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©iirect Cmomnsi’s Exclusive IFoOinros & Video**

Eight! Mmwriies
To EVJodliniBgjM
A Portrait of Dr Helen Caldicott
1981 Academy Award Nomination
Best Feature Documentary
This 1981 Academy Award
nominated film is a portrait of
activist. Dr Helen Caldicott.
the pediatrician and author
engaged in the struggle to
inform and arouse the public
to the medical hazards of the
nuclear age
60 minutes Color 1981

Tlhie
Freeze
An Overview of the Arms Race
Robert McNamara. Paul
Warnke.Dr Herbert Scoville. Jr.
and Dr Helen Caldicott are
among the notable speakers
to present detailed information
and balanced viewpoints on
the nuclear arms race, includ
ing excerpts from 5 award
winning films on the nuclear
disarmament issue
25 minutes Color 1983

Off Vou (L©ve
Thos Planeti
Dr Helen Caldicott on Nuclear War
Academy Award 1982
Best Documentary Short
National Film Board of Canada
In a campus talk. Dr Helen
Caldicott. noted author and
pediatrician, clearly emphas
izes the perils of nuclear war
and reveals a frightening pro
gression of events which
would follow a nuclear attack.
26 minutes Color 1982

T© OOide
Growing Up in the
Shadow of the Bomb
Narrated by Martin Sheen
Vintage film clips show how
America was sold on the idea
that nuclear attack is surviva
ble in a fallout shelter Martin
Sheens narration recreates the
nightmares of a child growing
up during the cold war

29 minutes Color 1982

©irecti Camiema Home Direct Cinema’s
Exclusive Films & Video**

Atomic
Cato

Film dips from newsreels, train
ing films, and TV shows, which
related to how Americans per
ceived 'The Borno* in the 40s
& 50s. are combined m a lei'mg
and often ironic juxtaposition

China
Syndrome

Jane Fonda. Michael Douglas.
and Jack Lemmon star in this
fictional story of a Three Mile
istand-type nuclear reador melt
down Direaor James Bridges
probes the issues of a cover-up
of tne disaster

Being With
John F. Kennedy

A new intimate view of John F
Kennedy traces his progression
from young Senator. Io winning
candidate. through the glories of
the New Frontier, to heavly txn
dcned President in crisis and
concludes with the impact ol
his death

Coming
Homo
Academy Award
Best Access 1979

This ra»e movie illuminates with
magnificent sincerity the
suffering of a crippled Vietnam
veteran Upon his return home
Stars Jane Fonda. Jon \to;ght.
Bruce Dem

Dr.
Strangelove
O How I Learned to Stop
Worrying and Love the Bomb

This classic by Stanley Kubrick
presents a humorous and fright
enmg took at the dangers of
nuclear war Starring Sterling
Hayden. Peter Sellers George
C Scott, and Shm Pickens

The Lifo a
Times of Rosio
the Riveter

In tms valuable history of working
women, live former "Rosies*
recall their experiences during
World War ii when women
gamed entry into major industrial
plants and were then dismissed
al the war’s end

Fail
Sato

After a computer error launches
an irreversible nuclear attack on
Russia by SAC. the heads of
each government struggle to
save the world from annihilation
Stars Waiter Matthau and Henry
Fonda

Harlan County,
USA

Norma Rao

This extraordinary documentary
chronides the lengthy struggles
by coal miners to wm a union
contract

Sally Field portrays a southern
texble worker determined to gel
union representation

The Trials of
Alger Hiss

This account details the cso'o
nape and perjury case that
catapulted Congressman
Renard Ni«on Io national prom
inencc and sent former State
Department Officer Atger Hiss
to prison

On Tho
Beach

In th.s adaption o» Nevd Shute’s
no-vet. a group of Australians
await the etteas of a nuclear
war that has destroyed the rest
of the world Stars Gregory
Peck. Ava Gardner, and Fred
Astaire

Wasn’t That
A Timo

Pete Seeger. Lee Hays. Ronnie
Gilbert and Fred Hellerman. for
merly The Weavers, reminisce
while preparing lor their 1980
reunion at Carnegie Hall Inter
views and music combine lor a
telling history

Vietnam
Requiem

In this ABC News Special, live
Vietnam veterans, an decorated
war heroes, now serving prison
terms are interviewed The him
relays the horrors ol war and the
unhappiness fell by these
heroes

'Direct Cinema Home Video Cassettes are available in BETA &
VHS for purchase only. Preview and rental copies are not
available.
"These films are exclusively available from Direct Cinema
Limited for rental, purchase, or preview.

For additional information and our free catalogue contact:
Direct Cinema Limited
Post Office Box 69589
Los Angeles, CA 90069
(213) 656-4700
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Reagan’s first space weapon comes on
line. Cambridge votes on a nuclear-free
future and Tucson trains airmen to
launch the cruise missile. Plus: The Peace
Academy Debate; a Michigan judge tries
to block civil disobedience; Philadelphia
protests German missile deployment.
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A Message From Nuclear Times
To Our Readers

A little more than a year ago when we launched this magazine, we wrote that
we would happily go out of business the day nuclear weapons no longer posed a
threat to humanity. We knew then that the arms race, with a built-in momentum
of its own, was a formidable opponent, and that we would likely have to keep
publishing for some years before our goal was met.

Judging from the feedback we have received from readers, our first year has
been a remarkable success. We have established ourselves in the antinuclear
weapons movement as an invaluable source of reliable information for people
working to reverse the arms race. By lending a national perspective we have
shown readers how, both as individuals and members of organizations, they fit
into the antinuclear movement. “It’s a movement barometer,” according to
Howard Ris Jr. of the Union of Concerned Scientists. Or as Betty Bumpers of
Peace Links said about Nuclear Times, “It gives all of our efforts cohesion and
mortar as we move forward.” We have brought the different pieces of the
antinuclear movement together and helped to fuel a more effective force. By
spreading information we have given readers a sense of belonging to a larger
community.

We are spending less money to meet our expenses than we budgeted—a claim
not many magazines of any kind can make. But because the competition for
foundation funding is so fierce, we find ourselves, as we begin our second year,
$100,000 short of meeting our 1983 expenses. This is where you, our readers, come
in. Unless we can make up this deficit by the end of the year—either in the form
of individual contributions or in new foundation support—we will be forced to scale
back our efforts significantly. This would come as a great blow not only to those of
us who have labored long and hard on the magazine but, we believe, to the
movement itself.

If you value this publication as much as we think you do, please take this
opportunity to help us in our time of need. If you are unable to make a financial
contribution, write us a letter telling us how Nuclear Times is keeping you
informed—and how you wse the magazine. With these contributions and
testimonials, we may be able to convince a few more foundations to support us
until we are strong enough to take care of ourselves.

Cynthia Kling-Jones, Publisher Greg Mitchell, Editor
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Peace Camp lessons.
By Andrea Doremus

NUCLEAR CULTURE 30
New books.

CALENDAR 33

RESOURCES 35
By Ann Marie Cunningham
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YES, I want to support Nuclear Times, at this critical time, in
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o serve as the communications tool for the entire antinuclear weapons
movement.

o help national 'groups reach activists at the grassroots
o provide activists everywhere with a movement-wide perspective on the
campaign to halt the arms race.
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. . . and they shall beat their swords
into ploughshares. . . Isaiah 2:4

Now in. 16mm!
Emile de Antonio’s

The
King of Prussian

Father Daniel Berrigan (himselQ

With the Plowshares 8
Daniel Berrigan S.J. Elmer Maas
Philip Berrigan Dean Hammer
Sister Anne Montgomery Molly Rush
Father Carl Kabat John Schuchardt

music by Jackson Browne
. . . bold, innovative and
chillingly Informative
re-enactment of the trial of
the "Ploughshares 8"

— Toronto Sun

90 minutes of struggling
humanity, sincerity and
commitment

— Phila Daily Hews

I could not not do what I did.
— Father Daniel Berrigan

. . . It Is really addressing the
complex Issues of civil disobe
dience, the lessons of the
Nuremberg Trials, and the
social responsibilities of an
informed citizenry to deal
with the nuclear arms
race. . . it is the most thought
provoking film I’ve seen. . .

— John Dowling, Bulletin of
Atomic Scientists

People here talk about the
premier as being a decisive mo
ment in the local disarmament
struggle.

— Neil Sieling, Minneapolis

Winner! Berlin Film Festival 1983

16mm Film Rental or Purchase
35mm Film for Theatrical Release

Bullfrog Films
Oley PA 19547
(215)779-8226

Does Not Compute
I am grateful to writer David Morrison

and Nuclear Thues for the attention
given to the issue of accidental nuclear
war in your July issue (“New Weapons
Wired For War”]. However, I am deeply
concerned with the attitude revealed in
the article’s treatment of the issues of
computer reliability and the relationship
of computers to accidental nuclear war. I
believe that Morrison too neatly dis
misses the subject with his listing of “re
forms” that NORAD (North American
Aerospace Defense Command] is under
taking on its computer system. Accord
ing to the same Senate report quoted by
Morrison, there were no fewer than 2159
detections of “irregularities” by NORAD
sensors in only the first half of 1980. Ex
trapolated over a year, this would
amount to an average of a little over 12
sensor detections a day that the NORAD
computers would be processing. The par
amount danger of “launch-on-warning” is
precisely that there will be practically no
time to correct mistakes.

Try as I might, I can make no sense out
of Morrison’s statement that “the great
est danger now arises not from faulty
computers but from the imminent de
ployment of counterforce missiles.” The
launch-on-warning danger is a mix of
components which includes weapons that
can destroy hardened targets, human fal
libility, and computer fallibility. It is the
interplay between these factors that
makes the situation so fraught with dan
ger. I also cannot agree with the state
ment that “computer error is unlikely to
trigger an unintentional attack, absent
an international crisis.” I submit that the
onset of launch-on-warning will itself be a
continuous, nonstop international crisis.

—Gary Houser
Athens, Ohio

Missing Peace
Roberta T. Manning’s Forum piece

(“Trust-Busting American Style,” Aug/ 

Sept ’83] is correct—few Americans
know of the recent disarmament pro
posals of the Soviet Union. She lists some
of the good proposals, but does not also
list some of the Soviet failures: its persis
tence in refusing to report military bud
gets, its refusal to allow UN inspectors to
check on the use of toxic weapons, and its
continued advocacy of a useless World
Disarmament Conference. Despite these
lapses of Moscow, she is correct in writ
ing that “our side won’t come off looking
very well.”

Yet this does not mean that we must
praise the official Soviet peace apparatus
and downplay the new Group to Estab
lish Trust in Moscow (and elsewhere in
the Soviet Union). The former is official
and its public demonstrations for disar
mament are welcome. The Group to Es
tablish Trust is unofficial and maintains a
nonaligned policy. It is as critical of the
Soviet military as of the U.S. military, a
posture taken by most peace organiza
tions in the West.

The trouble with the Soviet Peace
Committee and its allies is that its poli
cies are set by the government. It never
differs from governmental policy, Af
ghanistan and Poland being only recent
examples. I once made a speech in the
Kremlin and was applauded as an Amer
ican for denouncing U.S. nuclear tests.
But I was criticized for daring also to crit
icize Soviet nuclear tests. At the time,
socialist nuclear tests were “for peace”
and sanctioned by the Soviet Peace Com
mittee. That was two decades ago. If the
Soviet Peace Committee has changed
and become as critical of Soviet military
might as of its U.S. counterpart, let them
(or Dr. Manning) demonstrate this inde
pendence. Until this occurs, we can be
grateful for the emergence of indepen
dent peace groups in the Soviet Union,
the German Democratic Republic, and
Hungary.

—Homer A. Jack
New York, N.Y.

Correction
In the October issue Northwest Nu-

clear Xchange was inaccurately attrib
uted with organizing a boycott of General
Electric consumer products. The boycott
is being organized by Citizens Boycott
Nuclear Arms.

o Editor Greg Mitchell, Managing Editor Corinna Gardner, Senior Editor David Corn,
Asst. Editors Maria Margaronis, Renata Rizzo, Resources Editor Ann Marie Cunningham,
Contributing Editors Robert Friedman, Suzanne Gordon, Fred Kaplan, Howard Kohn

• Art Director Cindy Milstein • Director Jack Berkowitz Publisher
Cynthia Kling-Jones, Advertising Sales Pamela Abrams, Circulation Kippie Norris

• Interns Tracey Cohen, Amalia Duarte, Douglas Lavin • Board of Directors
Jack Berkowitz, Hodding Carter, Robert Friedman, Wade Greene, Colin Greer,

Adam Hochschild, Jonathan Z. Larsen, Thomas B. Morgan, Thomas Powers,
Anne Mollegen Smith, Susan Margolis Winter, Anne B. Zill.
• Cover Photo Courtesy of ABC, Airbrushing Jay Harper •
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CONSERVATIVES KICK CAN: When Citi
zens Against Nuclear War (CAN) put to
gether the initial program for its Citizens
Congress on National Security (to be
held in St. Louis in mid-November), it
included the usual freeze advocates such
as Randall Forsberg and Jack Geiger of
Physicians for Social Responsibility. But
the program had some surprises. Also
listed was an array of anti-freezers such
as Senator John Tower; Zbigniew Brze
zinski, President Carter’s national secu
rity adviser; Daniel Graham of the pro
space weapons High Frontier; and
Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger.
Of these four, only Graham was con
firmed when CAN sent out its invita
tions. The other three each told CAN
they could be officially listed as invited
but not yet confirmed—a sign that they
would try to attend.

A week after the invitations were
mailed, however, all four conservatives
pulled out. Graham’s secretary informed
CAN that he no longer felt it was in his
interest to attend. The conservatives’ re
treat, says CAN executive director Ka
ren Mulhauser, occurred after several
right-wing groups, including the Ameri
can Conservative Union, applied pres
sure on Weinberger and the others not to
dignify a pro-.freeze organization’s event
by attending. So instead of Weinberger
and the rest, CAN has to settle for
lesser-known conservatives to ensure
that both sides of the nuclear debate are
represented at the congress. For exam
ple, substituting for Weinberger will be
Frank Gaffney, deputy assistant secre
tary of defense for strategic and theater
nuclear forces policy.

WASHINGTON SLEPT HERE: With only
weeks remaining before the United
States is scheduled to deploy cruise and
Pershing 2 missiles in Europe, there is
not much of a sign that Congress will do
anything to prevent deployment. But a
handful of members of Congress are still
trying to obtain a delay. On October 6
Representative Edward Markey intro
duced a joint resolution calling on the
president to announce that the United
States would put off deployment for six
months. The terms of the resolution
would involve a formal Soviet agreement
to negotiate toward a treaty that would
reduce Soviet intermediate-range mis
siles to the level of British and French
forces in return for no deployment of 

U.S..cruise and Pershing 2 missiles.
The Soviets have said they are willing

to reduce toward this level, explains
Markey aide Douglas Waller, and a delay
might give negotiations a chance to suc
ceed. But he admits that prospects for
success are not high, and that the bill is
largely “an educational vehicle.”

And as the 1984 defense appropria
tions bill made its way to the floor last
month, several congressmen, led by Rep
resentative Martin Sabo, worked to at
tach an amendment that would cut
Euromissile funds earmarked for trans
portation and support, thus forcing a six-
month delay. But they were not even
sure they could obtain a vote on the mea
sure. “Sentiment in Congress is clearly
behind deployment,” Waller notes.

CONVENTIONAL WISDOM: Next summer
when the 3931 delegates, the candidates
and the upper and lower brass of the
Democratic Party assemble in San Fran

cisco to select the party’s presidential
candidate, a coalition of over 100 peace-
and environmental groups will be there
to greet them. Already more than 110 or
ganizations, mostly based in Northern
California, have banded together to form
the Peace and Environmental Conven
tion Coalition, which, in the words of one
activist, “exists to insure that the various
political messages of the member groups
are delivered to the appropriate places—
the delegates, candidates and media.”

The Coalition itself does not have any
specific message, and it might only spon
sor one or two events. Its main purpose is
to coordinate the many activities planned
by its members, which includes national
organizations such as Greenpeace, the
freeze campaign and Ground Zero. The
latter, for example, plans to stage an ex
hibit of billboard-size art and set up a
stage for events and booth space for
groups inside the 60,000 square-foot Pier
3 at Fort Mason Center.

Now based in the Berkeley office of
Ground Zero-California, the Coalition
has made contact with the Democratic
Party, the convention staff, and the office
of San Francisco Mayor Dianne Fein
stein. The Democrats have even asked
the Coalition to help recruit the 10,000
volunteers needed to staff the conven
tion. Although some activists are con

BY ROBERT DELTREDICI

Views From The Nuclear World (2)

ELECTRO-MAGNETIC PULSE, Sandia National Laboratory, Albuquerque, New Mexico: One
unexpected effect of an atomic explosion is the electromagnetic pulse (EMP). A nuclear
warhead, when detonated in the air, releases in a fraction of a second a surge of energy
strong enough to overload and destroy delicate computer circuitry, effectively "blinding”
ground and air operations and communications for at least hundreds of miles around. The
device in this picture generates an artificial EMP over a jet aircraft in simulated flight. (This
is the second in a series of photographs by Robert Del Tredici based on his visits to seldom
seen centers of the nuclear world.)
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cerned about working too closely with
the Party, one notes, “The pay-off is we
get people inside the convention.” And he
adds, "We will continue with all of our
events, even if they express reserva
tions.”

LESS IS MORE: It's not often that you
hear arms control activists complaining
about verification. But that has been one
of the responses to President Reagan’s
proposed nuclear weapons “build-down,”
which in September was incorporated
into the U.S. negotiating position at the
strategic arms talks in Geneva. Both
freeze advocates (and some administra
tion officials) are saying that Reagan’s
proposal, which calls for the establish
ment of a formula by which each super
power would have to destroy a greater
number of old weapons before deploying
new weapons, poses severe verification
difficulties.

But is it dangerous for freeze sup
porters to raise the issue of verification,
usually brandished by those opposing the
freeze? “Not at all,” says Chaplain Mom-
son of the freeze campaign’s Washington,
D.C., office. “To detect a violation under
a freeze you only have to see if there is
any activity. With this proposal, you
have building up here, reductions there,
and all sorts of changing numbers.” This
will all be harder to monitor than a
freeze, he explains, noting that Reagan’s
proposed formula to measure all changes
is quite complicated. And this proposal
will do nothing, Morrison says, to pre
vent qualitative progress in the arms
race.

A NOVEL APPROACH: When publishing
house Holt, Rinehart and Winston won
the North American hardcover rights to
a new novel, Warday, there was cheering
in its halls. “This book is going to have a
big impact," says Marian Wood, execu
tive editor of Holt. And Holt should hope
so. It’s been estimated that Holt paid
$460,000 for the book.

Coauthored by James Kunetka Jr.

