
EXCUR8US I 
Tom Cornel1 on 
Prisoners of Conscience in Argentina 

Adolfo Perez Esquivel is on prison leave from Ser- 
vicio Paz y Justicia in Buenos Aires, which he has 
served for the past seven years as coordinator. 
Servicio is central to the network of nonviolent 
action groups throughout Latin America. It or- 
ganized the International Seminar for Training in 
Nonviolent Action (ISTNA) held in Cuernavaca, 
Mexico, last July and is an affiliate of the Interna- 
tional Fellowship of Reconciliation. As Adolfo pre- 
pared to tour Latin America to recruit for the ETNA 
program last April 4 , he went to the Central Police 
Headquarters to pick up his passport and was 

. ushered into a cell and held under “Executive Au- 
thority” as a “subversive.” No specific charges were 
placed against him. Thousands more are in similar 
straits. 

The International Fellowship of Reconciliation 
immediately set in motion a campaign to free Adolfo. 
Petitions in the thousands, public demonstrations in 
major European cities, demonstrations in New York 
in the spring and fall, inquiries by the U.S. State 
Department and Amnesty International, interven- 
tions by several Catholic bishops in Latin America, 
including Ernesto Cardinal Arns of SBo Paulo, even 
the intervention of the papal nuncio did not bring 
about Adolfo’s release. His wife, Amanada, is able 
to see him once a week, and his eldest son, Leonar- 
do, is working in the Servicio office and keeps his 
father’s friends and co-workers around the world 
apprised of developments. 

Adolfo is a sculptor, in his early forties, handsome, 
slight of build, the father of three sons. He has taught 
fine arts at the University of Buenos Aires. He has 
always been an active Catholic layman. Through 
IFOR secretaries Jean and Hildegard Goss-Mayr of 
Vienna, Adolfo was drawn into the burgeoning circle 
of those who see in the struggles of M.K. Gandhi and 
Martin Luther King, Jr., means more apt to bring 
about social justice in Latin America than the tra- 
ditional violence. The means they affirm are con- 
gruent with the gospel of the Prince of Peace. 

Adolfo left his post at the University to work for 
little more than subsistance at Servicio as it at- 
tempted to pull together already existing groups 
studying and applying the principles of nonviolence. 
Building upon foundations laid by the Goss-Mayrs 
and by Earl Smith and Glenn Smiley of the American 
FOR, the work has had stunning success, at least on 
the level of “conscientization,” and it is part of the 
reason why the church in some areas of Latin 
America has broken ranks with the oligarchs and 
stands with the poor and oppressed against the 
tyrants. Adolfo’s detention is an attack upon the 
whole nonviolent movement. 

Last fall, during a visit to New York City, Argentine 

President Jorge Videla told Rabbi Morton Rosenthal 
of the Anti-Defamation League that there are no 
“political prisoners” in Argentina, much less “pris- 
oners of conscience.” There are only “subversive 
delinquents.” Juan Carlos Arlia, a senior govern- 
ment minister in Buenos Aires, told me at the Argen- 
tine Mission to the United Nations last October that 
no one is arrested or detained in Argentina without 
sufficient cause. He failed to supply any reason in 
Adolfo’s case, although he had reference to a file on 
Adolfo on his desk as we talked for ninety minutes. 

Even before Adolfo’s arrest the staff of Servicio 
had examined the possibility of relocating in another 
Latin American country that would allow greater 
freedom of operation. Subsequent developments 
have made relocations more desirable. Adolfo’s 
health has begun to deteriorate in prison. Senor 
Arlia insisted to me that nutritional supplements, 
vitamins, and fruit juice are unnecessary in Argen- 
tine jails because prisoners eat the best of meats 
and vegetables. No reading matter is supplied, not 
even a Bible. Adolfo is confined to his cell most of the 
time, with an hour a week for exercise out Of doors. 

So Adolfo, his family, and the Servicio staff 
agreed to apply for the constitutionally guaranteed 
right to emigrate. That right had been suspended 
after the March, 1976, coup, then recently reinstated 
by President Videla. Applications to exercise “the 
option” take three months to process and evaluate. 
SeAor Arlia told me we might have good news at the 
end of November, by which time Adolfo’s appeal 
would be decided. In mid-December his family was 
informed that the application had been denied and 
that they might apply again in six months, and then 
wait at least another three months for a second 
decision. 

Fernando Petrella, another official at the Argen- 
tine U.N. Mission, is a very helpful, gentle-seeming 
person. He held out to me the hope that a Christmas 
amnesty might free Adolfo. The family learned that 
there were several lists of candidates for amnesty 
and that Adolfo’s name was on one of them. How- 
ever, it was not on the final list of 365 who would 
spend the holidays at home. Among them were 
some “common criminals” who, because they used 
military weapons similar to those used by guerril- 
leros, were thought to be “political,” and two who 
were desparacidos , i.e., “disappeared ones.” The 
desparacidos are people who supposedly have 
been seized by paramilitary right-wing terrorist 
groups, people of whom the government knows 
nothing and for whom it accepts no responsibility, 
and there are thousands of them. But two, whose 
whereabouts had been said to be unknown, who had 
not had access to their families or to legal represen- 
tation for extended periods of time, were acknowl- 
edged to exist and were freed. Strange the ways of 
authoritarian governments! 

