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Abstract

This study examines how the Toronto Anti-Draft Reogme (TADP)
assisted American war resisters who came to Canagaponse to the Vietnam
War. It illustrates how the TADP responded to podit decisions in Canada and
in the United States and adapted its strategiesett the changing needs of war
resisters who fled to Canada. The main sourcesatémal used for this research
were the TADP’s archival records, newspaper accoand secondary literature.

This study traces the organization’s origins in@aadian New Left
before looking at how TADP released tlanual for Draft-Age Immigrants to
Canada a document that advised war resisters on howdoessfully prepare
for immigration. It will also explore how TADP praded immigration
counselling, employment, housing services and emalisupport to American
war resisters. Some of the organization’s princgzabrs and its relationship
with other Canadian aid organizations are also @xaan As the number of draft
resisters coming to Canada decreased during thetlvganumber of military
resisters entering the country increased. Thig Edfto a change in the type of
counselling the TADP provided, a reorientation fsatlso discussed here. As
well, the unexpected numbers of African-Americand women resisters who
crossed the border presented a unique set of ngabeto the TADP. Finally,
this thesis examines the TADP’s attempts to aid Acaa war resisters in
Sweden, spread the word about the Canadian govatisnhiberalized
immigration regulations in 1973, and address thedf amnesty for resisters in
America.
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Introduction

Southeast Asia was not the only battleground irieenam War. It was
also fought in the homes, campuses and streetmefida as well. Not since the
Civil War had an American conflict so divided thation. Unlike the Civil Warr,
however, sides were not drawn based on one’s geloiged location, but over
the question of whether or not the United Statesishbe involved in the
conflict at all. On one side were those who sawinée as the latest Cold War
battleground and feared the “domino effect” of Cammism spreading all over
Southeast Asia if the North Viethamese were notaioad. On the other side,
which grew as the War progressed, stood those whstgpned a domestic
policy that seemed to lead only to a never-endasg bf American and
Vietnamese lives.

While most Americans had an opinion on the War dibesion to
support or not support the war effort had far greabnsequences for America’s
young men. The Selective Service System’s draft lguaranteed that men who
had registered and were eligible for conscriptiounld@d not sit on the sidelines of
the debate. For those who were eligible to sentkerAmerican military and
saw the conflict in Vietham as a valid cause, th@i@e was straightforward:
enlist and serve. Of course there were also thémeckampioned the cause, and
for various reasons either enlisted or were dradtadithen obtained one of the
numerous deferments or exemptions available, #eddan non-combatant
positions; and then there were those who begantthres in the military full of

patriotic fervor, but later drew a different corslon.



Those who did not agree with the War for any nuntbeeasons faced a
bigger dilemma. Obtaining a deferment or exemptvas one option that many
took pursued. A deferment or exemption could batgdbased on many factors
including, but not limited to, medical fithess, tisiip, Conscientious Objection,
and at different times throughout the war, studernt marital status.

Yet there were countless others who were draftelddahnot qualify for
a deferment or exemption or who did qualify, bt dot believe in using a
technicality in their efforts to resist the war.rfloese men, the alternatives
available did not provide any simple solutions. @oomding the difficult choice
was that many who had sought Conscientious Objstabus had their claims
denied, as the decision was often left to the wiiihocal draft boards. One
option among those that remained was to resistéreéoy refusing to serve in
the military and instead serve a prison sentenlces& who chose this option
were members of pacifist religions or those whawisto follow the long-
standing American tradition of civil disobedienbattran from Thoreau to
Martin Luther King Jr. The decision to resist tharvay going to jail was not
entered into lightly, as the penalty for draft @tebns had a maximum five-year
sentence. Another option was to resist the warilfy living “underground” in
the United States. Being on the run from the Feédgreeau of Investigation,
however, was also not a solution that many antieghavith excitement. Some in
the anti-war movement felt that the best way toosgthe war was to serve in

the armed forces and attempted to change the systemwithin; however,



most of these quickly found out that there wakelibpportunity to organize once
they were inducted.

One final option was to leave the country.

As with the other options available to those whaisted the draft and
war, the decision to leave the United States fottsr nation was rarely an easy
one. Leaving one’s friends and family behind fdoeign land was a daunting
prospect for many. Nevertheless, many Americansdfat do just this and
headed north of the border to Canada. Between 4863974, approximately
50,000 young Americans came to Canada in resporibe Vietnam Wat.
Approximately half of them were women. For manyt ttteose this form of
resistance, the transition was made easier byrgah@ations in Canada. The
Toronto Anti-Draft Programme estimated that “in @38one they dealt with
20,000 young U.S. men interested in coming to Cariad

The Toronto Anti-Draft Programme (TADP) gained puttion as one
of the most important organizations providing amd gupport to war resisters in
Canada. Its history, unjustifiably neglected foange reveals the pivotal role it
played in this nation’s war resistance movemenspile the invaluable aid it
furnished to countless resisters, the process wiigmating to Canada remained,
at best, daunting for the young men who made thengy north from the United

States due to their opposition to the Vietnam V8éil, as this thesis will show,

! John HaganNorthern Passage: American Vietnam War Resiste@anada(Cambridge, MA
and London: Harvard University Press, 2001): 241e &xact number of resisters is highly
contentious. See Joseph Jor@@sntending Statistics: The Numbers for U.S. Viethéan
Resisters in Canad@/ancouver: Quarter Sheaf, 2005).

2 Michael Keating. “The War Evaders in Canada: M#¥ilf Stay, but Many Want to Go Back,”
The Globe and MailSeptember 16, 1974. Page 3. ProQuest HistorieaisNapers.



the TADP evolved over time, adapting its strategied altering its services to

meet the changing needs of American war resisteCanada.



1) Inside the TADP Office

The Toronto Anti-Draft Programme did not spontarstparise to meet
the needs of resisters, as its origins were irCéreadian New Left student
movement It arose out of the Student Union for Peace Acf®dPA), an
organization that was founded in 1968UPA had formed out of the Combined
Universities Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament (CUDJNn an attempt to
turn away from a single-cause organization to twaéfocused on multiple
societal issues such as civil rights and commumigyanizing® Although SUPA
primarily focused on Canadian concerns, its memisere greatly influenced by
events south of the border. The American New Lefainization Students for a
Democratic Society (SDS), with its adherence tdigigatory democracy,
heavily influenced SUPA Certain chapters of the two organizations
cosponsored gatherings, and SUPA “distributed S@&ture through its
offices and at its event$."The ties between SUPA and SDS were also
strengthened by the interaction between membens liath organizations. Many
individuals involved in SUPA had participated irttivil rights movement in

the American South, working on voter registratioives with students who

® The main source of materials used in this paparthe day-to-day files of the Toronto Anti-
Draft Programme. The collection is mainly comprisédiocuments originating from the middle
to later part of the organization’s existence @it®70-1975) and does not include many files
from the earlier years (circa 1967-1969). The fdes located in the Pocock (Jack) Memorial
Collection in the Thomas Fisher Rare Book Libraryha University of Toronto (MS COLL
331). Newspaper articles and secondary materials also used.
* Renée KasinskyRefugees from Militarism: Draft-Age Americans inn@da(New Brunswick,
NJ: Transaction Books, 1976): 96.
® Douglas OwramBorn at the Right Time: A History of the Baby-BoGeneratior(Toronto,
Buffalo, London: University of Toronto Press, 199820-221.
® D. Churchill, “When Home Became Away: American Bijates and New Social Movements
i7n Toronto, 1965-1977” (PhD diss., University ofi€kgo, 2001): 61-63.

Ibid., 65.



would later join SDS.When SUPA launched an anti-poverty campaign in
Kingston, Ontario, based on the SDS affiliated Ecnit Research Action
Projects, former SDS president and prominent Araeridew Left figure Tom
Hayden visited Ontario and offered advice on comitywrganizing?

Although SUPA enlarged its mandate and engagethigr dorms of
activism, it did not abandon the CUCND’s commitmenpeace. The escalation
of the Vietnam War was a primary concern of SUPApon formation, the
“first official initiative of SUPA” was a petitiorcalling on the Canadian
government to lobby the American government fotiammediate unilateral
cease fire* In 1966, SUPA began to assist war resisters flerUnited States.
SUPA offered counselling to resisters and helpeditfind temporary housing,
two important services that would be carried ootigh TADP*? Another
important initiative of SUPA was the publicationafwelve-page pamphlet
entitledEscape from Freedom or ‘I didn’t raise my boy toagb€anadian,’
which supplied information on Canadian immigratpmiicy and was sent to

antiwar groups in the United Stat€sAfter being inundated with requests for

8 Cyril Levitt, Children of Privilege: Student Revolt in the Sisti& Study of Student Movements
in Canada, the United States, and West Gernf&oyonto, Buffalo, London: University of
Toronto Press, 1984): 209. Levitt also notes tbat“leading SDS figure spent a considerable
amount of time working in the SUPA office in Toropaind at least two SUPA activists spent
time with the SDS in the United States (Pg. 64)ong with noting other connections between
the two organizations, Churchill (Pg. 64) also peiout that a SUPA volunteer named Diane
Burrows was “one of the leading organizers of thefa protest.”

® Churchill, 63 and Kasinsky, 96.

10 evitt, 49 and Churchill, 68.

! Churchill, 68.

2 Myrna Kostashl.ong Way From Home: The Story of the Sixties Geiwerin Canada
(Toronto: James Lorimer & Company, 1980): 60.

13 Kasinsky, 97 and Joseph Jones, “The House of Asa®isgular Bestseller,Canadian Notes

& Queries61 (2002): 19-22. Anyone looking for more informaton the topic of war resisters

in Canada should also see Jones’ website, aaiitiisvaluable resource — it led the author of this



information about immigration to Canada, SUPA hisesister to answer
correspondence full timé.

The decision by SUPA to aid resisters did not &l with SDS. At a
summer convention in 1967, SDS “developed a posijgposing emigration to
Canada as a form of draft resistant®One member of SUPA in a 1967
Washington Post article reflected the negative voéwnmigrating to Canada
that SDS propagated: “We [SUPA] don’t entice pedpleome up here. Itisn’t
easy for them. And we’re not baby sitterS.As prominent SDSers voiced
concern that their base of support might leaveClamada, they “put enormous
pressure on SUPA to disassociate itself from thumselling of draft dodgers”
and SUPA “eventually bowed out of these resporigésl™’ Infighting and the
rise of other New Left organizations that drew menship away from SUPA
contributed to its demise in 196%7Before SUPA folded, however, members
who were still interested in aiding draft resistemssamed SUPA’s Anti-Draft
Committee the Toronto Anti-Draft Programrie.

After the Toronto Anti-Draft Programme (TADP) sdliom SUPA, it

moved into an office of its own at 2279 Young Stieehe fall of 1967°

paper to some of the secondary literature usediginmut this document.
http://www.library.ubc.ca/jones/amcan.html

1 1bid., 96-97. It is unclear who was first hired this job; Kasinsky states that it was an
American resister named Richard Paterak, Williamegthe credit to a Danny Draitch and
Churchill (Pg. 158) implies that along with Paterdkaniel Draiche and Heather Dean” were the
first SUPA members to provide assistance. Rogeilladilliams, The New Exiles: American
War Resisters in Canad&lew York: Liveright Publishers Corporation, 1976} .

15 Jones, 19.

16 John Maffre, “Draft Dodgers Conduct Own Anti-Ul$hderground War From Canadian
Sanctuary,'The Washington Paslanuary 22, 1967, Page E1, ProQuest Historicaisiapers.
7 Kasinsky, 98.

18 Owram, 231.

19 Jones, 19.

2 |bid.



Another move came later when the organization meodd %2 Spadina
Avenue. Descriptions of these two offices providms insight into TADP! In
one memoir, a newly arrived resister compared thBH office to a high-school
newspaper officé He also noted that “there were some people plupnked
second-hand chairs, and a map of the United Statkegin markers stuck up on
a second-hand wall” and “each pin on the map reptesl someone who had
come to Canad&® John Hagan described TADP’s Spadina Avenue oéficta
cross between a social club and a committee room small insurance or real
estate office, except for its sunny yellow doorhatpeace dove in the centét.”
A Chicago Tribune reporter covering TADP in and@etion resisters in Canada
described the heavily covered walls of TADP’s da#fincluding a poster of a
destitute man “huddled against a brick wall...wrappsty in a blanket” with
the words “escape from drafts” inscribed and a peymbol “made entirely
from draft cards, some slightly charred at the sdgehe reporter also
commented on how the names on the cards had baegebdlout for security
reasons> Another reporter commented on the “huge Canadéayi that hung

on the wall® Yet another observer could have been describrayater-cultural
hippie haven when he described the TADP’s office:

Little piles of brochures and leaflets are stadkecbrners or piled on
window sills, and someone has carefully leaneditaigagainst the safest

L The two offices are being described together teeaarious accounts of the offices do not
always indicate which one is being referred to.

22 Allen Morgan,Dropping out in 3/4 TiméNew York: Seabury Press, 1972): 107.

> |pid., 107-108.

%4 Hagan, 76.

% Glenn McCurdy, “The American Draft Resisters im@da,”Chicago TribungMarch 10,
1968, Page F26. ProQuest Historical Newspapers.

% Barry Craig, “5,000 Manuals Published Here for \D8aft-Dodgers'The Globe and Maijl
February 12, 1968. Page 5. ProQuest Historical [Wapars.



wall. Bob Dylan or Dr. Spock look down from a hygester, surrounded

by anti-war expressions, cartoons, sketches, awbpiof poetry written

by flower children on sheets of tablet paper. Hagdrom the ceiling is a

mobile fowl inscribed, ‘Chicken Little was right!’..The hallway to the

lavatory is covered with movement posters and sig@s you turn the

knob, a small label suggests that you are aboenter the ‘Richard M.

Nixon Memorial Toilet.?’

Most observers agreed the TADP office was a buggsplace where
resisters swapped stories and passed on adviceaything from job
prospects to rooms available for rent to bus amevay informatior?® The
impression is that the office itself was not onlglace to receive counselling,
but also an important center for resisters to cegate, share information and
meet other resistefs.

Staffers formed the backbone of the Anti-Draft @éfi Examining the
individuals who comprised TADP is vital in undersiang how the resistance
movement in Canada operated. This is not alwaysaay task, however, since
many people assisted the organization for a reltishort period of time. As an
undated document released by TADP commented, “shecrogramme’s
inception both the staff and the clientele haveangdne many changes. Staff
has varied depending on both need and resourca®. &m original staff of two

persons it grew to six during what was yet our &éstsperiod.®’ In Rene

Kasinsky’'sRefugees from Militarispthe author explained how staffing of aid

" Kenneth Fred EmerickVar Resisters Canada: The World of the Americaiitafji-Political
2I?gefugee$Knox: Knox, Pennsylvania Free Press, 1972): 233.

Ibid.
29 For more on this point see Churchill, 176-182.
%0 TADP archives, Box 13, Folder 7. The followingiele mentions that TADP also had a “nine-
man governing board that meets about once a mohtie'role of this board, whom it was
comprised of, and how long it lasted is not enyidéar. Lansing R. Shepard, “Draft Evaders:
Jail or Self-Exile?"Christian Science MonitoDecember 19, 1968. ProQuest Historical
Newspapers.



organizations in Canada usually worked and offerse possible explanation as
to why there was frequent turnover of staff:
A counselor who had been on the staff for overax yeas considered a
veteran. A full-time counselor working day in armydut usually could
not tolerate longer than six to ten months befbeedr she] became
emotionally “burned out” from the extreme demantithe work. After a
rest period, a few dedicated souls would come backntinue their
work, especially if there was no one immediatelgikable to take over.
Usually before a counselor left [he or she] wouyddred a month or two
‘breaking in’ a replacement, working with [him cerh until [he or she]
learned the counseling procedure, office routirstthe myriad of details
to be handled®
Kasinsky’s observation was certainly applicabl&@&DP. Over TADP’s
history, many individuals entered and left the oigation. There were also
countless volunteers who helped on special occasAdthough all of these
individuals cannot be discussed in detail, a fevgkaphical sketches provide
insights into the composition of the staff. Manifelient individuals appear as
spokespeople for the organization in newspapeasiestiDanny Zimmerman
from Brooklyn, Mark Satin from Minnesota, Bernaaff@ from New York,
Dick Burroughs from Texas, John Levy from New Y @iy and Dick Brown
from Detroit are but a few staffers who frequemthpear; all of them were
American draft resisters.
Mark Satin was a central figure during the traonsiél phase between
SUPA and TADP, as he co-founded TADP. Satin wasethin Minnesota and

spent the majority of his high-school years in T&xay the time he arrived in

Toronto in 1967 at the young age of 19, he alréwati/a long history of

31 Kasinsky, 82.

10



activism®? At age 18, Satin dropped out of school to worktfer Student
Nonviolent Coordinating Committee and journeyedifississippi as a civil
rights worker. Later he was president of his calegDS chapter at Harpur
College in Binghamton, New York, where 19 percdrthe student population
joined the chapter, giving it the distinction ofviveg “the highest percentage of
student enrolment at any SDS chapter e¥&A% the war in Vietnam escalated,
Satin became more and more disillusioned with Acagrisociety: “The
war...made a lot of things clear to me. There wermaay hypocrisies about it,
and you got to see that your government was nogribatest and most honest in
the world like you were brought up to belieV&.Ih another interview, Satin
expanded on his disillusionment with the Americamegnment: “They talk of
freedom for the South Vietnamese, but they knoviegdy well that without the
natural resources not only of Vietnam, but of alai U.S. industry would be

B35

crippled.™ Satin had protested against the war as early @S 48d participated
in a “sit-in” during which a group of anti-war agsts attempted to block the
driveway of the White Hous®.

After Satin decided to drop out of Harpur Collelge,received an

induction notice. Satin’s opposition to the wat k@ with few alternatives,

most of which he found unacceptable. “As a CO | Mdwave been serving the

32 Kasinsky, 98 and Williams, 62.

¥ Kasinsky, 98 and Mark SatiRadical Middle: The Politics We Need N@Boulder: Westview
Press, 2004): 28.

% Dan WakefieldSupernation at Peace and War: Being Certain Obs@wa, Depositions,
Testimonies, and Graffiti Gathered on a One-Mantfrawl-Fantasy-Finding Tour of the Most
Powerful Nation in the Worl¢Boston and Toronto: Little, Brown & Company, 19681.

% John Burns, “Deaf to the Draft: Called in U.S.t Bsleep in TorontoThe Globe and Majil
October 11, 1967. Section A, Page 2. ProQuest tisidNewspapers.

11



war machine in a non-combatant way — the only thwguldn’t be doing was
pulling the trigger,” he said. “Jail was out beaatise U.S. makes no distinction
between political prisoners and murderers, drugcésldnd rapists. As far as my
friends would know, | would be in jail as a crimirid’ After receiving a copy of
SUPA’sEscape from Freedongatin decided to immigrate to Canada, yet he
admitted he had little knowledge of the country #mmlght it had “log cabins
and igloos in the middle of towri®After arriving in Canada, Satin felt that he
had made the right decision. “I feel as thougheagweight has been lifted from
my shoulders. It's colder here, but you feel wamoduse you know you're not
trying to kill people,” he said’

After his arrival in Toronto in 1967, Satin was ma@ted by a SUPA
member named Heather Dean and before long he exsedthe job of directing
the SUPA Anti-Draft Committee, which he “threw hiatfsobsessively
into...working seven days a week, from nine each ingroften to midnight*
During his time at SUPA and in the early days ofDFA Satin expanded the
scope of assistance provided by establishing aarktef individuals to assist
resisters once they arrived in Can&ti&atin’s tenure did not last long, however,

as he frequently clashed with other members of SURBP over a number of

3 Author Unknown, “19 Arrested Trying Viet Sit-In ®thite House, The Washington Past
April 21, 1965. Page A3. ProQuest Historical Nevgspa.

¥ Williams, 63.