(who has written books on Los Alamos
and J. Robert Oppenheimer) and Whitley
Strieber (author of Wolfen), the novel
takes place in the United States in the
1990s after a nuclear war with the Soviet
Union. The war lasts 30 to 40 minutes and
is curtailed only by the collapse of
communications systems on both sides.
“This occurs at the beginning of the
book,” says Wood. “What’s left is how
people respond.” The two authors travel
across America and survey the results.
“It’s chilling, a most effective antinuclear
statement,” Wood notes. She also adds
that the novel, a potential bestseller due
out April 16, is very accurate: “It’s been
read by a great many scientists who are
expected to endorse it.”

CLAY FEAT: Barbara Donachy returned
home from abroad in 1981 a worried
woman. “Reagan was in the White House
talking about limited nuclear war, and
the people we met in Europe were fright
ened,” recalls Donachy, a Denver artist.
“What bothered me the most was that
the average European cabby knew a lot
more about the military policies of the
United States than I did.” But Donachy
didn’t forget the whole thing—what she
did was build it. Using over four tons of
clay, 50 volunteers and thousands of
hours, Donachy and husband Andy
Bardwell constructed a miniature, ce
ramic replica of the entire U.S. nuclear
arsenal.

Recently the Nuclear Arsenal Project
appeared at a New York art studio as
part of an Artists for Nuclear Disarma
ment exhibit. It took eight volunteers
over 300 hours to arrange the 30,000 nu
clear warheads, 1700 missiles, 400
bombers and 33 submarines in symmetri
cal rows. Plans are underway for the pro
ject to move to Washington, D.C., later
this fall, where Representative Patricia
Schroeder is scouting for a suitable site.
Donachy is financing the show, in part,
by selling original pieces of it, all of which
have been individually numbered. (The
pieces will then be replaced by identical, 

Joseph Cardinal Bemardin, archbishop of Chicago and chairman of the
committee that drafted the Catholic bishops’ pastoral letter on nu
clear war, will receive this year’s Albert Einstein Peace Prize later
this month in Washington, D.C.... -A simplified version of Ground

Zero’s “Firebreaks” game (with new nuclear war scenarios) will be distributed in
January... .William Starkweather and Gary Seldon of Amherst, Massachusetts,
whose life-sized models of cruise missiles have been“deployed” by antinuclear groups
in seven states, are making 12 “new and improved” fiberglass models, and are also
shipping ready-to-assemble parts to local groups... .The Council for a Livable World has
initiated a new public service. Everytime a member of the Reagan administration
makes a factual error relating to arms control and national security the Council sends
a Reagan Correctgram to the media, correcting it... .Greenham Common women,
represented by the Center for Constitutional Rights and Lawyers Committee on Nuclear
Policy, will be filing a complaint in a U.S. District Court this month arguing that the
use and threatened use of the Euromissiles violates international law, the U.S. Con
stitution and British law . . , .Soviet peace activist Oleg Radzinsky was sentenced on
October 13 to a year in prison and five years in internal exile.
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Donachy’s homemade “nuclear” arsenal

unnumbered weapons to keep the arsenal
intact.) The weapons cost $1 for every $1
million they cost U.S. taxpayers; prices
range from $4 for a warhead to $2400 for
a two-foot-long Trident submarine.

DISARMAMENT DOCTRINE: One of the
first ecumenical responses to the U.S.
Catholic bishops’ pastoral letter on war
and peace is an ambitious plan that could
provide doctrinal authority for disarma
ment actions. Eight denominations in the
state of Washington are initiating a two-
year project, “Dialogue for Peace,” that
will include grass-roots discussions, re
gional convocations and a concluding call
to action. The project (based at the
Washington Association of Churches in
Seattle) will focus on the major points of
the 100-page Catholic document issued
last May—support for disarmament, the
freeze and a no-first-stnke policy.

Discussion groups involving up to
30,000 church and parish members across
the state will begin in January, followed
by regional convocations to develop a
“sense of the people” statement on the
issues. A second round of local discus
sions set to begin in November 1984 will
develop the statement into proposals
calling for specific actions that individ
uals should take towards the goal of pre
venting nuclear war. A “call to action” is
expected by March 1985.

CRAZY ARMS: Under present plans the
United States will build about 17,000
new nuclear weapons in the following
decade and retire only 11,000 old weap
ons, according to a major new study by
the Center for Defense Information
(CDI) in Washington, D.C. The study
also reveals that the Reagan administra
tion will spend $450 billion in the next six
years “preparing for nuclear war.” This
figure represents about 22 percent of the
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total military budget—considerably
higher than the 10 to 15 percent claimed
by administration officials—and means
that spending for nuclear weapons has
doubled under Reagan. The cost merely
to develop and purchase 15 new nuclear
weapons systems during the next decade
is in the $335 to $400 billion range.

“If the study’s findings are startling,”
says CDI senior researcher Dr. Robert
Nonas, “it’s because the scattered, pub
licly available details on these nuclear
programs are rarely seen in their en
tirety.” Some interesting tidbits of infor
mation from the CDI study:
o The average production rate over the
coming decade will be five nuclear weap
ons a day.
o The $280.5 billion in overall military
funding requested by Reagan this year is
nearly double President Carter’s 1980 re
quest.
o By 1986 the Pentagon will be spending
nearly $1 billion a day, $41 million an
hour, $700,000 a minute.

THE DAYS AND YEARS AFTER: How bad
will it be after a nuclear war? Two re
ports recently released indicate that the
long-term ecological consequences might
even be worse than previously thought.
According to The Aftermath, edited by
Jeannie Peterson, published by Pan
theon Books and based on a special issue
of Ambio (the journal of the Royal Swed
ish Academy of Sciences), fallout, vast
fires, photochemical smog, famine, dis
ease and social collapse caused by a major
nuclear war will “totally” destroy all the
industrialized societies of the Northern
Hemisphere. And the Third World,
which depends on international trade in
fertilizers, fuel, farm machinery and
technology, will follow—itself swept by
waves of famine and disease. The report
indicates little hope that the globe might
ever recover.

A much-overlooked recent study by
the House of Representatives Commit
tee on Science and Technology comes to
much the same conclusion and notes
there are no civil defense measures that
can “afford significant protection against
the post-war health and ecological conse
quences of nuclear war.” The Committee
also calls for a worldwide coordinated ef
fort, akin to the 1957 International Geo
physical Year, to further explore the
global consequences of nuclear war, not
ing it was “struck at how random and un
coordinated the amassing of such knowl
edge has been.”

ELVES VS. ELF: In Michigan and Wiscon
sin, opponents of Project ELF—the con
struction of an extremely low frequency
electromagnetic radiation antenna that
the U.S. Navy hopes will one day send
messages to Trident submarines carry-

C<®rg® E
fenman
George Kennan's lantern
illuminates the world: it
penetrates the murky
recesses inhabited by
political time-servers: it
puls to shame the tired
catchwords of ideology: it
shines like a beacon in an
era of militarist adventure
and personalized' foreign
policy."

— HARRISON E. SALISBURY

NOW IN PANTHEON PAPERBACK

THE NUCLEAR DELUSION
Soviet-American Relations in the
Atomic Age
First time in paperback. Expanded and
updated with 64 pages of new material
including two major 1982 speeches and
Mr. Kennan’s article for the November
1982 Allantic Monthly. "A unique contri
bution to the public debate [by] perhaps the
person in the United States best qualified to
discuss the complex issues that must be
faced if the nation is to make rational deci
sions about future weapons systems."

-JEROME WEISNER.
Washington Post Book World. 54.95

MEMOIRS 1925-1950 (Volume I)
Winner of the Pulitzer Prize and the
National Book Critics Circle Award
Kennan's "remarkably candid, beautifully
written, utterly fascinating"’ autobiography
of his years in Berlin, Moscow, and Prague
as a foreign service officer, and in Washing
ton as an architect of postwar foreign pol
icy. "The single most valuable political book
written by an American in the twentieth
century." —Heu.' Republic. $8.95

MEMOIRS 1950-1963 (Volume II)
First time in paperback, with a new
postscript by the author
Covers Kennan's years as scholar and
public commentator, and traces his devel
opment as an historian. "Most of the con
clusions that George Kennan has reached
over the years involve the Soviet Union, and
they emerge with admirable clarity from
this book [by| this most brilliant and civilized
student of the public scene."

-JOHN KENNETH GALBRAITH.
H.Y. Times Book Review. $7.95

Two outstanding books on
al-important nuclear issues
THE AFTERMATH
The Human and Ecological Consequences of Hue tear
War. Edited by Jeannie Peterson for Ambio. Introduction
by Alva Myrdal. "One of the seminal works on this sub
ject As a physician, I would advise all medical practi
tioners and scientists to read this book carefully’
—HELEN CALDICOTT. Illustrated. Paper $7.95, cloth $14.95

RADIATION AND HUMAN HEALTH
Updated and Abridged Edition by JOHN W. GOFMAN,
M.D., Ph.D. "A profound, clearly written, practical book
by a renowned physicist physician and humanitarian...
of immense importance to everyone."— The Hation.
560 pages. Paperbound $12.95

Now at your bookstore
PANTHEON X
201 E. 50th St., N.Y., N.Y. 10022
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Give Peace
a Chance

An exhibition on the peace songs
and peace campaigns of leading
folk and rock musicians
Sept Il 11, 11983 — 311, 11984

Paid Admission

IRIF A\(P1F Exhibitat:I he I LL/Zw^ll^ The Peace Museum AnnexMIUSE1UMI 341 W. Superior Street
Chicago
312/440-1860

John Lennon
Yoko Ono
Pete Seeger
Joan Baez
Stevie Wonder
Bob Marley
U2
Laurie Anderson
Graham Nash
Holly Near
Phil Ochs
Laura Nyro
Joe McDonald
And others

What Will It Take
To Prevent Nuclear War?

Grassroots Responses to
Our Most Challenging Question

Compiled and Edited by Pat Farren
Introduction by Howard Zinn

This singular anthology presents 232 responses to the title question, in prose,
poetry and graphics, from people in 45 states and countries. Chapters include
fear of facing the issue, despair, hope, faith, international trust, proposals,
peace activism, the miracle of children. Especially useful as a small-group
study guide; inquire about multiple-copy discounts.
"Above all, this concert of voices reminds us of the staying power of ordinary
people." — Elise Boulding
"Take this book, read it, share it, learn courage from it, and hope. Then use it to
push the awful, complicitous silence back upon itself." -James Carroll

239 pp.; S13.95 hardcover, $6.95 paper

— ALSO —
This is the Way the World Will End,

This is the Way You Will End, Unless . . .
by Harold Freeman

56pp; $2.95 paper

From
Schenkman Publishing Company, Inc.
P.O. Box 349 • Cambridge, MA 02139

ing nuclear missiles—are waiting for the
outcome of the state of Wisconsin’s law
suit against the Navy and the Depart
ment of Defense. Some time this month,
a final decision is expected that will de
termine whether or not the Navy will be
required to temporarily halt all ELF ac
tivities until it produces an updated envi
ronmental impact statement.

The anti-ELF battle is being waged on
more than just the legal front. Citizens
Against Trident/ELF (CATE) in Wis
consin recently launched a campaign to
ensure that the giant underground an
tenna never gets built. The program,
called the alternative survey, is simple.
As Navy contractors survey and mark
the 57-mile-long ELF corridor in Michi
gan’s upper peninsula with wooden
stakes, ribbons and steel pins, anti-
ELFers follow behind and remove the
survey equipment. By mid-October, af
ter two months of forest forays, 40 per
cent of the corridor had been “desur
veyed,” and activists predict that by the
end of this month, the entire area will be
restored to its natural state.

CATE member Jan Shireman says
that while there has been local pressure
in Michigan papers to arrest the alterna
tive surveyors, not one activist has been
charged. “They haven’t come after us,
even though we do our work out in the
open, during the day—we even invited
Governor Blanchard to come,” says
Shireman. The governor (who opposes
ELF) “respectfully declined” the invita
tion.

THE AIR FORCE STORY: When the Air
Force began to deploy B-52 bombers
equipped with air-launched cruise mis
siles last December, the editors of NU
CLEAR TIMES decided to publish a feature
article on Griffiss Air Force Base, the
site of these initial deployments. There
was one problem. The Strategic Air
Command would not grant NUCLEAR
TiMESpermission to visit Griffiss, located
in Rome, New York. Although SAC had
granted other periodicals permission to
visit the base, its officials took exception
to NUCLEAR TIMES. One SAC officer
noted that it would not be in the Air
Force’s interest to allow a NUCLEAR
TIMES reporter to visit the base.

Both Air Force regulations and Su
preme Court decisions, however, state
that SAC cannot discriminate among
publications in providing access. And le
gal counsel for nuclear times raised
this point in several letters to SAC. It
took eight months of letters and calls to
and from SAC headquarters in Ne
braska—as well as a threatened law-
suit>—before SAC relented and okayed
senior editor David Corn’s request to
visit Griffiss. His report will be published
in a future issue. 
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ORGANIZING FDR THE “DAY AFTER”

Wffll Hirns Get Tin® Message?
On the evening of No
vember 20, just four
days before a thankful
America sits down to
turkey dinners, tens of

millions of people will be gathering
around television sets in livingrooms,
churches and town halls—not to enjoy a
heartwarming holiday special, but to
watch Kansas City get blown off the face
of the earth.

At 8 o’clock on that Sunday evening,
ABC plans to air what many believe is
the most controversial television movie
ever made—The Day After. Directed by
Nicholas Meyer, and starring Jason Ro
bards, the $7 million film grimly—and at
great length—depicts World War III,
focusing on America’s heartland and the
losing battle for survival by those un
lucky enough to live through a nuclear
war.

Airing on the eve of the planned de
ployment of American nuclear missiles in
Europe, The Day After—despite ABC’s
assertions that the film advocates no po
litical philosophy—is being viewed by
many as a timely commercial for the anti
nuclear movement. The film dramatizes
two points peace activists have long been
making: that the deterrence theory is
dangerous and that no one will survive a
nuclear war. (For a summary and review
of The Day After, see page 15.) After a
slow start, peace activists are now plan
ning both local and national strategies to
ensure that the public not only tunes in to

TV Guides
The Day After The Day After, special edition
of the Educators for Social Responsibil
ity newsletter. Available for $1.50 from:
Educators for Social Responsibility, 23
Garden St, Cambridge, MA 02138.
Ground Zero’s Viewing Guide, free, from:
Ground Zero, 806 15 St NW, No. 421,
Washington, D.C. 20005.
The Day After—A Viewer's Guide, by Cul
tural Information Service, free, while
supplies last, from: CIS—The Day After,
PO Box 786, Madison Square Station,
New York, NY 10159.
The SANE/Freeze Day After Project, free,
from: Nuclear Weapons Freeze Cam
paign National Clearinghouse, 4144 Lin
dell Blvd, Ste 404, St, Louis, MO 63108.

The Bomb hits home: Jason Robards and Georgann Johnson minutes before the end

the movie, but into the movement as
well.

Right-wing groups are paying atten
tion, too; their accusation that ABC is
peddling Soviet propaganda is adding to
the controversy surrounding the film. As
Theo Brown, deputy director of Ground
Zero in Washington, D.C., says, “My or
ganizer’s nose tells me that this movie is
going to create one helluva hullabaloo,
and we better plan on being there for the
duration.”

FROM SHOPPING CENTERS TO CONGRESS
Most antinuclear’ groups are concen

trating on grass-roots organizing, en
couraging outreach through group view
ings. “No one should see this film
alone—not kids, not adults,” says Wendy
Roberts, a California social worker. “It
should be watched in the framework of
group support.”

Ground Zero plans to print 200,000
Day After guides to help “walk” viewers
through the movie and subsequent dis
cussions. The guides will be sent to
schools, churches and community
groups; and members plan to distribute
them in shopping centers during the busy
pre-holiday weekend when the film airs,
thereby reaching many non-activist
shoppers. A special toll-free number is
being set up by activists in New York and
Washington, D.C., to match callers with
peace groups. Members of Physicians for 

Social Responsibility (PSR) throughout
the United States will write to their local
Chambers of Commerce for lists of main
stream community groups. “Then we’ll
write to them and say, ‘If you saw the
movie and want to get involved, we’re
here to show you how,’ ” explains Abram
Claude, PSR’s associate director.

Susan Alexander with Educators for
Social Responsibility (ESR) is assem
bling a Day After guide with specific sug
gestions for discussions people can have
after seeing the film. And the Center for
Defense Information in Washington,
D.C., is trying to place ads for their “nu
clear’ war prevention kit” on dozens of
ABC stations immediately following the
film.

STOP Nuclear- War in Northfield,
Massachusetts, hopes to flood the White
House and offices of all elected officials
with letters saying, “I’m watching The
Day After-, I hope you do the same." And,
in an effort to supplement a national me
dia campaign, SANE, together with the
freeze campaign, is sending thousands of
activists packets containing a how-to
manual for putting together viewing
groups, suggestions for doing local press
work around the movie, and material
urging activists to get out into their com
munities during the week following the
film. Says Randy Kehler, national coordi
nator of the freeze, “This movie has given
us a fantastic opportunity for growth—

PHOTO COURTESY OF ABC
ILLUSTRATIONS by liane fried
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now it’s up to us to run with it.”

The Day A fter has sparked considera
ble interest on Capitol Hill as well. “It
produced the single most emotional re
sponse I've ever had to a movie,” says
Representative Edward Markey. And
Representative Thomas Downey is plan
ning a Day After conference for his con
stituents, and will open up his district
office for phone calls on the night the
movie airs.

WAKING THE MOVEMENT
Josh Baran, a publicist based in Berke

ley, California, is finishing a marathon
run with The Day After. Months ago he
dreamed up a project called Target Kan
sas City; that, along with a sister project,
Let Lawrence Live (Lawrence, 40 miles
from Kansas City, is where the film’s nu
clear war survivors struggle with radia
tion sickness and social entropy), prom
ises to be at the center of public attention
when The Day After airs. Organizers
there have planned midnight vigils, pub-

AIRING DIFFERENCES

Kight After
“The Day After”

“If conservatives have
the sense God gave a jack
rabbit, they will get busy
now on plans to lay down 

a counterbarrage.” Thus spake William
Rusher, publisher of the National Re
ticle, in a syndicated column appearing in
700 newspapers and magazines in mid
September. Chargingthat The Day After
amounts to nothing less than Soviet prop
aganda, Rusher called on the Young
Americans for Freedom, Phyllis Schlafly
“and her troops,” and several other main
stay right-wing organizations to get
busy.

Rusher's rallying cry to the right
garnered some immediate support. The
New York Post ran a column celebrating
the film’s lack of advertising support fol
lowed by an editorial, based on Rusher’s
article, entitled “Why is ABC Doing Yuri
Andropov’s Job?” Conservative groups
have mounted a campaign (that includes
writing dissuasive letters to potential
commercial sponsors of the film) counter
ing what they see as a dangerous attack
on deterrence.

