By Joel Bleif uss

General Secord cuts the cake in Vermont.
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On the road with
Richard Secord
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CANAAN, VT.-fran-contra defendant
Gen. Richard Secord kicked off a national tour to raise money for his
defense on August 21 at the American Legion Hall in this tiny town in
the remote northeast corner of the
state. He was invited to try out his
road show by two buddies from West
Point who live nearby.
Only about 50 people, mostly elderly legionnaires and their spouses,
were in the hall, which could have
held three times that number. "I
came an hour early so I'd be sure to
•••••"-" "-•'--"•• **•*•' -'•-•-•'•••• : -- - • get a seat," said one disappointed
supporter of the general. Another
fan, Ann Hutchens, came from neighboring New Hampshire. "I like Oliver
North and I like Secord, and I blame
[Massachusetts Rep. Edward] Boland for everything," she said, refer^Ki^^^H^^i^ilMifatsi-^^ ring
to the congressman who sponsored the legislation that Secord allegedly helped violate while aiding
the Nicaraguan rebels. Asked if she
thought die U.S. should overthrow
Nicaragua, she answered, "No, i
wouldn't go that far. After all, they
gave the contras a haven."
One man who worked in the hall
was not surprised by the low turnout, despite extensive publicity:
"People hereabouts," he said, "don't
give a rat's ass for Richard Secord."
The event began with a salute to
the flag and an impassioned rendering of "God Bless America." Flanked
by plastic flowers and the flag, Sec&
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ord described the world as a Cold
War battlefield in which good and
evil are palpable entities. "At the end
of World War II we were the only
superpower" he said. "We could
have had an empire if we wanted
one. [Instead] we were magnanimous to the victims who are now
our opponents in the economic
sense and to our war-torn allies who
were basket cases."
Throughout the postwar period,
the real protector of U.S. security
against the Soviet menace, said Secord, has been "the C1A [which] was
decimated for no good reason ...
[and] had its hands tied by endless
bureaucratic rules and [congressional] oversight."
The internal enemy of U.S. preeminence, he said, is the "increasing
power" of the Senate. "The founding
fathers had no idea Congress would
be asserting rights to manage foreign
policy and national security. If we
don't get our act together," he
warned, "the U.S. is in danger of becoming a third-rate power real
soon.... The world is laughing at us
all because we have a Congress
blindly intent on getting more and
more power."
Secord presented a picture of himself as an isolated patriot, who, not
unlike the U.S. itself, has only tried
to do good, and has been knifed in
the back by the ungrateful recipients
of his services. Like North, Secord
feels unjustly "pursued" by the special prosecutor's office, which has
charged him with providing illegal

gratuities to Oliver North and lying
to Congress. The special prosecutor's office is "unconstitutional," a
"first-class monster," he said, calling
the prosecutors "hired guns and vigilantes who ride in and do the job
of the president."
"I thought Reagan would go to bat
for me," he said bitterly. "That was
naive, wasn't it?" He was unremorseful and defiant about his role in the
Iran-contra scandal, blaming Congress, which, he said, "forced" North
and his associates to save the U.S.
irom "the mortal threat of Nicaragua
... [a country that] is Soviet-dominated and -supported from A to Z."
"Fighting with surrogates was a
tool taken away from us, so we
started covert actions," he said. Now
that the tool of covert action has
also been blunted, Secord is "pessimistic" about Nicaragua. Although
he did not advocate a U.S. invasion
for fear that Washington would be
accused of gunboat diplomacy, he
noted several times that the only
way left to win Nicaragua and excise
"the cancer" is with "an invasion like
Grenada" of U.S. troops.
In an interview after his speech,
Secord denied that the U.S. is dutybound to respect the outcome of the
upcoming elections if the Sandinistas win. "Why are we duty-bound? I
don't know any laws that say that
[we can't intervene}. If that nation
presents a clear threat to our interests, I don't see anything like that
in international law."
Secord gave the examples of "sue-

cessful" U.S. intervention in Grenada
and Chile, "is that a violation of international law?" he asked. "No, because the international lawyers put
together a nice package [justifying
it]. And it's not a violation of international law if it's successful. Have you

