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‘To: Thé;_c_)‘l_ffi_cefs of the National Alliani:_e Againéf Raéist and Political Rlépli'e_s'sibn (NAARPR'

Frorn The National Coordinators of Vietnam Veterans Against the War/Winter Soldler
Orgamzatlon (VVAW/WSO)

On the evemng of June 14th, Gary La.wton was invited to speak at a meetmg spon-

) sored by the Southern California Aliance Against Racist and Political Repression. He
"did not attend. 1nstead his wife, Chukia Lawton, attended the meeting and handed Angela
"Davis a letter from Gary explaining why he couldn't participate. Since that evening '
VVAW/WSO has discussed the letter from Gary and the remarks he made about the Al-
liance and Angela Davis. In various internal documents the National Office of VVAW /WSO
.presented the letter from Gary to Angela and commented on the nature of it. These com-
ments raised serious questions about the nature of the NAARPR. The National Office of
VVAW/WSO stands by these remarks:.and will go into them more deeply in this letter.

In the Scptember issue of WINTER SOLDIER, our national newspaper, we reprinwca
Gary's letter with an explanation of why it was written. This explanation pointed out sev-
eral issues raised in Gary's letter concerning the practice of the Alliance in regard to
Gary 8 case and the case of Ruchell Magee. We stated in that introduction that we felt the
1ssues raised were of interest to political prisoners around the country and that these .
people should be aware of the Alliance's practice in regard to these two ca.ses._

In October, you, the officers of the Alliance sent an open letter to the chapters of
VVAW/WSO implying that we were playing a role similar to that of the government in
criticizing Angela Davis, the Communist Party USA, {CPUSA) and the NAARPR. We f{cel
that we sl-_muld' comment on sections of your letter that grossly distort the true nature of
our remarks,

One of the co-signers of the Alliance letter pointed out over the telephone that the

gource of the material for your letter was a VVAW/WSO publication, a prison newsletter
called "Inside /Out'. This is not true. The quotes from the Alliance letter were taken
Irom an internal document of VVAW/WSO ~- this document being the National Office Re-
_.pOrt to the 13th National Stee ring Committee Meeting of VVAW /WSO, held in Buffalo.
New York in August of 1974, An internal document we might point out, is not a public
d0curnent. In spite of thie obvious fact the letter written by the Alliance freely quotes it,
thus exposing the real source of your attack on VVAW/WSO. We condemn you for using
this internal document. but as a result we feel it necessary to respond to your attack.

> 'I'he .only public statements we made about Angela Davis and the Alliance were in &
letter written by Gary Lawton, with our introduction, printed in the September issue of
WINTER SOLDIER. Apparently, The Alliance and Angela Davis do not care to deal with
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the criticisins contained in thic tter, because Gary's letier N 5t been responded to,
Instead, you have chosen to deal with our internal documents rather than a public letter.

When the Alliance was first formed in May of 1973 VVAW /WSO members partici-
pated in its first conference, At that time we felt that it was important to do so because
we could see that such an organizational form would be a giant step forward in defending
political prisoners throughout the country. While we had questions about its formation
we believed these to be secondary to the main purpose of uniting many defense committees
and organizations. At that conference one of our members of the National Office, Barry
‘Romo, was, elected as a. membex o{ the Alhance s Ntatlonal Executive Board and he
participated in at least two meetmgs of that group. The nature of his election was one -
-which we questioned as he was not notified of either his nomination or election to that
body until the meeting was over. We felt at the time, that this too was questionable, but
were willing to let that stand aside as we felt the Alliance was important., Subsequently,
the National Office decided that he should no longer be a member of the National Execu-
tive Board;.nor should any member of VVAW/WSO "As a result, at the Second Annual
Conference of the Alhance which we attended as observers, nobody from VVAW /WSO
was put forward in. normnatlon. This was donec because we felt that the Alliance was no
longor workmg in the best interests of pol1t1ca1 Prmoners. We did not make this de-
cision 11ghtly, but only after looking at tne pract1ce of the Alhance.