“In airing The Day After ABC is fan
ning the flames of revolt,” says Paul Die
trich, director of the Fund for a Conserv
ative Majority in Washington, D.C.
Dietrich believes that the film’s political
position—if only by omission—plays into
the hands of the antinuclear movement. 

lie rallies, press conferences, forums, and
town hall meetings with local congressio
nal representatives. “After the movie, a
lot of Americans will be looking to us out
here to see what we’re thinking and do
ing,” says Allen Hanson, director of Let
Lawrence Live. “You can count on us to
make a hell of a lot of noise.”

Baran, who traveled across the coun
try last summer urging movement
groups to use the film as an organizing
tool, wants to hear a clamor from coast to
coast. “I’ve been working full-time on
getting the movement awakened to the
movie,” he says. “It’s taken a long time.
For four months I was a lone voice crying
in the wilderness. People in the peace
movement are ignorant about the media;
they have no understanding of how it
works and how to use it. They’d rather
spend a quarter of a million dollars on a
documentary that no one will see than
grab the opportunity that The Day After
presents.” However, once ABC an
nounced the November 20 air-date for 

“I know that ABC says the movie is not
political,” Dietrich says, “but indirectly it
undermines our government and all our
sjTnbols of authority. It depicts the
breakdown of a policy [deterrence] that
has in fact kept us out of nuclear war for
38 years. It makes a liar out of every ad
ministration since World Wai- IL” And
Dietrich contends that the network’s de
cision to air the film just weeks before the
planned deployment of the first Ameri
can cruise and Pershing 2 missiles in Eu
rope is "an irresponsible ploy to exploit
an explosive situation of international
politics,” adding that ABC is simply hop
ing to “cash in on all the controversy.”

Dietrich, who in his organizing efforts
has been in touch with the White House,
veterans’ groups, and other “responsible
Americans,” says he hopes ABC will give
his side fair representation. His efforts,
he says, will be focused on getting the
right’s point of view on the special ABC
news program following the movie. Die
trich expects few problems; network ex
ecutives have met with conseiwative
leaders over lunch to arrange private
previews of the film.

Robert Dolan, the national chairman of
the Young Americans for Freedom, is
busy organizing in Lawrence, Kansas,
helped by a chapter of his group at the
University of Kansas. Tentative plans
have been made for a counter-vigil at the
ABC affiliate in Kansas City, and Dolan
intends to hold numerous press confer
ences. Laying down an effective counter-
bairage, however, will not be easy be
cause, as Paul Dietrich observes, “the
other side is so much better funded and
organized." —Renata Rizzo 

the film in September, Baran says, anti
nuclear groups began to get involved in
the event.

Previews of the movie also contributed
to a sudden increase in movement activ
ity. “We heard about the movie last June,
but it was only after seeing it that we
began intense work and made it a top pri
ority,” says ESR’s Susan Alexander.
“The Day After is very powerful,” says
PSR’s Abram Claude. “After seeing it, I
realized that it makes what we’re trying
to say to the public much more real. It
really gets to the heart of the matter.”

However, Claude, Alexander, and a
number of other organizers are con
cerned about the film’s limitations—limi
tations that Baran freely admits.

“The movie is a passive-depressive ex
perience and offers no sense of hope or
idea about what you can do,” Baran says.
“That’s why it’s imperative for groups to
relay the message that nuclear war is
preventable. Groups should get repre
sentatives on talk show's the day after the
movie. They should hit the newspapers
and magazines. Get out there and tell the
public w'hat they can do.”

BEFORE THE DELUGE
That is precisely the premise of a pro

ject based in Emeryville, California,
called The Day Before. Director Wendy
Roberts, backed by 12 national organiza
tions, has arranged community gather
ings in over 100 locations throughout the
United States for the Monday and Tues
day nights following the Sunday night
movie to show people that nuclear war is
preventable—if they work on it.

“Talking about nuclear fear is almost
as taboo as talking about sex once was,”
Roberts observes. “The Day After pro
vides us with an opportunity to break
that taboo. We can finally begin to con
front what we all know is out there.”

The Day Before project is focusing on
the mainstream. Field organizers
throughout the United States have been
instructed to make sure that non-activ-
ists comprise at least half of the partici
pants at Day Before gatherings. “We’re
going after the mainstream people who
love their kids, their lives, and their
country, and w'ho don’t want to see it all
blowm up,” says Roberts. Day Before
gatherings are planned for YWCAs, gar
den clubs, churches, and, in one town in
Virginia, the local firehouse. All of these
people, Roberts says, must be shown
that nuclear war is not inevitable. “After
we deal with their responses to the film,”
Roberts says, “we want to get them ac
tive. We want them to take their heads
out of the sand and do whatever they can
do to help.”

Janet Michaud, with the Campaign for
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Robards: In a movement commercial?
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Nuclear Disarmament in Washington,
D.C., hopes to make that first step to
ward action as simple as picking up a
phone. Michaud is finalizing plans to set
up a toll-free “800” number anyone can
call in the days and weeks following The
Day After. Callers will then be hooked up
to local peace groups and the national an
tinuclear movement. The number will be
advertised in national and local newspa
pers, and on radio shows, television, and
billboards.

But one Washington, D.C., activist al
ready sees problems arising over this
area of outreach strategy. “The movie is
like a giant rally,” he observes, “and we’ll
all be trying to get the people who come
to the rally to join our group. Who gets
first whack at the names for direct mail
membership drives? There are, unfortu
nately, questions of turf here.”

Michaud says that the names will be
made available to any group that wants
them. But, as one New York organizer
points out, “If the list goes to everyone,
we’ll have chaos. If people start getting
letters from four or five different groups,
we could end up killing their good inten
tions with kindness.”

Despite the problems raised by such an
ambitious media campaign, Michaud be
lieves that the effectiveness of the anti
nuclear effort depends on this project and
others like it. “There is a lack of under
standing and commitment to using seri
ous media as outreach in the peace move
ment,” Michaud says. “And there’s good
reason for it. Organizers are out in the
trenches, and they should be there. But
we’ve all got to understand that the union
of the peace movement and the media is
the perfect marriage.” Of course, the
chronic shortage of capital in the peace
movement has severely limited its mass
media outreach. That’s why Jenny Rus

sell of Women’s Action for Nuclear Dis
armament in Arlington, Massachusetts,
feels that The Day After (which cost the
movement nothing to produce) is so im
portant. “In order to make a difference,
the disarmament movement has got to
start talking numbers,” Russell says,
“and for numbers, TV is the way to go.”

SAVING THE TITANIC
Not everyone is sure that they ivant to

go with The Day After. Although the
Lawyer’s Alliance in Boston is arranging
group viewings and working to get mem
bers on talk shows in the days following
the film, Gail Gallessich, the group’s di
rector of public relations, has misgivings
about it. “The movie does not address the
fact that there are alternatives to the
arms race,” she explains. “There are no
activist role models in the film. It is so
negative that if we become overly associ
ated with it, it may backfire on us."

Organizers from Educators for Social
Responsibility are concerned about the
movie’s effect on children, and are recom
mending that no one under the age of 12
sees it; as Susan Alexander half-jokingly
puts it, “They should be torn away from
the TV and tied to their beds.” (Some
organizers, however, fear that if such
protective impulses are overly publi
cized, this may unwittingly play into the
hands of right-wing groups who are mak
ing the related—but broader—claim that
the movie will terrify all Americans.)

Leslie Cagan of Mobilization for Sur
vival in New York wonders how to get
The Day After out of the context of de
spair and move it into the context of poli
tics. But Josh Baran maintains that it is
precisely the movement’s job to charge
the atmosphere around the movie and
turn it into a political event. “We must be
there to move people through the experi
ence, catch them the day after The Day
After,” Baran says. “But we’ve got to
stop futzing around here; this is not
Never Never Land. We’re on the Titanic,
and we have to do all we can to break into
the control room and turn the ship
around. We can’t wait around forever for
the perfect movie,” Baran adds. “We
don’t have the time.”

Whatever the movie’s failings, the fact
remains that ABC has spent $7 million on
what amounts to a powerful indictment of
nuclear weapons. Watching people die
from radiation sickness can never be a
pleasant experience, but when viewed in
the context of responsible support
groups, The Day After co\i\d prove to be a
landmark political and educational event
for the nation. As Jenny Russell said, af
ter leaving a preview of the film, “I kept
wondering, ‘how can anyone be expected
to watch this?’ and yet knowing that this
is one movie everyone must see.”

—Renata Rizzo

HOUSMANS
WETOATIONAL

DIARY
1984
ISBN: 0 85283 203 6

World Peace Directory

Country-by-country directory of
national organisations
Directory of international
organisations

Features on peace issues
Dates for peacemakers
Discounts to Groups- writs
for Order Form

$7.50 (Air)
$5.75 (Surface)
from Housmans,
5 Caledonian Road, London N19DX.
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REJECT PENTAGON SCREEN PLAY

Filmmakers Stick To Script
The Pentagon al-

v most as deeply in-
HI volved in the buildup

[1/1 to the fictional The
v h..l 1---- ——/ Day After as it is in
real-life nuclear war planning.

Top military officials demanded script
approval before they would allow the
filmmakers to use government equip
ment or facilities. The filmmakers ac
ceded to some demands, but two weeks
before shooting began last fall in Law
rence, Kansas, cooperation with the Pen
tagon broke down. The Pentagon wanted
a more positive vision of a postnuclear
civil defense operation and a more malev
olent portrayal of the Soviets.

Both producer Robert Papazian and di

rector Nicholas Meyer initially sought
out the Pentagon’s expertise to improve
the film’s accuracy. They also showed
staff experts at the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) several
versions of the script, which were re
vised to include certain government sug
gestions about technical details and ter
minology.

But pressure from the Pentagon to
make substantive changes intensified as
the start of shooting approached. “Every
time we changed the script they ex
tended their requests,” Meyer says. “For
example, an agronomist comes to advise
what’s remaining of the community on
postnuclear planting. Our information
came out of a government pamphlet.

ACTING THE PART

Preparing For
The Find Scene

I Lori Lethin is the young
actress who suffers grue-
some physical and emo-

1—__) tional trauma as Denise
Dahlberg, the 19-year-old bride-to-be in
The Day After. Denise’s marital plans are
destroyed when a nuclear bomb hits Kan
sas City on her wedding day. Instead of
marching down the aisle, Denise and the
surviving members of her wealthy farm
ing family take refuge in their basement
after the bombs fall.

Wanting to maintain the basic naivete
of her character, who is totally involved
in her wedding plans and her fiance (who
dies in the nuclear attack), Lethin
avoided becoming very familiar with, the
consequences of nuclear fallout. How
ever, she viewed documentary films and
photographs of the survivors of Hiro
shima and Nagasaki and read books pro
vided for the cast by ABC. Lethin found
it hard, she says, to capture “a certain
look in the survivors’ eyes. They were
alive on the outside with their bodies
functioning, but their eyes looked as
though they were dead inside.”

Playing Denise was physically taxing
for Lethin, who underwent three hours
of makeup each day to simulate the ef
fects of radiation sickness, Lethin starts
her decline looking like “death wanned
over,” as she puts it, with 40 percent of
her hair gone and numerous sores and 

burns. Her final makeup effect—bald,
cracked lips, brown teeth, red-rimmed
eyes and sores and burns everywhere—
was so terrifying that small children
would run away in horror when they saw
her in costume on the street between
scenes. Scaring the children was the
most difficult thing for Lethin because
she has a 17-month-old daughtei' herself.

The role and filming of the movie were
marked by a constant sense of unreality,
according to Lethin. “It was hal’d to
watch some of the scenes I’d been in,” she
says, “I was barely able to see the final
scene in which Steven Guttenberg [who
joins the Dahlberg family in their base

ment] is searching for me in this huge
gym filled with thousands of survivors.”

Lethin says that before filming began
she was very much like the character she
plays—“basically unaware” about nu
clear issues. But after playing a nuclear
victim, Lethin notes a definite change.
“I’d do anything I could,” she says, “to
help enlighten people about the threat of
nuclear war.” —Gina Lobaco

“The Pentagon insisted that the pam
phlet was out of date and we must use the
new one. But a new theory on postnu
clear cultivation is not necessarily any
more accurate than the one published a
month before.

“At one point we even included a
speech they suggested which called on
everyone to pull together and make the
best of the situation.” (This scene was
later cut.) Nevertheless the Pentagon re
mained dissatisfied with the film’s por:
trayal of civil defense, since it paints a
bleaker picture than that envisioned by
the Reagan administration.

“When we first saw the script in the
spring of’82 we found many things which
would have made them [ABC] a laughing
stock, so we made a list of suggested cor
rections,” says Colonel Conrad Gonzales
of the Pentagon’s Directorate of Emer
gency Planning. “Then we took them on
tours of Vandenberg and Whiteman mis
sile bases in July. At the time the script
was very, very fluid and constant
changes were being made.”

That summer ABC asked for permis
sion to use the Forbes Field Air Force
base in Kansas for certain scenes. “With
the new request,” says Gonzales, “we
had to look at the script again because
there would be questions about Defense
Department cooperation. The script
needed to give an accurate representa
tion of the current policy of the NATO
alliance and of the U.S. towards deploy
ment and early warning. And at the time
I saw the script it did not.”

Meyer interpreted the Pentagon’s
comments as pressure to introduce politi
cal bias to the story. “Our ability to work
with the Pentagon really began to break
down as it became clear they wanted con
ditions which tended towards the idea
that the Russians started the war,” he
says. “In the end we decided that we did
not need the cooperation of the Pentagon
that much. Rather than twisting our
selves into a pretzel, it was easier dnd
cheaper to rent our own helicopter, paint
it Air Force white and use stock footage.”

FEMA spokesman Jim Holton, who
saw two revised versions of the script a
year ago, says that at that point it con
tained several technical inaccuracies and
scenes that were included purely for vis
ual effect. “Our scientists say several of
the scenes could not happen—for in
stance, a telephone pole bursting into
flames,” Holton explains. Holton, how
ever, admits that the whole subject of
civil defense is “full of ‘ifs’. And the gov
ernment has produced many documents
and pamphlets that are more definitively
written than they deserve to be. Our ex
perts are only experts to the extent that
one can be about something that has 
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never happened.”
A six-month delay in the screening of

the film—it was originally slated to be
aired last spring—and subsequent edit
ing, which reduced its length by one
hour, sparked allegations in the press
that the network was bowing to censor
ship pressure from the Reagan adminis
tration. Meyer and Papazian deny the ru
mors. The Day After, Meyer explains,
was originally written and shot to be
shown over two nights with many com
mercial breaks. Meyer, who did most of
the editing, says the network originally
wanted the longer version to allow for 30
minutes of commercials. “They told me
they couldn’t afford to lose too much on
this movie,” Meyer explains, “so the pad
ded version was prepared to accommo
date the advertising. When ABC’s New
York executives saw it they decided a
tighter format would make for a better
film. Then we spent all summer taking it
apart.” Now the film will be shown with
all commercial breaks occurring in the
first half, before the Bomb explodes.
Concerning the “censorship” issue Meyer
now says: “All I know is that ABC wants
it to get more press than The Winds of
War.”

Although Meyer was satisfied with the
film (as of late-September), he was still
worried that ABC might make changes in
the final weeks of editing. One of the

Meyer: Resisting pressure for changes

more shocking scenes has already been
cut, he says, following criticisms by a
child psychologist who judged the epi
sode to be too disturbing.

But the man who wrote the script,
Edward Hume, sees no softening of the
film in its depiction of the hopelessness of
surviving a nuclear strike. When ABC
first approached him with an idea about a
movie on nuclear war, “they did not have
any hard notions about the scenario,”
Hume says. “They just wanted to deal
seriously with the issue. They wanted to
show what might happen if this country
were hit.” When asked how ABC origi

nally framed the proposal for the movie.
Hume recalls, "Their major concern was
that it should not alienate any segment of
the population. But that is not to say that
I do not want this film to have a political
impact.”

After doing research for the script,
Hume concluded that there was “no ef
fective way to deal with the conse
quences of a nuclear strike. The people at
FEMA are pretty confused about the
whole thing themselves as far as I can
see.”

What political message will viewers re
ceive from this film? “Many people will
draw different political conclusions,"
Hume says. “This film is a mirror and
people will see what theyr want in it.” And
Meyer adds, “It doesn’t advocate any
particular position; it just shows in pic
tures that nuclear war is horrible.”

Asked if he viewed the timing of the
screening as ironic, coming just a few
weeks before the deployment of Persh
ing 2 missiles in West Germany, Meyer
said, “The timing would always be ironic
because there’s always some new issue or
development emerging in the nuclear
arena, and that’s been the case ever since
Hiroshima.” —Judith Dudley

Judith Dudley is a Washington corres
pondent for the Center for Investigative
Reporting.

"A very important book" —Helen Caldicott, President, Physicians for Social Responsibility

No Place to Hide, 1946/1984 by David Bradley
One of the books that began the antinuclear movement is reissued in a com
pletely new edition for today's readers. A moving epilogue surveys the
years since the atom bomb tests at Bikini, and in a thought-provoking fore
word Presidential Science Advisor Jerome Wiesner points out, "No one
knows how to use nuclear weapons . . . There are truly no experts. None!"

"The message of the book is even more important today," writes Chair
man of the President's Commission on Three Mile Island John G. Kemeny,
a sentiment echoed by Senator Alan Cranston and University of Notre
Dame President Father Theodore Hesburgh. Hiroshima author John
Hersey wrote Bradley, "You've put all the abstractions down in human
terms . . . your urgent, urgent appeal comes through very clearly."
A Dartmouth book. $8.95 paper, $18.00 cloth
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COVER
THE REAL DAY AFTER

Film Rebuts Postwar Visions
it
tended to be, but The

; Day After can be
FA T 1 viewed as a dramatic

Kt... I J—i___ ✓ argument in favor of
the civil defense planning now limping
along at the Federal Emergency Man
agement Agency (FEMA). Central to
that planning is crisis relocation. “There
is nothing quite so helpful,” FEMA ex
plains, “as being, say, 10 miles or more
away from a nuclear weapon when it
goes off." Gazing upon The Day After’s
representation of Kansas City after the
Bomb, the viewer might well agree.

The prewar crisis that unfolds in the
film is both extended and threatening,
yet crisis relocation is never ordered.
Early on, Dr. Russell Oakes (Jason Ro
bards) and his wife discuss some neigh
bors who, on their own initiative, have
decamped to Guadalajara with their dog
and Vietnamese maid. The Oakeses have
a good laugh about this. Better they
should have gone to Guadalajara.

When nuclear attack finally appears
imminent, there is a chaotic spontaneous
evacuation of Kansas City, which pre
sents another argument for crisis reloca
tion planning. If people are going to evac
uate anyway, why not have a plan to
smooth things along? (The film’s evacua
tion is marked by accidents and traffic
jams but remains curiously orderly in one
regard: The interstate highway out of
Kansas City is all jammed up on the out
bound side, but nobody is traveling in the
inbound lanes. Surely, in the face of im
minent death, people would drive on the
wrong side of the median.)