Evicted from
due process
NEW YORK-"! am a 59-year-old black
man," disabled veteran Sam Donaldson states in law suit that seeks
sweeping changes in how poor people are treated in courts. The suit
also aims to save a significant number of people from homelessness by
arguing that anyone facing eviction
has a constitutional right to counsel
in court.
Donaldson, his wife and three children were threatened with eviction
and homelessness last year, trapped
-—without a lawyer—between government bureaucracy and an insensitive landlord.
"If we are evicted, my wife and
children and I will have no place to
live and will be forced to seek temporary shelter from the (city] or to
live on the street," Donaldson stated
in the suit pending in New York
State's Appellate Division. The suit,
filed by a coalition of lawyers as a
class action, moves to require the
state to provide free lawyers to all
poor people threatened with eviction.
Without a lawyer, Donaldson and

PACing the House
and Senate
The Jim Wright and Tony Coelho affairs mis past spring focused attention on the money flowing through
the halls of Congress and ignited
growing calls for changes in the laws
that guide lawmakers' campaigns
and personal finances.
"As with Watergate, a series of
scandals could provide the opportunity for real reform legislation to be
passed," says Edwin Davis, assistant
director of issue development for the
public-interest lobby group Common Cause.
To Common Cause, one definition
of real reform would be to curb political action committees (PACs).
"PAC money is corrupting the legislative decision-making process and
taking the competition out of elections," the organization argues. "The
role of PACs must be dramatically
reduced."
h'orbet magazine, in decrying the
continuing domination of Congress
by Democrats, noted the stagnating
role of PACs: "Thanks in part'to PAC
money," a February article vStates,
"some 98 percent of House members
seeking re-election last year won as
congressional turnover reached an
all-time low." According to a Common Cause study, incumbents took
in seven times more PAC money
than did challengers during the last
two-year election cycle.
The American Medical Associa-

noticed that?"
At the end of the talk a few dozen
people joined the general for coffee
and cake. He looked uncomfortable
with his stiff military posture in the
casual setting. In icing on the cake,
"Welcome General SecorcTwas writ-

ten next to an American flag. The
flag section was left untouched until
it was the only piece left. Finally,
after an awkward pause, a legionnaire laughed with embarrassment
and sliced off a piece of Old Glory.

his family could very easily join the
more than 25,000 tenants evicted in
city housing court each year. Ninety
percent of these tenants went to
court without a lawyer. Model programs show that Donaldson and
thousands of tenants like him would
have a much better chance of keeping their homes if they had legal representation.
The Donaldson family faces a
Catch-22. The government stopped
rent subsidies for their Bronx apartment in February 1988 because repairs were needed to bring the unit
up to standards for apartments
where landlords receive federal subsidies. By November the landlord
had not made the repairs and moved
in court to evict Donaldson's family
for non-payment of the full rent.
Donaldson went to Legal Aid and
Legal Services for help but was told
that no attorneys were available—
both programs suffered sharp cuts
in funding in recent years.
Donaldson was worried he could not
make it through the chaotic world
of housing court alone.
It is important to have an attorney
in New York City housing court. In
a two-year pilot project in New York
City housing courts, tenants—many

of whom had already received eviction notices or had been thrown out
of their homes—were given legal
counsel. More than 80 percent of the
tenants who were provided a Legal
Services or Legal Aid attorney were
saved from eviction or placed back
in their homes.
The fact that nine of 10 landlords
in housing court have an attorney
and nine of 10 tenants do not raises
the question of whether poor tenants
are receiving the "equal protection"
and "due process" promised in the
14th .Amendment.
The Donaldson suit is part of a
growing effort across the nation to
press for a right to counsel, not only
in housing cases but for mentalhealth patients faced with detainment and for parents faced with losing custody of their children. Attorneys in Connecticut and California
are engaged in suits to establish
these rights. And housing lawyers in
Massachusetts are closely watching
the New York case as they plot strategy in a similar motion.
A decision is expected in the New
York Appellate Division soon. Whatever the outcome, the issue is likely
to go to the state's highest court for
review.
-Jeffrey Hoff