38 Wakefield, 11 and Harry Rosenthal, “Canada Indregg Draft Dodgers’ Haven,l.os
Angeles Timeslune 2, 1968. Page H19. ProQuest Historical Nepeys.

% Jules WitcoverThe Year the Dream Died: Revisiting 1968 in Ame¢itaw York: Warner
Books, 1997): 6.

‘0 Pierre Berton1967: The Last Good YeéForonto: Doubleday Canada Limited, 1997): 198.
1 Kasinsky, 98-99.

12



issues and was “fired/purged” in late spring 1%6Before his departure,
however, Satin had made a great contribution tod¢listance movement with a
document he wrote titledlanual for Draft-Age Immigrants to Canada.

Detroit native Dick Brown was another key figureliADP. After
leaving the University of Michigan due to an illse8rown lost his student
deferment and was eligible for the dr&ftn Northern Passage: American
Vietnam War Resisters in Canalg John Hagan, Brown recollects that his
growing concern about the war was the result odqeal contact with a cousin
who served in Vietnam. While overseas, Brown’s aousote home a letter that
advised him that "if there’s anything you can dstay out of this war, do it.”
When his cousin returned home after serving innéet, Brown talked with him
and another veteran about their combat experieBcesin could see that the
war had changed his cousin, and the experiencaatasomething he wanted to
share. “I realized from the stories that he wdsteme there was stuff | wasn’t
hearing, but [from] what | did hear | realized —way do | want to be a part of
this — absolutely no way,” he recalled. Hagan nttas Brown’s story “conveys
a common theme in the thinking of many draft ressst “that this was an ugly

war, of doubtful purpose, to be avoided if at alsgible.** When Brown

2 Jones, 19. According to Jones, some of the isscksled “community versus assimilation for
American immigrants, the nature of correspondenitie elients, office space, media relations,
extent of counseling and support, production offa@ual and governance.” Jones also points
out that “after TADP moved to separate premisesp@ates of what had been the SUPA Anti-
Draft Committee continued to be involved in meesiing late 1967 and early 1968” and “SDS
opposition to American emigration generated eastycern about thanual” After Satin left
TADP, he ran a hostel for resisters in Vancouvet later helped to popularize the term “New
Age” in a book he wrote calledew Age Politics: Healing Self and Sociege Satin, 28 and
125 and Hagan, 76.

*3Hagan, 22.

*Hagan, 22.

13



received his induction notice, he was faced withis words, “a very grim
writing on the wall....Canada, the army or jail.” FBmown, choosing between
those options was easy, and in 1969, he went toP AdD advice on how to
immigrate?® After working for a few newspapers in Ontario,dreled up back at
TADP and was one of the leading figures in the pizgtion in the early
1970s° Although most resisters could not return to thééthStates without
fear of legal trouble, Brown was not one of therfteAbeing in Canada for a
few years, he discovered that all of his draftsfitad been destroyed when
someone blew up his draft board office in Detridie. decided to stay in Canada
anyway”’

Not all of the individuals involved in TADP weregible for the dratft.
Max Allen, who was involved with TADP in the orgaation’s early years, had
been active in the anti-war movement in the Unféates and was one of the
founders of a group that was the forerunner oNbe York Resistance. After
reading a newspaper article about TADP, Allen drimv&oronto to visit the
organization. Allen, however, was in no threat eihlg drafted — he had already
served in the U.S. Army and received an honourdisieharge. Instead, he
wanted to see if counselling young Americans tretdtla was an alternative to
the military was a suitable option, as he was h@atiouble recommending
prison as a course of action. After visiting TormrAllen chose to stay and work

for TADP. According to Williams, Allen “felt he cddi contribute more through

“5 Michael Keating, “U.S. Draft Dodgers Settle inke tCanadian MosaicThe Globe and Mail,
September 11, 1974, Third Section, Page 33.

6 Much of the correspondence in the TADP archiveritten by Dick Brown

" Keating, 33.

14



the Toronto Anti-Draft Programme than through thadxaft groups in New
York, since TADP at least could offer a realistiiemative to the draft whereas
the American organizations could n8t.”

The descriptions given so far give one the impogsthat TADP was a
male dominated organization, but this could nofupther from the truth. Many
women played vital roles throughout TADP’s histddne such woman was
Naomi Wall, who grew up in Washington D.C. and lat@me to Canada in 1963
with her husband, who had acquired a teachingipasit the Psychology
Department at the University of Tororffbwall would become instrumental in
helping resisters find housing and employment sféerd by 1971 was the senior
staff member at TADF® Explaining her involvement in TADP, Wall noted tha
she had “always wanted to do something that ivagleto the peace
movement....[and] considering that I'm in Canada gr@movement is in the
United States, the most relevant thing happenimg isethe draft progrant”

Another important member of TADP was Katie McGaoweavho left
lllinois for Canada in 1970. John Hagan’s profifeMcGovern notes that she
originally came to Toronto to “help move a girlind whose boyfriend was

escaping the draft.” McGovern had been involvethenantiwar and farm labour

“8 Allen’s story is recounted from Williams, 64.

“9Hagan, 100.

*%|bid., 101 and Williams, 69.

*1 Author Unknown, “The Can’t Come Home Agaiffhe Hartford Courantjune 3, 1968. Page
17. ProQuest Historical Newspapers. Incidentdifgll later married Karl Armstrong.
Armstrong gained notoriety during the 1970s aftatipipating in the bombing of the University
of Wisconsin Army Math Research Center. The anti-adivists had accidentally killed a fellow
activist who, unbeknownst to the others, was intthiéding during the “predawn hours of the
morning.” After the bombing, Armstrong fled withshbrother to Canada to hide out. It was
during this time he met Wall, who had “initiallysasmed they were draft dodgers.” After being
extradited to the United States and sent to priééad| married Armstrong “in part to improve
his chances for parole.” See Hagan, 144-146.

15



movements in the United States and continued hetisan upon arrival in
Canada? After becoming involved with farm labour cause®intario, she later
“moved down the hall” to the TADP office in a buitg that was shared by both
tenants> McGovern’s dedication to the anti-war cause wesnsf, by 1974 she
was the only one remaining at TADP and continuedotfyanization’s services,
albeit in a limited manner, from her own apartméiwomen such as Heather
Dean, Sylvia Tucker, Carol Oliver and Mona Stewsrsge also involved in
TADP.

The Toronto Anti-Draft Programme would not havedtioned very long
without the dedication of the staff and voluntegh® gave countless hours of
their time to help others. TADP also depended erhip of others as well —
especially for financially assistance. Operati®PP involved many costs:
phone bills, office space, staffing, postage, aaddporting resisters to the
border were some of the major expenses. Donatrons fprivate citizens, church
and university groups, and the proceeds from tleeafadheManual for Draft-
Age Immigrants to Canadaere vital to keeping the organization afloat.d ik
many other organizations, TADP was constantly iadhef additional funds. For
much of the organization’s existence, the main s®@of funds came from the
National Council of Churches in the United Stated fiom the Canadian

Council of Churches in Canada. The backing of theches was a lifeline to the

2 Hagan, 109-110.
%3 Michael Keating. “The War Evaders in Canada: M#¥ij} Stay, but Many Want to Go Back,”
The Globe and MailSeptember 16, 1974. Page 3. ProQuest HistorieaisNapers.
54 11
Ibid.
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resistance movement in Canada as they backed lyoT ADP, but also many of

the other major aid organizations in Canada.

17



2) The Manual for Draft-Age Immigrants to Canada

In order to understand how resisters ended up &Préoffice, it is
necessary to look at the numerous publicationsronigration that were
produced in Canada during the era. One of theesadiocuments was a four-
page pamphlet entitlddmigration to Canada and Its Relation to the Drifht
was published by the Vancouver Committee to Aid Whjectors. In preparing
the document, the committee studied the Canadiamdnation Act and
extradition treaties between the United StatesGamhda® According to
Kasinsky, the pamphlet included basic informatibouwt the different types of
official status that someone could have in Canadbsaggested that landed
immigrant status was the most desirable, as itdagitizenship. It also
highlighted the point that one’s draft status weslévant in the immigration
process?®

As mentioned earlier, SUPA also published an infdive twelve-page
document entitle@scape from Freedom or ‘I didn’t raise my boy tosbe
Canadian.’Like the Vancouver committee’s pamphlet, the SUfRBlication
provided basic information on Canadian immigratews. Although brief, the
document included important material that focuseavbo could come to
Canada and who was prohibited, the different tyesatus available,
application procedures and possible causes thdtiwesult in either extradition
or deportation. A final section looked at “Life @anada” and suggested that

most Americans find Canada “more relaxed — locsasjer, [and] more friendly

% Kasinsky, 93.
%% |bid.
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than the U.S.” The section on Canada also statgdhbre was less
discrimination, greater civil liberties, and notbdt “middle class Canadians live
in well-heated homes, not iglood.”

The main author of the SUPA booklet was a drafstesfrom
Massachusetts named Richard Patéfater graduating from Marquette
University in 1965, Paterak joined the governmeatdi-poverty program
VISTA (Volunteers in Service to America) as, in tisrds, “a starry eyed
liberal do-gooder.” Like many young Americans of time, his optimism soon
turned to disillusionment as a result of the edocajavar. For Paterak, however,
the war was only a symptom of a larger ill. “Therwaeas the first major crack |
saw in the System, but that crack allowed me tarsdeeper and see that the
war wasn't the problem but a manifestation oflitg’ noted. “The problem was
the System.” Feeling that it did not make senssit@assively” and wait for his
induction, Paterak decided that the only way hddctmaintain [his] integrity
and [his] radical self” was to leave the Unitedt&ssor Canada’

As mentioned earlier, one of SUPA’s booklets madeto the hands of
Mark Satin. AfterEscape from Freedoird to his arrival in Canada and

subsequent work with SUPA, Satin was moved to veritén-depth document on

*" Student Union for Peace ActioBiscape from Freedom or ‘I Didn’t Raise my Boy tabe
Canadian,’(Toronto: SUPA).

%8 John M. Lee, “Canadians Advise Foes of U.S. Drsiv York Timeslanuary 29, 1967, Page
5. ProQuest Historical Newspapers.

9 Kasinsky, 97. It is worth noting that SUPA'’s partgiltaused a brief stir in Canada’s House of
Commons when John Diefenbaker, who was Oppositeader at the time, asked Prime
Minister Lester B. Pearson if a $4,000 grant giteBSUPA by the privy council had been used
to finance the booklet and wondered if the cabliaet known it would be used for “this unusual
purpose.” Pearson responded by saying that heemot the document, but would look into the
matter. See “Probe Canadian Student FuGtijtago TribuneFebruary 21, 1967. Page 14.
ProQuest Historical Newspapers.
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immigration to Canada called tManual for Draft-Age Immigrants to
Canada’® The main difference between thtanualand earlier documents was
its scope. Whereas the Vancouver pamphlet waspfages and the SUPA
booklet was twelve, thelanualwas eighty-seven pages in lenfth.
TheManual for Draft-Age Immigrants to Canadi@gan with a brief
preface entitled “words from Canadians” in whickefindividuals presented
some brief thoughts on Canadian society. Thees written by a lawyer and
began by stating that “even though circumstancenab@hoice has made
Canada your haven, we are happy to welcome yowe™We” in this instance
are those who, like the lawyer, were associated WKDP. The author warned
resisters that not all Canadians would be as walupmOur society is no less
conservative, no less enthusiastic about conta@m@mmunism than yours.”
Next was an entry by an employment counsellor wighDepartment of
Manpower and Immigration, who the editor notes wating as a private
citizen. He advised readers that although the Qanagbvernment was not
perfect, it might be the “most functioning demogracthe world.” He also
highlighted some of the differences between Carsqoiavinces, suggested that
discrimination was more subdued than in the Untes and made it known

that most Canadian companies would hire resiéters.

® Hagan, 75. In Douglas Fetherling’s memoir of ti&s, he contends that tianualwas “a
packaged sort of book, rather than one that had Wweiten or even edited (in the sense that an
anthology would be).” Kasinsky (Pg. 94) also ndtest much of the research done by the
Committee in Vancouver was “incorporated into kk@nual” Nevertheless, Satin was the one
who “compiled” theManualand assuredly wrote some sections. See Douglasifiag, Travels
by Night: A Memoir of the Sixti€$ oronto: McArthur & Company, 1994): 138.
. TheManualreferred to in the following pages is Mark Satd, Manual for Draft-Age
I6r2T1migrants to Canada™ ed. (Toronto: House of Anansi Press, 1968).

Ibid., 1-3.
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This was followed by the comments of Dr. William Mg a Sociology
Professor from York University. His editorial fo@gson the differences in
attitude between Americans and Canadians and bmgstating that Canada
was like a “slightly less mature version of certparts of the United States.”
Although Canadians, especially those under 40, geatly influenced by the
United States, they were also different in “styd@t “expectations.” Their style,
Mann noted, was “more inclined to conformity, tareolingering attachments of
puritanism, to obeying the law and to cautious stigation of new ideas” and
their expectations were moderate, restrained asddenfident. Mann’s entry
concluded by stating that the on-going strugglevbeh the enjoyment of the
“good things that American capital and enterprisedd and greater Canadian
autonomy put the identity of Canadians “up for gt

The next part, written by Heather Dean, an actafliated with both
SUPA and TADP, disputed the claims put forth bygheceding section. After
a brief quip about Dr. Mann — (“every colony haskiept professors who train
the natives to think of themselves as docile”), iDaggued that the American
dominance of the Canadian economy and culture wabyn“default”, but
through the “use and abuse of unequal power.” danadDean contended,
weren't afraid of losing “the good things that Amcan capital and enterprise
bring us...they're afraid of the Marine&"'Writing about Mann’s and Dean’s
differing viewpoints, David Churchill has noted tltlae preface painted two

pictures of what resisters could expect in Canddann’s words attempted to

% bid., 2-3.
% bid., 3.
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reassure Americans that Canada was a familiar wonle which was very much
like the U.S. In contrast Dean placed potential igrants on notice that Canada
was a very different place and that there wereiargeestions of power and
sovereignty to be recognizet”

A Reverend from the United Church of Canada wrogefinal piece of
the preface. Unlike the other entries, it was ded@t Canadians more than
American resisters. After he compared the resistérsUnited Empire
Loyalists, he urged all Canadians to help out \Wwithsing, financial assistance,
employment, and friendship and to “reach out inghmme spirit” as thklanual
did. He encouraged others, especially “people @tctiurch,” to sympathize with
the plight of the resistefS.

The introduction of th&lanual stated that it was a “handbook for draft
resisters who have chosen to immigrate to Canaa’saggested that if it was
“read... carefully, from cover to cover...you will kndvow.”’ It also noted that
the “pamphlet does not take sides” and attemptedféo a balanced view by
providing the pros and cons of immigrating to Can¥dmmigrating, the
introduction noted, was “not an easy way out, tagduld mean leaving behind
parents and friends without the opportunity of eurning to the United
States. On the upside, Americans who did chootsate the United States for
Canada would find “little discrimination by Canaadsaagainst draft resisters”

and a “surprising amount of sympathy.” The intratlut also reminded

® Churchill, 191.

% Mark Satin, edManual for Draft-Age Immigrants to Cana@ ed. (Toronto: House of
Anansi Press, 1968): 4.

*Ipid., 5.
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potential resisters that Canada was not the “erldeoivorld”: “You do not leave
civilization behind when you cross the border.fdat, many Canadians would
claim that you enter it.)” Weighing the optionsimimigrating to Canada is
ultimately left up to the individual, and the autlud the introduction suggests
that is the hardest part: “ The toughest probleiradt resister faces is not how to
immigrate but whether he really wants to. And oydy can answer that. For
yourself. That's what Nuremberg was all abdiit.”

The rest of thévlanualis made up of two parts; one focused on the
immigration process and the other on life in Canddi first section on
immigration outlined the various ways to apply ¥esitor, student and landed
immigrant statug® There are detailed chapters on how to apply fiwenitnited
States, at the border, by mail, at a consulatthrough a relative. Any question
a prospective resister could have had about thagnation process was
answered in this first section, whether it was alydwo was prohibited from
entry, applying for citizenship or even whetherogdcat or a variety of other
pets could brought across the bortfeFo ensure that the information was
accurate and up-to-date, the first section oiMlamual was reviewed by “two
lawyers, a secret supporter at the Canadian Depattaf Immigration, and

counsellors at seven U.S. anti-draft grouffs.”

®% Ipid.

*1pid., 5-6.

0 Landed immigrant status entitled an individuavirually all the rights of citizenship except
the right to vote and obtain a passport. See MatinSed.Manual for Draft-Age Immigrants to
Canada2" ed. (Toronto: House of Anansi Press, 1968): 7.

" Mark Satin, edManual for Draft-Age Immigrants to Cana@?’ ed. (Toronto: House of
Anansi Press, 1968): 40.

2 Jones, 19.

23



Arguably the most valuable piece of advice on inmatign was how the
“points system” worked. The system, which ratedspsxtive immigrants on
their level of education, occupation, age, langsapoken and other categories,
was introduced by the Immigration Department onbnths before thianual
was printed. The system was meant to make immagratiore equitable, as it
rated everyone equally on a scale of one hundreohtR” An applicant that was
given at least fifty points was deemed suitablearfanigration. One author has
argued that the new regulation was beneficial $tsters, as it made the
immigration process more impartial by removing ‘gmaral prejudice from the
system.” He also pointed out, however, that it “e#lte system complicated to
the degree that very few resisters could getthaf hadn'’t at least read the
TADP Manual”

One of the most interesting aspects of the firstiee, along with the
impressive breadth of information provided on imratgn, was how it was
presented. The language is clear, succinct, amal; phassing is the New Left
rhetoric common in much activist literature of tirae period. The writing style
in the first section of thManualis more reminiscent of an actual Department of
Immigration brochure. One observer remarked thahekie design of the
Manual with a plain beige cover that has the title amddamaple leaf in the
right hand corner, looked like a “Government of &aa publication.” Lest the
readers of the document forget that it was notfacia government document,

some of the comments would have revealed to a pakeesister that the

B Williams, 74.
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authors of the booklet were well aware of the idezhaudience. Some of the
advice offered would certainly have not found i@winto a government
publication. One step of “applying at the bordext’ €éxample, recommends that
individuals “bathe, shave, and get a haircut. Yashappear neat. Applying for
status is a suit-and-tie affair, even in 100-degveather.”® Another
recommendation warned individuals that any connadtiey may have to a
resister aid organization is “generally not an assthe eyes of an immigration
officer.”’®

The second part of thHdanualwas meant to familiarize individuals with
Canada. There were sections written by differetti@s on topics including
Canadian politics, culture, geography, living caiotis and universities. Once
again, the scope of information is impressive; wltle SUPA document
included two pages on life in Canada, h@nual contained over thirty. The
information in the latter half of thianualwas informative but also much more
opinionated than the first. In particular were toxe@rarching themes that ran
through the Canadian section. One was an unequi@acsdian
Nationalism/Anti-Americanism standpoint. Many oétauthors focused their
narratives on Canada’s relationship with the Ungéates. The section on
Canadian history, for example, noted that “it hamstimes seemed that the only
H

thing holding Canadians together was a commorkdisif the United States

Canadian politics were also predominantly viewetklation to America, such

" Fetherling, 138. The first four editions of thienualhad this cover. The fifth edition had a
map of Canada and the sixth had a woman and tvdrehi

> Mark Satin, edManual for Draft-Age Immigrants to Cana@ ed. (Toronto: House of
Anansi Press, 1968): 23.
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as the descriptions of political interest groupd parties. It was written, for
example, that there were no “Canadian capitalesss®all business-oriented
politicians are of necessity servants of the Anseric”® The Social Credit
parties in Alberta and British Columbia were sadle in a race with the right-
wing Liberal administration of Saskatchewan towée can sell the country to
the U.S. the fastesf®Even part of the discussion of English and French
relations was framed around America: “English Caanaglargue that
individually, English and French Canada cannotteahkie encroachments of the
United States. The Quebecois retort that they Hameticed any ‘Anglos’
resisting terribly hard lately, and that, far frex@ping them resist the U.S., the
English are dragging them down the drdif.”