We a.gree when you say that it 1s necessary to defend poht:cal pr1soners. However,
we d15agree with the thrust of the ‘work being done by the Allidhce. We firmly believe
that the best defense for political prisoners is to recly on the strength of the people of
this country and to consistently expose and, actively organize to fight the umperialist sys-
tem which is the cause of pohtlcal repression. Nowhere i Alliance literature we have
seeh is th1s system identified. We have received every issue of THE ORGANIZER, the
newsletter of the Alliance. While the newsletter gives a wide variety of articles on
various pol,1t1ca1 prisoners it also never pomts out that imperialism must be done away
with in order to free political prisoners. We have searched in vain and could not find
anything resembhng this. Will ignoring the causes of political repression help to free

_politica.l_pri soners? No! '

.

We read with 1nterest the speech of Angela ‘Davis at the Second Annual Conference.

Asp a co- chenrpernon of the Alljance, and &s a leadirig member of the CPUSA, we be-
lieve that she should have attacked the system, pointing out that imperialism -is thé
reason for political repression. Nowhere did she do this. In fact, her speech began

by. stating that Congressman John Conyers of Mu:lngan was "truly representative of the
people 5 needs and desires.' She further stated that people ih the US were coming to
Junde rstand the "cr:mes of the thigs ‘who run our country. "' 'SHe* stated that they now
-beheve that Richard N1xon is a liar! "What a perfect bpportitiity to attack the system,
and yet she chose instead to congratulate 2 Congressman and dccusé one man of being

a liar! Because Conyers voted to hold Nixon in' contempt doés not maké him a "brother"
as she stated. We might point out that George McGovern, While calling for the with-
drawal of US troops from Vietnam was also one of the major proponents of continuing to
repress the American Indians at Wounded Knee. Does that'thake 'Him a Brother? Was
Richard Nixon, as despicable as he is, the sole culprit for the contiriued oppression of
the pe0ple of the world? Of course not! Then why didn't Davis raise this point -- that
the system is what oppresses 21l of us? And this was the keynote address of the Second
Annual Conference of the Alhance' it 2w iR
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July 4th demonstration that w eld in Ralmgh North Carolma. Somewhere between
6 to 8,000 people attended tk nonstration. In terms of it” , it could be summed
up as a highly successful mobili.ation in the struggle to free political prisoners. We
feel, however, that in spite of the work that went into its organizing, the Alliance again
failed to identify the imperialist system as the cause for racist and political repression.
Flowing from that, it failed to show the thousands of people there that it is necessary to
fight imperialism in order to finally free all political prisoners. An example of how
this worked out in practice at the Raleigh demonstration can be cited by the reports

that were in REVOLUTION and THE GUARDIAN. In both papers they reported that
there was "tight discipline' between the police and the demonstration organizers. While
the safety of the demonstrators is very important, it should be clear that the police,
with whom the organizers were very cooperative, are the same people that carry out
the repression of all people. From the reports we have received this was never even
pointed out at the demonstration. '

On July 4th, the same day as the Raleigh demonstration, VVAW /WSO held a rally
of about 3, 500 people in Washington DC. This rally in Washington followed three days
of intense struggle and fighting spirit of several hundred people. The main character-
ization of our demonstration was that we went to DC with winnable demands also, and
yet clearly identified the system of imperialism as our enemy. Rather than relying
on bourgeoise legalism, we carried out our demonstration in a revolutionary way. The
demonstration was marked by battles with the police. While battles with police don't
necessarily mean that a demonstration was revolutionary, it clearly showed those who
participated and those who read abeut it that we were serious about raising our demands
and we were serious in fighting the system that oppresses us aii.

The Raleigh demonstration was called as part of the Alliance's campaign to pin-
point North Carolina as the country's number one disaster area in terms of political
repression. We agree that North Carolina is marked by incredible racial and political
repression. We think the Alliance has clearly listed the many offenses against Black
and other people in that state., But we do not feel that North Carolina should be the
focal point of a National Alliance's work. The uniting factor in the Alliance is to free
all political prisoners and this cannot be done by isolating North Carolina from the rest
of the country. While we can state that the Alliance also documents other cases of pol-
itical repression, we see the thrust of your work directed at one section of the country.
We believe that this is a very serious error. How does this relate to the real oppres-
sive conditions that exist in other parts of the country? What about the repression in
Detroit with the fascist SWAT teams; the recent Operation Zebra in San Francisco;
the continuing repression of the American Indians in the North Central states; the re-
pression in Atlanta, in Dallas, and in Riverside, California? The National Alliance
should see the repression in all sections of the country as equal to that in North Carol-
ina and should put this forward; not isolate the struggle in North Carolina from the
rest of the country.

