
Viva "scum"
WHEN THE 10,000 CU-
bans who had sought
asylum inside the Peruvian
Embassy in Havana were fi-
nally given permission to
emigrate in late April, Fidel
Castro became the face that
launched a thousand ships.
An amazing private flotilla
set sail from Florida, funded
by many of the 750,000 Cu-
bans who had abandoned
the island workers-paradise
since 1959. Though many of
the boats were owned by
Cuban-Americans, others
were operated by so-called
profiteers who quite right-
fully charged high fees for a
hazardous rescue which
risked their own lives and
vessels in rough seas. They
have been accused of over-
loading their craft in order
to make more money, but in
fact the boats were over-
loaded by order of Cuban
authorities trying to rid
themselves faster of dissident

scum.
Our own dear President

Carter, meanwhile, appar-
ently in need of a new pretext
for appearing indecisive, al-
ternately welcomed the Cu-
bans with "open arms and
hearts," and threatened the
boat operators with seizure,
and with fines high enough
to surpass their rescue fees.
But for a while, even after
Carter demanded an "order-
ly" (i.e. government di-
rected) air and sea l i f t ,
Cuban authorities refused to
cooperate, and the private
effort continued. In an amaz-
ing show of organization
and self-responsibility, Ameri-
can Cubans donated living
quarters, jobs, tons of food
and clothing and millions of
dollars; and private agencies
began reuniting refugees
with long-lost families.In
fact, it wasn't until the
U.S.Immigration authorities
took over the processing of
the refugees that things
began to bog down.

The media fretted over
rumors about Cuban hos-

pitals and prisons being
opened and Castro dumping
his human "refuse" upon the
U.S., but the incidence of
disease among the refugees
was, according to News-
week, "lower than for the
U.S. public as a whole."
And, in fact, out of the
112,000 Cubans who have
entered the country in the
past six months, only 700
have criminal pasts. Many
refugees stated when inter-
viewed that their so-called
criminal jecords were for the
crime of "dangerousness"—
a lack of sympathy with rev-
olutionary goals or anti-
social conduct.

On May 18, in order to
counteract the loss of face
caused by the defections,
and to protest such U.S. ac-
tions as occupation of the Na-
val Base at Guantanamo Bay,
continued spy flights over
Cuba, and the economic em-
bargo, an estimated one mil-
lion demonstrators marched
past the U.S. interests com-
pound in Havana. Although
some of the demonstrators
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stated that they had been
happy to participate, many
said that they had been
afraid not to march, lest they
be accused of lacking in revo-
lutionary fervor.

Back in the States, reac-
tions were, predictably,
mixed. Libertarian presi-
dential candidate Ed Clark
joined the Cuban commu-
nity and civil l ibertarian
groups in castigating Pres-
ident Carter for threatening
the refugees' rescuers with
fines and imprisonment. On
the other hand, the Klu Klux
Klan, always ready to dem-
onstrate for the cause of big-
otry, threatened marches in
many cities. And a projected
59 percent of the U.S.
citizenry, afraid of the effect
of the immigrants on the al-
ready deepening recession
and increasing unemploy-
ment, told pollsters they
were against any more
Cuban immigration. As if it
could seriously be argued
that Cuban refugees cause
our unemployment or the
recession, or that these ills
are incurable, or that politi-
cal dissenters in a country
eighty miles from our shores
should be left to rot in to-
talitarian prisons because we
are unwill ing to give up
self-destructive and restric-
tive economic policies.

Every new wave of immi-
gration in this country has
aroused fear of unemploy-
ment and overcrowding in
those who are themselves the
sons and daughters of earlier
immigrants. Yet the new ar-
rivals have always stimulated
the economy, performed jobs
that older residents refused
to do and added immeasur-
ably to the culture as they
became a part of it. In 1959,
when be arrived, says Carlos
Arboleya, a Florida banker
who was interviewed by
Newsweek, "Everyone said
there was no room, no jobs,
but things worked out well
and they will work out
again."

It is this past Cuban suc-
cess in our country which
makes American Castro-
sympathizers pooh-pooh the

present Cubans' refugee sta-
tus, and argue that these are
not victims of political re-
pression at all, but merely
greedy future members of a
consumer society. The refu-
gees tell a different story. A
Cuban poet, quoted in
Newsweek, said "The big-
gest crime in Cuba is to
think. Any man who thinks
collides daily with the sys-
tem." And of course Castro
has control over who is al-
lowed to emigrate in the first
place. He did not release any
internationally respected
figures who might be willing
to testify against the Castro
regime, such as Armando
Valladares, a poet and artist
who refused the intellectual
limitations required by "rev-
olutionary fervor" and has
therefore been imprisoned
for the last nineteen years, or
Eresto Diaz Rodriguez, who
managed to smuggle out a
book of poems titled An Ur-
gent Testimony and whom
the Cuban Department of
Political Police has therefore
threatened to silence by any
possible means.