The other main theme that ran through the chapteGanada was that
the country was an inviting place to live. Canades \presented as both socially
tolerant and culturally and technologically advahony resisters who came to
Canada would be joining in the tradition of a Idimg of American dissenters,
which included loyalists and African-Americans. Tresisters, it was written,
would be welcomed too and receive a generally synepia reception from
Canadian citizens, the press, churches, and eedRdiial Canadian Mounted
Police, which “seems to like young Americafi§The employment and housing

scenes were also presented in a favourable light.

% bid., 24.
bid., 53.
®bid., 57.
®bid., 56.
8 bid., 54.
81 bid., 80.
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The author of the section on culture highlightedh&a’'s achievements:
Marshall McLuhan, the electron microscope, Bantindg Best’s discovery of
insulin, ice hockey and the Calgary Stampede efadlhich indicated that
Canada was “no barren wilderness to live®fil’est any American thought he or
she would be entering a cultural backwater Mfamualincluded a brief
description of every university and college in G#aalong with its enrolment
numbers, library size and tuition fee. The sectinrliving conditions and costs,
a chapter described as “really for mothers” of pextive resisters, pointed out
that based on “percentages of households owningiceoods,” more
Canadians had telephones, refrigerators, washimtpimss, central heating,
televisions and cars than Americans Hitllnappealing details about Canada
such as the cold winter weather were downplayede&d of highlighting the
freezing temperatures, a chart was included théiim@nthly temperature means,
rain and snowfall amounts and freezing dates. Caminggon why thevianual
presented Canada’s weather statically, Mark S&dted that “if we described
the weather here they wouldn’t believe®t.Perhaps they would not believe it,
but one must wonder if they also would not haventselikely to journey north
had theManual not presented Canada so favourably.

According to Mark Satin, th®lanualwas written during his time with
SUPA despite the organization’s wishes: “The ADUIPA Anti-Draft

Committee] didn’t even want me to write [tManual — | wrote it at night, in

8 bid., 60.

% bid., 65.

8 Barry Craig, “5,000 Manuals Published Here for \D8aft-Dodgers'The Globe and Maijl
February 12, 1968. Page 5. ProQuest Historical [Wapars.
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the SUPA office, three or four nights a week affmunselling guys and gals 8-
10 hours a day — pounded it out in several drafés several month$® When
Satin left SUPA and co-founded TADP, he was notathlg one who made the
transition between the two organizations. Soméefother individuals
associated with SUPA also became involved with TA&®RI they continued to
discourage immigration to Canada as a form of desfistanc&® Their
reluctance was readily apparent, noted Satin,lesfitst act of the reconstituted
committee was to reduce the next press run ovidweual from 30,000 to 20,000
copies, even though 12,000 copies were on back.btfle

Satin stated that his reason for writing Manualwas in response to the
growing amount of correspondence that requestedrvetion® It was not, as
he reiterated in the press at the time of its galilbn, meant to entice resisters to
immigrate to Canada. Satin was adamant that nom@&DbP’s literature
“encourage people to immigrate” or “advertise imrat@pn.”® The only thing
Satin was encouraging, he remarked, was “not t® tfa& government’s word as
final judgement, that it's your choice of whethergp into the Army - not the
government’s.* TheManual Satin once stated, was meant to “remind”
potential resisters that they had a choice, attteif did “decide to leave, how

they can do it

8 Jones, 19.
% Ibid., 20.
¥ Ibid.
8 Author Unknown, “They Can’t Come Home Agaiffhe Hartford CourantJune 3, 1968.
Page 17. ProQuest Historical Newspapers. Also@ees) 20 and Williams, 67.
89 [
Ibid.
9 bid.
1 Barry Craig, “5,000 Manuals Published Here for \D8aft-Dodgers'The Globe and Maijl
February 12, 1968. Page 5. ProQuest Historical [Wapars.
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Regardless of its intent, however, danual’simpact on the migration
northwards was immense. From 1968 to 1971, siewdifft editions of the
Manualwere published® Approximately 65,000 copies of théanual were sold
or given away during this time periddTheManualwas also widely covered in
the press, which increased awareness of Canaduiasl@ option’* Even if the
articles about immigrating to Canada were negatisehey often were, they had
the reverse effect of publicizing aid organizatioesisters could seek ofit.
Countless resisters have mentioned the role tedfiimual played in their
decision to leave the United States for Canadaolm Hagan'’s study of
resisters, it is noted that more than a third efdaimple had read tianual
while still in America. Almost another quarter oibd a copy upon arrival in
Canada® Kenneth Emerick’s study also found that at leasiral of the draft
resisters he interviewed had access tdMaaual Joseph Jones has pointed out
that the number of copies pressed “offers an uncanmerical correspondence
to the target audience who actually came to Cahdda.

The information provided in thilanualon the immigration process and

life in Canada was exhaustive and left few questiomanswered. This was

%2 The House of Anansi Press, an important indeper@anadian literary institution, published
most editions of the Manual jointly with TADP. Theess was founded by noted Canadian
authors Dave Godfrey and Dennis Lee who incidentathd connections with SUPA, and Lee
had some early involvement in draft counsellingg&éSones, 19 and Fetherling, 137.

% Kasinsky, 86. Kasinsky states that this many weetd. However, it is apparent that TADP
also gave “a large percentage away.” How many ®6,000 were actually sold and how many
were given away is not entirely clear. See TADéhaves, “Manual For Draft Age Immigrants
to Canada,” Box 13, Folder 9.

% Jones, 20.

% Wwilliams, 24. Hagan (Pg. 127) recounts the stdry couple that went to Canada in 1967 and
visited the TADP office after their arrival in Tortm. While still in the United States, they had
found the TADP address printed in an article athdaitk Satin that appeared in thadies Home
Journal

% Hagan, 77-78, and Emerick, 101.
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important, as it countered the inaccurate inforaratind “outright lies” that
were being dispersed through the American mediaegatime about immigration
to Canada® As theManualalso stated, “public officials, amateur draft
counsellors, lawyers who do not specialize in dnaftk, and, unfortunately, the
‘underground’ press are notorious sources of nosinétion.® The misleading
information given by public officials was the sutfjef a 1967 newspaper article
in which Mark Satin criticized Canadian immigratiofiicers who were
stationed in America for giving draft resistersstalnformation about Canadian
law in order to “discourage” emigration. An examplas the “holder of a
Master of Arts degree [who] was told at the Chicagosulate not to emigrate
because he had no work experient®h another article, Satin stated that he
was sure that for every American citizen that tleé country, there was another
who wanted to but did not have the accurate inféionar know-how'%* Thus,
the Manualwas undoubtedly welcomed by many, as it offeredexbr
immigration information.

Yet theManualwent beyond providing “facts,” and as David Chulich
has written, “was a way in which aid groups, expéds and Canadian activists
prefigured Toronto as cultural and political spa&hurchill contends that “an

image of Toronto emerged, one that was inclusigétigally progressive, anti-

% Jones, 20.

% Williams, 66. Williams notes that one of the “aghtt lies” in the American press was that the
FBI was visiting resisters in Canada and “offeriagirop all charges if [they would] return home
to the U.S. for immediate induction.” This, accaglto Williams, never happened.

% Mark Satin, edManual for Draft-Age Immigrants to Cana@ ed. (Toronto: House of
Anansi Press, 1968): 6.

190 Author Unknown, “Draft-Dodgers Misled, Toronto lger Says'The Globe and Mail,
December 11, 1967. Page 5. ProQuest Historical Napess.
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imperialist and counter-culturat® In other words, Canada and Canadian
society were presented as considerably more atteaaiternatives to the other
choices a young man of draft age who opposed thewas faced with, and to
the domestic and foreign problems America was egpeing. As one author put
it, “if a resister had any doubts about going tm&#a before he read the book,
he seldom had any after finishing 1£*

The document was also extremely important for o#lig¢iorganizations
both within Canada and the United States; Emerititp to the fact that groups
in America often had “insufficient and out-of-datéormation on immigration to
Canada.*** It also comforted some families of resisters tadfered a “complete
description of the situation each person will fagéien he arrived in Canad®¥.

In at least one instance, th@nualwas also considered a valuable source for
immigration officials as the father of a potentiasister found out; upon visiting
a Canadian immigration office and asking about@s$ible extradition of his
son for a draft offence if the family immigrated@anada... an immigration
official...brought out a copy of thelanual”*°®

It will never be known for certain where all of t66,000Manualsended

up, but a record of the bulk sale orders for 19Z®&&pt by TADP provides some

insight into where they were sent during this tipeeiod’°” The record of sales

%1 Barry Craig, “5,000 Manuals Published Here for \D&aft-Dodgers'The Globe and Mail
February 12, 1968. Page 5. ProQuest Historical ldepsrs.

192 Churchill, 191.

1% williams, 67.

194 Emerick, 101.

195 TADP archives, “Manual For Draft Age ImmigrantsGanada,” Box 13, Folder 9.

1% Jones, 21. Jones recounts this event from Wilsmrk®ell's We Hold These Truths...
(Caldwell, Idaho: Caxton Printers, 1976).

Y97 TADP archives, Bulk Order Record, Box 2.
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listed roughly 250 orders for approximately 10,008nuals-°® Most of the
orders recorded were from organizations, whilevalfsted individual names.
The most common type of organization that requestadualswith
approximately 95 orders placed, were other coungedlervices, resistance
groups and peace centers, the majority of whictewsrated in the United
States. The second greatest number of requestschd®d, came from different
branches of the Quaker affiliated American FrieBdsvice Committee. The rest
of the requests came from other anti-war orgaranatiprivate individuals and
universities (including campus ministries, bookssoand libraries). Most of the
orders, therefore, were from organizations thasyareably intended to distribute
the Manualto individuals they were counselling or to keepriference.
Generally, each request was for ten to twenty-diopies; some orders were as
high as 500 — the Midwest Committee for Draft Caalirsg in Chicago placed
multiple orders for this amount.

The sales record also provides insight into whieeentanuals were sent.
From the orders placed, it is apparent that theihent was distributed far and
wide, as it was sent all over Canada and the UiStates. The entries indicate
that in 1970-71, th&lanualwas sent to 27 American states and four Canadian
provinces. All of the manuals sent within Canad8iiish Columbia, Alberta,
Manitoba and Ontario were sent to other anti-wdroaganizations. The top five
states that appear in the inventory for ordersqulagere from New York (51),

California (22), Ohio (19), lllinois (17), and Peaytvania (10). That so many of

108 Al of the following numbers are approximate besmof the illegibility of some of the entries
in the book.
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the orders received were from these five statesldlamme as no real surprise,
since they all had large populations and commuighin them that were
hotbeds of anti-war activity during the era. Sorhthe other states where
requests came from are more surprising; include¢dersales records are entries
from Tennessee, North Dakota and Hawaii — notitsegdlaces that come to

mind when thinking of anti-war activism.
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3) Helping with the Border, Employment and Housing

Although theManual for Draft-Age Immigrants to Canagaepared
many resisters for the border crossing and prowdkadiinformation about
Canada, it did not do a lot to help with their inthiade needs once they arrived.
Physically leaving the United States was only thst §tep in immigrating to
Canada. For those who did not have relatives otactsnorth of the border,
immigrating could be challenging as they searcloe@mployment and housing,
among other things. The Toronto Anti-Draft Prograen@ased the transition for
many.

In addition to helping resisters find jobs and hngsTADP also assisted
individuals to become landed immigrants. Many yo&ngericans who entered
Canada initially did so as visitors. Having “vigitatus” meant that an
individual was allowed to stay in Canada for sixmms, but was not allowed to
work legally until he became a landed immigréfitMany resisters therefore,
went to TADP looking for help on how to become ‘dad” in Canada. Often
times this meant the terrifying prospect of re-entgthe United States and then
turning around to apply at the Canadian bordefrightening ordeal” for
many**° Meeting with a counsellor at the TADP office pregzhone for this
event. One resister recalled that during his first to TADP, he was giving an
explanation of how the “point system” work&d This was a common practice,

and for those who had not read the explanatiohetystem in th#anual, it

19 TADP archives, “Background,” Box 13, Folder 8, Bay
1Owilliams, 75.
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was invaluable information. During the initial miegf, after making sure the
basics like food and shelter were taken care ofumsellor would also inquire
into what documents the resister had and what edetewith him for the border
crossing:*?

After the initial visit, there were follow-up appaments in which
counsellors prepared resisters for their intervieith immigration officials,
discussed any legal problems that might prohilgtrtlirom entry, and
occasionally, consulted with the TADP lawyer fostlminute advice'®
Applying for status at the border was the prefemadhod, as the decision was
immediate and if unsuccessful, the application @¢aflen be withdrawn, which
meant that the resister could re-apply at anotbetdy crossing. An opportunity
to earn more “points” also presented itself atidbeder, as a job offer was worth
up to ten points. Applying within Canada meant thatdecision was not known
for months, a refusal could not be withdrawn, aagaints were given for a job
offer

After everything was in order, and TADP was “cartthiat the applicant
[would] immigrate successfully,” he was providediwiransportation to a
Canadian border town (usually by train to Winds@mce he arrived, he was

billeted with a sympathetic supporter until a rabeild be arranged to take him

" Morgan, 111. He recalled that the system wast ‘sidike the game of careers where you get
stars and hearts and money for certain things, wittythe immigration game you get five points
for speaking English [and] five for speaking Frefich

12 Hagan, 79 and TADP archives, “Background,” Box B@der 8, Page 12.

13 Hagan, 101. TADP had two lawyers who “provide fiesgal advice and represent...clients in
court and at immigration hearings” and “handle...apéo the immigration department when
that department is attempting to deport one of [PAd) clients.” See TADP archives, “Toronto
Anti-Draft Programme,” Box 13, Folder 9, Page 2.

14 Kasinsky, 87.
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across the border and bacROne resister recollected how TADP had the border
crossing down to a fine art: “They knew what tiniehee day and they would
arrange it so that not a whole bunch of people dgoal there at once. They
would have a guy go on the morning shift and aguyn the afternoon
shift...They knew who was there and they knew who syaispathetic and who
wasn't.”**® Knowing which border officials were sympatheticanatal, as they
were responsible for assessing the personal slitiyadfi applicants, which was
worth fifteen points of the total one hundred pblesand often enough to be the
decisive factol”’

The reaction of border officials to resisters rahfyfem outright scorn to
welcoming approval. One resister recounted theystbhow he informed an
immigration officer that he was against the waYiatnam. This knowledge
sparked a tirade that included the officer listiviiere he had served for 10 years
in the Canadian Navy and concluded “I hate theafea-bitch who refuses to
serve his country™*® On the other end of the spectrum was the experiefic
Max Allen, who worked with TADP:

| was interviewed by a very pleasant border guand asked
about my family background. This was a wonderfaby, red-headed

Irishman. So | told him my grandfather was the MayoCork - which

was true - and as soon as | said that, he did $omgetvith the rest of the

papers, put his signature on the bottom and handedne. | didn't have

a job offer and he asked me what | was going td daid I'd continue to
work in draft counselling. He thought that wasrefidea:*®

M5 TADP archives, “Toronto Anti-Draft Programme,” B&8, Folder 9, Page 2.

1% Hagan, 79. According to Kasinsky (Pg. 91), the atarver Committee even “lent out suits
and ties” for resisters to wear when crossing threlér.

17 Kasinsky, 114.

18 Kasinsky, 114.
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Border officials were advised by the Immigrationpgaegment to
discriminate against war resisters. Yet even atsimhen it was made clear that
an individual's draft or military status should rio# factored into a border
official’s assessment, this rule was not alwaymbfeéd?° To counter the
subjectivity of the border officials, TADP devisegys to improve the chances
that a resister would be granted landed immigrettis. One of these was to
“match up” resisters to re-enter Canada togethfervéll-dressed, well spoken
resister would be paired with another whose acaedtappearance might be
more likely to cause problem&*

Another TADP tactic was to provide an individuathvimoney in order
for him to appear as if he would be financiallyfselpporting in Canada, which
would earn him more “points.” The resister wouldgdeen the “float” money,
use it for the border crossing, and then give ckida TADP for someone else to
use. Naomi Wall recalled that the amount of mon@yusted to an individual
could be as much as $1,000 and that only one pessamtook the money and
ran!?> TADP also helped resisters improve their chantésesborder was to
make sure that an individual had a written job offich could earn as many as

ten “points” out of the fifty needed for successfumigration. The best letters

119 Sharon Airhart, “The Ties That BindThe Globe and Majldune 30, 1990. Section D, Page 5.
ProQuest Historical Newspapers.

120 Kasinsky, 114.

2l Hagan, 79. Kasinsky, (Pg. 91) notes that in Vameothere was “a group of ministers and
law students who regularly accompanied refugedisetdorder.... In the event of an irregularity
of procedure, a witness was important.”

122Hagan, 102.
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were ones that highlighted the applicant’s skifid affered prospective
employment in areas where there were short&ges.

Having a job offer to show immigration officials svassential in
obtaining landed immigrant status. Of course emmplayt also helped resisters
make the transition to life in Canada easier. Thigortance was reflected in
TADP'’s counsellor who specialized in helping resistfind job offers and
employment. At first volunteering out of her ownuse, Naomi Wall was
eventually hired by TADP full-time to continue lenployment service's?
TADP files suggest that a lot of time was devoteflriding employment for
resisters who came for counselling. Employmentrimition such as contact
information and pay rates was kept on cue cardeeferenceé?® The types of
jobs listed on the cards were diverse, includingrghing from engineering to
graphic art to janitorial work. Many offers availalwere for casual labour, “odd
jobs” and other low-income positions. One card ddkat both men and women
were welcome for work on an assembly line that $2d.0 an hour. One
position called for “selling paintings door to dbdnat paid nightly while
another offered $2 - 2.50 an hour for “testingaipsychology lab. The
employment reference cards also listed which comegamould knowingly
employ resisters. One company, it was written,llyegeed computer
programmers [and] will [a] hire draft dodger.” Otlmmpanies offered to hire

resisters under certain conditions; one employes ‘walling to hire Americans

12 TADP archives, “Background” Box 13, Folder 8, Page
24 \williams, 69.
125The cards can be found in the TADP archives in BéxFolders 8-13.
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if a job exists” while two others were looking fi@sisters who were “nice,
clean-cut young men” and had a “neat appearance.”

Individuals also offered to assist with employmesoich as the artist who
was looking for someone to help in the studio amatlzer person who offered to
assist those who wanted to get a taxi license.€lWwas also part-time work
available from a pastor who, it was noted on thd,caas a “groovy guy.”
Another simply listed an individual who would “weitetters.” Since
immigration officials had no way of knowing if atier offering a job was for an
actual position, a fictional “job offer” was asr#dicial as a real one for
immigration purpose¥® A note on one of the reference cards indicatet tha
TADP had also figured out the appropriate numbéptiérs” that individual
employers should distribute without raising thepscisn of immigration
officials: “Current Job offers should be kept traxfk A safe assumption is 1
offer per company every 1 % or 2 [months] is cool.”

Of course, a bogus offer for employment was helpfuy for getting
additional points at the border; it did not amotantmuch once an individual was
trying to support himself as he settled in Can&daile TADP was instrumental
in finding employment for some resisters, the orgation could do only so
much. Finding a job was a constant struggle forymadividuals, especially for
resisters without college education, who arrivethareasing numbers as the war
progressed. Even those who had higher educatiotrdwalole, however. One
resister commented on his predicament of being botler and over qualified

for many of the jobs TADP had located: “With a Mastdegree in history I've
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got no special skills...On the other hand, whenllthedse guys [TADP] about
my education, many of them feel I'm too educatedlie jobs they have
open.*?’