.Before we begin to respond to some of the charges made in your letter concern-
ing the Leavenworth Brothers Offense/Defense Committee, LBODC, and the Riverside
Political Prisoners Defense Committee, RPPDC, there are several points in your
letter that should be cleared up. The first deals with the point that VVAW /WSO is as-
suming the role of the government by making criticisms of the Alliance. We think this
is pure crap. It is true that in our National Office Report we called the Alliance the
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Alliance, However, we certainly didn't makt. these statements wzth the samo pohtu.al

perspective as that of the { 'ment and we feei it is oppc r‘x < of you to attempt to'
make this. 1rnp11cat1on. We Wowd like to bricfly comment o e cole of a commumst
party in;mass organizations and not from the government's po:mt of vzew. '

R T
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g oo Wesbelieve that 1t ig the duty of a communist party to act:.ve‘ly 'bulld and work in
mass- organizations, . We beheve that a, 'bra.mchlld' of a commumsl party is not a bad
thing.- In fact, we beheve that a communist party should initiate mass organizations
when necessary. That is one of the party's functmns. We also beheve that 2 commun-
.Ast party should actively put forward an independent lme in that mass orgamzatmn and
actively participate in the 1ead1ng of that orgamzatmn If, in fact, this is'what the
CPUSA is doing in the Alhance, then we think that the independent line of the CPUSA is
either bankrupt or it is hiding under a cloak of opportumsm If the CPUSA was puttmg
forward a Marxist-Leninist line then they would be cal'lmg for the overthrow of the sys-
tem, not congratulatmg it at every turn, or failing to identify our enemy.

P W1th re gard to the charge cl:-ummg that we 1mphed the groups in the Alhance
were dominated by the CPUSA, we would like to say that nowhere did we ever say ‘that
the. CPUSA dominates any of the independent organizations within’ the Alliance. We
severely criticize you for implying this in your letter, We have worked with many of
tlie.organizations that comprise the Alliance and we will continue to do so, Our differ-
anges lie with the political direction of the Alliance’s work, not with the independent
oxgamzatmns within it. :The polmcs of the Alliance is what is at questlon ‘here, and
pacifically the roles of Angela Davis and the CPUSA. Is the Alliance putting forward

ponucax line that is in ilie, Lesl intevests, ot political p“:.‘;c:"““‘ in tha United qraqu"

Is the Alliance achvely organizing people to fight the system of imperialism? 'Is the' "
Alliance building the strength of the mass movement? We believe the answers to these

qestions axe no ! e L . e

i Lo . 'I':- Tt iAs il -

foll A C
,. There are’ two 1de010g1es bourgemse and proletanan. Proletarian idedlogy’

should be the gu1d1ng political line of the Alliance. In putting forward its pohncal line

does the Alliance attack the system or does. it pay hp service to the recal struggles of -

sthe mass movement and in effect, turn that movement over to the h‘beral pol1t1c1ans

-angd the would-be ‘reformers? We believe that the Alliance is doing the latter by hot

' pointing out .who the real oppressors are. This is our summatzon of the Alhance 5

work, durmg the past year and a half. N e e . -
) SETE SRR E S LR

o’ :
: The second pomt in your 1etter that requires clarity is your comment.' "If you

have cr1t1c1sms of the CPUSA, take these up with the CPUSA, i Cons:denng that An-
gela Davis is a member of the. Centra.l Commititee of the CPUSA ‘and also sighed the
A(lhance letter, we believe that she knows better than to agree wlth this statement in
such.an off the cuff way.. The fact is that we have, in the past. tried to raise specific
criticisms with the CPUSA and we were given the most backhanded responses to the .
point of total unresponsiveness., Here we will try to recapitulate that expe rience., '
“CTL
abis Ip October of 1973 three members of VVAW /WSO attended the World Congress of
Deace ;horces mqetmg held in Moscow as part of the American de‘egatlon. At'that
conferex}s:e one member of the or inization was raped She was ‘.rcated in the Soviet
MUnion,3s.a rape victim is treated here.in the Umted States. She wasg asked if she en-
joved it and if she encouraged her attacker. As w_e state_d m our 1etter to the CPUSA
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plications it held for the Congress we did our best tc assure that the 1nc1dent was not pub-
licly disclosed. " Upon -retu/ | . to the United States we wre ¥le “ers to the CPUSA and
the' American Secretary to the’{ orld Peace Council explamind‘-_.t ‘had happened.. We-
demanded an apology fromi the World Peace Council and-that the incident be brought tor-.
the proper Soviet authorities. In addition we asked for a return of her travel expenses.
The letters were very principled and straightforward.