The argument against crisis reloca
tion, of course, is that, in the long run, it
will do you no good. If you don’t die now,
the argument goes, you will die later. If
the Bomb doesn’t get you in Kansas City,
then the fallout will get you in Podunk, or
the famine will, or the epidemic will, or
the looters will, or the ozone depletion
wall. This is apparently the view of the
film’s director, Nicholas Meyer, who has
said, “Not everyone dies on camera, but
the clear implication is that no one, not
even Jason Robards, is going to survive.”

But the film indicates otherwise.
Jason Robards clearly is on his last legs

at film’s end, but he has by that time sur
vived for weeks, laboring heroically at a
Kansas hospital that must be downwind
of a considerable number of detonations.
We are told at one point early on that
fallout in the area is emitting 50 rads an 

hour and holding steady. This is enough
to give almost anyone out in the open a
lethal dose in less than half a day. The
walls of an ordinary hospital (or any other
building) offer some radiation protection,
but not enough to enable Robards and his
colleagues to work for weeks with no visi
ble ill effects except exhaustion and hair
loss. Yet they do. And Robards’ col
leagues, so far as w'e know', never even
get sick. (Nor do they get hungry. Even
FEMA realizes that food distribution will
be difficult after a nuclear war, but Ro
bards’ hospital seems to have plenty.)

A somew’hat more realistic survival
story is that of farmer Jim Dahlberg and
his family. The Dahlbergs, who also seem
to escape radiation sickness, are at least
shown to have taken shelter in their base
ment. Their continued good health as
cribes more protection to that shelter
than an ordinary basement w'ould actu
ally afford. But it does reflect the idea—
often emphasized by FEMA—that peo
ple inside shelters will be better off than
people outside them.

Life After Wartime: How close to reality?

The only Dahlberg to get sick is their
eldest daughter, who runs outside in a fit
of panic and stumbles around for a while
in a fallout-laden field (where she trips
over a dead cowr) before being hauled
back inside. The daughter later falls fa
tally ill, an unlikely consequence of a few
minutes exposure, considering the good
health of the rest of the family.

Like all the film’s radiation victims she
proceeds toward death rather deco
rously. She bleeds some and loses lots of
hair (hair loss is the film’s dominant vis

ual motif) but she—and we viewers—are
spared the vomiting and seizures that
are also symptoms of fatal radiation sick
ness.

As for farmer Dahlberg, he stays
healthy to the end—when he is shot by
a refugee. And here the film is very con
vincing. The picture it paints of postat
tack social disintegration—food riots,
looters, firing squads—seems an inevita
ble consequence of massive nuclear war.
And the film’s nuclear war is massive.
We witness the launching of what appear
to be every Minuteman missile at White-
man Air Force Base (east of Kansas City)
before any Soviet weapons have arrived.
This indicates, an airman explains, either
that the United States has struck first or
that it has launched under attack. Either
way, the war is all-out. The Day After has
simply—and wisely—ignored all the
popular think-tank scenarios for limited
strategic nuclear war.

It has ignored, as well, the elaborate
federal plans for postattack recovery.
The only appearance in the film of federal
planners or plans is at a meeting between
Missouri farmers and representatives of
the “National Emergency Reconstruc
tion Administration” (apparently mod
eled on the Office of Defense Resources,
which is supposed to supplant FEMA af
ter a nuclear war). The government men
advise the farmers to decontaminate
their fields and plant ultraviolet-resist-
ant crops (to resist the extra ultraviolet
radiation that will be reaching the earth
as a result of the atmospheric ozone de
pletion that may be caused by nuclear ex
plosions). The farmers, surly and de
pressed, deride the questionable advice.

FEMA’s rosier vision of the postattack
United States, where life-affirming sur
vivors will pick themselves up, brush
themselves off, and pitch in to rebuild the
country—“We are counting on you. . . to
rebuild this great nation of ours,” the
film’s president implores in an emer
gency radio broadcast—is shattered by
The Day After. Nobody seems to be in
that kind of mood, and for good reason.

But not everyone is dead, and not ev
eryone is dying. It seems that life will go
on, albeit miserably. And so the film re
buts not only the postattack optimists
but also the nuclear doomsayers, who
predict nothing but death for the postnu-
clear war world. The film makes a
stronger point: Nuclear war need not be
the end of the world to be the worst thing
in the world. —Edward Zuckerman

Ediuard Zuckerman’s book, The Day Af
ter World War III, which describes gov
ernment plans for surviving and rebuild
ing after nuclear war, will be published
next spring by Viking.
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•MEDIA WATCH•
BY ROBERT FRIEDMAN

A Movie Without Sequel
A few years ago, long
before there was talk
of a freeze in the air, I
visited the factory out
side Amarillo, Texas, 

where all of this country’s nuclear wea
pons are assembled. Driving around the
perimeter of the vast reservation known
as Pantex, past the concrete “igloos”,
where the lethal weapons are stored, I
was struck by the serenity of the scene.
Farmers across the road were busy har
vesting their winter wheat, and inside
the restricted area itself cattle grazed
contentedly. The temperature dropped
60 degrees that day, but the chill that
came over me had nothing to do with the
sudden change in weather.

I had a similarly eerie feeling while
watching the opening montage of The
Day After. The movie begins with shots
of a railroad track running through
golden fields, the stockyards at dawn, an
empty stadium, a milk bottling plant—
everything just as peaceful as a Hallmark
card, and all of it, as we are warned in a
parental advisory at the outset, about to
be obliterated. For tucked away in the
cornfields of eastern Kansas, literally in
farmers’ backyards, are dozens of missile
silos, each of them targeted by Soviet
warheads.

There is something inherently melo
dramatic and emotionally manipulative
about this kind of movie making; it’s like
watching the Jaws of war. The character
izations are never very deep, only the
terror is. Instead of showing children
frolicking in the waves, unaware of the
danger lurking below, we have children
playing in the yard, unaware of what lies
buried under the topsoil beyond the
fence. The suspense is not whether the
missiles will go off, but when—and just
how bad the damage will be.

Waiting for the Bomb to drop is almost
as painful as watching what happens
next. For the first 45 minutes, The Day
After is as flat and corny as the midwest
ern landscape. Each of the characters is
introduced, soap-opera style: there’s the
distinguished heart surgeon (Jason Ro
bards) whose daughter is leaving home;
the farmei- (John Cullum) whose oldest
girl is getting married; the pregnant
woman (Amy Madigan) who’s about to
give birth; the student (Steven Gutten
berg) who’s registering for classes at the
state university. In the background, as

these individual dramas unfold, is news
of rising international tensions.

At first, no one seems to pay much at
tention to the images on television, the
voices on the radio, or the headlines in
the newspaper, but the frightening real
ity of events far from home slowly seeps
in. In response to NATO deployment of
Pershing and cruise missiles, the Soviet
Union has begun to build up tank divi
sions along the Elbe River in East Ger
many. Although ABC officials, sensitive
to charges that the network is playing

The farm family: Waiting for the Bomb

nuclear politics, have stated that the se
quence of events leading up to war is in
tentionally vague—“I feel satisfied that
there is enough ambiguity about who
pressed the button first,” Alfred Schnei
der, ABC vice president of broadcast
standards, told TheNew York Times—in
fact, it is the United States, or NATO as
the case may be, that uses nuclear weap
ons first, detonating three atomic war
heads over Soviet troops invading West
Germany. (Screenwriter Edward Hume’s
scenario, though purely imaginary, is
faithful here to the U.S. policy of “flexi
ble response,” which permits the use of
nuclear weapons in retaliation against a
conventional ground attack by the Soviet
Union.)

What is unclear is which side launches
its intercontinental missiles first. When,
about 45 minutes into the film, we see the
flash of a rocket reflected in a bedroom
mirror, and then watch as half a dozen
Minuteman missiles arc over Kansas
City, we don’t know whether the United
States has ordered a preemptive first
strike or is responding to a Soviet attack
already underway. In either case, as an
airman says, deserting his post at a local
missile base, “The war is over."

The movie, however, is just beginning.
From the moment the first mushroom
cloud appears over the Kansas City sky
line, The Day After is transformed from 

an inert mess into a gripping, relentless
drama of human suffering. It is as if the
film itself suddenly began to glow. For
several minutes, we witness scenes of
people being vaporized, of buildings be
ing engulfed by firestorms, of houses and
bridges collapsing under the pressure of
the blast. Then the screen fades to an iri
descent blue, and, after what seems like a
prolonged silence, The Day After picks
up the story of the survivors. For them,
the future is unrelievedly grim. The
farmer who takes refuge with his family
in a basement fallout shelter, the airman
who wanders the countryside foraging
for candy bars, the heart surgeon who
valiantly tries to comfort the w'ounded,
all meet the same fate in the end. If radia
tion sickness doesn’t get them, starva
tion, despair, or the breakdown of social
order surely will. Only the cries of the
pregnant woman’s newborn baby offer a
ray of hope—until we realize what kind of
world it’s being born into.

This is television of a kind rarely seen
by American audiences, conditioned as
we are to happy endings. Graphic depic
tions of the effects of nuclear war have
long been taboo on network television,
and ABC deserves a great deal of credit
for producing this film and broadcasting
it in the face of considerable opposition.

To assure some measure of “balance,”
ABC will air a one-hour panel discussion,
moderated by Ted Koppel, immediately
after the broadcast. And it has included
books ■ by Henry Kissinger, Edward
Teller, and Herman Kahn, among others,
on a recommended reading list that fol
lows the movie’s credits. But the senti
ments of the filmmakers, and of the net
work, remain clear. After the final scene,
in which a dying Jason Robards returns
to the site of his home in Kansas City and
embraces another dying man camped out
in what was once his living room—a last,
feeble gesture of humanity in a world
soon to be devoid of humanity—the fol
lowing message crawls up the screen:
“The catastrophic events you have just
witnessed are in all likelihood less severe
than what would actually occur in the
event of a full nuclear strike against the
United States. It is hoped that the im
ages of this film will inspire the nations of
this Earth, their peoples and leaders, to
find the means to avert the fateful day.”

When was the last time a made-for-tel-
evision movie said anything like that? 
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gREAGANlS^STARiWARSa

A n F-15 jet fighter flying at an al-
ivA titude of 60,000 feet launches an
/■a 18-foot-long missile. Traveling
/ * at a speed of eight miles per sec-

A. J \ ond, the missile, guided by a
miniature homing vehicle (MHV), heads
straight for its target—an orbiting satel
lite—and rams into it, obliterating the
satellite.

This anti-satellite (ASAT) weapon is
only one component of President
Reagan’s grand Star Wars scheme—
which includes nuclear and conventional
weapons—announced last spring. (See
Washington Report, p.25.) But the
ASAT is the space weapon perhaps clos
est to an operational capacity—much
closer than any of the particle beam or
laser weapons heralded by Reagan (and
still mostly confined to the research and
development stages).

The first flight test of the MHV was
originally scheduled for August and then
postponed at least two months by the Air
Force. But no exact date was announced;
the ASAT program is highly classified
and shrouded in secrecy. And as some
ASAT opponents note, it is a bold step
that may launch a U.S.-Soviet arms race
in space.

In August Soviet President Yuri An
dropov called on the United States to ne
gotiate a ban on ASATs and presented a
draft treaty to the United Nations. After
announcing it would “study carefully any
Soviet proposal,” the Reagan adminis
tration then rejected Andropov’s offer
out of hand. Administration officials
noted that Andropov’s offer indicated So
viet concern that the United States is
ahead in ASAT technology.

Though the ’ antinuclear weapons
movement has its hands full with the MX
missile, the Euromissiles, and the freeze,
several organizations and activists, as
well as some members of Congress, have
been campaigning against the start-up of
an arms race in space. Most of this oppo
sition has focused on the new MHV sys
tem, which, according to John Pike, staff
assistant for space policy at Federation of
American Scientists (FAS), could be
come operational as early as 1985.

But opposition to this ASAT has yet to
find a broad base and is primarily limited
to technically oriented groups, such as
the Union of Concerned Scientists, Cen
ter for Defense Information and FAS.
“Grass-roots involvement and concern is 

lacking,” says congressional aide Jim
McGovern. “This is not catching on as
much as we would like.”

McGovern’s boss, Representative Joe
Moakley, is one of the leaders of the fight
in Congress against space weapons. With
Senator Paul Tsongas, Moakley success
fully backed a measure (that was at
tached to the 1984 defense authorization
bill) which requires the president to cer
tify to Congress that the administration
is trying in good faith to negotiate a ban
on ASATs and that the ASAT test is
“necessary to avert clear and irrevocable
harm to the national security.” Such a
measure probably will not stop the test,
but ASAT watchers point out that, at
least, it applies some pressure on the
administration.

F-15 with ASAT underneath:
A bold step toward a new arms race?

Moakley has also been pushing a House
resolution which calls for a negotiated
ban on all space weapons. The bill has 124
cosponsors, and McGovern expects it to
reach the House floor by the end of this
session. He believes that the resolution
has a fair chance of succeeding: “Not too
many on the House side feel it is wise to
expand the arms race into space. They
first want to enter negotiations.”

Several other anti-space weapons leg
islative fronts are also being opened. The
1984 defense appropriations bill will con
tain a request for $19.4 million for parts
for’an operational ASAT, and this is ex
pected to draw some opposition. Also,
Senators Larry Pressler and Tsongas
have backed a bill calling for an ASAT
testing moratorium, resumption of U.S.-
Soviet ASAT negotiations, and further
development of the Anti-Ballistic Missile
(ABM) Treaty.

But ASATs are not the only concern of
those worried about expanding the arms
race into space. The Reagan administra

tion’s 1984 defense authorization re
quests for space weaponry, according to
FAS, totaled $2.7 billion (eventually
knocked down to $2.4 billion by Con
gress) for a potpourri of systems. The
Pentagon, according to published re
ports, is accelerating its laser and parti
cle-beam weapons programs. (Last sum
mer the Air Force successfully tested a
"high-energy laser, mounted to an air
craft, that was able to shoot down mis
siles traveling nearly 2000 miles per
hour.)

It’s been hard for space weapon oppo
nents to keep up with the Pentagon’s ex
panding program. One problem has been
visibility. “Three years ago we couldn’t
give this stuff away,” comments Pike, re
ferring to materials on space weaponry.
“Now slowly but surely people on the Hill
and within organizations are coming to
grips with the subject and recognizing it
as a crucial issue.” As an example, he
points to the Space Policy Working
Group, a loose coalition of congressional
staffers and representatives of arms con
trol and religious organizations, which
meets weekly on Capitol Hill. Across the
country, the San Francisco-based Pro
gressive Space Forum is trying to turn
space weapons into a grass-roots issue,
while'promoting the peaceful use of space
technology. According to the Forum’s
Jim Heaphy, its membership is small but
includes activists in both “pro-space” and
antinuclear organizations. And the Cen
ter for Defense Information, FAS and
the Union of Concerned Scientists have
all prepared reports critizing the ASAT
program. UCS is now embarking on a
study of the long-range consequences of
an ABM space race.

Nevertheless, space weapons still re
main a secondary issue for many within
the antinuclear movement. “But the gen
eral perception,” Pike says, “is that in the
next year this will be seen as increasingly
important.” Moakley aide Jim McGovern
agrees. “This is a unique moment in his
tory,” he explains. “We can stop an arms
race in space or let it go. Now we look
back at the decision to MIRV [put multi
ple warheads on] our missiles and say ‘If
only we had done things differently.’
There’s not yet too much of a sense of
urgency on this. If this doesn’t change,
five years from now we’ll say, ‘Where
was everyone five years ago?’ ”

—David Com
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NUCLEAR FREE ZONE VOTE

Cambridg® Strikes Up

W
hen voters in Cambridge, Mas
sachusetts, go to the polls on
November 8, the election of the
city council and school commit

tee will take back seat to a referendum
that has sparked nationwide interest and
galvanized opinion in this university-
dominated city of 95,000 across the Char
les River from Boston.

Titled the Nuclear Free Cambridge
Act, the binding referendum, if passed,
would declare the city a nuclear free zone
and ban research on, and development of,
nuclear weapons within city limits. Cam
bridge voters approved a similar, but
nonbinding, referendum in 1981. What
has inspired stiff opposition from local
Defense Department contractors this
time around are the enforcement provi
sions of the act, which call for up to a
$5000 fine and a 60-day jail sentence for
every day of noncompliance.

The Cambridge campaign has “thrown
the whole nuclear free zone [NFZ] issue
out in the open and given it a national
stage,” says Albert Donnay of Nuclear
Free America in Baltimore, Maryland, a
national clearinghouse for NFZ activity.
“It’s Act I, Scene 1 of our movement.
There’s a question of how far municipali
ties can go—Cambridge will help show us
how far.”

The NFZ forces, however, face an up
hill battle: Local law requires that the
referendum will have to win two-thirds of
the votes cast on November 8—and the
total “yes” votes must represent at least
one-third of all registered voters in the
city.

THE TALK OF THE TOWN
While similar initiatives have been in

stituted in at least 25 cities and towns in
the United States, the Cambridge cam
paign is the first with a fighting chance in
an area where weapons research or pro
duction is carried out. A similar proposal
was defeated last year in Santa Cruz
County, California, where weapons man
ufacturers outspent free zone backers by
10 to one.

Should the Cambridge proposal pass,
the fight is expected to continue in court
(see sidebar, p.19). The Cambridge
campaign was not even assured of an offi
cial airing until the city council voted on
September 19 to place the question on
the ballot. The vote overturned an earlier
council decision and ended three months
of challenges before the state Election
Commission and state Supreme Judicial
Court.

This battle has pitted Mobilization for
Survival and other local disarmament ac
tivists, neighborhood groups, and reli
gious leaders against the Charles Stark
Draper Laboratory (the leading local
weapons contractor), The Boston Globe,
some university professors, and a Dra
per-initiated coalition, Citizens Against
Research Bans (CARB). CARB repre
sents many local businesses and individ
uals—including the Chamber of Com
merce and former president of the
Massachusetts Institute of Technology
(MIT), Jerome Wiesner—and is report
edly raising money nationwide to defeat
the NFZ measure.

The intensity of this struggle has
brought the disarmament issue and the
nuclear free zone strategy to the evening
news and talk shows in the Boston area
with such regularity that NFZ organizer
Eric Segal of Mobilization for Survival
(MFS) says he is pleased with the free
publicity. Segal comments, “Everybody
in the area knows about the campaign. I
just hope the question of ballot access
didn’t detract from the real issue—what
Draper does and how people feel about
weapons work in their backyard.”

One wild card in the Cambridge vote is
the freeze vote: Which way will it go?
Some freeze activists are wary of the
NFZ strategy because it does not reflect
bilateral concerns. Although Randall
Forsberg and some other national and lo
cal freeze leaders have endorsed the
Cambridge NFZ proposal, many pro
freeze groups in the Boston area have not
taken part in the campaign. “We have a
rather conservative constituency,” says

The Ban

Protesters play dead at Draper Lab,
target of the Nuclear Free Zone push

Abram Claude of Physicians for Social
Responsibility. “Nuclear free zones are a
very interesting idea, but we feel it’s nec
essary to concentrate on bilateral ques
tions, such as a test ban and the freeze.”
But MFS’s Segal believes that the “net
result of the initiative would be very
close to the objectives of the freeze—
slowing down production of a new gener
ation of weapons.”