Another essential service provided by TADP was terafy housing. As
the decision to leave the United States for Camataoften made hastily, many
resisters arrived without knowing where they waostigly. An attempt was made
by TADP to find housing for every resister who camméheir office in Toronto
as long as they had no way of providing accommoddbr themselves, which
was the case the majority of the tird@ Sympathetic Toronto residents provided
most of the short-term lodging, which occasiontbted for week$? Finding
such accommodation was not always an easy taslevaywas a TADP housing
“sign-up sheet” indicated. The sheet asked ind&islto provide their name,
address and telephone number for accommodatioprandgsed that they would
“always call...before we send anyone.” Twelve peqptevided contact
information, but at least three of them had sorsemations. One wrote that
evening and meals would be fine, but that they“nad-oom!” Another stated
that they were not sure, but that TADP should ttein. Someone else wrote
that they would house people for one to two moothgheir floor, but only in an

emergency> Yet TADP was able to find at least two hundredmiéers to help

126 Churchill, 192.

127 3ohn Cooney and Dana Spitzer, “Hell, No, We W@&®ot” in The American Militaryed.
Martin Oppenheimer (United States: Transaction, [h@71): 126.

128 TADP archives, “Toronto Anti-Draft Programme,” Bak3 Folder 7, Page 7.

129 Edward Cowan, “Draft Dodgers Find Life in Canasl&lbt Easy,'New York TimesApril 10,
1968. Page 49. ProQuest Historical Newspapers.

130 TADP archives, “Housing” Box 24, Folder 14.
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accommodate and feed young Americah# book that TADP used to keep
track of where they sent individuals for lodgingalndicates how extensive
their network was and how many individuals theypkdl The book has
approximately one thousand entries of the namessidters and their hosts; the
entry for June 1969, for example, lists 95 instangbere TADP was able to find
people accommodatior?

Along with finding individuals who would provide sti-term shelter,
TADP also ran a hostel where resisters could €dag. resister recollected that
the hostel was crammed and had transient inhabitant

There were four guys in the front room. There wereouple of

bunks in the second room, there must have beenciofive guys there.

Upstairs there were three bedrooms, they were emallhe younger

single guys stayed downstairs and the married esugtiayed upstairs. |

think there was another room way up in the attw tlf&t would be four

couples and maybe eight or ten single guys. Thercle@ned out the

basement and there were another three or fouresmgys there. There

was always a good quantity of people and it chamdjetie time™*

According to a newspaper article, however, it appézat at least
occasionally people did not randomly come and gdha reporter noted that “27
occupants have decided to stay there permanerntdlit ias been turned into a
boarding house’®*

Other accommodations were provided when TADP’s imgusesources

were stretched to the limit. A church in Torontmaled TADP the use of its

131 Barry Craig, “5,000 manuals published here for.ld:ft-dodgers, The Globe and Majl
February 12, 1968. Page 5. ProQuest Historical [dapars.

132 TADP archives, “Housing Record” (blue book), BaxThe book has approximately 103
pages with roughly ten entries per page.

133Hagan, 78-79.

134 Barry Craig, “5,000 manuals published here for.Udi@ft-dodgers, The Globe and Majl
February 12, 1968. Page 5. ProQuest Historical [Nepars
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basement for a hostEl When nothing could be found for new arrivals, they
would occasionally spend the night in the TADP adfon the couch or floor
before finding lodging the next dayf TADP staff also welcomed resisters into
their homes, as was the case with Naomi Wall: “WYdetesd housing young men
and the women who came with them, sometimes the dod babies, and from
that point on we usually had one or two draft deddieing with us.**” The
organization even had housing contacts outsideog§rito; when one resister
thought he would rather try to apply from withinr@ala than at a border
crossing, he was advised to go to Ottawa and wegee to someone who he

could stay with while he was thel®.

B williams, 67.

138 Churchill, 159.

13"Hagan, 101.

138 Eddie Fitzgerald, “My Life in Exile,” Th&Vashington PosMarch 30, 1975. Section C, Page
4. ProQuest Historical Newspapers.
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4) Draft Resisters and Military Resisters

It is important to remember that TADP was not thi/@rganization in
Canada dealing with American war resisters; by 187re were thirty-two
groups in operation across Canatfdnitially, most of these aid organizations in
Canada were apolitical and focused on helpingtezsisvith immigration
counselling and settlemel{f Typically, organizations created by Canadians
would soon be taken over and run by AmericdhgVith thirty-two such
organizations in existence, it is no surprise fuahe of the groups had different
views about their role in the resistance movenieme. major division between
different organizations was their view of what stsis should do once they got
to Canada. Some, such as TADP, believed that eesishould quietly assimilate
into Canadian life. Their primary objective wash&lp resisters become landed
immigrants and settle into their new lives. Othstgh as Toronto-based
AMEX, believed that resisters should continue twuon American issues and
use Canada as a base from which to oppose th&%&s.time went on, resisters
in AMEX increasingly viewed themselves as beinggerarily in Canada “in
exile.”*3 Groups who sought to involve themselves with Acertiissues also

tried to foster an exile community through sociams and newslettets?

139 Kostash, 61.

140 Kasinsky, 95.

141 Richard Killmer, Robert Lecky and Debrah Wil&hey Can’t Go Home Again: The Story of
America’s Political Refuged®hiladelphia: Pilgrim Press, 1971): 27.

142 Hagan, 80-81.

143 Churchill, 254.

¥4 Churchill, 166-68.
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Some individuals criticized TADP’s approach of m@&nting to “rock the
boat” as too “cautions” and not “effectiv&’® Others saw those who favoured
assimilation as betraying “the political commitneetitey held when they
resisted.**® TADP, however, equated less visibility with appegshe Canadian
public and government (whose support was vifdl)n order to continue
receiving support from “liberal and progressiverses of funding,” TADP
needed to “articulate an explicitly Canadian orion, one which showed that
the group was helping Americans adjust to lifehieit new country and not
merely aiding foreign agitators in exil&*® Furthermore, encouraging people to
assimilate did not mean that they should abandwmepolitical action. Rather,
those who favoured assimilation encouraged resisbegngage in Canadian
issues and even continue to oppose the war — lmrh“a position as
Canadians*® TADP's Bill Spira, in accordance with many on thew Left in
Canada, felt that resisters who did not assimiagee practising “Left
imperialism”: “Americans are not generally knowm tbeir understanding of the
national aspirations of other people and even timercan radicals that come,
especially the American radicals, are very inseresibout it.**°
It has been written that the early wave of ressstieat came from 1966 —

1967 “consisted of articulate radicals who had ndaiveCanada out of the

15 David S. SurreyChoice of Conscience: Vietnam Era Military and Diaésisters in Canada
(New York: Praeger Publishers, 1982): 144.

18 surrey, 148.

14" Hagan, 81.

148 Churchill, 165.

149 Churchill, 161-162.

150 Kasinsky, 140. Kasinsky (Pg. 141) notes how mameAcan resisters “took strong exception
to [these] views and in fact felt that they hadspaally made a contribution against American
imperialism by choosing exile in Canada rather thiginting in Vietnam.”
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university ferment and protest of the antiwar moeani*>* A questionnaire that
was given to one hundred individuals who had begedaby TADP confirmed
this point, as the results showed that over halheim were “radical activist
types.*? During his time at SUPA, however, Mark Satin siateat most of the
people who came for help were not “radicals or i@pg but “really middle
class.?® At the very least, these contesting views inditlag the resisters who
came to Canada should not be viewed as a homoggnows, as they were a “a
diverse section of the American youth populatioa agole” and came from
varying backgrounds.

Of course, there were also many other differencesng draft resisters
and military resisters who came to Canada. Amoat} desisters, for example,
were those who had resisted with a “full-blow cdight” in the United States
that had lasted years as well as those who haaltabl/ no contact with the
draft board.*** Among military resisters were people who had wijliy enlisted
in the military before rejecting it, those who wanducted against their will but
hoped to avoid being sent to Vietham, and even sehteentered the military
with the hopes of resisting from within the Armexides but soon concluded
their aims were futilé>® The length of time a military resister served befo
leaving for Canada also varied greatly — some iddais left almost
immediately upon induction, while some who cam€&mada had already

served in Vietnam before they decided to resigilysing any future

151 Kasinsky, 24.

%2 |bid.

>3 Wakefield, 10.

154 TADP archives, “Background,” Box 13, Folder 8, Bay
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participation™>° As Katie McGovern from TADP noted, there was rypftal”
draft or military resistet>’ Yet some generalizations can be made about the
resisters who came to Canada. The first resistecsoame to Canada were
primarily those who were resisting the draft. Tybig, they were middle class
and college or university educated. Most of theskviduals had some money
when they arrived in Canada and many also hadujiost of their families.
Military resisters, or “deserters,” were genergibunger, less educated, and
from working class backgrounds. They tended to hes® support from their
families than draft resisters and often arrive@anada with little mone{’?

When military resisters began arriving in Tororam counsellors falsely
assumed that they could not legally stay in Canisidaeik Satin recalled that
military resisters were told that “they would haweeturn to the United States
on the advice of the TADP lawyerS® Canadian aid organizations believed that
desertion from the United States military prohidige individual from
immigrating to Canada. After researching the Caaraéixtradition Treaties and

the Canadian Immigration Act in-depth, it was disar@d that this was not the

case'®® Although TADP learned that military resisters wane specially

155 Anthony Astrachan, “Many U.S. Exiles Prefer Canad&e Washington Podtebruary 21,
1972. Page A21. ProQuest Historical Newspapers.
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excluded from immigrating and they no longer hative “underground,” they
were still handled separately from draft resistershe press, TADP denied they
had anything to do with military resisters. In &&%lobe and Mail article, Jack
Pocock stated that TADP sent military resistersafiother organization-**

TADP had decided to handle military resisters sajgdy, away from the public
eye. As “poking and prying” reporters who were ‘wanxious to get the story
about deserters during that time....haunted the TAfiPe,” the organization
decided that some of the resisters had to be plaretrground.*®?

In 1966, SUPA had asked Bill Spira for help dealwith military
resisters who contacted the organizafiStSpira had left his native Hungary in
1938 and immigrated to the United States beforeignto Canada in the early
1950s:°* Spira had left the United States during the Md@agra after losing
his job for refusing to “identify radical friend$® He established himself
financially in Canada and ran a steel businessdiddta million dollars in a year
in sales.*® Spira served on the executive board of TADP anenekier a

military resister arrived in Toronto, he was sen&pira for assistance. His

181 Ross H. Munro, “AWOL in Canada: Deserters Hide iBétDodgers, The Globe and Mail
April 20, 1968. Page 1. ProQuest Historical Newspap
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involvement grew from initially providing only fooand shelter to a couple
military resisters to eventually housing seventeeople in his basemetfY.
Once he became overwhelmed with resisters, Spgarba sub-program of
TADP that specifically aided individuals who haft lae armed forces and
come to Canad¥® When TADP began openly aiding military resist@pira
became an immigration counsellor for the organizefi® By 1968, Spira was
satisfied that he had assisted more than six hdndrgary resisters: “I'm proud
to say that | have played a key role in the faat tiee have 5 divisions in Canada
instead of in Vietnam®”°

There are a few explanations as to why TADP dethatithey were in
any way involved in counselling military resistelisring 1967-68. According to
Bill Spira, the main reason was that they fear@eéreussions: “For quite a
while we separated the two operations in Torontabse we simply worried
about the public image of the Toronto Anti-Drafogramme and of
donations....We anticipated that the Canadian pupinion toward deserters
would be more negative toward them than toward desfsters.*"* This was
incorrect, however, as public opinion was not agtitoas feared. Spira noted
that the assumption had been “really swayed bytherican public opinion and
American attitudes and not by Canadian attitud&s&ccording to Mark Satin,

the reason was that TADP and other organizatiodsaagentleman’s
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agreement” with the Canadian government. The adrurations could continue
counselling any resisters as long as they “didoudlicize that the government
‘welcomed deserters**?

After 1969, TADP no longer had to hide that theyavaiding military
resisters after the government openly declaredalhatsisters were allowed in
Canada. The transition between 1966 and 1969 i@#madian government’s
policy towards resisters has been well examinddagan’sNorthern Passage
Hagan examines how the policy went from an unwritielicy that was adverse
to resisters to a liberalized policy that did nistcdminate against them. It is
worth briefly tracing this development before dissing TADP’s role in the
transition. In 1966, a memo was circulated “amomgisters and immigrations
officers” which stated that draft resisters coutd be refused immigration on
their draft status, but that their status couldaben into account. Military
resisters, on the other hand, were not to be aglhitt Canada. This memo
“articulated what had until then been an unwritpelicy excluding American
servicemen.* This position was a violation of the Canadian Imration Act
that made “no mention of draft or military servicdowever, by 1966 few
Americans were immigrating to Canada, so the uciaffdepartmental policy
had not yet became a significant is$(feAlthough the departmental officials
became increasingly inclined towards a liberaligeticy, there was the “fear of
offending Canada’s powerful American neighbor”: thipation ofpotential

American opposition likely stalled the liberalizatipolicy before it could be

173 bid., 111.
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extended to military resisters’® Any attempt by Tom Kent, the immigration
minister at the time, and other leading officiadiberalize the policy was also
thwarted by the department’s own immigration offecéAs the front-line
administrators of immigration policy, these offisgrossessed covert,
discretionary power to subvert legal departmenicgdlAs 234 of 353
immigration officers in Canada were veterans, tiieynot sympathize with the
plight of military resisterd?’

After the election of Trudeau in 1968, Allan MacBan became the new
Immigration Minister. Within a month of being swam MacEachen explicitly
hardened the government’s policy; any hope oferdilization in the policy
towards military resisters was dashed for the timieg: “a confidential
memorandum was sent to all border station officialstructing them that
military resisters could be rejected on the bakth® officer’s discretion,
however great an applicant’s qualifications migiteowise be*’® Although the
memo and subsequent policy were meant to be canidethe information was
leaked to a newspaper columnist named Ron Hagdexrtoegan writing about
how immigration officers were not as objective lasyt should have been
towards military resisters. This was a major tugnomint, as the issue became
debated publicly. Although the government deniedas discriminating against
military resisters, a “test” by five Canadian unsigy students suggested the

opposite was true. Each student posed as the samédan military resister

5 Hagan, 37-38.
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with the same copies of documents and attemptbddome landed immigrants
at different border crossings. Four of the five evdenied entry, while the other
was given an application but did not fill it outn®of the five was told bluntly
that “people at the border are under instructiastsmlet deserters in-** Hagan
illustrates how pressure from the United Church,ghess, changing public
opinion in favour of resisters, as well as dis$syrh within the Liberal
government and other cultural and political grobpkped to change the
Immigration Minister’s position. The most importdattor, however, was the
lack of opposition from Washington: “These cultur@dources prevailed only
after the Nixon administration revealed its owneaadiveness about the war
resisters’ migration®® In the process, the issue became less about the
“suitability” of military resisters and more aboDanadian sovereignty in
relation to Americd® Nevertheless, within the year, even Prime MiniSterre
Elliott Trudeau was quoted as saying that Canadaldtbe a “refuge from
militarism.”*%?

TADP played an instrumental role in shaping pubfinion on the issue

of military resisters and pushing the governmewiatals a favourable policy. In

1968, after TADP became aware of the governmentses directive to

179 bid., 45-46. Kasinsky (Pg. 119) noted how theultisg story was “widely carried by all the
major newspapers” and that “most of the stories..Gartadian government practices in this
incident in an indefensible position.” WilliamsgPL10) also wrote about this event and stated
that the press coverage “incense[ed] the publimagthese petty bureaucrats who were
enforcing American laws while ignoring their own.”

180 Hagan, 37. Williams (Pg. 110-11) places a Lib&td. named Marcel Prud’homme in the
center of the story. Prud’homme “brought togethearity-five Liberal M.P.s who met with
Minister MacEachen and urged him to change hicpbhfter Prime Minister Trudeau hinted
that he would not be against “Parliament bringingspure to bear against the immigration
department.”
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immigration officers that military resisters sholle excluded from immigrating
to Canada, TADP “prepared for a ‘head-on fight vitimigration.” The
organization planned to publicize the discriminatiesisters faced at the border
and hoped to influence public opinibf.One way they publicized the issue was
through the press. Some of the articles writtefiRbg Haggart that were
instrumental in bringing the issue to the publicdeveritten with the help of Bill
Spira’®* A “full-scale publicity campaign” was also inited within Canada®”

As the issue became a public debate in 1968-69,F Ao stopped trying to
hide that the organization was directly involvediding military resisters:
“We... [started]... a publicity campaign showing deéses to the press; in other
words, ‘Meet Your Local Deserter and See That Heddd Have Horns'....The
press gobbled it up. A lot of human interest sedame out**° In conjunction
with other Canadian resister organizations, TADI® &bbied the Immigration
Minister, Members of Parliament and Prime Ministendeau:®’ In April of

1969, it was reported that a number of notable Giana had signed a petition
that originated with TADP. The petition stated tHatS. deserters should be
accorded the same treatment as refugees who hemmeetodCanada from
European counties” and critiqued the Immigratiop&gment for rejecting
“potential immigrants who have deserted from theeat forces of a foreign

power, even though by objective criteria they asiidble applicants.” Among
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those who added their signatures to TADP’s petiti@ne Tommy Douglas,
Pierre Berton, Farley Mowat, and Gordon Sinci&ir.

The announcement of the government’s liberalizdtyo 1969 was a
major victory for the Canadian anti-war movemeNaomi Wall recalled the
importance of not only pressuring the governmermht@nge its views, but also
having the Immigration Minister publicly declareesthew policy in the House of
Commons?® The change in policy also came as a surprisert@snembers of
TADP. Bill Spira expressed his shock that the ootedad been favourable
towards the resistance movement: “It was the &nst only political action that |
was even engaged in that was successful. After ere successful we said, by
God, what did we do wrong — we've succeed&dTo ensure that their
exuberance was not built upon false hopes, TADPahaditary resister attempt
to become a landed immigrant at a border crossirg‘test case” the day after
the Immigration Minister's announcement. The indual was successful, and
even received “extra points for U.S. Army trainasa helicopter repairmaf*
The attention of aid organizations in Canada themetd to informing others
about the change in polidy?

The declaration of the Canadian government in May969 that both
draftand military resisters would be admitted to Canaddawuit regard to their
military status led to a dramatic shift in the tygfeesisters who came to

Canada. There was an influx of military resist&sthe information of the
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Saturday, April 26, 1969. Page 2. ProQuest Histblitewspapers.
189
Hagan, 103.
190 Kasinsky, 126.

53



“open-door” policy spread, “the number of draft-agales entering Canada as
landed immigrants each month tripled between Agnid August of 19693

The government’s policy was not the only cause,dw@r. The development of
the anti-war Gl movement was another critical facttwrough “informal
coffeehouses” near military bases and the spreadtefvar underground
newspapers on the bases, many individuals in thi&angibecame opposed to the
war during these yeat&? As Bill Spira noted, the typical draft resister
encountered the anti-war movement in college, vdtetiee average military
resister usually did not encounter the movement @ty were in the military.
This observation and the large number of militasisters arriving at TADP’s
office led Spira to quip, “I guess you might sagritthat the army is our biggest
recruiter.”®® Increasing anti-war sentiments among the genegllption, as
demonstrated by the large-scale protests in Wakdnirend the revelation of war
atrocities in Vietnam such as the My Lai massaais®) played a part in military
resisters arriving later in Canada than draft tes$® Counselling

organizations in the United States informed moiranre military resisters that

Canada was an optiol!
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During this same period, draft resisters stoppedicg in large numbers.
The decrease in draft resisters was the resulhahaber of factors. As draft
counselling in America improved, it was easierdsist the draft without leaving
the country: “A simple change of address or an appkthe draft classification
[could slow] the whole drafting process down>'Changes in draft laws also had
a major impact, as medical deferments became dasidétain and the
introduction of the “lottery system” meant that mpairoung men knew they
would not be drafte® There were also events in Canada that led to the
decrease. The October Crisis in 1970, and thetiegulse of the War Measures
Act which suspended civil liberties, gave some pti&t resisters pause as they
questioned how much freedom they would encountehru the bordef* A
downturn in the Canadian economy and subsequentmigmployment also led
aid organizations such as TADP to discourage idd@&is from coming to
Canad&®! The change in the type of resisters coming to Gamed one resister
publication to note that “Canada is presently sodked with deserters that an
ordinary draft dodger causes one to sit up andnakee. This is a sharp
reversal of the situation less than a year ago wkeynfew deserters even knew
Canada was open to thef?

