthe reald
inequities of <he Ay it Clather 15 woatd make tho e imeguirics all the
more abscluce by muwtuang ey Lhe  urface of ¢ thimgﬂ by making
the draft look - LiﬂvfIdIlL ir would all the mory ohicure the fundemental
undemocratie mature of =miloe A ot c&nncrtptlen‘
Such a new venearing ge tle fact that any
iraft 13 basic mly 3 ' yorurh gand directiy
against mals yourik, s L LAy e v the oid who send
us teo the wars, zmd 1f & 2iwv.y3 the ¥rung - ¢ 'n addition, and
this is directlvy to rhe prins 4 o“wncb&cv igerery proponents,
it could not possibiv - ymberen  crimination gf a
mititary systes agajnst those net have the elass packground and
ingellectual rraininmg 1o be officers and (o de tmportsant work absent
from the combar o o omriatary sycrem- -like the public school
%y“trm—~is hasrd on Lhe dy orriminating of rracking and grading; but
the difference i: thoe the @siltary syustem could nmot <xl:t without it,
~hile a pubric schecl system could)
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Mos st 1mpnrtdmt of ali, anv oo
ly Vmilitary” or ncr ie.g., i
national work ceorps sp-tem
criminatory agaiinst syary
the azumptien tha: e <o 3
CONVEY e, 1L 1% of ~onrsy tai-

oo Wwhether it is manifest-
i i cervice” andfor a
i+ deeply dis-

it is based on
rather than the
yriafnt stabes
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themselves are ba s o, ~nd = government
helongs Lo the puiple : tiom of forced
service aoed o th raralitarian-

of such a state

ism wmore d v than
# tontgiitarianisn

believe they a
freedom.”

; 1 for - “ducation Uivision
;m@ric. friend: Service Tommittee, 1.2
' £ the  ilitary braft by Jean
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