The new Cuban-Ameri-
cans in Florida have escaped
a bloody dictatorship on
their own initiative and with
the aid of family and friends.
The 59 percent of the Amer-
ican people who do not want
to pay for the freedom of
these immigrants by losing
their jobs and paying higher
taxes have less to fear from
their new neighbors than
from their own government,
which is going to force them
to pay for unnecessary im-
migrant welfare bureaucra-
cies and for concentration
camps in small towns where
the local population is afraid
of the "invasion of foreign-
ers." In the meantime, the
freedom-seeking foreigners
wait for months in boredom
and disillusionment. These
refugees have more than
enough strength and help to
make it on their own, with-
out government "assistance"
—these people Fidel Castro
calls "scum."

—Victoria Varga

Computers are
watching___

NINETEEN EIGHTY
seems to be the year that the
U.S. government wants to
get to know you. It has just
taken the most comprehen-
sive census in our history,
and even before it has com-
pletely digested that, it is
attempting to register all 19
and 20 year olds for the
draft.

Totalitarian dictatorships
make people carry identity
cards. But if you can get
people computerized, you
can put your finger on them
without making them carry
cards — and it looks as if
Jimmy Carter is the man to
do it.

In 1976, he campaigned in
favor of mandatory voter
registration of all people
over 18. (Some people have
even referred to that as a
campaign promise.} And
some areas have indeed insti-
tuted involuntary registra-
tion. Right now, in the state
of Michigan, for example,
high school principals and
college authorities are filling
out voter registration forms
for young people when they
turn 18. Do this on a na-
tional scale, and the gov-
ernment knows who and
where everyone over 18 is.

But a lot of advocates of
states' rights, not to mention
advocates of individual lib-
erties, might balk at the idea
of national mandatory voter
registration. Why not start
an open-ended registration
of young people, in the name
of national defense, instead?
Americans are always for
national defense and "a
strong foreign policy." And
indeed, registration for the
draft was all right with Con-
gress, despite the valiant
attempts of Senator Mark
Hatfield (R-OR) to block it.

The Army already has a
pretty good fix on who those
young people are. Some
school districts have been
routinely giving Army re-

cruiters lists of graduating
seniors. And the Education-
al Testing Service, the organ-
ization that administers the
Scholastic Achievement Test
to all college applicants,
passes its information along
to the mi l i t a ry as well as
to colleges. In June, the head
of the Selective Service Sys-
tem, Dr. Bernard Rostker,
said in an interview that he
intends to use such informa-
tion to help enforce draf t
registration.

Meanwhile, Carter is
planning to make this pro-
cess even more efficient by
computerizing the Selective
Service System. According
to an article by Bertram
Gross in The Nation last
spring, "To handle all the
data that will be flowing up,
Selective Service will expand
its computer capacity and
also complete the creation of
a computer network tied in
with the data banks of the
military, the Internal Reve-
nue Service and the Social
Security Administration."
You can see why no registra-
tion cards are to be issued to
those scheduled to register
this summer. No cards will
be necessary.

It's a good thing for the
Administration computers
that this was a census year,
however. Otherwise, they
might not have enough of a
cross-check on who is and
isn't registering—this is the
start of universal registra-
tion, after all, and the data
isn't coordinated yet. Not all
18 year olds graduate from
high school — the national
high school dropout rate is
estimated at 25 percent. And
not all high schools give
information to the armed
forces.

But if enough people an-
swered the census questions
honestly and trustingly, and
told the ages of all their
children, the Administration
should be able to get that
computer network running
in time for 1984. j_J

—Joan Kennedy
Taylor
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Why Prop 9
Lost
ON JUNE 3RD, THE TAX
revolt suffered its first major
setback in two years, when
California voters soundly re-
jected Proposition 9—which
would have slashed state in-
come taxes in half — by a
stunning margin of nearly 2
to 1. The defeat wasn't really
a surprise, however. By
mid-April, Prop 9 had begun
trailing badly in the polls
and by two weeks before the
election, the "No on 9"
forces had grabbed the
upper hand. Although the
loss represents a backlash

from the public sector rather
than a new political trend,
libertarians must learn from
it if they are to build a viable,
long-term tax revolt. This
defeat proves that, by him-
self, Howard Jarvis cannot
bring together the diverse
coalition necessary to make
high taxes a thing of the
past.

Prop 9's defeat is also
proving to be mildly embar-
rassing to The Libertarian
Review, which, in its July is-
sue, published two articles
on Jarvis II without even
mentioning Prop 9's falling
status in the polls, and with-
out any criticism of Howard
Jarvis's strategy. But in this
respect, LJR was following
an unfortunate trend in the

libertarian movement: me-
tooing Jarvis's every move. In
1978, when the tax revolt
burst forth into the
mainstream of American
politics, perhaps this was the
best thing to do. Now, how-
ever, with the voters' rejec-
tion of Jarvis II, it is clear
that libertarians must pur-
sue a far more ambitious
goal in the tax revolt, setting
its ideological tone and con-
tent and moving it beyond
the quagmire of traditional
Left/Right politics.

Certainly, we should be
graceful to Howard Jarvis
for what he has done. No
one has worked more dili-
gently to spark the tax re-
volt. He spent thirty years in
relative obscurity, fighting
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