The large number of military resisters who arrived969 and 1970 had
a great impact on the movement in Canada. Wherai#ierclass draft resisters

had little trouble becoming landed immigrants abthming jobs, this was not

198 Author Unknown, “Anti-Draft Center Thrives in Cai®” The Hartford CourantApril 1,
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the case for most military resisters. The transitmlife in Canada was often
much more difficult for military resisters than fdraft resisters. Whereas draft
resisters were usually well prepared with “inforraat money, [and]
documents,” military resisters often left the Uditgtates in haste, sometimes
directly from the military base where they werdisteed, and regularly arrived
in Canada with few possessions or as®&taccording to TADP’s Dick
Burroughs, individuals would sometimes walk inte tirganization’s office
“with their fatigues on sometimes, with [a few do#]...and that's it?** This
lack of preparedness caused many problems in thegration process. It was
much more difficult to get “landed” without any c¢tgb or the required
document$®® Another obstacle was that many military resistensid not earn
the requisite “points” since they did not have egtoeducation or work skil°
The result was that many military resisters cowtllegally immigrate and
became a greater burden on aid organizations’ ressince they could not
support themselved! Even those who did have status and could legadigkw
had a hard time finding employméfit. TADP also noted that military resisters
tended to be more “disoriented” upon arrival and i turn led to more
difficulties: “Because of their legal situation atie inhuman experience in
Armed Forces boot camps which has driven them ac¢hesborder, deserters are

much more disoriented and alienated from societyanyheed individual

2L TADP archives, “Toronto Anti-Draft Programme,” B8, Folder 9, Page 3.
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guidance through every step of immigration andtdudeir disorientation fail to
hold jobs for very long2®® Some military resisters also arrived with “serious
emotional and social problem$-® This undoubtedly included those who had
served in Vietnam before coming to Canada and edfirom post-traumatic
stress disorder.

In April 1970, Naomi Wall appeared in Toronto be&f@ Government
Committee on Youth to stress the serious problemantly arrived resisters
were faced with. She explained that they were Itatriouble finding
employment, getting landed and were not eligiblegimvernment assistance.
Since many were “afraid to ask ‘establishment’ ages..for help because it
would define them as undesirable for immigratiahgy had few places or
people to turn to. Although some were getting &sce from non-
governmental, counter-cultural organizations, cthegre “starving on the
streets.” She noted that TADP continually had tibda resisters who had
committed petty crimes. Wall pointed out the hymcof the government as
they allowed resisters to enter Canada, but didingtfor them once they
arrived. She also informed the committee that enl#éist two months, two
American resisters had committed suicitfe.

As Canada received more military resisters Canaaduorganizations
began to question the view that the assimilatioresisters was their “primary

mission.” Some counsellors began to see how thssisia (and racism) inherent

28 TADP archives, “Toronto Anti-Draft Programme,” B&x, Folder 11.
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in the Selective Service laws were being replicatetie Canadian Immigration
Act.?*? Just as poorer individuals had a harder time pistgideferments (they
did not qualify for student deferments when theyenia place and they could
not afford lawyers to help them out) and were ttaused into the military,
Canada’s “points system” conspired to keep poaskilled resisters “unlanded.”
Thus, some aid organizations were “forced to becpafiéical pressure groups”
as they realized that assimilation was not reaaiiilable to everyon&? The
arrival of military resisters changed some TADP rbers’ perspectives,
including Naomi Wall: “I began to see that this veaslassist and racist war, not
only in terms of the Viethamese, who were south&astn and being bombed
into oblivion, but also in terms of who the desesteere.?**

The arrival of large numbers of military resistesose needs were
greater than those of draft resisters also coincidéh an important conference
in Montreal in 1970 that involved anti-war actiggtom Canada and the United
States. Tom Hayden and Carl Ogelsby, both pasidemts of SDS, spoke at the
gathering and encouraged resisters in Canadarteeftiaeir resistance as an
American issue. They also “emphasized the needdimons to stay in the
United States and work for change thef® Hayden'’s view was that the “major
struggle for Americans was in the ‘motherland™ &Adanericans in Canada

should realize that they were there for politieasons?'® The dominate view

1 Ross H. Munro, “Some U.S. Draft-Dodgers Turnin@time, Even Suicide, Toronto Woman
Tells Committe¢ The Globe and Maijl April 24, 1970. Pgl. ProQuest Historical Newspape
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at the conference was that resisting the draftdoyicg to Canada was not
effective enough; draft resisters should stay einited States and help end the
war there. Leaving the military, however, was sagi political act, and so
priority should be given to helping military resist come to Canad&’ One

TADP member interpreted Oglesby and Hayden’s mesaagjiving the aid
organizations an important role to play, as thayld@donake people aware “that
they are not doing anything political by simply dagup here.” The conference
came at a time when some people in TADP were wamgi@ow to be more
political “within the confines of TADP which wastsgp as an aid

organization.?*® Priority counselling provided the answer.

27 Kasinsky, 134-35.
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5) Different Forms of Counselling

Of all the services TADP provided, they considgpadrity counselling
to be the most vital and also the least understtigeart of priority counselling
involved examining all the options an individuabiHzefore providing him with
immigration counselling. After an individual arrivén the TADP office, a
counsellor would explain all the alternatives oped inform him that Canada
was not his only optiof?’ People who had quickly fled often arrived without
receiving any counselling (or inaccurate counsg)lin the United States,
unaware of the poor economic situation in Canadkh, kttle money and few of
the necessary documeftsThe potential immigrant was made aware of the
seriousness of the decision and informed that heewantually be cut off from
families, friends and homelané?® Part of the reason that TADP implemented
this new form of counselling was that they had av&ced that many men came
to Canada feeling they had no alternative whemadh they did: “We see 18
year-olds who panic when they receive a 1-A nadice dash to Canada before
they find out their lottery number will not be detened for another year. Rather
than give these men immigration counselling stri@gfay, we try to correct their
mistake made state-side so they can make a maythienmature decision
concerning immigration to Canad®® Thus, many individuals who could obtain
some type of deferment or resist the war withithen United States were

encouraged to stay in the country and explorefahar options before making

29 TADP archives, “Toronto Anti-Draft Programme,” B&8, Folder 9, Page 3.
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the decision to head north. This advice was esliepigessed upon resisters who
could still legally remain in the United States. DR felt that those who had the
option to return to the United States should darsbtry to improve their
situation or work and save money until forced tmedo Canad&* They were
advised to try and obtain deferments, Conscientidpjector status and to
appeal court decisions. This would not only buyetiout also use legal means to
“clog the Selective Service SysteRT>TADP also stressed the importance of
obtaining “competent draft counseling” in the Uditgtates; the organization
estimated that “at least 75% of draft age men shbaleligible for deferments or
exemptions, provided that they receive good dmtinseling.??° While TADP
believed that the “final decisions rest with thego®” being counseled, they also
thought that a “full range of choices” should b&eoéd “with the emphasis on
using as many options as possible.” No one shoallidired to make an
“irrevocable decision,” TADP reasoned, without “the@st thorough kind of
counseling.??” They did not try to change someone’s mind abonting to
Canada, but rather gave them all of the informatbich they might otherwise
not have received so that they could make an irddrdecisiorf?®

Helping individuals explore their options and avaithecessarily drastic

measures was only one aspect of priority counggllfPriority counselling also
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261) notes that in some areas, indictments fordtion refusal were backlogged over two years.
226 Toronto Anti-Draft Programmeévianual for Draft-Age Immigrants to Cana@¥ ed
(Toronto: Toronto Anti-Draft Programme, 1971). Tieth and final edition of thanualwas
(2'.]2L7Jite different from the others in that it highltgd priority counselling.

Ibid.

61



involved giving counselling to those who neededdatst. This was usually draft
resisters who had been sent notices of inductidreapecially military resisters,
neither of whom could not return to the United &awithout fear of reprisal. As
well, it was usually military resisters that hasvég means available to establish
themselves successfully in Canada. TADP believen ftarce resources should
be given to those who needed them most and thdtwas determined in part by
the options an individual had open to Hif.

The weak Canadian economy and poor job market ntleanit was
becoming harder and harder for any resister todmgloyment, so TADP felt
that those who did not have to come to Canada ehmif*° According to
TADP, there were three major reasons that Amenieaisters were having
difficulty finding jobs in Canad&®' A recession in the United States had led to a
downturn in the Canadian economy that caused ariseemployment as high
as 14% for ages 19 to 25, an age bracket that messisters were if®> TADP
observed that the “corporate head offices in NewkYabose Canadian
subsidiaries long before they close their U.S. tslariFrom those wonderful
people who brought you Vietnam, you get Canadisampioyment.?** The
second reason TADP offered was that 60%-80% d@atladian businesses were
owned by American interests and they would simplgt‘hire Americans of

draft age.*** The American domination of the Canadian economy indicated
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as a cause of employment problems for resisteeaidyg as 1967 by Mark Satin.
He noted that a number of American subsidiarigSanada were “quite blunt —
they don’t want anything to do with u&*® The final reason given by TADP for
the lack of employment opportunities in Canada w@anadian
Nationalism...combined with a rising backlash agafstericans,” which led to
a “Canadian first’ policy of employment when an Arican applies for a
job.”?%® A combination of these three factors made findingployment for
resisters a laborious task for TADP staff. SurbBytcould relate to the member
of a resister aid organization in Ottawa who dé&satihis role as “finding work
mostly with prejudiced employers for mostly unsdlfellows in a very
depressed job market®

To facilitate people who wanted to return to thetebh States, TADP
became heavily involved in draft and military coelfiag. Draft counselling was
given to individuals who had left the United Staaesl had problems with their
draft boards. TADP helped many individuals who Heaft-related problems by
looking into their cases and attempting to resalg issues. A letter produced
by TADP stressed the importance of contacting tigamzation about selective
service “file checks” in order to see if there veay possibility that draft charges

could be dismissed. TADP stated that they had fonady cases in which
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“indictments have been dropped for selective serviolations...normally
because of the problems that the boards had iowiolh basic procedures.” It
was also mentioned that in cases where there wesl@tment, this did not
automatically mean that the government had a sals@, as “there can be a good
defence lurking about.” One of these defencessémee document noted, was
that file checks and counselling had revealedrteaty cases had been handled
illegally by the selective service, which providgmunds for dismissaf®

TADP also composed a letter outlining how to obtaselective service
number in the event an individual did not have dre letter opened
humorously, “Yes, Virginia, your selective servimember is important,” but
also stressed the importance of having the nunsbere a draft case could not
be re-opened without it. The process of gettingniilvaber from one’s local draft
board was explained in detail, and it was suggdst@da family member or
friend in the United States could obtain it. Thgaorization also forewarned
resisters of the “tricks” that the draft board ntigly and play in an attempt to
block access to the information: “On the odd and teme, some draft boards
might say: ‘Well, yes, Form 102 is open to the pyhdut for only one hour a
week and that hour just expired 15 minutes ago. €batk next week.’ BS.
That's illegal.***
Another form of counselling provided by TADP wasereed to as

military, discharge or repatriation counsellingisiimvolved working with a
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military resister to obtain a discharge from then&d Forces. Similar to draft
counselling, a “file check” was done on an indi\atls military record to see if
his case had been dropped or if there were groieng@sdischargé?® This
process could take months “due to the complexitd/\aagueness of military law
and its application®*! Over time, this became the most requested sefAGP
offered?*? TADP even noticed that an increasing number opfgetraveled to
their office who had no intention of immigrating@anada because “they have
heard that we can help get them discharg&s.”

Along with helping draft resisters get charges dssed and military
resisters get discharges, TADP also helped to rsalesthat no “secret
indictments” were waiting for people if they crodsbe border back in to
America. A newspaper article from t#obe and Mailndicated that there were
indictments waiting in the U.S. for individuals wiw@re unaware of them. Dick
Brown outlined the predicament faced by a large lmemof resisters in Canada:
“A man here in Canada can check his U.S. Attorneffise through a lawyer,
find there is no open indictment, then go homertd & pair of handcuffs
waiting for him through a secret indictment.” Sirthe indictments were “sworn
before a jury behind closed doors,” it was not kndww many there were, but
Brown estimated the number to be in the thousakittsough no one who went
back to the States from Toronto had ran into thiblem, it had happened to

resisters on the west coast of Canada. The antéd that through legal
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processes, TADP was definitely able to help resdtad out about public
indictments and often discover if there were sdadittments’** In another
letter issued by TADP, it was noted that there ve¢se cases where men had
moved around the United States and were “liablgetander indictment in any
one of the areas where they have lived.” TADP relmihresisters that if they
had “dealt with more than one board [to] pleaseersake you are not wanted in
each and every area” and provided suggestions &loauto find out what an
individual’s status wa&"® Either by doing “file checks” on behalf of resister

by providing them with the know-how to do it by theelves, TADP was able to
help many resisters settle their cases. AccordingNDP, even the discovery of
an indictment was helpful to resisters, as “oney tknow where they stand and
what they face, they are able to deal with theiragion in a realistic manner, and
to therefore feel more secur&®At the very least, the discovery of an
indictment prevented a resister from returning® Wnited States where he
might face many unexpected legal difficulties.

As military resisters started arriving in Canadgteater numbers in
1969-70, they also formed new organizations thaewé&en known as
“American Deserter Committees.” These groups formedt least five Canadian
cities: Toronto, Montreal, Ottawa, Regina and Vanes?*’ Along with

providing counselling and operating hostels, treesamittees also “viewed
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political action and propaganda against Americapenalism as an important
priority.”?*® Part of the reason they continued to focus on Asarrissues was
that, unlike the draft resisters who came to Canauil&ary resisters could not
easily assimilaté*® In Toronto, TADP and the American Deserter Comemitt
(ADC) generally had a cordial relationsii3.TADP sometimes referred
resisters to the ADC, who operated two hostelsinrdown Torontd>! In a

sign of solidarity, the two organizations, alonghwanother Toronto resister
organization named Red White and Black, held & joiess conference in May
1970 to defend themselves against attacks fromnfoomayor, who had
accused them of inciting violence at a protest lmclv ninety-three people were
arrested. The protest had been in response torttexiéan invasion of
Cambodia and the killing of four students at Ketatt& and it had ended at the
American consulate in Toronto. The Toronto orgatozre maintained that
although fifteen resisters had been arrested,rittest or violence had not been
their initiative. A lawyer for the groups pointedtdhat the Vietnam
Mobilization Committee was in fact a Canadian oigaton. TheGlobe and
Mail sided with the resisters, and after meeting withToronto groups, the
mayor announced that the “ringleaders” of the mtotenfortunately were

Canadians?®?
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It's important to remember that white males werethe only ones who
came north. African-Americans and women who oppdkediraft and the war
also came to Canada. Blacks that left the UnitetkeStfor Canada had the
additional difficulty, at least initially, of assitating into a predominantly white
society. One African-American commented that thveas a race problem in
Canada similar to the urban areas of the northaited States and added that
for any black who had emigrated from Watts, Hartanbetroit, entering
Canada was like “jumping into a pitcher of buttdkmi?>* An additional
difficulty was that the blacks in Canada that AdneAmerican resisters did
encounter were culturally different. As one blaekister commented, “the West
Indians felt as though they were the real blacksthat they weren't so
influenced by the whites as black Canadians wesea Black American, | felt
like | was in the middle, sort of a mediator betwélee two groups®* The
dislocation and discrimination felt by black Amexicresisters was the subject of
a Toronto newspaper article from 1970. In the krtia young African-American
man stated that he had trouble obtaining help ff&@P because of a “subtle
anti-black bias.” Accounts of black resisters hdlpg TADP, however,
illustrate that the organization extended aid tergone regardless of their race.
Alan Haig-Brown'’s portrayals of American resistanso immigrated north
includes the story of Charles Belcher, an Africam&kican who left New Jersey

for Canada. Belcher recounts how TADP found hingiod, employment, and
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helped him get landed immigrant staftsJohn Hagan’s book also includes the
story of an African-American man named Rob Winslelao was assisted by
TADP. Winslow was drafted into the Army and immedig had reservations
about military life. The classist nature of theitaity was readily apparent to
Winslow: “One night we're there eating and this gays, ‘You know, this is the
first time I've ever had three meals a day. Youwnehat else, this is the first
time I've ever had shoes that didn't leak.” Anaddked at him and | was
thinking, so...that's how the army work&® After talking with a friend who had
served in Vietnam, Winslow also better understobdtvie came to regard as
the racist nature of the war, as his friend infadrhen that “they were using
black guys like canaries in a coal mine, stickisgup front just to see if the
others would make it?®’ After Winslow decided to come to Canada, he went t
TADP for help. Winslow credited Naomi Wall from TADfor saving his life

“on more than one occasioff’® Hagan also writes that in addition to his own
initiative and the support of his family, the supdee received from Wall and
TADP “eventually resulted in his making a succelsgansition to a new life in
Canada.®®

If some blacks did not feel that they were adedudtelped by TADP, it

is probable that the cause was less to do withridhgtation and more to do with

ignorance. As Kasinsky pointed out, some Africanekitans who came to
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TADP were not told that there was a sympathetickmmunity “because
they [TADP] did not know about i?®° To make up for this lack of knowledge, a
group of three black resisters, one of whom haddomADP for assistance
upon arrival, founded their own aid group in 193alled the Black Refugee
Organization. Among other things, the Toronto-basegnization billeted
African-Americans with black families in Canada.ditesky notes how this
black-oriented group “functioned as a parallel oigation to TADP, yet there
was co-operation between them.” Most African-Amanicesisters that entered
the TADP office were referred to the Black Refu@#ganization for additional
support?®

The existence of organizations in Toronto that gpadly aided black
resisters helps explain why there are not morgeates to African-Americans
aided by TADP**? Yet it must be remembered that not many blackseho
resist the Vietham War by leaving America. One regccited that the highest
estimate he heard regarding the number of blacktees in all of Canada was
fewer than a thousarf@ Blacks comprised just three per cent of Kasinsky’s
sample; this low number, Kasinsky wrote, was regmestive of “the low
percentage of blacks who had sought emigrationsadugion to their draft or

military problems.” Those who did come to Canadasiksky found, tended to

%9 bid., 109. The following article also includes Afrfican-American who was helped by
TADP. See John Burns, “Deaf to the Draft: Calledlis., but Asleep in TorontoThe Globe
and Mail, October, 11, 1967. Section A, Page 2. ProQuestbHcal Newspapers.

20 Kasinsky, 101.

281 |pjd.

%2 The Black Refugee Organization was not the orggkloriented aid group as Emerick (Pg.
231) comments on a West Indian agency in Toronted&bony Social Services that extended
their social services to black resisters.
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come from middle-class backgrounds and most héghat a few years of
college educatiof®*

Hagan has noted that the question of why morebld not leave the
United States often emerges in accounts of thelleeee is not one simple
answer, however, and many possible explanations bagn given. As alluded
to above, one reason given was that the cultureksbiomoving to Canada was
greater for black Americans than it was for thelt& counterparts. As one
African-American who came to Canada stated in @18terview, few blacks
left the United States because they would have leasng their “people” and
entering a culture with “few blacks...most of [whoare West Indians?®°
Some African-Americans that left the country wenéazed by friends for
doing so because it was evidently not the “blatliig to do. One African-
American resister stated that some of his peengsacchim of wanting to go to
Canada because he “was trying to become like ‘Whit&°

Some have suggested that African-Americans were fitaly to live
“underground” in American urban centers than com€anada. An individual
who worked for TADP suggested that most black tess'probably hide in the
big city ghettos...they don’t have to leave the coptu find a safe refuge?®’
An equally valid explanation is that the knowledlgat Canada was a viable

option of Canada was not widespread among AfricareAcans. One black

263 John Egerton, “Why Canada attracts few U.S. Negtd@e Globe and MajlNovember 7,
1970. Page 7. ProQuest Historical Newspapers.