Thousands of petitions for further Vatican inter- 
vention were hand-delivered to the papal Secretariat 
of State before Christmas by the Goss-Mayrs. More 
letters of concern are urgently needed. (Worldview 
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readers might address letters to Ambassador Jorge 
Aja Espil at the Argentine Embassy to the United 
States, 1600 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20009, and, if you will, send the author 
of this “Excursus” a copy at Box 271, Nyack, N.Y. 
10960.) 

Betty Williams and Mairead Corrigan, winners of 
the 1976 Nobel Peace Prize for their peace move- 
ment leadership in Northern Ireland, have nomi- 
nated Adolfo for the 1977 Nobel Peace Prize. 

Tom Cornel1 is Executive Secretery of the Catholic 
Peace Fellowship and Director of lntemational Af- 
fairs of the Fellowship of Reconciliation. 

EXCURSUS XI 
Theodore Michael Kerrine on 
Empowering Families in Education 

In a last-ditch attempt to head off a bill that has 
gained the strong support of more than fifty senators 
(the “Packwood-Moynihan Tax Credit Bill”) the Car- 
ter administration has announced a plan of ex- 
panded federal assistance for college students that 
is aimed at providing relief for middle-class families 
burdened by the mounting cost of higher education. 

Under the administration plan eligibility for gov- 
ernment scholarships would be extended to stu- 
dents from families with gross incomes of up to 
$25,000, and students from families with gross 
incomes as high as $40,000 would qualify for schol- 
arship loans. The minimum grant for those qualify- 
ing would be $250. In addition the $435 million now 
available in work-study funds would be increased by 
$1 50 million. 

The Senate bill, on the other hand, would allow 
families a tax credit of up to $500 a student per year, 
which could be applied to children in private elemen- 
tary and secondary schools as well as in college. 
The Carter proposal would not provide any relief for’ 
families paying out-of-pocket tuition for private 
elementary and high schools. 

White House officials are said to be concerned 
about the estimated $4 billion in tax revenues that 
would be lost under the tuition credit plan. What is at 
stake, however, is much more than a dollar-and- 
cents issue. At the heart of the debate is the ques- 
tion of whether a growing national problem is to be 
addressed by the expansion of the federal bureau- 
cratic apparatus or through the initiative of private 
family resources. Education is only one of the test- 
ing grounds for this policy debate. In the area of 
welfare reform, where the administration favors 
direct cash benefits, HEW secretary Califano has 
strongly protested the welfare plan proposed by the 
House Ways and Means Committee (the House plan 
would maintain the existing categorical approach to 

meet welfare needs, including the continuation of a 
separate food stamp program). Califano says “there 
is no reason to believe that the poor cannot manage 
their incomes as well as other Americans.” Califano 
is right. Yet, on the question of tuition aid, the 
administration apparently believes that Washing- 
ton, rather than the family, is the better manager of a 
student’s education. Thus, while the president talks 
about the importance of the family and of trimming 
the federal bureaucracy, he proposes a plan that not 
only would increase the amount of federal pa- 
perwork but would also continue to deprive families 
of a more active role in the education of their 
children. Once again, official conduct belies admin- 
istration rhetoric. 

By excluding relief for families with students in 
primary and secondary schools, the Carter proposal 
fails to address another national problem of sizable 
proportions-miseducation in the public schools. 
The tuition tax credit plan would allow families of 
many of these “captive students” the opportunity to 
seek alternative instruction for their children- 
presumably at schools with a demonstrated track 
record at getting the job done. It would also give 
some relief to those working and middle-class 
families who already labor under the burdens im- 
posed by “double taxation” when they send their 
children to alternative schools. The Carter plan 
would give these families nothing. Further, in limit- 
ing assistance to institutions of higher education, 
the administration plan ignores the fact that most of 
the damage in our public schools occurs at the 
primary and secondary levels. The Packwood- 
Moynihan bill has the advantage of viewing the 
problem holistically and empowering families to 
make choices at every stage of the learning process. 

One reason many families want to chooSe private 
learning institutions is that they reinforce and trans- 
mit religious and moral values, in contrast to the diet 
of “moral neutrality” now fed in most public schools. 
The desire on the part of many inner-city families, in 
particular, for a value-enriched curriculum with its 
beneficial side-effects is keenly underscored by the 
willingness of some of those parents to sacrifice 
clothing and even food to secure what they regard 
as a quality education for their children. 

It is good that the Carter administration has come 
to recognize the growing financial difficulties expe- 
rienced by middle and working-class families in 
providing education for their children. The proposed 
expansion of aid to the most economically disadvan- 
taged and raising the limit on income for federal 
guaranteed loans are steps to be applauded. 

But the administration’s plan to increase the 
number of those eligible for federal grants repre- 
sents a curious step backward from its earlier stand. 
The most effective way to ensure the vitality of the 
family is not by expanding the “welfare-class men- 
tality” by adding the middle class to the list of those 
on the dole. The family will be strengthened as 
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