ENTERING THE TWILIGHT “ZONE”
There are an estimated 65 military con

tractors in Cambridge, but only about
half a dozen work on nuclear weapons.
Millions of dollars in military research is
earned out by Harvard University and
MIT, but purportedly none of it is related
to nuclear weapons. By far the largest
local nuclear contractor is Draper Lab,
the recipient of over $140 million in De
fense Department contracts—an esti
mated 85 percent of which goes for work
on guidance systems for the Trident II,
cruise and MX missiles.

According to Albert Donnay of Nu
clear Free America, Draper has adopted
the same strategy the Lockheed Corpo
ration used during the 1982 NFZ cam
paign in Santa Cruz. Lockheed report
edly spent $150,000 to defeat the
referendum (63 to 37 percent), with a
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1945-HUAC begins an investigation
of seven radio commentators. HUAC
spokesperson: “The time has come to
determine how far you can go with free
speech.”
1968-At an RMN victory party, advance
man J. Roy Goodearle: “Why don’t we
get all the members of the press and
beat them up? I’m tired of being
nice to them.”
1976- Disclosure of Operation Shamrock:
since 1947, RCA Global, ITT World
and Western Union International have
made international telegraph traffic
available to the NSA.
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• NATIONAL •
good deal of it going for door-to-door can
vassing and public opinion polls. During
the campaign Lockheed threatened to
pull its $11 million payroll out of the area
if the referendum was adopted, accord
ing to Donnay.

Taking a cue from Lockheed, CARB
has hired, at great expense, a number of
local polling firms that have inundated
Cambridge residents with telephone
calls. Their questions subtly support the
message on CARB leaflets, which call the
referendum “a direct attack” on local em
ployees. CARB asks residents to vote no
on the initiative in order to keep from
making into criminals “those who do sci
entific research in the Nation’s service”;
to “prevent the loss of thousands of exist
ing jobs”; and to “save our constitutional
freedoms of speech and inquiry.” Draper
contends that it pays about $625,000 in
local real estate taxes, employs 1800 peo
ple, and contributes at least $10 million to
the local economy.

Eric Segal complains that in raising the
jobs and economic issues Draper is trying
“to keep attention away from the issues
of nuclear war as a strategy, Draper’s
role in the arms race, and production of
first strike weapons.” Some jobs will be
lost if the referendum passes (and is en
forced), Segal admits, but he claims that
the laboratory employs far fewer people
per dollar spent than any other major
Cambridge company. The NFZ cam
paign also charges that Draper, because
of its nonprofit status, contributes less
than 1 percent of the city’s tax revenue,
and that only 10 percent of its employees
are residents of Cambridge.

Loss of jobs could be minimal, since
provisions of the Nuclear Free Act call
for conversion of the lab’s military work
to peaceful projects by October 1, 1985,
to be supervised by the city’s recently
formed Peace Commission. Draper vice
president Joseph O’Connor recently ad
mitted that “the ability to do a lot of other
things is here, and we in fact do a lot of
other things.” Segal says, “Those jobs
could be saved, but what’s most likely is
that Draper will follow the easy money.”

ANTINUCLEAR COPS
The issue of “academic freedom” has

also entered the campaign. The referen
dum would give city officials authority to
review the academic pursuits of faculty
members to determine whether the “pri
mary purpose” of their research con
forms to the goals of the ordinance. Origi
nally a part of MIT, Draper severed this
connection in 1972 after massive commu
nity and academic protests during the
Vietnam War. But many students and
faculty still work at the lab and they have
been joined by the liberal Boston Globe in
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opposing the NFZ proposal. (The Globe
denounced the referendum in an editorial
titled, “Nuking Academic Freedom.”)

In a recent radio debate on the referen
dum, Edward Sullivan, business man
ager of Local 254 of the Service Employ
ees International Union, raised yet
another issue in decrying that section of
the act that would empower local citizens
to help enforce the ban on weapons re
search. “Every citizen in Cambridge,”
Sullivan said, “would be an antinuclear
policeman and if that doesn’t set up the
closest thing to a fascist secret police, I
don’t know what does.”

Draper promises a legal challenge to
the constitutionality of the act that may
go to the U.S. Supreme Court if the ini

tiative wins at the polls on November 8.
“We are carrying out national policy,”
says Draper attorney Laura Carroll.
“We do not feel a city can decide it doesn’t
like that policy.”

Regardless of a final court ruling, nu
clear free zone activists say that it is im
portant for the city of Cambridge to go on
record as refusing to cooperate in the
arms race. Donnay says that the strength
of the NFZ strategy is that it involves
the whole community “and makes people
realize what’s at stake. It brings the arms
race home. As the reaction by Lockheed,
and now Draper, shows, the arms-
makers take their nuclear weapons busi
ness very seriously—and that’s the
point.” —John Demeter

THE NUCLEAR BAN

Will It Play
In Court?
T\ Y o one really knows if a city has the
\\ power to prevent nuclear weap-

I \ ons research and construction
A \l within its borders. Kenneth Co
hen, an attorney for Cambridge’s Char
les Stark Draper Laboratory, contests
the validity of the Nuclear Free Cam
bridge Act. According to Cohen, the act
violates First Amendment guarantees of
free speech because, in addition to physi
cal work, it would prohibit theoretical,
written research. If enforced to an ex
treme degree, such an act would impose a
highly abnormal zoning regulation that
would in effect prohibit thinking about a
subje'ct within a given region.

Cohen also claims that because the act
deals with nuclear safety and because its
“purpose is to influence debate on de
fense and foreign policy,” it is trampling
on congressional turf.

But Mark Cogan, a member of the
Lawyers Committee on Nuclear Policy
who helped research and draft the act,
argues that the act’s prohibition of re
search does not constitute a restriction of
free expression because it would never
be enforced to limit pure First Amend
ment rights. “Any law,” Cogan says, “if
stretched far enough in enforcement
terms could violate the Constitution.” He
stresses that legal turf is the real issue.
“If Congress were to pass a law,” Cogan
says, “which said that no city or state can
regulate nuclear weapons issues, then
the Cambridge act would be clearly ille
gal.” But since Congress has not passed
such a law the question becomes: Do anj'
existing federal laws preempt a locality’s
right to make this kind of restriction?
And that is where national defense and
safety issues come into play.

Cogan says the act was drafted in a 

way designed to undercut the defense is
sue. The act gives seven reasons why
Cambridge residents object to the pres
ence of nuclear weapons facilities. None
of those reasons has anything to do with
the current debate on foreign policy and
nuclear arms, a debate that is clearly na
tional. Instead the rationale concentrates
on what is traditionally considered the
domain of the city—the safety and health
of its citizens.

Unfortunately for the drafters of the
act, their emphasis on safety, designed to
make the act more viable, may be the
very reason the law will be shot down in
court. An April 20, 1983, U.S. Supreme
Court decision upholding a California
moratorium on the construction of nu
clear power plants ruled that localities
could regulate “matters nuclear,” a sig
nificant victory for antinuclear forces,
but could not regulate nuclear safety is
sues because Congress had made nu
clear safety an area of unique national
concern.

The analogy between the recent Cali
fornia case and the Cambridge act is far
from exact because the Cambridge regu
lation deals with nuclear weapons and not
nuclear power. But the nuclear ban faces
other obstacles. In addition to its possible
First Amendment problems, a ban on re
search may also run counter to the pur
poses of the Atomic Energy Act, which
calls for the “continued conduct of re
search and development” of nuclear tech
nology for peaceful and military pur
poses.

Any local “action must be invalidated,”
Laurence Tribe writes in his highly re
garded textbook on constitutional law, “if
its effect is to discourage conduct that
federal action seeks to encourage.” That
may not leave much room for a local ban
on nuclear weapons research anywhere.
But the final word on the legality of the
issue will have to wait until the last gavel
has sounded because, as Cogan puts it,
“no one can predict the courts’ deci
sion.” —Douglas Lavin
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Craise Crews Train In Desert

A
mid the cactus, scrub, and tumble
weed of Arizona, special groups of
Air Force personnel are being
trained. Since early this year, the

Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, border
ing Tucson, has been the training center
for the Air Force’s 868th Tactical Missile
Training Squadron—the crews who will
operate the ground-launched cruise mis
siles (GLCMs) slated for deployment in
Europe. Here teams responsible for the
launch, maintenance, and security of the
highly mobile missiles are preparing for
their overseas assignments.

As crews train, activists pitch camp

The Air Force expects about 450 “stu
dents,” Air Force personnel (many who
volunteer for the assignment), to com
plete the training course each year at
Davis-Monthan. (Deployment in five Eu
ropean countries of the 464 cruise mis
siles and 108 Pershing 2s is expected to
begin in December and be completed in
up to five years.) The recently formed
868th Tactical Missile Training Squadron
has received so many volunteers that its
squad is now an elite group. Its members
all boast previous missile experience. Its
first class graduated from the program
last April. During the summer, most of
the 47 graduates (both men and women)
reported for duty at the cruise missile
base at Greenham Common in England.

STUCK INSIDE A MOBILE
At Davis-Monthan, the GLCM train

ing center is based in a newly constructed
(at the cost of §10 million) two-story
building at the edge of an abandoned run
way, somewhat isolated from the other
buildings on the base. Inside, the atmo
sphere is clean, efficient, and secretive.
All but a conference room, a classroom,
and a launch simulator are off-limits to
visitors. But guests can get a look at a 

transporter erector launcher, otherwise
known as a TEL. A TEL is a 55-foot-long
tractor-trailer rig that weighs nearly
80,000 pounds. Its launcher assembly oc
cupies the back half of the flatbed, which
is hydraulically raised at a 45-degree an
gle to expose four missile tubes.

In a cruise missile unit, or “flight,” the
TELs work in tandem with larger vehi
cles known as launch control centers
(LCCs). These LCCs serve as mobile
battlefield command posts, with two
LCCs, four TELs, several security vehi
cles, and 69 crew members making up a
single flight. So that they blend into
Western Europe’s forested terrain, the
TELs and LCCs are coated with “lizard
skin” paint, the military’s camouflage
green. In Europe, the TELs and LCCs
will be stored in 12,000 square-foot con
crete and dirt bunkers, which are “hard
ened” against conventional attack. It is in
the LCCs that officers will wait for the
instructions to fire the 21-foot-long cruise
missiles.

Toward the south and east of Davis-
Monthan, TELs and LCCs rumble at
speeds of up to 60 miles an hour through
the desert in what are called “dispersal
exercises.” During these maneuvers, an
alert is simulated, and flights scramble
into the desert to set up for launch. Upon
receiving a launch order, the officers in
the LCCs—there are two in each, sitting
12 feet apart—must simultaneously
press separate green buttons which say
“EXEC,” meaning “execute.” Captain
Alan Blackburn, a launch instructor,
notes that one of his most important jobs
is to design dispersal scenarios for his
students. The simulations add such
twists as breakdowns in normal commun
ications to instill flexible reactions
needed for the unpredictable events of
real battle.

As the students’ performances are
carefully examined, so are their attitudes
monitored under a “Human Reliability
Program.” Members of the future cruise
crews are under constant scrutiny by
their peers and commander for any signs
of psychological disorders, explains
Blackburn.

OUTSIDE THE GATES
These “missile masters,” as they are

known, have to withstand the psycholog
ical stress that comes with the responsi
bility for handling missiles bearing the
explosive equivalent of 15 Hiroshima
blasts. They also have to cope with some 

pressure from local peace activists. Each
morning many of the members of the
868th squadron must drive past a small
peace camp pitched near the gates of
Davis-Monthan. Since June the peace
campers have tried to raise Tuscon’s col
lective consciousness about the dangers
posed by the cruise missile, according to
Rhea Miller, the 33-year-old spokes
woman for the camp. “It’s been a real
struggle, for there’s a lot of distrust of
the peace movement,” says Miller, who
works for a Catholic agency that helps
feed the poor. The Soviets’ downing of
the South Korean airliner and the “wave
of anti-Soviet hysteria generated by the
incident” has further hindered the camp’s
educational task, Miller adds.

The peace camp, home for nine activ
ists and the rallying point on occasion for
up to 100 others, has twice been the scene
of nonviolent confrontations with federal
officers. On September 3 Miller and two
colleagues were aiTested for trespassing
on a military installation, but the U.S.
attorney has since dismissed the charges.
Camp members have vowed to stay at a
location near the entrance to the base,
but off federal land, until December
when the first cruise missiles are to be
deployed.

The cruise missile controversy has not
gone unnoticed by members of the 868th
Tactical Missile Training Squadron. Cap
tain John Schutt, 32, a launch instructor
for the 868th, says he is well aware of the
weapon’s “political ramifications.” The
controversy, he adds, “does make things
a little more interesting” at Davis-Mon
than. Schutt maintains that the peace
camp has had no effect on him or the mo
rale of the students. “Most of us feel
we’re doing a job that needs to be done,”
he adds.

Schutt became a missile procedures
trainer at Davis-Monthan in May. He 
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was attracted to the assignment, he ex
plains, because “next to flying, this is one
of the few operational jobs open to offi
cers." (His poor eyesight prevented him
from becoming a pilot.) Others, espe
cially some of the students, were drawn
to the program by the prospect of a post
ing in Europe. Captain Blackburn, who
transferred to the 868th in May from a
Minuteman missile wing in Missouri, ex
plains that unlike at his old job, he now
stands a good chance of drawing an over
seas assignment as a member of a cruise
missile wing. “It’s a new system, and I
thought this was a good time to get in on
it,” he says. Unfortunately for the mem
bers of the 868th, the House of Repre
sentatives last summer cut funds to build
housing for the dependents of the missile
teams based in Europe, so family mem
bers will have to stay behind. (The House
also cut funds for a bowling alley at the
Greenham Common base.)

Those participating in the training
course at Davis-Monthan all appear
proud to be a part of a new missile pro
gram. The cruise missile is so advanced
and the Soviet Union is so wary of the
weapon, Blackburn says, that the missile
“may help prevent a nuclear war because
the Soviets realize they can’t defend
themselves against it.”

Rhea Miller and fellow peace campers,
who represent such local groups as
Nuclear Free State and Casa Maria, a
Catholic organization, disagree, but they
have had trouble bringing home then-
point in Tucson. Although greater Tuc
son is represented in Congress by two
liberal Democrats—Morris Udall and
James McNulty—and has a reputation
for being more liberal than the rest of the
state, Miller observes that Tucsonans do
not seem particularly alarmed about the
missile training sessions. That’s not sur
prising, considering residents here lived
inside the ring of 18 Titan II interconti
nental missiles since the early 1960s.
Half have already been deactivated, and
all will be gone by 1984, as the Pentagon
scraps the antiquated missiles. But
Miller maintains that their presence has
calloused Tucsonans to the nuclear
threat.

Like other peace camps in the United
States, the one set up outside Davis-
Monthan has, at the very least, caused
some local residents to address the cruise
missile issue. And the cruise missile
training program has prompted some de
bate within the local media. Neverthe
less, it has not been enough for Miller.
“The people in Tucson,” she observes,
“haven’t taken responsibility for the fact
that the battle is being fought right
here.” —Edmund Lawler

____
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Peace Academy Vote Due
□Some time in November the Senate is
expected to vote on a bill to set up a na
tional Academy of Peace. This federally
funded educational institution will teach
graduate and mid-career courses in peace
studies and “conflict resolution,” conduct
research, and act as a clearinghouse for
peace scholarship around the country.
With 54 cosponsors in the Senate and 154
in the House, the bill stands a good
chance of passing, in spite of opposition
from the Reagan administration and con
servatives who claim that the academy
would be a focus for “anti-American ac
tivity.”

Its passage is threatened, however, by
the appearance of a substitute bill, spon
sored by right-wing Senator Jeremiah
Denton, which would set up the academy
in a program administered by the Arms
Control and Disarmament Agency. “It is
vital that the academy be independent of
any policymaking body,” says Rip Sul
livan, deputy director of the Peace Acad
emy Campaign.

According to its supporters, who in
clude Senator Mark Hatfield, Coretta
Scott King and Helen Caldicott, the
Washington-based Peace Academy
would be in a unique position to train
those in power to settle international
conflicts nonviolently. It would encour
age policymakers to think of peace as a
positive state—not just the absence of
war.

Some peace activists, however, are not
convinced. They point out that the Na
tional Peace Academy Campaign has
taken care to dissociate itself from the
freeze and disarmament movements, and
to make it clear that it will complement,
not conflict with, the military establish
ment. Its board of directors will include
the secretary of state, the secretary of
defense, the commandant of the National
Defense University, and the director of
the Arms Control and Disarmament
Agency, as well as congressional repre
sentatives and community members.
And Senator Jennings Randolph, one of
the primary sponsors of the Senate bill, is
known for his hawkish positions on the
B-l bomber and deployment of the MX.

Pat Washburn, the Peace Academy
Campaign’s public education staffer, ex
plains that the Campaign has tried hard
not to alienate any groups. “We are a sin
gle-issue lobby,” she says, “and we have

More than 16,000 people participated in
231 freeze walkathons held nationwide on
October 1, raising nearly $800,000 in
pledges. “We had more groups interested
than we expected and more walks,” says
walkathon coordinator Rich Zeichik.

to maintain our bipartisan status. The
academy would be an educational body,
not a policymaking one. It won’t advocate
any particular view.” Some peace
groups, including Womens’ International
League for Peace and Freedom and
SANE, have endorsed the academy on
the grounds that any antiwar institution
would be a good thing—provided, of
course, that the money to fund it ($23.5
million for two years) comes from the mil
itary budget and not from social pro
grams. But they are suspending their fi
nal judgment until the academy has
been formed and proved itself to be more
than a public relations exercise for
politicians. —Maria Margaronis

Michigan Court Tries
To Halt Civil Disobedience
□ In defiance of a court injunction mem
bers of the Michigan-based Covenant for
Peace are* planning what they call “A
Week of Witness and Resistance to Halt
Cruise Missile Production” at Williams
International, the Walled Lake, Michi
gan, company which builds cruise missile
engines. The week of protest—Novem
ber 27 to December 3—will be a part of
the Canada-U.S. “refuse the cruise” days
(see p. 33) and will also test the power of
one judge who appears committed to
stopping civil disobedience at Williams.

Covenant for Peace—a group of reli
gious-minded peace activists including
many members of clergy—has conducted
several demonstrations at the Williams
site over the past 10 months, leading to
four arrests. Last June Circuit Court
Judge James Thorburn, who has consist-
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ently ruled against the protesters, signed
an injunction banning all protests and
blockades at the Williams plant. But the
Reverend Peter Dougherty, a Covenant
organizer, says the event will occur as
planned. “We already have enough peo
ple for blockades on three out of five
days,” he notes. Dougherty acknowl
edges that more people would come if it
weren’t for the court order; violation of
the injunction could mean 25 days in jail.

