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TOO OLD FOR REVOLUTION. When Mark Rudd 
of touchingly brief Columbia University insurrection 
fame suddenly showed up in Manhattan and 
Chicago to answer misdemeanor charges, reac- 
tions were mixed. No doubt the most common was, 
“Who on earth is Mark Rudd?” Rudd’s father al- 
lowed as he was not surprised by his son’s turn of 
heart. After all, Mark is now thirty and it’s time for him 
to find “something else to do.” When one has been 
hiding out for six or more years in the romance of 
“the underground,” there is something humiliating 
about coming back to face nothing more than mis- 
demeanor charges. It is a little like changing one’s 
identity to evade a traffic ticket. Even more troubling 
to the younger Rudd, one imagines, is the dismissal 
of his revolutionary vision as a youthful prank. Some 
years back an Old Left father said of his New Left 
son, “Anyone who is not a revolutionary before he 
reaches twenty-five is morally deficient; and anyone 
who is a revolutionary after thirty is mentally defi- 
cient.” We don’t know the particulars of Mark 
Rudd’s case, but we would like to think the revolu- 
tionary option is more serious than that, at least in 
intent. The paternal dismissals mentioned above 
demean not only the revolutionaries but also the 
efforts of all of us who spent so much time exposing 
their errors. Without revolutionaries who can be 
taken seriously, where would the defense of civility 
be? 

STERILIZATION ABUSE. The Interreligious 
Foundation for Community Organization (IFCO), an 
agency of the National Council of Churches (NCC), 
is doing something we are happy to cheer. IFCO has 
been instrumental in putting together a national 
Association for Voluntary Sterilization, which re- 
cently convoked about two hundred representatives 
from church and civil rights groups in Washington, 
D.C. Their worry is that sterilizations are now being 
performed at the rate of more than a million a year, 
and it is suspected that as many as half of these 
could be involuntary. Among the issues, says 
IFCO’s Adisa Douglas, is “what it really means to 
give informed consent. It may mean that the person 
has had the procedure explained to her in her own 
language by a person of similar cultural background. 
It may mean that the consent is not given in certain 
situations, such as during or immediately following 
an abortion or labor, and that the person has time to 
think it over.” The conference did not focus on the 
pressures brought upon women, especially the 
poor, to have abortions in the first place. With 
increasing candor, “responsible” public voices 
speak of abortion and sterilization as necessary 

tools for limiting the burden of potential welfare 
recipients. That the NCC is addressing at least one 
part of that outrageous proposition is encoufaging. 

HIGHER CRITICISM COMES TO CHINA. In bib- 
lical studies, higher criticism means interpreting 
the text in the light of historical, cultural, literary, and 
other considerations. It is the kind of thing against 
which fundamentalism continues to rage. According 
to the “Bible believers,” every inerrantly inspired 
word is to be taken at literal face value. Now- 
reinforcing the suspipion that nothing is sacred any 
more-comes word from China that the current 
regime has succumbed to liberalism’s seductions. 
An officially approved editorial (what other kind is 
there in China?) declares: “We must not mechan- 
ically apply stray quotations from Chairman Mao’s 
works in disregard of the concrete time, place, and 
circumstance .... Statements made on a particular 
question at different times and in different circum- 
stances may sometimes differ.” So true believers in 
the Red Book are put on notice that from now on the 
Party scholars will tell them what Mao really meant. 
Yet another absolute is taken from us. 

NONVIOLENCE IS NOT FUNDABLE. One of the 
most controversial programs of the World Council of 
Churches (WCC) is its Program to Combat Racism 
(PCR), and one of the most controversial defenders 
of that program is Canon Burgess Carr, head of the 
All Africa Conference of Churches. WCC spokes- 
people have usually insisted that the hundreds of 
thousands of dollars.going to guerrilla groups in 
Africa are designated strictly for nonviolent, 
humanitarian purposes. Canon Carr was a bit more 
forthcoming on that in.addressing an Anglican con- 
ference in Canada last month, according to a report 
in The Christian Century. He was there to advance 
the thesis that “If Jesus were alive today, he would 
be called a freedom fighter.” (Andrew Carnegie was 
sure Jesus would appear as a successful American 
salesman, and a member of a Christian athletes 
group recently announced that Jesus would un- 
doubtedly make a first-rate quarterback. Our own 
suspicion is that he would come as a very difficult 
fellow who didn’t fit in very well anywhere, the world 
being so far from the Kingdnm nf God and Jesus 
being so exclusively hung up on that Kingdom.) 
Canon Carr was vexed by questioners who kept 
pressing him about the use of PCR funds, until he 
was finally provoked to respond: “You may be 
making a distinction [between violence and non- 
violence] that will placate your own conscience, but 
for those on the front lines there is no distinction. I 
know if I give SWAPO [South West Africa People’s 
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Organization] or other liberation groups $25,000 or 
$50,000 to buy penicillin or bandages, or exercise 
books, I have freed money to meet that priority, if it 
was one, to do something else.” If Jesus were alive 
today (many people believe he is), he would have a 
hard time getting funded. 