tion's AMPAC, one of the richest
PACs, provides an interesting example of the current state of power politics in Washington. An AMPAC
spokesman explains PACs' disproportionate support of incumbents
this way: "Most people who are involved in the legislative process prefer dealing with people they know."
The spokesman, who declined to
be identified, says AMPAC does support "a number of reforms" like "public disclosure [of campaign contributions] ; anything that strengthens that
should be done." But, says the
spokesman, tightening PAC monetary caps—now set at $5,000 to a
candidate for each election race—is
"not realistic." And he says the group
has "no problem" with the use of
independent expenditure campaigns—so-called "shadow campaigns," in which the PAC places its
own advertising on behalf of candidates, supposedly without contact
or coordination with the official
campaign.
In the last two-year election cycle
AMPAC raised $5 million for congressional candidates, placing it
fourth among all PACs, according to
the U.S. Federal Election Commission. The AMPAC spokesman refuses
to give a breakdown of support between incumbents and challengers.
In addition to creating a nearly
challenger-proof House, critics say,
AMPAC and the other major PACs
use their purchased "access" to
wield powerful control over legislative action.

For example, according to Michael
Waldman, legislative director of
Ralph Nader's Public Citizen's Congress Watch, the power of AMPAC is
such that it can help prevent a proposal like national health insurance
from even being brought up. "It's a
very powerful lobby," Waldman said.
"So powerful they don't get into
fights."
A more public-spirited, grassroots counterbalance to AMPAC and
other top PACs such as the National
Association of Realtors could conceivably come from the union PACs,
several of which also rank in the top
10 in terms of generosity. The very
first PAC, in fact, was established in
1943 by the Congress of Industrial
Organizations, the CIO.
But, says Common Cause's Davis,
union PACs have focused increasingly on protectionist legislation.
The notion of a union PAC counterbalance, he says, is "not necessarily
true."
"We're looking for laws putting
more balance in the system," he
says. Common Cause is calling for
increased public funding, particularly for challengers; a tighter cap
on the total amount of PAC money
a candidate can receive; and campaign spending limits.
The only hope for this kind of reform, Congress Watch's Waldman
says, is "a sea change in the ethical
climate." And that, he says, is now
"more of a possibility than at any
other time in this generation."

-Terry Alien

by Sen. Jesse Helms (R-N.C.) that would prohibit federal support
of "obscene" art. Soon after Congress reconvenes on September
10, a conference committee of the House and Senate appropriations committees will meet to finalize the NBA budget. In Chicago,
the protesting artists had hoped to find an elected official willing
to make an appearance, or just send a message of support. Failing in that attempt, Peter Taub, one of the protest organizers and
director of the Randolph Street Gallary, read a statement which
said in part: "No one realizes the importance of freedom more
than the artist, for only in the atmosphere of freedom can the
arts flourish. Artists have to be brave; they live in the realm of
idea and expression, and their ideas will often be provocative and
unusual. Artists stretch the limits of understanding. They express
ideas that are sometimes unpopular. In an atmosphere of liberty,
artists and patrons are free to think the unthinkable and create
the audacious; they are free to make both horrendous mistakes
and glorious celebrations. Where there's liberty, art succeeds. In
societies that are not free, art dies." Last week Taub explained his
reasons for reading that statement: "There is a lot of posturing
going on in Congress in response to pressure from the fundamentalist right and conservative right. But there is another posture
possible. Artists and the art-going public have to make leviable
by letting our elected representatives know that we support the
arts. The rhetoric already exists." The statement Taub read at the
Chicago demo was lifted from a 1985 speech by Ronald Reagan.

The Monroe Art Doctrine
In light of current events, it's time to note an art attack that
began in August 1988 at the inauguration of Ecuador's social
democratic president, Rodrigo Borja. Prior to the ceremony,
Ecuadorian artist Oswaldo Guayasamin had finished a mural on
the front of the Plenary Hall of the National Congress that celebrates the struggles and aspirations of his countrymen. One small
section of the 360-square-meter artwork makes reference to Latin
America's most nefarious interloper—the CIA. It depicts a soldier
wearing what looks to be a Nazi helmet, On the helmet is written
"CIA." The Reagan administration was not amused. Prior to the
inauguration, then-Secretary of State George Shultz said he would
boycott the event. He wound up going anyway, but soon thereafter
U.S. Ambassador Richard Holwill relayed the message that the U.S.
would cut off all economic aid to Ecuador if Guayasamin's offending graphic were not erased. In February the Bush administration
backed down, but only after the president of the Ecuadorian Congress, Wilfredo Lucero, publicly exposed the blackmail attempt,
denouncing it as an "outrageous and insolent" disregard for
Ecuador's sovereignty.
Research assistance by Katharine Greider.

-Josh Weiss
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