But an injunction can mean a lot more
than a jail term, notes Minnesota attor
ney Ken Tilson, who has long been in
volved in civil disobedience actions. With
an injunction a court can try to “go behind
the scene and destroy the organization,”
Tilson claims. A well-organized peace
group with recognized leaders and as
sets, he explains, could be very suscepti
ble to an injunction because a court can
jail its leaders, fine it, and seize its assets
to force it to obey.

The Covenant for Peace Group has no
legal organizational charter, and it is not
clear whether Thorburn would be within
his rights if he tried to impound its assets
and lock up its leaders. Sister Elizabeth
Walters, a Covenant organizer, recog
nizes that possibility exists, but she re
mains enthusiastic. “They can put injunc
tion on injunction upon injunction,” she
says, “but it will just not stop us.”

—Douglas Lavin

Philly Activists Protest
Bush-Carstens Meeting
□ Three hundred years ago, a group of
Mennonites and Quakers, persecuted for
their religious views against violence and
military servitude, fled Krefeld, Ger
many, and settled Germantown outside
of Philadelphia. This town became a key
step in the underground railroad, was
later incorporated into Philadephia and is 

now a mainly black community.
When Philadelphia voted overwhelm

ingly for a freeze initiative last year Ger
mantown led the way with over 90 per
cent in favor. Meanwhile, a peace
conference in Krefeld, Philadelphia’s
“sister city,” issued the Krefeld Appeal,
a petition drive against the deployment
of cruise and Pershing 2 missiles that has
collected 4 million signatures and helped
launch demonstrations as large as
700,000. In Krefeld last summer a visit
by Vice President Bush attracted a pro
test crowd of 15,000.

The Reagan administration and the
West German government, however,
have used the tricentennial anniversary
of Germantown’s founding to emphasize
the German-American military alliance
now proceeding with the deployment of
Pershing 2 missiles. West German Presi
dent Karl Carstens’ visit to Philadelphia.
on October 6 drew 15,000 in a candlelight
witness, which called for “friendship
without missiles.” There was also a
smaller demonstration in Germantown
itself, and a few hundred protesters pick
eted the hotel where Bush and Carstens
were dining.

“I’m angry at this perverting of our
history,” said Kay Camp, disarmament
coordinator of the Women’s Interna
tional League for Peace and Freedom,
“of using this as a sales pitch for the de
ployment of nuclear weapons.” Camp’s
words were echoed by such speakers as
Petra Kelly, a co-founder of the West
German Green Party, ex-NATO General
Gert Bastian, Representative Ronald
Dellums, and Simone Wilkinson from the
Greenham Common women’s peace
camp.

The following day, a conference of Ger
man and American activists, entitled
“Eurolinks,” was held in Philadelphia to
coordinate future joint actions.

— Bob Sanders

The most recent Washington Post/ABC News poll re
veals that popular sentiment still rests squarely behind
the freeze—80 percent of those polled approved... .The
Religious Task Force of Mobilization for Survival has

launched a campaign to encourage religious communities and churches to declare 
themselves nuclearfree zones... .A group of 14 Catholic bishops has called production of
the MX missile unjustified and a threat to the future of the world—the first joint
action by bishops addressing a specific weapons system since the pastoral letter on
war and peace was adopted last May... .In late September five women from the Puget
Sound Women’s Peace Camp in the state of Washington, weai-ing employee name tags,
got inside the high-security area at the Boeing Aerospace plant and spent 30 minutes
talking to workers before they were discovered by guards and arrested... James
Richard Sauder, who has already served almost a year in prison for entering missile
launch areas in two states was arrested again (while carrying a wooden crucifix) at a
Titan II site near Conway, Arkansas, and charged with unlawful entry... .A team of
three American psychiatrists, granted the unprecedented chance to study the effects
of the nuclear threat on children in the Soviet Union, released a report on October 13
revealing that the children have detailed, accurate knowledge about nuclear war and
believe that in the event of a nuclear conflict humanity will not survive. The project
was cosponsored by the International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War.
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•INTERNATIONAL•
BEATING THE SPREAD

Resisting Reagan’s Proliferation
ince the Non-Proliferation Treaty

■ (NPT) took force in 1970, 119
countries have become parties to

n X) the agreement and just one coun-
try—India—has openly tested

an atomic bomb. Contrary to expecta
tions at that time, India did not proceed
to assemble a nuclear arsenal after its
May 1974 test. And if any other countries
outside the “nuclear club”—the United
States, the Soviet Union, Great Britain,
France, and China—have built or tested
nuclear weapons since 1974, they have
done so secretly, fearful of offending
world opinion.

Why, then, is there such pessimism
about stopping the spread of nuclear ca
pability from country to country? One
reason is a recent series of Reagan ad
ministration measures that seem to un
dermine nonproliferation policy. During
the past few months, the administration
has approved significant nuclear transac
tions involving India, Argentina, and
South Africa, all of which are known to
have an interest in developing nuclear
weapons. Leonard Weiss, minority staff
director for the Senate subcommittee on
nuclear proliferation, has accused the
Reagan administration of “backtracking
on a strong nuclear nonproliferation pol
icy based on control of exports.” And
Senator Charles Percy, who cosponsored
the Nuclear Nonproliferation Act of
1978, and presided over hearings on this
issue in September, says: “I am con
cerned that we as a nation—and, in par
ticular, we in the Congress—may be los
ing our grip on nonproliferation.”

Weiss, an aide to Senator John Glenn,
was one of the principal authors of the
Nuclear Nonproliferation Act, which
Congress adopted in 1978 after several
years of legislative action (spurred by In
dia’s atomic test). The act, backed by the
Carter administration, restricted the ex
port of nuclear technology with possible
military applications, particularly to
those nations that did not sign the NPT
and that do not open their nuclear instal
lations to international inspection. The
act also gave Congress the power of veto
over administration decisions involving
nuclear exports. (A recent Supreme
Court decision voided the legislative
veto, however.)

The Reagan administration has been
openly skeptical about the effectiveness
of export restraints. In fact, when he was

running for president in 1980, Ronald
Reagan went so far as to say that he
didn’t think Pakistan’s nuclear program
was any of our business. Reagan later
backed off from that statement, but his
advisers continue to follow a line that has
become fashionable among some aca
demic specialists on proliferation; that
the spread of atomic bombs can be slowed
or “managed” but not stopped.

In its latest moves, the administration
has skirted provisions of the Nonprolifer
ation Act or exploited loopholes in it.

In late September the State Depart
ment recommended allowing the Wes
tinghouse Corporation to conclude a $50
million nuclear cooperation agreement
with the South African government. The
firm was given permission to sell replace
ment parts and provide significant tech
nical assistance—which are not barred
by the Nonproliferation Act—for what
will be the first two atomic power plants
in Africa. The apartheid regime is widely
suspected of having tested a nuclear
weapon in late 1979, possibly in collabo
ration with Israel, and it has repeatedly
rejected U.S. requests for a promise that
it will not test nuclear weapons in the fu
ture. The government has refused to sign
the NPT and it does not permit interna
tional inspection of its uranium enrich
ment facilities, which could produce
weapons-grade material for bombs.

One month earlier, in August, the

State Department gave its go-ahead to a
West German firm attempting to sell Ar
gentina 143 tons of heavy water. (Ameri
can approval was required because the
heavy water was produced in this coun
try.) This reversed previous U.S. policy.
The Argentine government, which has
not signed the NPT, is trying to develop a
complete nuclear fuel cycle, which would
enable it to produce weapons-grade ma
terial at uninspected facilities. To bum
fuel in the reactor it has purchased from
foreign suppliers it needs heavy water—
deuterium oxide, or DO2—which is diffi
cult and expensive to produce. According
to a recent report in The New York
Times, an intelligence study now circu
lating among Reagan officials contends
that Argentina has a “secret plan” to di
vert a ton of uranium and use the mate
rial to make nuclear fuel elements that
could be used to build an atomic weapon.

The third Reagan move that has
caused concern has its roots in Cartel- ad
ministration policy. When Carter tried to
get the Indian government, another non
signer of the NPT, to accept new nuclear
safeguards by threatening to cut off sup
plies of U.S. fuel for a reactor near Bom
bay, Indira Gandhi retaliated with a
threat to abrogate existing safeguards.
Cartex- caved in and sent enriched ura
nium fuel to India—“waiving” prohibi
tions in the Nonproliferation Act—and

(continued on page 31)
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° WASHINGTON REPORT o
BY FRED KAPLAN

Th® Man Wh© Fell From Space
etired Lieutenant Colonel Ro
bert Bowman is worried about
the fate of the earth. Five years
ago, he was director of advanced
space programs development in

what is now the Air Force Space Com
mand. Out of that command grew the 
programs that now comprise the begin
nings of Ronald Reagan’s Star Wars
agenda—a futuristic vision of lasers,
charged-particle beams, and other high-
tech, space-based exotica shooting down
enemy satellites, missiles, and warheads
before they explode over American terri
tory.

Bowman managed these programs. He
conducted the earliest studies of their 
cost, feasibility and implications. And
that’s why he’s worried. Professional
arms control advocates have called the
Star Wars scheme “destabilizing.” Bow
man, who has won numerous combat
awards, calls it “military lunacy” and
“the biggest military issue we face.”

First, he argues, it’s a waste. Nobqdy
knows how to build these kinds of weap
ons. Shooting down missiles with laser
beams first requires a huge mirror, about
30 feet in diameter, that can both absorb
the intense heat of the beam and reflect it
across space to zap a missile. Bowman
says that the Air Force has figured out
how to design a mirror made of graphite
that can absorb the heat, but (a) it can’t
reflect the beam properly and (b) it’s only
two or three inches in diameter.

Other technical requirements are
equally awesome—for example, how to
aim the beam exactly on target, then re
direct and aim it exactly once again, and
do this over and over, second after sec
ond, until all the enemy’s missiles are
downed. He likens the task to “hitting a
nickel at 15 miles—and the nickel is mov
ing very fast, and there are lots of nick
els.” Even if this job could somehow be
mastered, he says, there’s the problem of
finding and shooting down missiles
launched from submarines (especially if
fired in a low trajectory) or cruise mis
siles or bombs dropped from airplanes.

Bowman is hardly a Luddite; he made a
profession out of developing advanced
technology, and he believes that with
enough time and money most of these
problems could be solved. However, he
estimates that the money would amount
to about $1 trillion for the entire Star
Wars project (and he claims that virtu

Bowman: An anti-ASAT airman

But to Bowman, even these consider
ations—technical feasibility and vulnera
bility—are secondary. Bowman opposes
spending billions and trillions on Star
Wars mainly because it constitutes “a
gross violation of military common
sense,”

The leading anti-satellite (ASAT) pro
gram being developed by the Air Force
today is called a miniature homing vehi
cle (MHV), loaded onboard an F-15
fighter aircraft. The F-15 travels almost
vertically upward; when it reaches the
outer edge of the atmosphere, it fires the

ally all of his erstwhile Air Force col
leagues privately agree on this point).
And even so, the trillion-dollar enter
prise could be knocked out of action by
relatively cheap and simple countermea
sures. “Not one of these systems can
withstand a single nuclear explosion in
space,” he says. The blast, radiation or
electromagnetic pulse from the explosion
would be too severe.

Some officials have suggested harden
ing space systems against such an attack.
But Bowman says, “We don't know how
to do the hardening.” Theoretically, the
whole system could be surrounded with
the hardest of materials, but then its sen
sors couldn’t “see”—they would lose
their purpose. The enemy could also de
sign its missiles to shoot out chaff to de
flect the laser beam; or send up decoys; or
coat the missile’s surface with a mirror to
reflect the beam. Furthermore, all space
systems require ground stations—and
they’re vulnerable.

MHV, which, with heat-seeking sensors,
homes in on the enemy’s satellite.

Soviet leader Yuri Andropov has now
offered a ban on ASATs. “Why, when we
have a ban handed to us on a plate, do we
refuse even to sit down and discuss it?"
Bowman asks, almost incredulously.

Star Wars advocates want to go ahead
with ASAT weapons primarily because
of Andropov’s proposal to ban them.
Bowman admits that the Soviets are
probably proposing such a treaty because
they realize we have superior ASAT
technology. Their ASAT system is much
more cumbersome, much less reliable
(about half their tests have failed). But
Bowman says that without such a ban the
Soviets could catch up. Any advantage
we might derive from a full-blown ASAT
program would be momentary at best.
The U.S. military (much more than the
Soviets) depends so heavily on satel
lites—for early warning of attack, for
tactical reconnaissance, for battlefield
communications, for weapons accu
racy—that it only makes sense to aim for
a treaty that protects those assets.

Bowman sees onljr two options: “a
comprehensive ban on ASAT or an all-
out arms race in space.” Precisely be
cause he favors the continued use of outer
space as a sanctuary for military radar
and reconnaissance, he views an ASAT
ban—and a halt to Star Wars generally—
as absolutely critical.

Bowman left the Air Force in 1978 af
ter 22 years of service to enter private
industry, first as manager of advanced
space programs for General Dynamics,
then as vice president of Space Commun
ications Company. He thought he could
have more freedom to speak out on these
issues, but learned that the aerospace
corporations were not practical forums.
“In industry, you don’t speak out against
anything, because someone makes
money from it,” he observes. Last Janu
ary, he chucked it all and set up the Insti
tute for Space and Security Studies.
which he runs out of his home in Potomac,
Maryland. It’s small, nonprofit, and
helps members of Congress and scien
tists present anti-Star Wars positions.

At this point Bowman has burned all
his bridges behind him, but he doesn’t
mind: “I’ve put too many years into the
security of our country to sit back and
just watch what's going on without try
ing to do something to stop it.” 
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“IDEAS THAT WORK »
BY BARRY M. CASPER

The Best Offense: Civil Defense?
TA "ST o issue has proved better suited
h\\ to bringing home to people the
I ’W choice they face between pre-
' V paring for nuclear war and

A \j working to prevent it than their
community’s crisis relocation plan
(CRP). Experience in dozens of cities and
towns has demonstrated the effective
ness of this issue as an educational and
organizing tool for the movement against
nuclear war. And yet this potential re
mains largely untapped.

Civil defense is an almost universal
“backyard issue.” Under CRP plans be
ing drawn up by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA), virtually
every American community is either a
“risk area,” to be evacuated if the presi
dent decides nuclear war is imminent, or
a “host area,” to which evacuees will be
relocated. Detailed evacuation routes for
the residents of each risk area neighbor
hood have been designated. Computer
ized lists of the fallout shelter capacity of
every public building in host areas have
been compiled.

Many imaginative experiments—from
mock evacuations to “die-ins”—have
been conducted in the two years since
Cambridge, Massachusetts, became the
first American city to reject the crisis re
location program. One strikingly suc
cessful example of what could be called a
traditional approach was that employed
in my home town of Northfield, Minne
sota, population 12,000.

The first step was to alert the commu
nity. An ad hoc committee of local citi
zens simply announced an open meeting
to inform the community about
Northfield’s role as host area for evac
uees from Minneapolis and St. Paul, 40
miles north. It turned out that no one, not
even city officials, knew of the plan. The
city council was taken aback to see pages
of computer printout (obtained from civil
defense officials! detailing the capacity of
local buildings for fallout shelters. The
proprietor of one downtown shoe store
was astounded to find that 170 people
were supposed to fit in his basement. The
local newpaper editor, hardly a radical,
wrote a strong editorial before the meet
ing denouncing the plan.

The meeting deepened community
concern. State and local civil defense offi
cials were unable to respond convincingly
to criticisms raised by a member of Phy
sicians for Social Responsibility (PSR) 

and to questions from a skeptical audi
ence. The meeting drew statewide media
coverage and a decision by the city coun
cil to name a Crisis Relocation Task
Force, headed by the city police chief.

The task force devoted a month to
studying pro and con documents and
meeting with state and regional civil de

fense planners. The second and most im
portant stage was nearly three months of
community education. Members of the
task force made presentations to over 20
groups. Whatever the forum, from the
Veterans of Foreign Wars to the Rotary
Club to the churches, there was surpris
ing unanimity against the plan.

The entire task force, including the lo
cal civil defense director, found itself in
agreement that crisis relocation was a fu
tile attempt to prepare for nuclear war. A
rather conservative city council unani
mously endorsed the task force recom
mendation that Northfield reject further
participation in crisis relocation plan
ning, while reaffirming its support for le
gitimate civil defense procedures for nat
ural disaster protection. It then named
another task force to consider measures
by which the community could contribute
to preventing nuclear war, such as en
dorsing the freeze or declaring itself a nu
clear free zone.

The process thus had three important
effects: educating a substantial portion of
the community, sending a signal to
Washington, D.C., and arousing many
previously uninvolved citizens.

This approach is applicable to both risk
and host area communities. Ovei-100 cit
ies and towns, including New York City,
Boulder, Colorado, and San Francisco,
have now rejected the plan.

An effective alternative approach was
recently implemented successfully in
Saratoga Springs, New York, a host city
about 40 miles north of Albany. On Sep

tember 24 the Saratoga Peace Alliance
rented the Saratoga County Fairgrounds
to hold what the group called the “Civil
Defense Olympics.” Several hundred
people from a three-county area turned
out for what was both a festive occasion
with music and refreshments and a seri
ous gathering with an educational and po
litical purpose.

Seventeen teams, with four “family”
members each (Mom, Dad, Buddy, and
Sis), competed in a series of events, in
spired by FEMA’s crisis relocation plan,
such as “Expedient Shelter Construc
tion,” “Duck and Cover Relay,” “Reloca
tion Obstacle Course,” and “Close the
Window of Vulnerability.” A local televi
sion personality, the host of a children’s
show, introduced each event, explained
how it related to the FEMA plans, and
served as sportscaster to describe the
action in progress.

•The organizers consider the Civil De
fense Olympics a great success. The
event attracted substantial local media
coverage. Van Zwisohn, a spokesman for
the Saratoga Peace Alliance, said that
hundreds of people had come. “It was
easy to see that the emperor had no
clothes,” he commented. “Once you are
skeptical of what your leaders are telling
you about nuclear war, you are empow
ered to be your own leader. Our chil
dren’s future depends on our willingness
to challenge the bland assurances of
safety and security.”

For further information about the Civil
Defense Olympics, contact Zwisohn at
(518)584-9432. For anyone planning a
more traditional approach in their com
munity, especially useful resources in
clude speakers and material from PSR;
Civil Defense: Information Packet for
Educators and Organizers ($5 from
Traprock Peace Center, Deerfield, MA,
01342); U.S. and Soviet Civil Defense
Programs, March 1982 (free from Publi
cations Office, U.S. Senate Foreign Re
lations Committee, 202-224-4651); and
the slide show and audio tape, Under the
Mushroom Cloud ($20 from Nuclear War
Graphics Project, 100 Nevada Street,
Northfield, MN, 55057). A bimonthly
publication, The Front Line ($12 per year
from New Century Policies, PO Box
2715, Boston, MA, 02208) keeps its read
ers informed of recent CRP develop
ments. o
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’FORUM »
BY ANDREA DOREMUS

Can Peace Camps Go To Town?
TT t is the night of Hiroshima Day, Au

gust 6. Stadium lights shine down
on the road from behind the 8-foot-
high chain-link fence. It’s as bright
as day. Ten women from the Wom

en’s Encampment for a Future of Peace
and Justice are enacting a ritual death in
memory of the thousands of Japanese
who died in agony that day. They wear
shrouds and grotesque face paint and
perform in an ampitheater formed by the
main entrance gate of the Seneca Army
Depot in Romulus, New York. The mili
tary police stand behind the gate. Razor
wire coils around its base.