_ We received a reply from the American Secretary of the World Peace Council who
stated, "I am sure that anyone who was part of the planning and arrangements would
regret, as I do, that such ah incident could occur." There was no apology; there was no
mention whatever of brmgmg the incident up to the zuthorities in Mostow, and there wis
no concession that any official responsibility was involved in the way the woman was
treated by the Soviet police officials. '

“"As'far as the CPUSA was concerned, -they did not even answer our November letter.
In December of 1973, at our National Steering Committee Meecting, we voted to censure
the CPUSA and to make public the facts zround their lack of concern over the incident.

A copy+of-this censure was sent to the CPUSA!’ ‘Helen Winter, a leading member of the
CPUSA responded on January 29, twenty days after the letter of censure was formally.
sent to the CPUSA. ‘Her reply simply mentioned that the CPUSA was not a responsible
organizing body of the congress in Moscow:” She never brought up the censure gesolution
of the*VVAW /WSO National Steering Committee; only stating that she would bring up the
"matter' with Gus Hall, We havé never heard from the CPUSA again on this'censure.
A fidtional organization séhds-a letter of censurée-to a nationzl -'communist’ orgamzatlon
and there is no response whatever! i I'he CFUSA washed their hmands of the eniice incidesiis
This is inexcuseable. We do néfl believe that the staternent in your letter, signed by An-
gela Davis, is valid considering the 'CPUSA's past practice around criticism.-
(A ' . o L LS BT N

We would like to briefly respond to the comments you make in your letter concern-
ing the LBODC. In your letter you state that we'attack' you because charges of racism
were levelled at members of the LBODC. Members of the LBODC, {who are.also:mem-
bers of VVAW /WSO0), did report to us that charges of racism were made to them by:
people who they felt were extremely close to the CPUSA. Our members on the: commit-
tee feel these charges’ are not justified. This charge setup a dyriamic within the, LBODC
which resulted in dividing committee members from cne another until:the 'poant was.
reached wherein pérsonal threats on some of our members lives were made... We¢ do not
view a 'criticism' which'résulf in threats as principled criticistn, Nor do we yview 'criti-
cism' which effectively held back the work of the committee s constructive.. If racism
was apparent on the part of certain members of the LBODC, ‘then that should have been
struggled with and raiséd‘in'a principled minner by the people who felt that racist ideas/
actions were present in other committee members. Criticisms which become divisive
can only hold back the struggle and divert the rcal purpose of the committee -~ to free
the Leavenworth Brothers. '

" Later in your letter, ‘you say that thiswas scen by National Alliance officers who
have worked with the LBODC, (Carl Braden and Lennox Hinds)., The LBODC pointed out
in‘a letter to you that if this racism was seen, officers of the Alliance did not bring it up
with the committee mermnbe. s, {(at least .of with those me¢.aber: who were accused of
being 'racist'). If’the leadership of the Alliance did sec racism at work within the
LBODC, then we would expect this to beiraised by them on the spot. It is the responsibil-
ity of leadership not to retreat from struggle, and to correct mistaken ideas when and




where they arise. This was never done, We feel that if the Alliance did have criticisms
‘concermng racism w)thm{. L.BODC, it would have been f "y moré productive and prin-
cipled to raise these critil with members of the comn rather than to wait un-
til you pubhsh a letter making these charges, To recognize incorrect ideas or practice
and not deal with them unt11 many months Iater in a pubhc lettet is seen by us as bemg
opportumst e . :