%4 Kasinsky, 11.

255 John Egerton, “Why Canada attracts few U.S. Negtdée Globe and MajlNovember 7,
1970. Page 7. ProQuest Historical Newspapers.

26 Kasinsky, 13.
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resister who did leave the United States for Caisadgested that more African-
Americans would have left had they known that ottlack resisters had made
the transition successfulfy® Another black resister in Canada came to the same
conclusion, noting that “black kids don’t have game access to information” as
“white middle-class college kids who've been thrbulge whole Vietnam
peacenik trip.2°° Yet the wife of an African-American resister whanee to
Canada did not believe that it was a lack of knogée but rather the perception
that blacks would not be granted immigration stdtGanada was not an option,
and that was a well-known fact in the black commyriecause they're black
and they’re not going to get in. It was just asclas if you close the door, it
closes.?”®

Women also came to Canada in large numbers durewyietnam era. It
has already been noted that women were centrhktoperation of TADP. Yet
the experience of women who came to Canada hasupelemrepresented in
literature on the topic. Part of the explanatioryrba that some people do not
see the women who left America as “resisters,”esthey were not threatened
by the draft. Yet, it is evident that some of themwen who came felt that they
were doing their part to resist the war machineth&tconference that was held
in Montreal in 1970, female participants felt thi&ey too were political

refugees; they too had to make the political deni$d leave the United

%7 Author Unknown, “Anti-Draft Center Thrives in Cai®” The Hartford CourantApril 1,
1970. Page 34. ProQuest Historical Newspapers.

28 williams, 340.

2% |bid., 341.

2% Hagan, 108-109.
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States.?”* Some of the women came to Canada with men, betettame alone,
and as Naomi Wall commented, they “made their omtiwar statement by
leaving the States™ Women also visited TADP in significant numbersorfir
the period between March 10 to June 10, 1972 xample, TADP counselled
379 individuals. Of this number 54 were women, ahdut half of them had

come along’®

271 Kasinsky, 134.
272 Hagan, 29.
23 TADP archives, “Quarterly Report,” Box 25, Folder
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6) The Attention Turns Toward Sweden

In 1972, TADP was faced with a new challenge as #aeaa resisters
who had gone to Sweden were now looking to contgeattada. Like Canada,
Sweden had been a refuge for resisters, sincectidgl not be extradited for
draft related offense<? By 1972, many Americans — especially military
resisters — wanted to leave Sweden and wondef@ahi&da would be a suitable
alternative’”®> TADP had been informed of the situation afteritajkwith people
in America and Sweden and some others who hadthgdeen in Swedef(°
In response, TADP began to look into all the raled regulations to see if it was
possible for Americans in Sweden to come to Candd®P planned to write a
supplement to thBlanualthat was specifically for Americans in Sweden.
Writing to a contact in Sweden, Dick Brown mentidrikat this took longer then
expected because of a “situation of total confusadoout what documents an
American citizen without an American passport neddeenter Canada as a
visitor from Sweden. TADP was having a lawyer laato the matter and did
not want to send any “hasty messed up informatféhth a letter to another
contact in Sweden, Dick Brown noted that comin@#mada from Sweden must

done carefully, as there were many “pitfalls in &an immigration procedures

27 James Dickersomorth to Canada: Men and Women Against the Vietiéan (Westport,

CT and London: Praeger Publishers, 1999): 2.

275 Based on the literature available in the TADP mehthe reason that Americans wanted to
leave Sweden is not entirely clear. Some of thererefer to the “rough situation”, how “things
are getting pretty tough” and that there were tafgpeople concerned about what's going
down.” Another mentions that “they seem to havenawere problems than our people up here
have [in Canada).” It is possible that the Swedjstiernment was becoming more hostile
towards military resisters. According to Baskir étdauss (Pg. 198), “Swedes began to sour
upon the young Americans” between 1970-73.

Z’® TADP archives, “Letter: August 31, 1972,” Box Fylder 1.

2" TADP archives, “Letter: July 20, 1972,” Box 19,|éfer 1.
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which must be avoided.” He nevertheless reasstethtlividual that those at
TADP had not “forgotten our brothers and sisterSiweden and we hope we can
help open up a new alternative®

In August 1972, the “Sweden Supplement” was relkagel ADP. The
eight-page document provided information on immntiggato Canada from
Sweden. It began with a bleak overview of the autrezonomic situation in
Canada and the “bitter reality” of unemploymentinfis were even worse for
immigrants as the immigration department had “togd a number of
unwritten, unofficial policies” that conspired tedp immigrants out of Canada
and to “keep Canadian jobs for Canadians.” Thiddea “Catch-22" situation,
as most new arrivals to Canada found themselves leid by employers that
they needed to be landed immigrants to work andigration officials
informing them that the needed a job to becomeddnBespite the dire
situation, TADP provided detailed immigration prdaees for those who
nevertheless wanted or needed to come to Canada.

It was pointed out that the best way to becomeddd immigrant was to
fly to Canada as a visitor, consult with an aidamigation, and then apply at a
border crossing. It was advised that resistershgat documentation together in
Sweden so that they did not “wind up strung out larake in Canada.” An
invitation from someone in Canada was also sugdeateit would show that the
purpose of the trip was a “visit.” TADP offeredpoovide a fictitious letter if

one could not be found by other means.

2’8 TADP archives, “Letter: August 1, 1972,” Box 1®fer 1 and TADP archives, “Letter:
August 31, 1972,” Box 19, Folder 1.
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TADP also offered advice on whattto do. Applying for immigration
at the Canadian embassy in Stockholm was not a igead as the application
would probably be denied. Some suggestions weoeodlsred about what not to
do after arriving at a Canadian airport: “DO NOVeany indication that you
intend to apply for landed immigrant status or §@i’'ve even heard of such a
thing.” One final piece of advice was to “NOT britigs...supplement” along to
the airport. After covering the countless regulasiand procedures involved in
immigrating to Canada, it was remarked in the seipggint that by the time an
individual was landed in Canada, he would havarfa &ppreciation for the
incredible bureaucracy which runs Canada. It'sahtré.”

The supplement also provided other practical infdram in addition to
the immigration rules and regulations. The suggksight to take from
Stockholm to Toronto was given (stopover in Lond@s)well as the different
costs depending on the season. The prices were giveth Canadian and
Swedish currency. Potential jobs that would lookdyéor immigration purposes
were also suggested. Apparently one job skill Waild “always get you
landed” was experience as a farm hand — as lotigeaspplicant applied
“between planting and harvest time.” Those that‘ftadhmon labor” as their
primary skill were out of luck. Although TADP tholigthat skill was “far out,”
they reminded readers that they were “not immigrétand “immigration is
trying to cut off that kind of immigrant.” The sulepent concluded by listing

aid organizations that resisters could contachfore information in Canada,
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Sweden, and America — or as it is referred to endbcument - “in the belly of
the beast®®

One of the organizations recommended in the suppiéto seek out for
advice was the Stockholm American Deserters Coram{ADC). A letter
written by Dick Brown mentions that the Stockhol®@® had been
“marvelously helpful,” and in another letter th@anization was praised for
saving TADP from mistakes while writing the Swedupplement® TADP
wanted other groups to know that although theydradsed paths with the
Stockholm ADC while working on the document and hazhance to “rap out a
lot of stuff,” their inclusion in the supplement svaot intended to “slight other
counselling groups.” Indeed, they hoped to recteelback from other aid
groups in Sweden since “all of us have to work tbge” This last statement
indicates not only the desire to have a harmonmaur&ing relationship with all
the groups in Sweden, but also the awareness @irédoarious nature of the anti-
War “movement.” The reality was that there wagditbom for factionalism if
the organizations hoped to achieve their objeaiveelping resisters find
refuge.

Exactly how many American resisters immigrated ém&la from
Sweden remains unknown. TADP did, however, receoree letters from
Sweden including one letter writer who wanted infation on a number of
topics. The inquisitive man wanted to know aboulgpg through Ottawa,

wondered if someone at TADP could arrange a jolhiior, was curious about

29 TADP archives, “Sweden Supplement”, Box 19, Foller
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the present state of immigration policy, and hopedould be told more about
the “job and women situation” in Austrafi& TADP took the time to answer all
of his questions in a two-page response — excepirles about his employment
and love prospects in Austrafit. For the answers to those, he was directed to
the Australian embassy in Sweden. Nevertheless,A#Bs able to tell him that
they had heard that the situation was not greanfbtary resisters in Australia.
They also gave a detailed response about the elitfevays to apply for landed
immigrant status in Canada.
Another resister wrote a very cryptic letter to TR which he

explained that within in a month he would be “pagdhrough your area in

hopes of a chance to search for the eagle.” Theéemysontinued as he wrote, “I

imagine you need to know exactly, what day, timhght, etc. Well brothers, so
do I.” The letter became less confusing as theewnitdicated that he wanted to
visit his ill mother in the United Staté¥ Dick Brown'’s response was much
clearer. He understandably had trouble deciphehaegnessage and stated that
he was “not quite sure as to what it is you’ll benting or needing here in
Toronto when you get here.” He did, however, ofteexplain what TADP
could and could not do: “If your thoughts are ttitsgiateside underground, we
can offer lots of moral support but little elseeulll be pretty much left on your
own resourcefulness to figure and get what you tmegled. If, on the other

hand, you're thinking of pursuing a discharge siae, that's a whole different

20 TADP archives, “Letter: July 20, 1972,” Box 19,/éfer 1 and TADP archives, “Letter:
August 31, 1972,” Box 19, Folder 1.

ZLTADP archives, “Letter: March 30, 1973,” Box 1%éfer 6.

Z2TADP archives, “Letter: April 16, 1973,” Box 19¢ker 6.
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duck.” Brown explained how TADP could help the nb@ok into his draft or
military problems from Canada, but advised him thé&it could be done from
Sweden and that the process could take monthen the other hand, the man
wanted to quickly cross the border to see his miathd then leave again, about
all TADP could offer was the “best of luck* This response is interesting, for it
indicates that TADP was not only attempting to Helpedes immigrate to
Canada, but also offering to be an intermediarwbenh resisters in Sweden who
wanted to return to the United States. A letteuadbdthis same time period
confirms that TADP was in the process of settinghgorganization as a
“launching pad” for military resisters in Swedenawvanted to work towards a
discharge® The proximity of Canada to the United States nthieprocess
easier, as TADP could “prepare details” and “adves&, and help
arrange...return to military control” without havitg communicate with

resisters across the Atlanf®®.

23 TADP archives, “Letter: Dear Dick and Dan,” Box, Eblder 6. Underlines appear in the
original.

B4TADP archives, “Letter: April 9, 1973,” Box 19, ger 6.

Z5TADP archives, “Letter: June 5, 1973,” Box 3, FaldO.

28 TADP archives, “Toronto Anti-Draft Programme,” B@%, Folder 2.
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7) The “60-day” Period and the Issue of Amnesty

TADP was able to turn its attention towards resssie Sweden in 1972
since fewer Americans were crossing the border@anada. As fewer resisters
came north, many of the aid organizations in Cankstaeased their services in
1972%%" TADP was also in the process of phasing out itsises during this
time period, when some resisters started havingpteoat the border once again.
TADP corresponded with the immigration departmdatua people who were
being harassed by immigration officiaf.Nevertheless, most of the cases
appear to have been cleared up as the individuale granted landed immigrant
status?®® Dick Brown noted in a letter that TADP had sembtilgh some “test
cases” and the “officials...stayed within the rulekavhich is exactly what we
wanted.”® However, as Brown wrote only nine days later, ttigshen it looks
good, it gets bad®®* He was referring to the fact that on NovemberdZ2] the
government suddenly changed the rules of immignatiovas no longer
possible for any immigrant to apply for landed irgraint status at the border or
within Canada. The decision was detrimental for Aoam resisters, as the only
other way left to apply was at a Canadian embassyprmsulate in the United
States where the wait time was generally threétmsnths and was almost

always unsuccessful (and could lead to an individeang apprehended by the

authorities>? It was also a serious issue for resisters whonoaget obtained

287 Kasinsky, 139.

8 TADP archives, “Letter: December 4, 1972," Box Edlder 1.

29 TADP archives, “Letter: January 2, 1972,” Box E8Jder 2.

290TADP archives, “Letter; October 31, 1972,” Box Edlder 2.

2L TADP archives, “Letter: November 9, 1972,” Box Ed)|der 2.

292 TADP archives, “Letter: November 16, 1972,” Box E8lder 2 and TADP archives, “Letter:
June 8, 1973,” Box 14, Folder 10. Another lettenmout that technically they could also send
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landed immigrant status, but were already in Cai&dEheir options were
essentially to return to the United States and &penalty, remain underground,
or seek a discharge or draft acquittd. TADP’s military and draft counselling
services thus became even more important.

In response to the sudden “closing of the bord&DP began a nation-
wide lobbying campaigf” In a letter that was sent to a contact in Winnjpeg
TADP suggested that help should be sought from rexry@ny group or
individuals are fair game to be approached [:] chas, social agencies, lawyers,
city aldermen...provincial MLAs, MPs, concerned irdivals, you name it**°
They also provided the names of some Members ¢ibRant who they thought
might be sympathetic. A letter sent to Montreabasggested some names of
potential sympathizers in Quebec and asked thpiegtito contact an individual
on the east coast because there were some Lib&mMWMo might be
approached and, it was written, a “Tory MP (ofdalmn things) in Prince
Edward Island who is supposed to be very sympatheti Only a month after
the border had closed, Dick Brown wrote that TAR# ttapped every inside

source in Ottawa that would listen.” He also stdted the reason TADP was

an application to Ottawa from the United State$,nmted that the success rate was even lower
than applying at an embassy. TADP archives, “Lefdecember, 8, 1972,” Box 13, Folder 2,
Page 1.

293 TADP archives, “Brief for Bloor Street,” Box 13pkler 9, Page 2.

29 TADP archives, “Toronto Anti-Draft Programme,” B@%, Folder 2, Page 3.

2% The letters that follow are not addressed to aaynmparticular, but from the content it can be
inferred that they were sent to contacts in otliganizations.

2% TADP archives, “Letter: November 17, 1972,” Box Edlder 1.

27 TADP archives, “Letter: November 17, 1972,” Box Edlder 2.
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coordinating the campaign was that they had “appre.gotten more
information on what's happening in Ottawa than argyelse.?*®

In a December 1972 meeting, that included sympiathetividuals and
others involved in the Toronto resistance movemBADP formed the strategy
they would use in their campaign. First, they wauidssure the government to
re-open the border for American war resisters @eorsd, they would present
the case that the border should be opened forikiarg refugees including
those from Portugal, France, Holland and Vietrf&hn a letter encouraging an
individual to write the Minister of Immigration arfglead for a loophole,”
Brown suggested that the appeal should be bas#tuamanitarian rather than
political grounds.” The reason that Brown suggesitesitactic was that he felt
that the “Canadian government has never listenediit@olitical raps, but their
response to humanitarian grounds is much better.alslo encouraged the
recipient of the letter to “put a word in” for Sbuietnamese who had left the
military and had come to Canada since they wee“aéslly getting screwed”
by the government’s immigration poliéSf

The response to a letter that was sent from ateessSweden during the
spring of 1973 illustrates how hopeless the sitinatiad become in Canada. The
man had inquired about immigrating to Canada arslteld that there were only
two ways to apply at this point, and neither wasoeimaging. One was to apply

through the embassy in Sweden and try to earn éntpaints,” but Dick Brown

2% TADP archives, “Letter: December 8, 1972,” Box E8)der 2, Page 1. TADP was in regular
contact with an NDP MP from Toronto for example.

29 TADP archives, “Letter: December 28, 1972,” Box E8lder 2. Members of AMEX were at
this meeting. See, TADP archives, “Toronto Anti-DRrogramme,” Box 13, Folder 2.
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explained why it was virtually impossible that hgplication would be
successful. The alternative was to mail the appdinadirectly to Ottawa, but
Brown pointed out, this method was even less likelgucceed unless the man
had divine powers: “[One] method would be to maliyapplication straight
into the Immigration Department in Ottawa and pragblem is unless you
happen to be Jesus Christ your prayers won'’t beenesl.” Brown reassured the
man that TADP had “been looking like you wouldndlieve for a loophole,” but
had not found one so far. Brown was very blunti;mdssessment of the current
situation and did not give the man any false hobdesnevertheless hoped that
the information would be more helpful than the Ghaa officials had recently
been: “That’s as direct information as we haveyfmur questions. Hope it's of
some help, the government certainly hasn’t beea.h&/hat is also interesting
about this letter is that Brown mentions that he aigo sending along a copy of
the Sweden Supplement, but that it was alreadpfodiate. Considering that it
had been published only nine months earlier, onggeda sense of how fast
immigration laws could change and were chandihdlthough the situation
would not improve for American resisters who stiinted to come to Canada, it
did get better for those who were in Canada buyabtanded immigrants.
During the summer of 1973, the Department of Margroand
Immigration introduced legislation to help immigtamvho were in Canada
become landed. The government was looking for atovayear up the backlog

of cases before the Immigration Appeal Board antet with all of the illegal

300 TADP archives, “Letter: December 8, 1972,” Box E8|der 2.
301 TADP archives, “Letter: April 16, 1973,” Box

83



immigrants presently in Canada. The bill offeregt esnmigrant in Canada who
had been in the country since November 30, 19p2yiad of sixty days to come
forward and apply for landed immigrant status urrééaxed requirements, with
“full rights of appeal” if unsuccessful. The Imméagion Minister made it clear
that even if someone had been living in the couifiggally, he could come
forward without a penalty. He also stressed thatwlould be the last
opportunity to “gain permanent residence whilehia tountry,” and any illegal
immigrant who did not register in the sixty day émeriod could be “deported
without appeal *? TADP estimated that there were 10-20,000 Amerigan
resisters not yet landed in Canada and 150-2000@0grants in total who were
in this positior®*®

The sixty day period of grace offered Canadianoaghnizations a
chance to help resisters who were not “landed”andtla, yet it also presented a
great challenge — how could they reach all of ttemptial candidates in a short
time period and also convince them that it was@odunity and not a
government “trap”? Nine aid groups in Canada joitcagkther through the
Canadian Coalition of War Resisters and attempiesbive the problem by
launching the “National Immigration Prograri’”

The program hoped to achieve two goals; firstlahped to “inform all
war resisters ” of the government initiative, aedand, to advise resisters to

contact one of the aid centers to “receive accurfbemation and assistance on

392 TADP archives, “Office of the Minister Manpowerdaimmigration, June 18, 1972 and
August 14, 1973,” Box 14, Folder 18.

393 TADP archives, “Letter: Dear Friends,” Box 14, @l 4. In Hagan (Pg. 171) Dick Brown put
the number of resisters at 5-10,000.
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how to apply.®® The coalition included TADP and aid groups in Meat,
Vancouver, Winnipeg, Regina, Ottawa, Halifax, Caygend Edmontori®® The
organizations in the latter five cities had beeactive since the borders had
closed, and had then restarted in response tdtaey period of grac&®’ The
coalition had a budget of $110,000 that was raisedNational Council of
Churches U.S.A. and used to cover the costs ofgelg regional staffing and
media costs, as well as other experiSés.

The coalition launched a major publicity campaigriget the word out”
during the 60-day period that ran between AugusiridOctober 15, 1973. The
group rented a bus to carry the message acrossi&&awo months, and it
stopped in many remote areas of the country irttemgt to reach as many
people as possible. The bus was multicoloured add'lbast chance for landed
immigrant status” painted on its sitf® A number of radio spots and one
television commercial were also produced by thea@am Council of Churches,
featuring popular folk singers. Jesse WinchestdrJman Baez each did one of

the radio spots, as did lan Tyson who also diddlevision commercial.