Several score of other women kneel in
a crescent around them. Farther behind,
across Route 96, are 30 to 40 local resi
dents who have come to watch. Someone

Peace and Justice. Grass-roots freeze ac
tivists, radical lesbian feminists, artists,
clergy—young and old—we were not
sure we shared anything but a deep frus
tration at a world of male violence and a
strong commitment to work against the
scheduled December deployment of
cruise and Pershing 2 missiles.

A half-hour’s drive north of Ithaca, in
central New York, the encampment was
pitched next to the Seneca Army Depot,
believed to be a storage place for the neu
tron bomb, and a point of departure for
nuclear missiles, most likely Pershing 2s,
to Europe. Over the summer there were
four major legal processions and demon
strations, and over 500 women were
taken into custody for civil disobedience
or “trespassing on federal property.” 

way of life: peace through military domi
nance.

STIRRING UP COMMENT
What happens when such a diverse

gathering as was at the encampment car
ries out an active schedule of demonstrat
ing in the middle of a conservative Re
publican county in rural New York?
First, you make the front page of most
local papers for over a month and a lot of
people get very stirred up.

As Seneca County undersheriff Tom
Cleere pointed out, “I’ve been working in
this county for over 25 years and our com
munity has never been faced with an
event of this magnitude.” There were oc
casional, well-publicized confrontations.
The major one was on July 30 when peo-

from that group can be heard quietly
jeering, “How does this stop the weap
ons?”

A white-haired townswoman steps out
in front of the ritual, and faces the cres
cent. “And what about Vietnam?” she
cries. “Were any of you there fighting
and getting killed? I had two sons and a
brother in Vietnam! Don’t you know that
these boys [the military police] are here
to protect you from war?! They fought so
you could be here today!”

The crowd of women is taken aback,
nervous. A chant begins to rise. . . “No
More War! No More War!” It is a mob
like response that the townswoman re
ceives to her questions.

0 O •

In the name of confronting a society
that seems hell-bent on self-destruction,
a loosely affiliated group of over 5000
women came together this summer at the
Women’s Encampment for a Future of

The October 22 demonstration against
the deployment of Euromissiles drew
thousands to the depot. Because of us
many more upstate New Yorkers know
that the depot exists and what it repre
sents. Many more now understand why
these demonstrations were held—but
many others still do not.

There are now peace camps at several
European sites. Camps have recently
sprung up at Puget Sound, Washington,
and Tucson, Arizona, among other places
in this country. As somewhat eccentric
second cousins to the mainstream antinu
clear weapons movement, women’s
peace camps will nonetheless be seen as
field representatives. And experiences
at Seneca this summer can offer guidance
to people everywhere involved in “direct
action” and to any of us in the antinuclear
movement who are perceived as threat
ening because we publicly question what
many believe upholds the democratic 

pie from the nearby town of Waterloo
blockaded a bridge, preventing encamp
ment women from peacefully marching
through the town.

There were harmonious encounters as
well, but they received virtually no
press. Everyday we heard stories of
fruitful conversations with initially mis
trusting local residents. Admittedly,
however, this kind of friendly dialogue
did not always happen when it could
have. It’s difficult to constantly repre
sent oneself as a “peace camper" in front
of “townspeople.” And it’s just that no
tion of “them” versus “us” that keeps it
difficult. Peace campers came with their
own apprehensions, which were height
ened by passers-by who asked questions
like: “Why do you have to break the
law?”. . . “How can you stay clean with
out showers?”. . . “Is it true that you
took your clothes off to shower in the car
wash?”. . . “Why don’t you lesbian com-
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FORUM
munists demonstrate in Washington?”

There were more thorough commen
taries from community people. “What
you’ve done is get a lot of people think
ing,” said Gail Vanderlinde, a social
worker from Skeneateles, New York. “A
lot of us in the Finger Lakes region had
no idea of what the depot represented.
People now realize that they need more
facts. But I think in the minds of many
people you left a negative impression,”
Vanderlinde continued. “People saw you
as you appeared to be, rather than as
what you are.” She saw a natural reason
for that. “When outsiders come in and
start stirring things up, a lot of people get
insecure. Just remember, you can’t force
changes down people’s throats.”

The first community contacts the en
campment made were with local clergy
and officials. This took a lot of work. And
then the press onslaught began. Before
we could establish rapport with people,
we were already a public entity being
represented by reporters after the sensa
tional story.

“You took on an incredible responsibil
ity all by yourselves, and there were peo
ple in the area who would have gladly
helped to pave your way,” said Jana
Brownlee, a newspaper reporter who
lives in Trumansburg. But because of a 

lack of time and resources a lot of these
contacts were not made initially.

Romulus high school teacher, Jim De
lia, agreed that this was an oversight. He
got involved because of a separate initia
tive by one local couple to hold low-key,
“porch talks” on peace issues, no press
allowed. Delia did say that it took the
controversy of the camp’s existence “to
bring many of us out of the closet as peace
workers. Now there is a network emerg
ing for us to cany on the tasks ahead.”

THE RADICAL CHALLENGE
The women at the encampment strove

to create a feminist community of resist
ance to the dehumanizing violence that
permeates all our lives, and which is most
starkly expressed in the cancerous
spread of nuclear weapons. It is perhaps
the feminist refusal to separate the per
sonal from the political that represents
the radical challenge, that ignited the
contempt of so many townspeople. They
cannot understand why we feel that how
we live our lives and treat each other is a
reflection of our stand against nuclear
weapons. They are put off by the exist
ence of a self-defining, self-sufficient
gathering of women who manage splen
didly without the involvement of men.

For many of us, coming to Seneca was 

part of a progression of understanding
that led us to redefine how political action
could be effective and meaningful for us.
We are taking a new meaning into every
thing we do, into our daily lives. We see
that social acquiescence to personal vio
lence such as rape, battering, pornogra
phy, and social and economic discrimina
tion is the same acquiescence given to the
possibility of world destruction.

Nonviolent feminist process has to do
with realizing the fundamental interrela
tion between all things and taking full re
sponsibility for the results of one’s
actions. It has to do with refusing to be a
victim anywhere.

The strength of this defiance was ap
parent in the collective energy of women
at the encampment. “You can just feel it
in the air,” I heard a mother from Roch
ester say. “As soon as you step on this
land, there’s a spirit you can feel.” But
how can the transformational power of
these beliefs be communicated to a broad
range of Americans to whom the political
practice of feminism and nonviolence is
alien?

FLAGGING THE PROBLEM
Onlookers at the depot gate see us ciy

and wail, dramatizing the release of pent-
up rage. They see us tear our clothes and 

WEBT ABOOT TOE TOSSDAI^S?
□ What are the commonalities and differences between our two countries?
□ What do we know about the Soviet people?
□ What do they know about us?
□ How do other countries, including the Soviet Union, view the US/USSR

nuclear arms race?
Community leaders and representatives of grassroots organizations in KANSAS,
INDIANA, and MINNESOTA share their candid perceptions of the Soviet Union with
Gro Harlem Brundtland—leader of the Labor Party & former Prime Minister, Norway
Glancarla Codrignanl—member of Parliament, Italy
Elizabeth Young (Lady Kennet)—arms control specialist. United Kingdom

and
Anne Cahn—Committee for National Security
Catherine Cosman— U.S. Helsinki Commission
Sanford Gottlieb—United Campuses to Prevent Nuclear War
Morton Halperin—Center for National Security Studies
Admiral Gene La Rocque—Center for Defense Information
Sandy Sedacca—Common Cause
in an open discussion designed for individual orgroup participation.

Produced by IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST the nationwide daily radio program that comments on national
issues from a humane perspective, What About the Russians? is recorded on cassette in two half-hour programs:

Parti: The Country and Its People
________________ Part II: National Security and the Arms Race

WHAT ABOUT THE RUSSIANS? a two-part audio cassette discussion program, includes two-part quiz,
discussion guide, and resource list, and may be ordered at $15 prepaid from:
IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST • 303 Capital Gallery West • 600 Maryland Avenue SW • Washington, DC 20024
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get dirty as we climb the fence. We dance
and skip and wear bright, colorful,
strange clothing. Sometimes we don’t
wear enough clothing. We beat drums
and chant and some women paint their
faces. Women are hugging and kissing
and always in circles of three, 15, 300.
How effective is this drama if it com
pletely baffles those who are outside of
it?

The encampment has been continually
criticized for subsuming, even using, the
issue of the missiles to give preeminence
to the banners of “Women’s Liberation"
or “Lesbian Rights.” One town resident,
Emerson Moran, said, “If they had not
formed a coalition offeminists and peace
seekers, they could have communicated
to our ears.” He is the man who offered
the American flag to the camp on the
Fourth of July. “I didn’t know whether
they’d fly the flag or not,” he told me re
cently. “But I know that the community
was concerned about the invasion. Who
are these people coming into our terri
tory? What are they going to do?”

Had women at the encampment agreed
to fly the flag it would have shown a will
ingness to come halfway, to acknowledge
the standards of many residents of the
area. But many women saw the flag as a
symbol of nationalism and militarism. Af
ter six hours of discussion among six
women who cared the most for different 

points of view, it was decided that each
woman at the encampment should make
her own flag. Those who wanted to make
an American flag were encouraged to do
so. At that point there was an opportu
nity to write explanatory statements and

. . .It is time to
refine our media
strategies . . .

speak to key members of the community.
Such measures might have reduced the
flap created by what was widely seen as
our “rejection of the flag.”

Almost everything we did at Seneca
that did not fall into the narrow category
of community outreach happened to rein
force a sense of estrangement and moral
self-righteousness on the part of local
residents. No one can deny that in many
cases we did not get our point across.
“I’ve lived here all my life and I’ve never
felt as threatened by the depot as I do
about what these women are trying to
do,” said one local woman. By the end of
the summer many residents still had no
idea what we “were trying to do.”

It is time for us to refine our communi
cation strategies and our media skills. In 

order to open people up and encourage
them to question their prejudices and as
sumptions, our message must be clear
and coherent. We must be able to con
front and transcend the manipulation of
the media, which tends to condense, sen
sationalize, and ultimately trivialize
every major action and statement that
we make. We must face issues most peo
ple are worrying about: the "Russians,”
their jobs, a threat to their way of life.
Unless we adopt language, symbols, and
points of reference that the average
American can identify with in some way,
we will continue to be feared and ridi
culed.

In the end, however, the Women’s En
campment for a Future of Peace and Jus
tice cannot apologize to a society that
lashes out at any threat to its stability
and homogeneity. But if the arms race is
to be reversed, and the primacy of human
needs asserted, we need a conscious and
educated population of Americans. The
Women’s Encampment and efforts like it
are a first step. Let’s- not isolate our
selves. Let’s use the direct contact it of
fers with people outside our “camp” for
all its worth. 

Andrea Doremus spent August at the en
campment. This Forum represents her
personal views and not those of the en
campment as a whole.
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ULTURE
NEW BOOKS ON THE BOMB

Pressing The Nuclear Issue

T
his fall’s list of new books does
not include a peace-movement
best seller like last year’s The
Fate of the Earth, by JonathanSchell. But there are some in

triguing new items, including an impor
tant history that has been out of print; a
study of the Committee on the Present
Danger; two views of deterrence by influ
ential commentators; and even a young
adults’ novel about a 16-year old who ac
companies her father to Los Alamos.

This novel, Los Alamos Light, by
Larry Bogard (Farrar, Straus & Giroux,
$11.95), describes work at Los Alamos
and the dawn of the Nuclear Age from
the point of view of Maggie Chilton, who
arrives from Cambridge, Massachusetts,
with her scientist father, who was re
cruited by J. Robert Oppenheimer. Cut
off from her father, an inexpressive
workaholic, Maggie makes a life of her
own among the people of New Mexico.
Contemporary issues and problems enter
the story through a succession of new
friends, who are black, Hispanic, and Na
tive American. It is because of her fa
ther’s work at Los Alamos, however,
that Maggie is forced to confront a prob
lem of a completely different magnitude:
the destructive power of atomic energy.
Although she sometimes sounds 20 years
older, the heroine remains engaging, and
her odyssey is both credible and compel
ling.

The heroine’s mother committed sui
cide after her parents died in a concentra
tion camp, which is a reminder of the pri
mary reason for the work at Los
Alamos—to stop the Nazis. Several of
the project’s most prominent scientists
were Jewish emigres. Ironically, they
were racing to beat their former col
leagues in Germany to the Bomb. Da
Capo Press has reprinted a 1967 book on
this subject, The German Atomic Bomb
($9.95). Although its author, British his
torian David Irving, recently has become
controversial as a professed “ultra-right
ist,” this book is a dispassionate and well-
written account of the race for the Bomb.

In Now It Can Be Told, General Leslie
M. Groves, military director of the Los
Alamos project, concludes that Alama-
gordo made him feel he’d done as well as
“the old soldiers and scouts who had de
voted their active lives to winning the
West.” In an introduction to this new edi
tion (Groves’ memoir was first published 

in 1962 and is now a $9.95 Da Capo paper
back) Edward Teller, a Los Alamos vet
eran, describes Groves as “a direct man
of practical action” who wasn’t very pop
ular with the scientists who worked for
him. But Groves’ greatest accomplish
ment was to hire Oppenheimer as scien
tific director of the lab—despite his left
wing background, of which Groves was
well aware.

Groves’ no-nonsense account provides
some fascinating insider accounts: how
Klaus Fuchs, the British scientist who
spied for the Russians, penetrated Los
Alamos, and how the Manhattan Project
“borrowed” a Neiu York Times science
reporter to write its press releases.

A potpourri of
books: Germany
to Los Alamos

The Soviets’ detonation of their own
nuclear weapon prompted, in 1950, the
founding of the first Committee on the
Present Danger. It included two presi
dential science advisors who had been in
strumental in setting up Los Alamos.
The purpose of the new group was to es
tablish as U.S. foreign policy what Jerry
W. Sanders describes in Peddlers of Cri
sis (South End Press, $8.50, paper), his
thorough history of the Committee, as
“containment militarism,” or the Cold
War.

The Committee reorganized in 1976 to
topple Jimmy Carter, who was talking
about a reduced military budget and “in
ordinate fear of Communism,” and to
sabotage SALT II. Sanders traces the
chilling progress of the Committee from 

just another lobby to a formidable power.
Reagan’s first set of appointments to his
administration included 32 Committee
members, including its co-chairs Paul
Nitze and E”o-ene Rostow, along with
Jeane Kirkpatrick and William Casey.
Committee members are largely respon
sible for the Reagan administration’s
hawkish stand on nuclear war and ani
mosity towards the freeze campaign.

Sidney D. Drell’s slim book Facing the
Threat of Nuclear Weapons (University
of Washington Press, $4.95, paper) sup
ports deterrence, but not in the same
manner as the Committee on the Present
Danger (the book includes an open letter
on the danger of nuclear war from Soviet
physicist Andrei Sakharov). Drell, a phys
icist who has advised several administra
tions on arms control, outlines the his
tory of science’s collaboration with
government to build the Bomb and sub
sequent weapons. While Drell says, “I
see—on technical grounds alone—no es
cape from the mutual hostage relation
ship [between the two superpowers] and
no choice but to make deterrence work,”
he also applauds the Catholic bishops’
pastoral letter.

The bishops grappled with the moral
dilemmas of deterrence by concluding
that it “may still be judged as mor
ally acceptable provided it is used as a
step towards progressive disarmament.”
Drell comments, “To me, this is precisely
the common sense of nuclear weapons,
expressed simply and clearly. There is no
Pentagonese in these words.”

Leon Wieseltier’s Nuclear War, Nu
clear Peace (Holt, Rinehart & Winston,
$2.95, paper) expands on his recent com
ments in The New Republic on deter
rence and its critics. He opposes anti
communists who would substitute coun
terforce for deterrence, but also deplores
antinuclear spokesmen such as Jonathan
Schell, E. P. Thompson, and the Catho
licbishops. In the end, Wieseltier’s line of
thought contradicts itself. He points out,
accurately enough, that “the existence of
nuclear weapons did not keep smaller
states that did not have them from wag
ing war against larger states that did.”
Despite this comment on the political im
potence of nuclear weapons, Wies?ltier
goes on to argue that “the only thing
more menacing to our security than nu
clear strength is nuclear weakness.”

—Ann Marie Cunningham
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PROLIFERATION
(continued from page 24)
was attacked in many quarters for doing
so.

The Reagan administration, fearing
similar repercussions, arranged in the
summer of 1982 for France to supply In
dia with fuel. But on a visit to India this
past July, Secretary of State George
Schultz said that the United States would
supply India with nuclear reactor compo
nents if no other source could be found.
This would defy the terms of the Nonpro
liferation Act, but the president could get
around it by waiving export restrictions.
The Nuclear Control Institute, a public
interest group in Washington, D.C.,
which attempts to strengthen barriers to
proliferation, is leading (along with five
other groups) a lega] action designed to
block such a move.

Those who back a strong nonprolifera
tion policy are also currently seeking en
actment of several legislative measures.
On September 30 the House passed, by a
vote of 196 to 189, the Wolpe-Ottinger
amendment, which closes loopholes in
the Nonproliferation Act that allow ex
ports of nuclear parts and technology to
countries which have not accepted inter

national safeguards. The amendment
also requires the president to give Con
gress formal notice when he waives ex
port restrictions, and to allow 60 days to
elapse before the waiver takes effect. It
went to the Senate in October, where
only a much milder version was given a
chance for passage. Other legislation up
for consideration is designed to discour
age use of plutonium and highly enriched
uranium in nuclear power plants and re
search reactors. (Plutonium and enriched
uranium are the indispensible elements
needed to produce atomic bombs.)

Yet despite the disturbing recent
actions by the Reagan administration
there is no indication that proliferation
will soon become a priority issue for the
antinuclear weapons movement. Some
on the political left remain cynical of non
proliferation efforts because they regard
them as an effort by powerful, developed
nations to maintain a nuclear monopoly.
And proliferation "has tended to fall
through the gaps” at the grass roots, says
Paul Leventhal, president of Nuclear
Control Institute.

As Leventhal sees it, people who op
pose nuclear power have been concerned
mainly with health and safety questions,
while those opposed to nuclear weapons 

have been occupied mainly with the arms
race between the superpowers ("verti
cal,” as opposed to "horizontal,” prolifer
ation). Howard Morland, disarmament
coordinator with the Coalition for a New
Foreign and Military Policy, does not ar
gue with Leventhal’s assessment.