PARLIAMENTARIANS IN PRISON. Amnesty In- 
ternational has released a document on sixty-two 
parliamentarians in eighteen countries who have 
been imprisoned or who have “disappeared” with- 
out trace. Almost all are prisoners of conscience and 
have been detained in violation of the U.N. Declara- 
tion of Human Rights. The majority have not been 
charged or tried. Some have been tortured. A.I. 
emphasizes that its list is far from exhaustive. It 
includes only those parliamentarians whose cases 
have been taken up by, or have come to the atten- 
tion of, this international organization. And of course 
there is little information about prisoners in “closed 
societies,” from which it is hard, if not impossible, to 
get information. The countries included in the list 
are: Bahrein, Brazil, Chile, Ghana, Indonesia, 
Kenya, Malaysia, Nepal, Pakistan, the Philippines, 
Singapore, Somalia, South Korea, Tanzania, Uru- 
guay, Socialist Republic of Vietnam, and Yugosla- 
via. (The complete list and other valuable mate- 
rials on human rights can be obtained from Amnesty 
International, 21 12 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 
10023.) 

FRIENDSHIPMENT’S LllTLE PARTY. We re- 
ceived an invitation to the party at the Beacon 
Theatre in New York City, but reluctantly had to 
decline. We really would have liked to go, for the 
stated purposes of “Friendshipment” are in many 
ways admirable. The organization favors “people- 
to-people aid to Vietnam” and is composed of forty 
“peace and religious groups.” We too are very much 
worried about the people of Vietnam. That is why we 
opposed so strongly the American war there; it 
seemed to be very bad for people. That is why we 
have been distressed by estimates-conservative 
estimates, be it noted-that 100,000 to 400,000 
Vietnamese are today held without trial in “reeduca- 
tion camps,” where many have died (see “They Are 
Us, Were We Vietnamese,” by Theodore Jacque- 
ney, in the April issue)./And that explains the an- 
guish any civilized person feels for the thousands 
upon. thousands of Vietnamese who have become 
“the boat people” who risk their lives (unknown 
numbers of them drowning) to escape Vietnam in 
search of a safe haven. We could not go to the 
Friendshipment party because the invitation made 
clear that anguish would not be welcome. Indeed, it 
was to be a “celebration that will honor the newly 
elected delegation to the U.N. from the Socialist 
Republic of Vietnam.” It would be a gala event 
because “Peace and national independence have 
come to Vietnam.” “The celebration will begin at 5 
p.m. with a politurgy” led by a Methodist bishop. (A 
politurgy?) To be fair, Friendshipment is not indiffer- 

ent to the question of prisoners. But the only prison- 
ers mentioned in its literature are the victims of 

, American repression-draft resisters still in prison, 
’ U.S. opponents of the war with felony records, and 

the such. Friendshipment’s people-to-people con- 
cern clearly does not extend to the prisoners and 
other victims of the Hanoi regime. Indeed, we are 
instructed by its materials that such people simply 
don’t exist in today’s Vietnam. In pictures and text 
the message is beyond doubt: the liberated people 
of Vietnam are healthy, happy, and busily engaged 
in socialistic solidarity for the reconstruction of their 
U.S.-ravaged land. It is all very saddening, for 
Vietnam should be in the U.N. (there is not and 
should not be a moral test for admission), and 
people-to-people’ reconciliation is urgent in the ex- 
treme (as distinct, however, from Friendshipment’s 
reconciliation with the regime in Hanoi), and the 
wounds of the war should be healed wherever 
possible. But to throw a party to honor the represen- 
tatives of one of the more repressive regimes in the 

,I world today, and to refuse even to raise the question 
about thousands who are jailed, tortured, and 
exiled, and to confuse all this with “the peace 
movement” is, well ... one searches for the word to 
describe it. The best word is probably the one used 
so often and so justly to describe the war that led to 
this unhappy moment for the people of Vietnam- 
the Friendshipment party is obscene. 

THE COPTS GET A REPRIEVE. A crisis in Egypt 
erupted very suddenly and appears to have gone 
away just as suddenly. The Coptic Christians are 
about six million strong in a population of forty 
million. In general, Christians and Muslims have 
gotten along well. Then the Copts and their pope, 
Shenuda, got word that the government was about 
to impose a most unfriendly rule. The new rule 
specified that any Muslim who converted to Chris- 
tianity would be punished by death. The Copts, 
joined by their coreligionists in North America, vig- 
orously protested this unecumenical gesture, call- 
ing for, among other things, a five-day fast. Under 
the unexpected glare of international publicity, the 
government quickly capitulated. “The draft legisla- 
tion was a mistake and will be put aside,” soothed a 
senior official. Nobody seemed to know what to 
make of the tempest so quickly come and gone. But 
the inevitable “insiders” thought it likely had some- 
thing to do with “Petro-Islam.” That is, Egypt is 
heavily dependent upon monies from more conser- 
vative Muslim states such as Saudi Arabia, and 
President Sadat thought that a show of getting 
religion might help keep the money lines open. 
Whatever the reasons for the reversal, the Copts 
and Muslims seem to be getting along well again, 
and it all seemed worth mentioning, since we like to 
end on an upbeat note. 

Abraham Martin Murray is the collective name of those 
who contribute to ”A View of the World.” The opinions 
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