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“We shall regret

the re-election
of Rutherford”

Dear Voice:
Is Mayor Rutherford really for the

people of Flint? He claims he is working |

toward a better Flint. In what

ways, |

might we ask? The answer is obvious, if |

you've noticed all of the construction
projects being undertaken in the area,
that Rutherford is not working for the
common people at all. He is working for
the businessmen.

The reason for the Riverfront Beauti- |

fication Project was to attract more
people downtown, so they would spend
more money, therefore benefitting the
businessmen.

The “*Mayor’’ is not paying for these

projects out of his own pocket. The hard |
working, honest people of Flint are |

being taxed to death for the benefit of
the highest echelons.

We will surely regret the re-election
of Rutherford in the years ahead, when

we all go bankrupt as a result of his |

projects.
Sincerely,
S. Vincent

Trash not
appreciated

Dear Editor:

Please DO NOT send vour TRASH to
the Lapeer, Columbiaville and Otisville
area again. We do not appreciate it!!

A very concerned citizen!

Individual actions
can stop
- nuclear power

Dear Flint Voice:

It was re-assuring to see 6,000
concerned citizens participate in the
Oct. 21 Anti-nuclear demonstration. 1
felt a strong kinship with the people and
their needs which brought us to the
capital steps. Marches are but one
component of this change process;
though they inspire, the real work to be
done remains our constant task.

When we protest a form of electrical
generation and continue to consume
large amounts of electricity; our words
are shallowed.

Nuclear Energy now supplies 10% of
this nation’s electrical power. We
strengthen our position by reducing our
electrical usage. The most powerful
statement we can make to the power
companies is to say *‘No'". We need to
reject nuclear generation on as many
fronts as we can; through marches,
though political pressure, and through

reduced consumption.

We can alter our use without altering
our lifestyles. Electric stoves, electric
hot wat heaters, hair driers, and

electric
of powe

pace heat are all wasteful uses

Gas appliances of the same

function are a better usage of electricity.
We need to equate the usage of trash
mashers and electric toothbrushes with
the acceptance of nuclear power. It is
unnecessary consumption that motivat-
ed Detroit Edison to build more death
plants.

We are laden with superfluous acces-
sories that little to enhance our
quality of life. How much of a sacrifice
would it be to give up your electric can
opener or your electric carving knife.
Each time we plug in an unneeded
appliance we are condoning the use of
nuclear power. It really is as simple as
that.

These are powerful issues and per-
sonal decisions. They are every bit as
powerful as a mass march to the capital.
We need to take inventories of our
electrical usage and ask ourselves: How
far can we go? How much can we cut
down? It is a personal decision and not
nessesarily a painful one. It is our
strongest argument against the.insane
proliferation of nuclear power plants.

David Schumer,
Lansing, MI
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Coming of age

Dear Voice:

Congratulations on the October issue.
Lou Turner's article is the best you've
ever, to my knowledge, printed. The
Voice has come of age.

Jack Pierson

Save the Capitol!

Dear Editor:

Why is it that nobody wants anything
that’s a few years old? *‘It's not any
good unless it’s new’” seems to be the
motto. Why would anyone rather go to a
movie at the Flint Cinema when they
could have gone to the Capitol Theater
(there’s no comparison)? Was it be-
cause the Capitol was too old? Because
you had to park your car and walk a
block or two? It's crazy! Why did this
happen? 1 agree! Save the Capitol
Theater!

Shelley Cordova

A refreshing
newspaper

To the Flint Voice:

It’s so refreshing to find the Voice in
my mailbox. Not to mention publicity
and support of both the Midland and
Fermi Il marches. Keep on pushin’. No
Nukes!!

0.J. Poupore

Ponder this one

Dear Flint Voice:

I'd like to ask your good readers one
question—what (er who) ever gave us
the idea that baggies are disposable?

Bye,
Tim Booth
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Civil disobedience
not the way to go

Hello,

I'm writing to voice my concern about
the calls for civil disobedience that are
now surfacing in the movement. While
it is true that civil disobedience has its
applications—Rosa Park’s refusal to sit
in the back of the bus, for example—

there are other possible ramifications _

that should be considered. I shall do so
in this letter, drawing on my experience
in the earlier protests.

First, one should consider civil dis-
obedience in terms of the purpose and
function of the event: what do we hope
to accomplish by it? Lying down in the
road and chaining oneself to a plant gate
will not stop the building of a nuclear
plant; the Seabrook demonstrations
should have made that clear to any who
were naive enough to think they could
have stopped construction. Such pro-
tests are plainly seen as attempts to
force an authority that we know is
already power-mad to yield; the pro-
testers are ants attempting to do battle
with lions.

The real lesson, however, comes
when those arrested are carted off to jail
and charged with crimes: money is
funnelled away from the movement into
the police and government bureaucracy,
to pay fines and lawyer's fees; time and
energy are wasted on pointless legal
battles that, in terms of the structure of
the law, will only uphold the govern-
ment’s position, and of course, there is
the residual feeling of helplessness and
hatred that come from the experience as
a whole.

There are two further ramifications
that should be considered, and these are
perhaps the most dangerous and im-
portant—for they could signal the
demise of the movement. With civil
disobedience, we have the beginning of
a cessation of meaningful dialog, the
hardening of positions taken (both pro
and con), the taking of sides by those
previously uncommitted. The anti-nu-
clear movement, up to this point, has
been perceived thru most of the media
(though admittedly the Detroit
News), as a basically sane movement;
and it has not been difficult to explain

not

2] g

PROFIT-MAKING

NN

\ __\ N

Nerein

@978 LNS

| the facts of the nuclear issue to a
| generally receptive populace. With civil
| disobedience, those pro-nuclear people
will find it easier to generate public
support for their position simply by
tacking labels on the movement, by
publicly ridiculing us. Who among the
older protesters does not remember the
way in which we were used by the likes
| of Wallace, Reagan, Nixon and Agnew?
The tactic was simple: the candidate
would give a speech (with TV cameras
trained), allow a few: protesters to join
the crowd, whip them up with inflam-
matory statements, and when the
response came, turn to the rest of the
crowd—the uncommitted—and lament
the madness of those opposed to the
pro-war position, call for “‘order’” and
talk about putting the protesters in the
army, cutting their hair, giving them a
bath, etc. etc. With civil disobedience,
this could—and in all probability will—
happen again: for the pro-nuclear forces
are not blind to such opportunities. The
saddest part is that we will no longer be
speaking to the exact, factual nature of
the issue, but will become pawns in a
game where the kings—the politicians
and admen of the nuclear juggernaut—
are masters of deceit; after that time,
the only thing that will stop nuclear
 power will be a complete core meltdown
and the destruction of millions of lives.
| To conclude: the anti-nuclear move-
ment is unique among gracc -oots
movements in some respects, 1 wnat the
injustice visited upon us by the power
companies, the AEC and later the NRC,
is not plainly apparent to the average
citizen. With radiation, for example, we
don’t see the bodies falling; one has to
explain the effects of radiation upon the
genetic makeup of the cell, the probabil-
ities of mutation affecting the gene pool

in the nuclear fuel cycle, in the power
plants, in the transportation and storage
of wastes, in which radiation leaks can
and do oceur, ete. The complexity of any
part of the issue precludes understand-
| ing the issue through simple, decisive
acts; at its best, civil disobedience could
call attention to the problems, though in
no more apparent a way than through
press peaceful
marches.

conference and

David Cope
Grand Rapids, MI