304 TADP archives, “Immigration Aid for Resisters,” 844, Folder 27.

395 TADP archives, “News Release,” Box 14, Folder 12.

3% The coalition did not include AMEX. They felt thaixclusion was the “latest incident...[in a]
long tradition whereby the NCC [National Council@tfurches] would fund only the apolitical
aid centers at the expense of the political exiteigs addressing the political roots of the
problem.” See Hagan, 152.

7 TADP archives, “Canadian Coalition of War ResisteBox 14, Folder 13 and TADP
archives, “Sixty Days of Grace,” Box 14, Folder 16.

38 Hagan, 152 and TADP archives, “U.S. Draft Age Imrants in Canada,” Box 14, Folder 13.
39 TADP archives, “Bus Carries Immigration Messad&ok 14, Folder 27. The immigration
department also launched an extensive publicitypeagm that was their largest ever for a single
program. TADP archives, “News Release” Box 14, Eplt2. Kasinsky (Pg. 203) also states that
part of the government’s 1.4 million advertisinglgat was given to some of the Canadian aid
organizations.
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Winchester himself was a war resister who had can@anad&’® Each aid
organization was essentially responsible for gettite recordings on air in its
respective region. TADP made sure that the spote tveard throughout stations
in Ontario. Between September 17 and 21, eightwele played each day on
Toronto radio station CHUM-FM, which led one TADRmber to quip, “if that
doesn’t bring out the FM listenership, then theytaioming out.***

TADP also sent a representative around Southerar{ortb spread the
news. Information was spread through “the univesijtvarious social services,
coffee houses and aide organizations” by “newsgapeadio stations coverage,
posters, leaflets and information exchanges witallstore keepers* A
spokesperson for the immigration department algorted that TADP had been
phoning them “with details of anonymous cases”dbay“kind of pro-clearance
before the individual came in to report officiall}*>

One final way that TADP responded was to produtfac sheet” to
help resisters understand the is3ifeThroughout the document, TADP stressed
the ease of obtaining landed immigrant status tjindbe government’s

program. For those that met the criteria, it wasstadly simple,” as the

government was “virtually giving away landed imnagt status.” The “points

319 TADP archives, “Letter: August 9, 1972,” Box 14ldfer 23. The Joan Baez spot was never
used because it did not “fall within Canadian cantefinition.” Joan Baez was a surprising
choice as she had previously chastised resisteirsgda performance in Toronto and told them
that they should not be in Canada, but in an Aragdd. See, Williams, 67 and TADP archives,
“Letter: August 27, 1973,” Box 14, Folder 23.

3L TADP archives, “Notice to All Counsellors,” Foldg4, Page 13.

32 TADP archives, “Report on Finding People,” Box Eé)der 3. The document does not say
who TADP sent out to do this.

313 Norman Hartley, “Ethnic ‘Mediators’ Recruited tm&urage more lllegal Immigrants to
Seek Landed StatusThe Globe and MailSeptember 22, 1973. ProQuest Historical
Newspapers.

34 TADP archives, “Sixty Days of Grace,” Box 14, Fetd.6.
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system” was being set aside, and “in its placesslgective criteria which is
noticeably far more relaxed.” The government, iswaitten, would overlook
information that someone had entered Canada unllgywvorked illegally, had
remained in Canada with a false passport or hggdta Canada after being
issued a deportation order. Basically, all an imligl had to do was get a job
offer and prove that he had been in Canada conitysiace November 30,
1972.

Although TADP stressed that it was an easy proc¢heyg,also
emphasized that it could “get tricky.” There weranw rules and regulations that
were not immediately clear. Not everyone was elggibuch as those who fell
into a “prohibited class.” Along with being admisigl, an applicant also had to
be “likely to establish” themselves. The “fact stidelped resisters understand
what all of this meant. “To make sure all goes Wdéllwas written, “you must
know the traps and pitfalls along the way and howawvoid them.” TADP
suggested that the information in the document @belp resisters “walk safely
in immigration’s minefield.” For example, the wayse could “prove” that he
had been in Canada since the previous Novembee8® explained. Rent
receipts, bank statements or a driver’s licensgeg$efore that date would all
suffice. The easiest way, however, was to haveaarsaffidavit. To make it
easier, TADP had the “necessary blank form” with torrect legal wording”
available in its office. They could even refer someto a law office to have it
sworn. The document also clarified how people ca@ohonstrate that they

would “establish themselves” and would not be aden” in Canada. It was
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written that they could show that they had beenleymul, were financially
stable, had furthered their education, or hadixaatn Canada — but this did not
include “some distant {5cousin or something.” They could also show theyth
were operating a successful business. It was rib&dhey did not have to be
“running a multi-national corporation” as “so-call#ip capitalism’ would
count.” In the unforeseen event that the governmwened down an applicant, it
was advised that they visit TADP, who would refezrh to a lawyer. TADP also
offered some tips to ensure the process ran smypodthvas recommended that
everyone should see a TADP counsellor to doubleictteat they had the proper
documents before they applied for landed statwsadt advised that the best time
to apply was when the government office was busythee officer simply won't
have time to hassle anyone.” It was also suggektadesisters alter their
appearance:

Wear the straightest, middle-class, Sunday-goingeting clothes you

own or can beg or borrow. There is simply no poinvaving a red flag

in the face of a bull by looking like a typical drarazed hippie (which is

what will go through the immigration officer’'s mindmmigration is a

notoriously intolerant bureaucracy when it comededaling with

alternate lifestyles and clothing. Play their gafa. once the rules

are...simple, and besides, it's the only game in town
They also stressed that this would almost certdialyhe last time the
government offered an opportunity such as thissThwas made clear that
every resister in Canada who was not landed hadrlag “the few things which

you must do at the right time or you are screwatcase they forget the

alternative, TADP reminded them that if they misdezldeadline, they would be
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“subject to deportation without appeal” and thatamtea “free ride to the waiting
arms of the loving FBI for U.S. war resisters™

It should be noted that TADP did not limit itsedf helping American
resisters during the 60-day time period, as theyided assistance to any illegal
immigrant that sought out their hel{f.During the first month of the program,
they had approximately 37 inquiries a day — sevante person and twenty on
the phone. Of these, about eighty percent were &anes. The rest came from
diverse backgrounds. For example, the front destrds indicate that between
September 3 and September 7, TADP had inquiries freople from India,
Uruguay, Nigeria, Hong Kong, Jamaica, Italy, Hunygdman, Bangladesh, and
France as well as other countriés§Only about 3,000 resisters became landed
during the 60-day period in Canada, despite thertsfbf TADP and other aid
groups. This was fewer then they had anticipate@mhywbrganizations felt that
sixty days had not been a long enough time peaadadke everyone aware of
the progrant’®

Before the liberalized 60-day period was over,asvalready becoming
clear to TADP that Canada would no longer be welograny more resisters.
According to TADP, the “golden age of easy immigmatto Canada” was “now
a page in history.” The only way to apply for laddenmigrant status was from

within the United States, which was not a viabléapfor draft and military

315 {|hi
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37 TADP archives, “Front Desk Inquiry Records,” BoxFlders 1 and 2.
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resisters’'® Between 1973-1975, TADP began to wind down openati They
nevertheless still had a lot of work to do helpdngft resisters re-open their
cases and military resisters work towards discreargithough people
occasionally still crossed the border seeking reftigey did so much less
frequently. Preceding this time period and esplgctalring this time period,
TADP became more occupied with the issue of amnéssy/outside the scope
of this paper to trace the development of thisassut it should be briefly
discussed since it became a major concern of tti@van movement both within
Canada and the United States. It was also a tupoig in TADP's relationship
with other anti-war organizations in Canada.

During 1971 and 1972, American politicians incraghi discussed the
guestion of amnesty for draft resisters and bedf@niing their versions of what
form it should take. Senator Robert Taft Jr., amo@epublican, proposed a bill
that offered amnesty to draft resisters on the itmmdthat they perform three
years of alternative servi¢é’ Meantime, Senator George McGovern, the anti-
war Democratic presidential nominee from South @akoutlined his version of
an amnesty that would grant an unconditional anyrfestdraft resisters and a
case-by-case review of each military residtém response to these and other
pronouncements by American politicians, TADP issagutess release that
announced that resisters would soon be making vbaes heard on the issue.

The release stated there had been “no clear-clie¢distatement from Canada by

319 TADP archives, “Immigration Fact Sheet, August739 Box 13, Folder 3.
320 Jay Walz, “Exiles in Canada Wary of Amnesty BiNew York Timeslanuary 11, 1972.
Page 14. ProQuest Historical Newspapers.
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the war resisters...being discussed...[and] we areguiag to speak out on our
own behalf.®?? A few weeks later, on January 17, 1972, a statemas
released that had the support of members from BabP and AMEX>%

Their position paper denounced all talk of amné&tihe
representatives of the resister organization lfigt the any discussion of amnesty
was irrelevant, as it distracted attention fromdahegoing war: “The Nixon
administration appears to be making every effodrthestrate public opinion
into the belief that the war is ending. The emeaggihthe so-called ‘amnesty’
issue in the United States only reinforces thiscansage of the truth. We refuse
to be a part of Nixon’s lies. The war is not onbntinuing but is being escalated
to points even Lyndon Johnson could not or dargcttempt.” They also
encouraged “well-meaning political leaders” on tiedt not to be “sucked in by
a political football.” They continued by outlininge reasons why they were
opposed to the type of amnesty currently beingudised in the United States.
One reason was that they did not feel that they wer ones who were at fault: “
‘Amnesty’ implies forgiveness, but for what are teebe forgiven? We refused
to commit the crime.” They also rejected any forifiabternative service,” as
they did not see why they were the ones who shioellpunished: “Since we
refused to commit the crime, why must we be pur8h&re not the criminals
those who perpetrated the crime called the Indov€d@ War?” Finally, they

disagreed with treating draft resisters and mifitasisters separately: “Using

321 Michael Moore, “Radical U.S. Exiles Would ‘Desttdyrmy with Total Amnesty, The
Globe and Mail April 3, 1972. Page 5. ProQuest Historical Nevpspa.

32 TADP archives, “For Immediate Release,” Box 13dEo1.

33 Hagan, 143.

91



that kind of logic, the conclusion would have todsawn that saying ‘No’ to the
Indo-Chinese War before being drafted is accepidioieafter taking one step
forward, saying ‘No’ is criminal. We do not needttkind of existential
absurdity either.” They reinforced this last pdigtpointing out that military
resisters came from poorer backgrounds and werkrshéo get drafted and sent
to Vietnam, so they deserved “a full restoratioriofl liberties” more than
anyone. The paper concluded by arguing that the édracceptable amnesty was
unconditional and universal.

The issue of amnesty remained an important issugdoorganizations
in Canada. Organizations such as AMEX, who vievinednselves as “exiles” in
Canada, made it their number one issue in the yleargollowed. It was also a
major concern for TADP. Many statements would fellinis initial one, but it
set the tone for the future. Other American pditiaitiatives, such as President
Ford’s clemency offer that required alternativessmr and a pledge of
allegiance, were also rejected by the Canadiaorajanizations® The issue for
TADP and many of the aid organizations was not sohmresisters’ desire to go
back to the United States permanently, but abouihgahe opportunity to visit,
and trying to get the American public and polithsao understand that people
should have the “righo resist unjust, immoral war§?®

Amnesty was also an issue that aid organizatio®aimada could agree

upon. There had been little communication betwbertanadian aid

324 TADP archives, “Restoration of Civil Liberties,"oR 17, Folder 27.

323 Loren Lind, “Draft Dodgers Reject Ford’s Amnestyfie Globe and MajlSeptember 23,
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organizations before 1970, with a few exceptionkewsome of the groups
were forming, they had shared information regardimgigration regulationd*’
The closing of the borders to military resistesoded various aid organizations
to meet in 1968 and 1969 to decide how to respidet there had also been
many disagreements about what role the organizasbauld play, as some,
such as TADP, focused on humanitarian issues aswhigetion while others
focused on political issues. However, the issuagnahesty increasingly unified
the aid organizations. Disagreements remainedceslyeover issues of
funding, but it prompted a flurry of meetings beténeorganizations, which
worked closely on the matter and began issuing giatements. The initial
statement made in January 1972 was “as much abmgsty” as it was about
“collective unity.” Many would have probably agreetth the one resister who
wrote that the statement was “a recognition thatahly people who represent

war resisters in Canada to the USA honestly arsebues.??°

327 Kasinsky, 102.
328 |bid., and Killmer 23.
32 TADP archives, “Anonymous Document,” Box 17, Fal@®.
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8) Letters to TADP and Emotional Support

Only a small portion of people who received counsglever visited
TADP’s office. Many more individuals wrote to TAD#th questions and
concerns. Hagan noted that in his sample of resjsaeout a third had
corresponded with TADP before arriving in Canaal ADP received
approximately one hundred letters a week from estaie in America. Most of
them came from young American citizens who had luksstared fit for military
service or were expecting to be drafted shorthyihe letters TADP received in
the organization’s later years sheds some lighd trd types of issues resisters
were dealing with and in some cases, how TADP mdgd:’>? While there were
common themes in the letters, there was also@ Mdriety, as they covered a
wide range of topics. Kasinsky, for example, ndtet many Canadian aid
groups “often received letters requesting infororatbn homesteading and
communal farms¥**More common in the letters sent to TADP in the
organization’s later years were inquiries abouinaividual's legal status in the
United States or Canada.

One resister wrote to TADP to ask about traveltmthe United States.
He had been born in Canada and had moved to thedJgtates when he was
fourteen. At the age of seventeen, he had joinesiRes in hopes of avoiding

the draft. After he “learned what it was all abbhg tried to obtain

330 Hagan, 77.

%1 Glenn McCurdy, “The American Draft Resisters im@da,”Chicago TribungMarch 10,
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years.

333 Kasinsky, 153.

94



Conscientious Objector status, but was deniedrAfgeclaim was turned down,
he returned to Canada. He now wanted to know gel Eatus and to know if he
could visit America without being detaind.Another individual, who had been
born in Italy, sent a letter to TADP requestingohdlhe man revealed he had
moved from Italy to Canada and obtained citizensigffore moving to the
United States with his family. After receiving dstarship to attend college, he
was told by his draft board that he first must sanvthe Armed Forces and was
subsequently drafted and inducted. Once in theanyli he “refused to sign
papers going overseas” and “was told that he wbeltodily and forcibly put

on a plane. He split for Canada that night.Writing to TADP, the resister
wondered if there was “any way [he could] get ldied from this problem,” as
he wanted to return to the United States to be higtamily3*® These two
resisters’ cases are interesting, for they showrtbbevery resister who came to
TADP for help was born in America.

Most resisters who wrote to TADP were American, éoeer, such as the
following individual. He was a resister who hadelivin Canada for the past
eight years and established a new life in Canadaiddl married a Canadian,
had a child, ran his own business and had acqQeaghdian citizenship “as
soon as it became possible.” Although he had “reirdéo move back” to the
United States, he wanted to know if he was eligiblavel between the two
countries “without fear of reprisal.” Thankful fdre organization’s existence, he

enclosed a “token in... appreciation for the fine kvpou are doing and have

34 TADP archives, “Letter: June 3, 1975,” Box 1, Feld9.
335 TADP archives, “Letter: July 20, 1973,” Box 1, Bet 8.
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done for persons with similar probleni”A similar message, written just five
days later, came from another resister who inclwdkstter that his draft board
had recently mailed to him. Since his draft notied illegally been sent to him
in Canada while he was “classified as a defernedestt,” all charges against
him had been dismissed. Like the resisters whotkerrevious letters, he too
wanted to know if he could travel to the Unitedt&sawithout any problems and
also enclosed a money order as a sign of his apimec>>®

Wanting to know if visiting the United States wamsaption was
evidently on the minds of a lot of resisters eanl{975, as at least two other
letters were sent to TADP inquiring about the séopec. One was sent by the
wife of a man who had left the army and came toadanAlthough her husband
was “very content with his life in Canada,” she veghto get her husband’s
military record cleared up so that they could \Vainily in the United State®?
Another resister who corresponded with TADP in 18[&®» wanted to travel to
the United States. Interestingly, the resisterjbatifound out that his selective
service files had been destroyed, unbeknownstng ini 1972. He had taken out
Canadian citizenship, wanted to know his statug,raade it clear that he
desired to re-enter the States only for a shoitt Mikis man also included a
cheque, which he hoped would “benefit the causk€e umber of letters sent by
people who wanted to know if they could returnite United States indicates

that many resisters did not want to completelytiest with their homeland.

36 TADP archives, “Letter: October 2, 1975,” Box blder8.
37 TADP archives, “Letter: April 2, 1975,” Box 1, Fisr 9.
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Although many of them indicated they were happywliteir new country, the
desire to be able to travel between the two coesitoften for the purpose of
visiting family and friends, remained strong.

The last letter writer indicated that TADP had eelihim immigrate to
Canada seven years earlier, illustrating that TAlyed an important role in
some resister’s lives on multiple occasions oveexended period of time. This
was confirmed by another resister who revealedl@tter that he too, had been
helped by TADP in the past: “Congratulations fontouation the work of
TADP, which has been meaningful for several yeline Programme’s guidance
Six years ago was valuable in my life and it's gbmdee you carrying on, with
dedication. There’ve obviously been some big vier.and more to comé*
This resister also enclosed a cheque with hisrléfteat the last four letters
included a donation to TADP signifies the gratefgs that many resisters felt
towards the organization.

Other letters from 1975 indicate that TADP wad gelting inquiries
from individuals who wanted information about immating to Canada. One
letter was sent from Italy from a resister who hedtithe United States in 1968
and had lived in three different countries. He hrsdwife were now considering
a move to Canada and wondered how to apply for gration®** Another
resister wrote TADP from England and explained Heatvas a resister who had
left the United States and “never settled anywharef said that his passport

was due to expire. He had decided that if “worsee®to worse,” he would fly

30 TADP archives, “Letter: April 16, 1975,” Box 1, léer 19.
341 TADP archives, “Letter: December, 29, 1975,” BoxEblder 12.
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to Canada and wondered if he would be allowedsinlesand work in Canad®’
Fortunately, some insight into how TADP respondethts last query can be
gathered, as a copy of the reply letter remaingtderorganization’s files. TADP
informed the resister that Canada would “probalelybur best bet,” but
reminded the individual that “visitors can only r@mhere for three months at
the most, cannot work and are grilled at the atrfmimsure that the visitor will
not remain here and ‘take jobs from Canadians’é ifdividual was advised to
immigrate legally before his passport expired, tbdut the “points system,”
and was informed that a job offer was critical.nW®iigh the organization no
longer had the “facilities to look for jobs,” thesister was told that TADP would
“see what we can come up with.” The other optiafgrmed TADP, was to
marry a Canadian (or landed immigrant) which autiicady would grant an
individual landed status. No money could changaleamADP pointed out, and
added that the marriage “cannot not be one of auewee,” but also noted “how
can anyone tell these days?” TADP enclosed addaitioformation on
immigration with the letter (presumably a copyloé Manual) and concluded by
encouraging the resister to get to the “Canadialbessy as soon as possible.
The line up from England is looooong and the wipstecess is slow anyway:?
The response from TADP not only shows the exteknhofvledge the
organization had about immigration regulations an@da (and even the current

situation in England), but also suggests the ingyae they gave to every

342 TADP archives, “Letter: 1975 from England,” BoxHglder 19.
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inquiry they received. Many of the letters that TRBent to individuals were
detailed and at least a page long.