. In another part of your letter you state, "We are dismayed that you would hamper
this effort, (to build the Alliance) not only by discouraging a local group from affiliating
Wwith the Alhance (a5 you say you did with the L¢avenworth committee) but also by
1§§u1ng thxs statement "' By this, we assurne you are referring to our National Office .
Report where we report that VVAW /WSO members on the LBODC opposed the idea of
affiliating with the Alliance. The members who did oppose this affiliation did so on the
grounds that they had honest questions as to the nature of the Alliand¢e, its relationship
to the CPUSA and the practice and politics of both organizations. We feel it is a good
thmg that questlons such as this are raised within-a committee such as the LBODC be-
fore a dec151on to affiliate is made. "It just may be that everyone does not agree with
the’ 1mportance of building the Alliance, in its present form. VVAW/WSO does not sce
1tse1f as having a respon51b1hty to build the Alliance, and if our membership has ques-
tio s about the nature of the Alliance, then we feel that is a good thing. As you well
.know, the LBODC did decide to affiliate with the Alliance. We also assume you are
aware that this decision to affiliate was made at a time when two people who had strong
doubts about ‘the affiliation had to leave town, The LBODC members knew that these
people had questlons ‘and criticisms, but with no warning, they decided to hold a vote
on the afhhaimn WlthOl‘t having first struggled out the pros and cons of such an affilia-
tion. We see this very undemocratic process ot aifihiation as manipuiative on the part
of the committee members who felt very strongly that the committee should affiliatc
with the Alliance. Even if the people who opposed the affiliation had becn outvoted and
the affiliation made anyway, we strongly criticize those people in and around the
LBODC who pushed for this vote at a time when other members were absent.

o I_n 'your letter you ‘almost ignored the major point of the current struggle and that
s the letter written by Gary Lawton to Angela Davis. The major reason we decided
‘to pubhsh Lawton's letter in WINTER SOLDIER was because this letter raised' major
questmns concerning the movement to frec all political prisoners. Your brief res-
.ponce treated Gary's letter as if it were a footnote. You made three statements con- .-
'cerning the letter that were totally misleading and circumventing the issues . raised in -
his. letter. You stated in your letter, "EvVen the letter from Gary Lawton criticizing.
Angela was addressed {sic) to her as she spoke in Gary's-defense...” The fact is that.

- you rmsiead people by saying that she was speaking in Gary's defense, as'if that were .
the reason for the public meeting called by the Southern California Alliance, where

she spoke. That meeting was called to ra1se rnoney l:o send people to the North Carol-
ina demonstration. S S :

You further state that ""Carl Braden also spent several weeks in Riverside this
., past. sprmg workmg on Gary's case, and is again’'in' Riverside now as these words are
'_'.bemg wrztten. " It was pointed out to us by the RPPDC that in fact Carl has never
"come to work for Lawton as a representative cf the National Alliance, nor has any Al-
liance money been spent on sending Carl there. While Carl has been in Riverside and
:-_:ihas helped on the case, it has not been done by the Alliance, but by Carl as a member
of the Southern Inshtute for Propaganda and Organizing. - e
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The third point you raised concerns Gary's questions about the support Davis has
given te Ruchell Magee, Y .*uote from a letter wrilten by "“wchell stating that Angela
Davis has given him a lot 2. WF jort. We will not go into the ants of that letter as
we can produce letlters written by Ruchell that give a different perspective. We will not
use Ruchell here to make our points, It shculd be noted however, that Gary has been in
contact with Ruchell and as a result has questions of Davis to which she has not respond

edo )

The above points are all that are briefly discussed in your letter, Gary did not
write his letter just to get his name in WINTER SOLDIER, -and he did not write the letter
to the four co-chairpersons of the Alliance; he wrote the letter to Angela Davis because
he wanted her to answer his specific questions. He also wrote the letter to Davis to
tell her in no uncertain terms what he thinks of her role in the struggle to free all politi-
cal prisoners. As we have stated, Davis has refused to respond. Throughout the years
of the Lawton case, Angela Davis, while pretending to help Gary, has never been in per-
sonal contact with him even though the history between the Southern California Alliance
and the RPPDC has been marked by constant duplicity on the part of the SCAARPR.
After Gary's letter was written, Davis found the time to meet with individual members
of VVAW /WSO in southern California, If she could find the time to meet with them,
then why couldn't she {ind the time to talk to Lawton? Riverside is but a telephone call
away, She has never done this because she doesn't want to. She has used the Alliance
to attempt to give a very incomplete response to Gary's letter under a safe cover as co-
chairperson of the National Alliance. '

Enclosed with this letier is a response to your attack on VVAW/WSO writien by the
RPPDC. We think that this response outlines the history of the relationship between the
RPPDC and the Alliance, Angela and the CPUSA very well. We believe that it sums up
the role played by these groups and this individual in attempting to undermine the efforts
to free Lawton. Gary is a leading figure in the continuing struggle to free political pris-
oners. To answer his letter in the manner that was done by the leadership of the Alliance
and the CPUSA is an attack on Gary, VVAW/WSO has continually supported Gary and
the efforts to free him from the racist frame-up charges that stem from his work in
organizing the minority community of Riverside against the oppression of the system,
We will continue to support him until he is free. And this support for him will be there
when he is attacked in unprincipled, opportunist methods as used in your letter.