“Groups in the Coalition would enthu
siastically condemn any nation acquiring
the Bomb,” Morland says, "but as a mat
ter of priorities, the most important
thing is the superpower arms race.”
Morland feels that the nuclear prolifera
tion problem has been exaggerated, and
while he approves of efforts to tighten
restrictions on U.S. nuclear exports to
countries that might build bombs, he
notes that other nuclear-capable coun
tries can pick up the slack, exporting the
very equipment that the United States
bars.

But Leventhal considers this a
“flawed” argument. “If nuclear weapons
spread around the world while we’re de
voting all our attention to the superpow
ers,” Leventhal says, “we’re going to end
up living in as dangerous or more danger
ous a world than we're in now. The arms
race and proliferation have to be dealt
with in one piece, as part of one problem.”

—William Sweet

community
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ACTION
What is Earth’s future? Increase of eco
nomic and human misery, crime? Uncaring,
compassionless, negative society, no
chance for the little guy, machines controll
ing people? Spiritual/practical concept can
replace above nightmare with beautiful
dream. But only your active help can make
it a reality! HOPE, PO Box 134, Station S,
Toronto, Canada.

PEOPLE WHO WANT PEACE MUST TAKE
CHARGE OF WORLD AFFAIRS! How? Very
briefly: 1) ratify world legislation to outlaw the
design, testing, production, deployment of
nuclear weapons, and establish a World Dis
armament Agency directed by ratifiers; 2) each
ratifier (community, group, parliament, individ
ual, university) becomes a Nuclear Free Zone;
3) support emergence of World Parliament
elected by people, organized under non
military Constitutions for Federation of Earth;
4) support District World Court Action to
require nuclear disarmament, now underway
in Los Angeles with injunction suit against 28
nations. Send $3 for information package and
working materials to WCPA, 1480 Hoyt Street,
Rm. 31, Lakewood, 00 80215(303) 233-3548.

ASSOCIATIONS

Bertrand Russell Society, Information: NT,
RD 1, Box 409, Coopersburg, PA 18036

|GAMES|
Peace Games of Co-operation. All kinds. All
ages. Illustrated catalog, 25C. Family Pastimes
(NU), RR4, Perth, Ontario, Canada K7H3C6

I CATALOGS I

FREE BOOK CATALOG:
Social change, feminism, men's conscious
ness-raising, gay. Times Change Press,
Albion-N. CA 95410.

|GOOD READING|

TIME BOMB: A nuclear reader from The
Progressive, with 22 articles on nuclear
power and weapons, $3.50. Nukewatch,
315 W. Gorham, Madison, Wl 53703.

THE PEOPLE: Labor/socialist biweekly
covering major national, international
developments at rates workers can afford.
Since 1891. Subscriptions: $1/4 months,
$4/1 year. Includes free pamphlets on
militarism/arms control. Dept. NT, 914 In
dustrial Avenue, Palo Alto, CA 94303.
Activists, Lawyers, Economists: Learn how
the Consumer Price Index is distorted to
understate inflation and keep cost-of-living
adjustments down. For FREE information
send large self-addressed, stamped envelope
to: Mereski, Box 15268 NT, Savannah, GA
31416. Offer good through Election Day,
November 6,1984. Why isn't your union/group
pushing this?

|GOOD READING|
WINTER, Edwin Ritchie’s “splendidly
clear” (Dr. Karl Menninger) allegory of the
arms race: Embattled children, bent upon
mutual annihilation, will move you to join
the fight—against them. Clothbound, 56
pp., sharp Roman typeface, center illus.
by DiGirolamo, $6.25 ppd., CENTRALIA
PRESS, Box 607, Floral Park, NY 11002.

The Arms Race
and the Paper Chase.
Too much to read.. .too little

time.
There /s a solution: the new

Subscription Service of the
Interfaith Center to Reverse the
Arms Race. Subscribers
receive bi-monthly packets:
“must-read” articles, action
ideas, the latest word on new
resources; all collated in a
three-ring binder for easy use.

Interfaith Center to
Reverse the Arms Race,
132 N. Euclid Ave.,
Pasadena, CA91101
(213) 449-9430.
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PEOPLE’S MUSIC WEEKEND, a gathering
of songwriters, musicians, and other
lovers of music for social change. Work
shops and song swaps of folk, gospel,
nueva cancion and other musical styles.
In Boston, January 27th - 29th, 1984. Regi
ster now: Boston People's Music, 91 Paul
Gore Street, Jamaica Plain, MA 02130. To
join People’s Music Network: 758 Cliff
Street, Norwich, CT 06360.

| JOBS/INTERNSHIPS j
RETIRE REAGAN. If you think the next
four years would be better without
Reaganomics, and want a job helping cit
izens organize to fight back in '84, contact
Kaye Jaeger, ACORN, 209 Knaul, Syra
cuse, NY 13203 (315) 476-0162.

Nuclear Times is now accepting applica
tions for spring internships beginning
January 1984. The program is a full-time ap
prenticeship in both editorial and business
aspects of magazine publishing. Send
resume and cover letter to Corinna Gardner,
Managing Editor, Nuclear Times, 298 Fifth
Avenue, New York, NY 10001.

| PLAYS I

PEACE PROGRAMMING? Stage a “script-
in-hand” performance of “Dunbar's Bre
men,” James Stegenga’s one-act morality
drama about nuclear war in Europe, to
stimulate discussion of the ethical issues.
Send S6 for five scripts and discussion
guides to: Fellowship of Reconciliation,
P.O. Box 271, Nyack, NY 10960.

|PASS THE WORD |
NUCLEAR TIMES announces its one- to
two-minute daily radio broadcast on the
antinuclear weapons movement. If you are
in the New York metropolitan area, tune-in
at approximately 3:40 PM, WMCA-57AM.

“This prohibits all development,
testing, transportation, deployment,
and usage of nuclear weapons within
these borders."
T-SHIRT: dk-blue. white design, short sleeve,
50/50. mandala on front, prohibition on back.
Adult S M L XL. 58 Child S M L. $6
NFZ STICKERS: W »myl. 2 for SI.
Free NFZ declaration, community org info.
NUCLEAR FREE ZONE REGISTRY
P 0 Bo< 172. Rirtrside. CA 92502

Artists for Survival, Boston Area. Slide
shows of: 1) Dangers and Delightful Works;
2) SAVE LIFE ON EARTH Posters. Rental:
$25 each; purchase: $80 with tape. Illu
strate with your own blank Save Life on
Earth posters. Poster weight: 50‘ each;
paper weight: 25*. Great for churches,
schools, demonstrations. Do-it-yourself
giant postcards: 20‘ each. 20 quotes hand
somely lettered by religious, military,
political figures: S5. Mitchell Kamen, 144
Moody Street, Waltham, MA 02154. (617)
891-4235.

PASS THE WORD

igami peace crane
Undlttonal Jcponcao pc=co
symbol printed on cU-cotton
royal biuo chlrte. Postpaid'
Adult ISM- L- XL I SB,
Child IS-M- LI SS. 250
Catdoguo. Purplo&Groon,

_4835cedzrnva. Phlla.RA 19143, ’

SAY NO WITH A GLOW

GLOW IN THE DARK BUTTONS & STICKERS
ANY BUTTON & STICKER . . S3-2 of ea. S5
BUTTON .. $1.50—4/S5
STICKER . . . S1.75—4/S6

Prices Include postage. Please specify ltem(s) and
style numbers 10A/20B. MN residents add 6% tax.
FUNDRAISING PROGRAMS

P.O. BOX 502; MTKA., MN 55343
allow 2-4 weeks for delivery

BULK DISCOUNTS
GLOW ON™

1983 B-Cool P&E

? Custom-printed
| o BUTTONS o OECALS
? ° BUMPERSTICKERS

and many other Items!
? SINCE 1961 WE HAVE OFFERED
? LOW WHOLESALE PRICES TO
| PROGRESSIVE ORGANIZATIONS
| For FREE Catalog and
? Listing of over 150 in-stock
c items (nearly 1000
£ organizations use our items
| to raise funds!)
Z Write or Call:
Z LARRY FOX
/ BOX M-18
? VALLEY STREAM, NY 11582
7 (516) 791-7929

PASS THE WORD

Twelve uplifting images, many in full col
or, celebrating people’s struggle, courage
and resistance. Artwork representing
Latin America, Australia, Native Ameri
cans, Africa and the USA; International
Women’s Day, The Weavers, Zimbabwe,
The Pacific Peacemaker, Bread and Pup
pet Theatre. 14" x 22" on your wall. Fea
tures full wrap-around cover, "Patchwork
Power" of squares sewn in honor of wo
men's peace camps. Lunar cycles, holi
days, people's history dates, and plenty of
notation space. By mail $7.75, 3/$20,
5/$31. Good bulk rates available to help
raise funds and consciousness. Syracuse
Cultural Workers Project, Box 6367, Syra
cuse, NY 13217, (315) 474-1132.

cnvironmeiDtsil
T-SHIRTS

NUCLEAR WEAPONS

FREE CATALOG!
NUCLEAR FREEZE T-SHIRT. JONA
THAN SCHELL QUOTE ON BACK
"EXTINCTION IS NOT SOMETHING TO
CONTEMPLATE. IT IS SOMETHING TO
REBEL AGAINST "

S8.00 EA FOR TAN. BLUE. OR
YELLOW SHIRTS AVAILABLE IN MEN S
100% COTTON. WOMEN S FRENCH
CUT & CHILDREN S STYLES. 10% OF
PROFITS GO TO ENVIRONMENTAL
CAUSES. 17 MORE DESIGNS. « MAPLE
WING 1983

JIM MORRIS P.O. BOX 2308 DEPT. PK3
BOULDER. COLO. 80306

SATISFACTION GUARANTEED!
SHARE THE EARTH'

J - . -=j I
i Now You Can Reach 30,000 Peace & Arms Control Activists— J
j At a Very Affordable Price j

I RATES
j Per Word: 654 a word/15 word minimum (PO Boxes count as two words, '
■ phone numbers and abbreviations count as one word). !
< PerInch: $15 per column inch (1" deep x 2V4" wide), 4" maximum. Camera ;
; Ready Copy Only!! ■
I FREQUENCY DISCOUNT j

| 2-4 insertions: 604 per word, $14 per column inch j
; 5-8 insertions: 55c per word, $13 per column inch ,
. 9-10 insertions: 504 per word, $12 per column inch 3

i Mail to: Community Bulletin Board, Nuclear Times, 298 Fifth Avenue, Room 512, Neu> J
, York, NY 10001. !
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REPORTS, HANDBOOKS, & KITS!" 1
How to Research Your Local Military Contrac
tor ($2 for individuals, $3 for institutions,
from Highlander Research and Educa
tion Center, Route 3, PO Box 370, New
Market, TN 37820). This handbook is a
supplement to an excellent longer report,
Our Own Worst Enemy: The Impact of
Military Production in the Upper South
($10 for individuals, $12.50 for institu
tions), which examines the effects of mili
tary spending on the health and welfare
of Southerners, who are among the
Americans most dependent on military
production for employment. The hand
book decodes a few sample military con
tracts and shows how all the parts of the
military industry work together. It pro
vides a first step toward understanding
how military spending shapes the local
economy: who gets contracts; what for;
and what the costs are to occupational
health, the environment, and economic
security.
Trans-Atlantic Information Project (The Na
tion Institute, 72 Fifth Avenue, New
York, NY 10011) offers materials written
and published by peace activists in West
ern and Eastern Europe. A one-year sub
scription to the bi-monthly END Journal
is $12; single issues are $1.75 or $1.50 in
bulk. The special reports available cover
Qomiso, Italy ($1.20), Turkey ($1.80),
peace movements in Eastern Europe
($1.80 to $3), and the nuclear North At
lantic ($1.80).
Nuclear Free Zone Packet ($5 from Nuke
watch, 315 Gorham Street, Madison, WI
53703). To protest deployment of cruise
and Pershing 2 missiles and Trident sub
marines, hundreds of communities in
Great Britain, Europe, and the United
States have declared themselves nuclear
free zones, including all of London and
the entire country of Wales. Nuke
watch’s packet tells you how to declare
yourself or your turf a non-participant in
the arms race.
Stopping the Arms Race in Space, the sum
mer 1983 issue of Nucleus (single issues
free from Union of Concerned Scientists,
26 Church Street, Cambridge, MA
02238). Last May, a UCS panel submit
ted to the Senate Foreign Relations
Committed a model treaty to ban anti
satellite Weapons. This special issue in
cludes abridged testimony and highlights
of the model treaty, which bans destruc
tion of an> space vehicle and testing in
space, a Sidebar forecasts an escalated 

arms race if no restraint is put on the
development of space lasers and small,
explosive satellites that follow targets,
known as space mines.

CALENDARS I — l
The 1984 Calendar: An American History,
created by Tim Keefe and Howard
Levine, with introduction by Nat Hen
toff ($10.95 from Point Blank Press,
Ltd., PO Box 30123, Lansing, MI 48909).
“Is Big Brother watching?" The authors
found 1500 examples of citizen surveil
lance and control of information by gov
ernment and private interests. While not
all of the entries on this poster-sized wall
calendar apply to nuclear information,
such control is a particular feature of the
Atomic Age. And the author’s point that
“most citizens believe that it’s essential
to sacrifice some privacy to safeguard the
greater community” is especially applica
ble to nuclear matters.
International Peace Diary 1984 ($5 from
War Resisters League, 339 Lafayette

®Aor£S®

Street, New York, NY 10012). A pocket-
sized date book with over 1500 peace or
ganizations and periodicals around the
world, listed by country. Throughout the
year, landmarks in the fight for peace are
noted on calendar days, supplemented by
illustrations and brief essays.

FILMS & SLIDE SHOWS
Rings on the Water, a film directed by
Mercedes Gregory (60 minutes, available
in 16mm or videotape. For rental infor
mation, contact Atlas Theatre Co., 115
Central Park West, New York, NY
10023.) An American filmmaker docu
ments the 1982 march through the Soviet
Union. Scandinavian women peace activ
ists organized the march with, for the
most part, Soviet cooperation. (The same
Scandinavians marched to Washington,
D.C., from New York this past August.)
As the representatives of the Western
peace movement travel through the So
viet Union a dilemma arises: To what ex
tent is acceptance of the generous hospi
tality of the official Soviet Peace
Committee being taken as an endorse
ment of Soviet foreign policies? A fasci

nating look at the intricacies of European
and Soviet peace politics. .
On The Brink, a slide show that can be
bought for $20 from the Nuclear Weap
ons Freeze Campaign, 4144 Lindell Bou
levard, Suite 404, St. Louis, MO 63108.
For rentals contact your local freeze of
fice or the above address for the source
nearest you. The slides, accompanied by
an excellent script, illustrate the history
of U.S. and Soviet nuclear strategy, and
the advent of counterforce or first-strike
weapons—cruise and Pershing 2 mis
siles. A literate, straightforward review
of the issues raised by these weapons’ up
coming deployment in Europe, and the
responses of the East and West Euro
pean peace movements.

NEW BOOKS
S.I.O.P: The Secret U.S. Plan for Nuclear War,
by Peter Pringle and William Arkin
(Norton, $15.95). Pringle, co-author of
The Nuclear Barons (Holt, Rinehart &
Winston, 1981), on the international nu
clear business, has teamed up with Arkin
to ferret from the public record a descrip
tion and history of the Single Integrated
Operations Plan, which our president
would use to wage nuclear war on the
Soviet Union. The author's trace SIOP’s
evolution from Eisenhower’s “massive
retaliation” to Reagan’s chilling vision of
the possibility of nuclear victories. They
reconstruct and find unsatisfactory a
1982 war- game, the largest ever, which
Reagan used to test SIOP.
The CND Story, edited by John Minnion
and Philip Bolsover (Allison & Busby, pa
per, $6 plus 50tf postage from CND Book
shop, 227 Seven Sisters Road, London
N4, England). The Campaign for Nu
clear- Disarmament was founded in 1958
by Bertrand Russell, J.B. Priestly, and
other prominent public figures in British
public life. It remains the most important
peace organization in England. Forty
contemporary members, including E.P.-
Thompson, have contributed to this
compendium of brief articles on every as
pect of CND, from its early marches, to
internal debates and personality clashes,
to the literature and music the peace
movement in Great Britain has inspired.
The Nuclear Almanac, compiled and edited
by Massachusetts Institute of Technol
ogy- faculty (Addison-Wesley, $20, pa
per). Contributors to this thorough his
tory of nuclear weapons and energy
include heavyweight politicians, scien
tists, and historians such as Henry Steele
Commager, Bernard Feld, Philip Morri
son, Paul Warnke, and Kosta Tsipis.
Some of the subjects they- cover are the
history of the Manhattan Project, the de
velopment of the H-bomb, government
and private organizations that manufac
ture nuclear weapons, and nuclear strat
egy. —Ann Marie Cunningham
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That’s where you come in.

On Sunday, November 20, tens of
millions of Americans will view “The
Day After,” an ABC-TV movie depicting
the people of Lawrence, Kansas, the day
after a nuclear bomb has been dropped.
Many who view the film may be left
with the feeling there is no way
to prevent this ultimate horror
from happening.

Join with SANE and the National
Nuclear Weapons Freeze Campaign
in letting the American people
know there doesn’t have to be
a day after. That if we work
now we can prevent what ABC has
captured so vividly. Here’s what
you can do:

1. Contact your ABC affiliate and make
sure they plan to air the program. The

right wing is trying its best to block the
film’s showing. Your input can ensure

the program is aired.
2. Plan group viewings of the film

in your home. Be sure to invite
people who aren’t already

involved. Ask local reporters
to come.

3. Spread the word that there 
are ways to prevent nuclear war.

We’ll send you a special “Day
After” organizing packet.

Remember. This is a unique op
portunity to reach tens of
millions of people with a

message of hope for ending the
arms race. Please contact us today.

 Yes, I’d like a free packet on how to organize in my community around “The Day After.”
 And while you’re at it, sign me up to be part of the Arms Control Computer Network. *
I’m willing to lobby my representatives in Washington on:
 the nuclear freeze only .. //^// iuiu.,/ □
 other key arms race issues. 7/7^' ///////llllllllIlUUAlutuKB

Name _ __________________________________________________________________________________ ___
Address ________
City State Zip  

Phone(h) ------------------- --------------------------------------- (w)

Congressional district ______________________
Send to: The Day After Project, Nat’l. Freeze Campaign,

4144 Lindell Blvd., Suite 404, St. Louis, MO 63108,
314-533-1169.

•The Arms Control Computer Network is a national legislative alert system, linking citizen lobbyists from SANE, the National Nuclear Weapons Freeze Campaign. Physicians for Social
Responsibility, Friends of the Earth, Council for a Livable World, Greenpeace and the Coalition for a New Foreign and Military Policy.