The time and dedication that TADP put into eacledhsy dealt with
was also apparent in their dealing with anothestessin need of assistance. A
women contacted the organization “concerning aanait‘cleaning up’ [her]
husband’s military record®** Once again, the desire to straighten out the
resister’s status was so that the couple couldlthisiUnited States, not, the
woman made very clear, to return, as they werefinbn becoming Canadian
citizens.” The notes written on the letter by soneat TADP indicates that a lot
of inquires were done on the husband’s case. Ethd@ADP did a FBI check
on the individual (whose mother, it turned out, baén harassed by the FBI),
and also inquired into his military recottf.The search yielded positive results
for the couple, as TADP found out that the man Ieseh reclassified and was
not going to be prosecuted, and therefore coulcttfaeely across the border.

Not all of the letters were inquiries about aniwdlal’s status in the
United States, however. Other letters TADP recewetk from individuals
wanting to know their status in Canada. A resiateéting from British Columbia
who had not heard from the Immigration Departmertte/to TADP because
they were “beginning to get nervous” about themrfiigration situation” and
wanted to “find out if anything earthshaking midiave happened.” Unlike a lot
of the others, this person did not include a damawvith his letter; instead he

apologized to TADP for not yet repaying the tweddylars he owed the

344 TADP archives, “Letter: January 2, 1974,” Box b|der 13.
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organization. They hoped to send “at least ha#f aouple of weeks,” but they
were “poverty-stricken” for the time beiri@ Another resister with a penchant
for profanity wrote TADP because he and his fribad “been hearing some
bullshit about immigration changes.” The resistaswnsure if what he had
heard was accurate and wanted clarification, swecend his friend “don’t trust
those fuckers at immigration.” Regaining his compeshe politely concludes
the letter by writing, “so if you could please ted all you know about any
changes | would surely appreciate®t”Arguably the most important thing that
these last two letters reveal is the sense of thastpeople writing to TADP
placed in the organization. These two resistersididvrite the Immigration
Department to inquire about their status or therimftion they heard; they
wrote to those whom they believed would tell théwm truth: the Toronto Anti-
Draft Programme.

This sense of trust was evident in other lettesshich resisters who had
returned to the United States still turned to TADPassistance. One example is
the letter mailed from a resister who had left @@nand was currently residing
in Miami. He noted that his return was “bitter-styéas he missed “the
mellower, small-country atmosphere in CanatfiEven though he had re-
entered the United States, he asked TADP aboutwissv of his legal situation.
A resister from New Jersey who had returned totamylicustody wrote a letter

informing TADP that he did not have to “spend amgiin the brig” and that

%45 Reading through the literature on the topic inlisahat many resisters’ parents in the United
States were harassed by the FBI as to the whertsabbtheir child.

348 TADP archives, “Letter: October 20,” Box 1, Foldd}. This undated letter was possibly
written during the sixty-day grace period in 1973.
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“most of the people were pretty nic¥®Not everyone was friendly, however, as
there was a Sargent who thought he could haveeister sent to jail and some
doctors who tried to keep the individual in theitarly: “They said my records of
health were so bad it might be better for my heiltihey could keep me in.” He
had been given an Undesirable Discharge and wanteabw if TADP could
help him upgrade his military statéf. That these resisters still turned to TADP
for help even though they were back in the UnitedeS where there were
countless other aid groups indicates that theydduthe Toronto organization. It
also shows that they had a level of confidencéénarganization’s ability to
help, which was the result of having been succégsiided by TADP in the
past.

Other letters received from people who had retutngtie United States
were not from those looking for additional aid, faim individuals providing
TADP with an update of their situation. One man vilad presumably left
Canada and returned to military custody wrote t@ &DP know “what’s going
down in Philadelphia” at the Naval Ba&A couple who had returned to
California wrote that they were preparing to taégdl action against the Navy
and the man was planning to turn himself into th&sé hospital” once they got
their case together. The couple were optimisticfatids if “luck might be on
[their] side for once,” as the man had a “congremsind a shrink” on his side.

They were writing TADP to say thank-you and noteat they would look into

347 TADP archives, “Letter: September 9,” Box 1, Fold8.
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350 ||h;
Ibid.

101



how they could send some American beer up nBftA.letter from a resister in
Pennsylvania informed TADP of his military statiuch of the letter focused
on medical and other discharges and how to obit@imt He discussed military
procedures — * If you don’t have a doctor’s recomdsion for discharge or a
history of mental illness, you usually get senEtot Meade, rather than stay at
the hospital” — and also provided an account aiyawgho was getting a certain
category of status because the army made “him nsrwptight and increase his
drug use.” He also updated TADP on his personal &6 he noted that he hoped
to buy a car and attend colle§é Another resister who had been in military
confinement wrote Dick and Dan at TADP from ColaraHe informed them
that when he arrived on the base, it had beenlyrEsise” as people were
“smoking in the barracks, at all times of the dayight” and you could find
“any kind of drug you can handle and some you camhings “got a little
tighter,” however, when the “new brass” arrivedt auleast the new Colonel
was a “very intelligent dude” who didn’t “hassleégple too much. More
importantly, this individual thought that peopler@getting discharged
relatively quickly, so TADP should send resistesgvd soon before things
changed. He ended his letter by stating that hddvitae up this summer for a
visit.” %>

Letters such as these, providing firsthand accooindealings with draft

boards and military officials, were important taiosellors at aid groups as they
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undoubtedly picked up tips to offer other indivitd his informal grapevine of
information, which included correspondence, pubites and face-to-face “rap
sessions,” was central to how the anti-war moveropatated. These letters
once again also show the bonds that developed betimdividuals and the
TADP staff. It appears many resisters just wantetkeep in touch.”

A final letter illustrated the extent to which aart resisters relied on
TADP. A man who had returned from Canada and wagumilitary control in
Michigan began his letter by apologizing to TADP ot writing sooner, but he
had been “sentenced to four months in the stock&déle notes he has been
unsuccessful in his attempt to acquire a dischangmedical grounds: “I tried
for a discharge on my eyes and also my nervousittomdbut it was turned
down.” Apparently, his eyesight really was not sye he was transferred to
another base that needed a driver, but when hesdrtiney “wouldn’t let me
drive because of my eyes.” He told TADP that he declded that he would now
apply at his new base for a discharge. His realaor writing, however, was
not to give TADP an update of his situation, buasi a favour. He hoped that
TADP could send all of his clothes, camera andép#iuff” to the base; he
especially desired his military clothing and stateat he did not think he would
have a chance to get back to Canada anytime sBtgase send my stuff?” he
asked. “I'll send you the money you gave me to medpback into the states. |
promise that. You all helped me when | neededhat® something a person
doesn't forget. Please write me a letter soonls&rbw you got this. Well, |

better close. Write please?” It's unknown whethenat TADP sent this man his
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belongings. What is clear from the letter, howeigthe gratitude that the
individual felt towards TADP. It also indicates lsisnse of dependence on
TADP. Not only did this resister depend on TADRémd his material
possessions, but the multiple pleas for a repliydluse the letter also indicate
that he depended on the organization for emotisugport.

This emotional support was arguably the most vdéusérvice provided
by TADP. Part of the reason this type of suppor$ s@important was that many
young Americans did not have parents who suppahteid decisions. Moving to
a foreign country was not easy for anyone; withtbatsupport of family, the
move became even more painful. This was not the ftaseveryone, of course;
some resisters did have parental support. Ondeesibo left Chicago for
Toronto unguestionably had the support of his famrd friends. He stated that
“hardly two weeks go by” for him and his wife witliioa visit from a friend or
relative; even his 78-year-old grandmother, heddtas “been here five
times.”*° The couple still ended up at TADP for immigratimsunselling, but it
was their last contact with the resister commurasythey were fortunate to have
their own base of support.

Letters TADP received from family members of remistalso indicate
that some were supported at home. A mother fronhigan whose son had been
registered as a conscientious objector for twosyaad had recently been
reclassified as eligible for the draft wrote TADRJanquired about employment

and immigration for her son. She concluded heelddy thanking TADP “for

35 TADP archives, “Letter: October 16, 1972,” BoxFhlder 16.
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what you are doing®’ A concerned uncle from New York whose nephew had
enlisted in the military also sent a letter to TAOMe uncle had many legal and
immigration questions for TADP about what his neplteuld expect in the
event that he did immigrate to Canada. Should &ghaw be sent to a war zone,
the uncle reasoned, there may come a time whewilheant to leave the
Forces rather than kill someone abroad or be kilietself.”**® The compassion
of a sibling was evident in another letter senftA®P. The sibling wrote from
Wisconsin and thanked Katie McGovern for “the hgbp have given and
continue to give my brother” who was of “great cent' to his family as his
“mental health is [not] very stable.” The siblingggested that the individual
“will be able to regain control of his life againhe can get some help” and
assured McGovern that she was “certainly... instriaien getting him
started.**° One final letter is from a mother who disagreethwier daughter’s
decision yet was still supportive. She was tryimgrack her daughter down (and
presumably her daughter’s boyfriend) to let henknioat she may be a diabetic
and wondered if someone at TADP could look throthghorganization’s
employment section to see if her daughter had egfidir a job. The mother
wanted to know if the two of them were OK, as slas worried for their safety;
her father was “to the breaking point...[and] heaten.” Although the parents
felt that the pair had made the wrong decisiory there still supportive: “So

they made a mistake. That's life. We care. We loVee mother concludes the
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letter by requesting a copy of tManual for Draft-Age Immigrants to
Canada®® Interestingly, this letter illustrates not onlyethoncern that some
parents felt for their children, but also how TAB®BS occasionally an
intermediary between resisters and their famikesewspaper article from 1972
confirms this point, as the reporter mentions thatTADP office had a bulletin
board full of messages from parents who were tryangeach their childreff?

Not every resister who came to Canada was fortuerategh to receive
support from his family. Parents who believed rarljtservice was an obligation
that needed to be fulfilled shunned their childngro left the country? Others
were ashamed at their son or daughter’s act anareskthat their child was one
of only a few resisters who “ran away” to Canatfa.ooking at the profiles of
resisters in Haig-Brown’s book confirms that mamyemts of resisters did not
share their child’s antiwar views and decisiongave for Canada. One resister
was faced with the choice of joining the Army aaveng home. He took the
latter choice and went to Canad®Another, upon telling his father that he was
going to Canada, was told that it was the “biggeistake [he] could ever
make.?®®> Some parents’ attitudes were very extreme, sutheaesister whose

mother was such a staunch anti-Communist thathgheght “Nixon was a

%8 TADP archives, “Letter: March 31, 1975”, Box 1,|éer 19.

9 TADP archives, “Letter: ‘Dear Ms. McGovern™, Bdx Folder 13.

30 TADP archives, “Letter: May 3, 1972”, Box 25, Fetd3. The request for thdanualis
interesting for it illustrates the point made earthat families of resisters also used the doctimen
for informative purposes.

31 carolyn Toll, “Parents of Draft Evaders Feel Shoben Relief,"Chicago TribungJanuary
24,1972, Page 5. ProQuest Historical Newspapers.

%2 Killmer, 33.

%3 pid., 34.

34 Haig-Brown, 145.

% pid., 81.

106



pinko,” and was convinced that her son’s idea algoutg to Canada was the
result of “being strapped down on a table and bwaghed by the
Communists.¥°

Considering the contrary views that some parerdsiagir children had,
it comes as little surprise that the decision &wvéethe United States often led to
estrangement. A letter sent to one resister bpdments was used by TADP to
gain support for the organization. The letter titates the resentment that some
young Americans faced from their families aftentineade the decision to
immigrate to Canada. The letter was from a mothéretr son, and within the
first few lines, she quickly established her seetits: “What can | say to a son
who has become a deserter and traitor to his cguiammily and friends? You
know this is what you are. You really had us profiggou and now you ask to be
referred to as a man. You must be kidding. A maroisa sniveling coward who
has to run away from any form of authority or duicie just because it is
temporarily inconvenient. You must really be a fieaitin the cap of all your
Godless communist friends.” Apparently the mothardved that her son’s act
was inspired by the Bolsheviks, as not only wessfiiends “Godless” commies,
but she informed him of recent testimony whichexidthat all the so-called
peace movements in this country are communist alded.” The mother could
not conceive that her son’s act was his own detiaral hoped that he had not
been “praying to one of those asinine gurus.”

After the mother made it clear that the anti-wawverent was nonsense

and that the “draft-program” was “nothing but arstiashe bluntly told her son

366 |bid., 115.
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the effect his act had had on his family: “You gay hope you didn’t hurt us
too much. Well let me tell you something, it wobhlave been more merciful if
you had killed all of us before you left.” The mettthen described how her
son’s decision led to an Aunt becoming sick andoghier becoming seriously
ill; the mother herself was “on the verge of becagnmitted.” “No you didn’t
hurt us,” she informed her son, “You killed us.”

Lest her son was still wondering at this pointhia tetter if he would be
receiving any assistance from his parents, his enattade it abundantly clear
that he would not. She informed him that she wawtlsend him his birth
certificate and would “never ask anyone for let@frsecommendation for such
an irresponsible act.” She did, however, offerrayers — and a warning: if he
did not return home by the end of the month, therfdmily would inform the
authorities of his whereabouts and consider himADE Finally, the mother
pointed out that her son had really helped henledesson: “Don’t ever be too
happy or proud and brag about any of your childrecause you can get kicked
right in the teeth®’ The harshness of the letter is almost comicalityeas
certainly not funny to the son who received it.

The sheer volume of resisters who came to Cana#éasedifficult to
estimate many had the support of their family bagke. Hagan’s study,
however, is one indication of the level of parestgbport: “About half of the
sample found the decision to come to Canada dilifferult or extremely
difficult, with deserters finding the decision masfficult. Only about one-third

of the sampled resisters’ parents approved of tt@mng to Canada. Another
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one-third neither approved nor disapproved, whilyfone-third of the sample
members’ parents clearly disapprovétf”

Having a non-supportive family could cause manyfams. One
difficulty it presented was that unsympathetic pésavere unwilling to send
documents that individuals needed for immigratianppses. An individual
associated with TADP stated that at least halhefresisters could not “ask their
parents to mail their birth certificates becausrtparents have cut them off.”
39 Fortunately, TADP was able to help some people wére in this position.
Through a connection in New York, the organizatias able to obtain
documents that resisters had trouble obtaining frweir parents’® A more
poignant problem was that being cut off from fanlgs often emotionally
difficult. As Naomi Wall recollected, many young Amcans simply found

B*"1 The added stress of

“living away from friends and family to be unbeae
having a non-supportive family increased the difig in adjustment for many
resisters. One TADP member felt that about hathefpeople who came to the
organization initially had a difficult time in Cada, largely in part to a
“complete breakdown of family relationship§?For some, the hardship that

estrangement from family led to psychological iss@ne psychiatrist in

Toronto found that the majority of resisters hated for depression had

%7 Epp, 93-94.

38 Hagan, 78.

%9 illiams, 258.

$"0TADP archives, “Background”, Box 13, Folder 8, P4 .

371 Churchill, 156.

372 Lansing Shepard, “Some U.S. Draft Evaders PldRetmain in CanadaChristian Science
Monitor, December 26, 1968. Page 3. ProQuest Historicaisiapers.
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“parents who disagreed with the decision and hadrgho moral or financial
support.®”?

For those who did not have family support, orgatmzres such as TADP
were essential. The emotional support they pralideheir clients was one of
the most vital of their services. This could in@umhything from “giving
encouragement and advice on a...personal level”ffering a shoulder to cry
on.”" As one author has written, the resister orgariratboth “calmed
newcomers” and “provided the basis for first frishis in the new natior’® It
was not unusual for a resister to arrive in Canaitlanothing more than the
address or telephone number of one of the coungailioups’’® They did not
seek out “official” agencies for assistance becahlieg wanted to, as Dick
Brown noted during the 60-day pardon period, “tigera non-government group
to find out from a non-government person what @lyegoing on.*’” When
resisters came to Canada, they wanted to talknesone who understood their
needs, but also understood what they were resiatidgvhy they were doing so.
It made sense, therefore, to seek out othershmmselves. After all, many of
the counsellors at TADP had also made the samside@arlier.

What's particularly notable about people like DBfown and Mark
Satin, and possibly many of the others involvethangroup, is that TADP
played a key role in their migrations to Canadaeyin turn joined the

organization and helped others in the immigratimtess. Looking back at his

373 Baskir and Strauss, 189.

37 TADP archives, “Toronto Anti-Draft Programme,” B@s, Folder 15.
375 Surrey, 141.

37 Emerick, 101.
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time in TADP, Brown explained that his desire téphather resisters resulted
from his own fortunate situation: “I was one of theky guys...l was able to do
a lot of good to help people at the time becauseallzed when | got up here that
| was doing a lot better than a lot of these gu¥igured, ‘Hey, | got off easy on
this, why not help some of these guys who arenvirtgait so easy.”’® Hagan's
study found that, like Brown, nearly three-quart@rsesisters “in some way
helped to support newcomers who followed them toada from the United
States.?”® This sense of obligation that most resisterstéeteturn the help they
were given is a recurring theme in TADP’s histgkithough some did not have
anything more to do with TADP after they were iy aided, many offered
support in a multitude of ways. This alone is wagmembering, as perhaps no

one helped Vietnam War resisters in Canada as amtiiey helped each other.

37 TADP archives, “Letter: September 26, 1973,” Bdx Eolder 15.
38 Hagan, 217.
¥ Hagan, 115.
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Conclusion

A January 1968 article in the Saturday Evening Bbstut American war
resisters who came to Canada quoted a man whodwathe employer of one
such resister. Upon hearing that the employee bad tp Canada, the man
stated that he was not surprised, because the yoangn question was “always
trying to escape from reality.” With these few wettie employer made two
errors. First, he failed to understand that mafrp® young Americans who
came to Canada were not “escaping” anything —wene resisting the war in
Vietnam, as they refused to participate in it. Selcdhe experience of the young
man who went to Canada and the thousands of otftergoined him was
indeed very real. Crossing the border into Canaasnot the end of their
“reality,” but a new reality. To be sure, somelwdge individuals undoubtedly
continued on with their lives almost uninterrupt&tle transition for others,
usually those with less fortunate backgrounds, nedso easy. Figuring out how
to live and work legally in Canada could be conifgsiFor some, the needs were
greater. Trying to find a job and place to stag imew county without any
money or support from loved ones could be a diffiask. Luckily, there was
an organization that these individuals could tara the Toronto Anti-Draft
Programme.

For almost every challenge that resisters faceldam new land, the
Toronto Anti-Draft Programme was able to help. Befimdividuals even
reached Canad@ahe Manual for Draft-Age Immigrants to Canagbgplained

what to do when they got there. Once they arritlegl organization was able to
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help them become landed immigrants and find empérand housing.
Whenever the Canadian government unexpectedly eldathg immigration
regulations, resisters could count on TADP to mtetrthe bureaucratic jargon
and explain the new rules in language that theydconderstand. When those
new laws favoured resisters, such as the 60-dagdef grace, TADP was able
to “get the word out” to those who were unawarswth changes or did not trust
the government’s word. They could also count on PAD continually lobby the
government for a more liberalized immigration pgli€he Toronto Anti-Draft
Programme played a pivotal role that was essewtidle war resister movement
in Canada.

As the needs of war resisters changed, TADP wastaldlevelop
strategies to respond to those changes. WhenaesistSweden wanted to come
to Canada TADP learned more about Swedish and Ganadmigration
regulations. As more and more military resisterae# Canada, TADP became
the expert on military law and made them the frsbrity, as their needs were
the most pressing. When the issue of amnesty vigexdiahe organization added
to the collective voice of the war resisters in &da When parents disowned
their children, it provided emotional support. There existence of the Toronto
Anti-Draft Programme is evidence that leaving threted States in opposition to
the Vietham War was not an “easy way out.” If toeaf leaving the United
States during the Vietnam War really was an “eséapme reality,” then there
would have been no need for the Toronto Anti-DRatigramme. But there was

a need — and that need, caused by the hardsheawhf one’s homeland and
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becoming a political refugee, was eased becautte afedication of the small

group of men and women that comprised the Toromtd-Braft Programme.
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