You attacked VVAW /WSO in your letter for criticizing Angela Davis. You state
that she ''voices the aspirations of all Black people', and you unblushingly compare her
to Martin Luther King and Malcolm X. You further state that VVAW/WSO attacks her
just as the government does. Angela Davis and the struggle to free her was a struggle
that won over millions of Third World and white people to her defense. Her trial and de-
fense were worthy of mass support; support VVAW /WSO gave throughout the country.

We believed that the struggle to free Angela Davis was a struggle of all progressive
people in the United States. It is for this reason that we single her ocut. She is a major
figure in the US and because of this, she is responsible to those millions of people who

fought for her freedom.

The hopes and aspirations of all oppressed people are to cast off the burdens of
imperialism. Chairman Mao Tsetung stated, "Countries want freedom, nations want in-
dependence, and people want revolution.' We believe that these are the aspirations of
all oppressed people. We do not believe that the Alliance in its present form is working
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ioward this goal. We believe that Davis, as a2 wel known figure in the Uniled Strtes, and
av co-chairperson of the Ni PR has a resporsibility to:vd Jathese aspirations.. We
beijeve that she is not doing th | : SRR R
. o . - o ) St e i e,
‘Your letter implied that Davis has spent almost all of-her time. working and organ-
izing on behalf of political prisoners, We do.not believe that time factors are the gayge
of one's political analysis. When she doesn't idéntify the impcrialist system; when she .
doesn't actively organize people to fight the system, then she doesn't voice the aspirations
of all Black people as you ¢élaim. Instead she voices the reformist line of the Cl12USA,
For-only in overthrowing the system of imperialisnm will all Black and oppressed people
be: free, When criticism is directed at her it is opportunist to say that it is the,work of
the povermient, By stating that VVAW /WSO plays a role similar to Lthat of the govermmnait
yowarcé.saying that Davis is above criticism and, in fact, she is not, . You are ignoring
the.criticisms being made, negating the very essence of criticism and holding ypurselves
above ity Your letier's implication that VVAW /WSO is an agency of the government is a
slanderous attack., The four.co-chairpersons of the Alliance are responding to Gary's
tetter,in an outright opportunist fashion. You have taken our organization's documents,
paerverted them with lies and distortions and haye published an attack in a dewous .lel 3.
honcst way, . Lt e I

R S
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On many occasions we have. hcard An;aela Dav1s and. mcmlqu of the Alliam e call

for umty. We agree with this, but we feel that uml.y must come from prmmplod strugeioe
around issues arising in the rnass movement today., We do not believe that unity is ac hi.
by glossing over differences. It is not in the interests of the mass movement Lo ‘wnite ‘.isi.
opporiunisis, reformists -and others that actually hold back the movement, If a chmmi 3
opportunist line is put forward then that line must be struggied againsi in order .u m..m e
principled unity. If that 11m. is not heaten, down thcn it must be cxpoet-d to the masseq Gl
people who will then decxde whu_h line is corrm.ct. o ’ '
N . . ; .

., aitrs Once again we state that our d:f!ercnccs Wlth the Alhance are with 1ts leadership,
with its political outlook and w:th the CPUSA, a. h,admg force in the Alliance. Qur Qiffer-
ences arc not with the aifiliate organizations and groups in the thmnal Alllanco It iw our
hOpo that thef-:e orl,,«mwut'cms and dofenbe committecs compn:.m;, the Alham.c wﬂl bepin
to .rc-ovaluate the political dir ection of the A}hancc in an effort to insure that its work
serves the real interests of polltlcal prmonerq throug,hout the counlry

In t’he Struggle Against Impcrialism,
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"I"RFP.DOM FOR ONE Is NOT ENOUGH FREE US ALI.: (SAY ON!Y - GARY LA‘WTON :
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