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Reflections on Christian Evangelism in Nuclear Security Areas
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Floough the <hurdh the great wisdom of God is 1o
be mwade known to the princcipalities aned powers in
high places | . iEph, g 10)L

¢ ON A CLTAR, brisk predawn September morn-
Mg in 1979, twe dozen Christians gathered at the
castetie edge of the sprawling Rocky Flats nuclear
weapans Digesr plant near Denser, Colorado, As
they sang, siv persons cut through a fence. and
walked with flickering candles a hal{mile over
tangh tenain o a hill overlooking the humming
bomb faceory below. There they conunenced a
“litnigy of Tight” As the sun rose almost an hour
later, the six wore brusquely gathered into fou-
wheeldrive overland security vehicles and hauled
off to jail. Citing the gospel in defense, they were
convicted of tiespass and served six months in Colo-
1ado jails,

O the Feast of the Fpiphany 148, two “prayer
corrmaedos” (Hmbed a fence and entered the Bau-
g naval sulenazine base near Scattle, Washingcon.
bor 2q homs they Iiked thiough the woods on the
spravling property, unnoticed by pawrol vehicles.
Fatly the nevt merning, the two nen clambered
it arz-foot double security fence into the maxi
TN ser ity weapons storage depot at the heart
of the base, whete goards have orders to use “deadly
[ovee agninst intiaders, The two Christian pilgiims
wore unt fned npon, and they proceeded to pray
at cach ol six puclem weapons bunkers hefme be-
ing avested and taken away by marines armed with
rilles Ehey have recemtly been veleased after serving
ove vear i {ederal prison.

I September ¢80, six men and two women
enteicd General Fleanic's King of Prussia manufac-
trivg plane near Philadelphia before the morning
sttt They found their way into the secmity as-
sembly Tine area, where ‘GF's Mark 12-A pe-entry
vehicles Jor nuctear winheads were awaiting ship-
ment. With himmmers, some of the peacemakers
began vo “heat swords into plowshares,” while others
spilted Blood, the hiblical symbel for Jife, on near-
by DBlucprinis, ‘They were anested alter having
begun the “conveasion”™ of several missile bose
conee After six nronths fmprisonment, the “Plow-
shes Tight” ware tvicd, bue were not allowed (o
prosent e their defence exnert testimiony on inter-
natioal Taw, the mns 1ace o1 conscien e, All eioht
were convicted, qecciving thiee to ten-year piison
Sepieng es.

VIt s w pouduate studeyt o8 the (aduate T fresiog.
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A few months after the King of Prussia action,
another small group of Chiistians gathered outside
the Pantex plant near Amarillo, Texas, where com-
ponents for vuclear weapons receive their final
assemnbly. It was emly momning, fogey and unseason-
ably cold. Six of then, wing makeshift ladders,
glided over the outside fence of the maximum-secu-
rity arcia. As their feet touched the ground. over-
head lights beanted on and Dblue security lights
flashed. T he payer pilziims made their way to a
second fence. which was electrified. and there fell
on their knees in prayer and praise. Found and
atreste L they are now serving sentences ranging
from six months o a vear.

O Nach e, 18y, four Christans slipped un-
noticed into the sceurity manufacturing area of
Lockhood Missiles and Space Corpomation near San
Jose, Caltfornia, The diee men and one woman,
alter scarching for 15 minutes, located a room flled
with Trident submarinclannched strategic missile
parts, 'The activists poured their own blood from
bottles over the missile mudsections, as well as over
nearby files and blueprints, Thev were discovered
and aivested 2o minutes Jater: they have served
from two to six months in county il

Achieving Pision inan {ge of Resignation

behavior? Arc
these people lunatics? Are their efforts — no matter
how well-intended — misguided, srresponsible and
eavalies?

It s clearv enough that these actions are non-
violent and finmly grounded within the political
tradition of civil disobedience. But they also rep-
resent o new kind of tenacity that deserves thought-
ful rellection. Although only a few of these and
sitnilur actions (at Commander-in-Chief-Pacific
[CINCPACT headguarters in Hawali, Strategic Air
Command bases in Montana or naval shipyards in
Connecticuty have received significant media atten-
tion, they are making an anpact. Tt is important to
uy 10 undeastiod the nature and context of these
actions, and o aeltect on their political and theo-
logical tmplicarions for all whe are working for
peace,

The palities of the peace movement in the US.
has alwass been ambignous, Like any dissenting
potitical effonr ying to achieve vision from within
an pmperial belly, the nusement is viddled widh
mternal disagreoments and full of contradictions.
Yot two thmgs onght to be clear when we consider
the pesbititios for peacemaking ine the coming

Wit are we o make of such

the christian CEMTURY




decade. Vst, thee s oo lovgey any gvound foy
believing that the indusirial and
academic managers of the anns race will, on their
awn initative, do anyihing significant o slow the
prosent rush ro nucleny conflagration. (ven the
present momoninm ol naliterisin. b istorical realism
eompels us o acknowledge thar we de not have
time for official avius negotiauns to do a wrnabout.

govenmnenial,

This fact demands that political approaches of peti-
tionr need o be and more by
popular refusal ro cooperate with continued gov-
ermmental procvastination. I shorvt, the 13011&5.&, of
exhiortation 1anst become a politics of resistance.
There are signs that this may be happening. The
practice of mitiary K velnsal, which was an fm-
portant, concreie iactic of opposition o the Viet-
[AM War, is b(‘gi"wmtw to spread again, and in the
wake of the “middleclass tax vevoly,” has real
political potential. Similarly, statistics have shown
that tens of thousands of young men did not com-
ply with recently renewed dralt registration orders.
There ave other stirrings of hope as well, Neverthe-
Tess, we ave far

Immr wed more

[rore the kind of popular outrage
‘necessary (0 stop an arms race that threatens to
grind history 1o a halw

It must be admitted that the paditional peace
movement has so far failed to embody a moral
and palitical vitaliry or creativizy able to ignite
the consciences of American people. The dictum
of C. Wright \‘-”Hw‘ im his famons 1959 polemic,
“The Causes of World War stifl stands:
the paralvsis of nuclear standofl has all but
stiffedd political West. fhe
cold shadow of impending apocalypse has ereated
a psychological s social cudde-sac, wherein indeed
“hearts orow cold” and “even the elect arve de-
ceiver”

Thyee”

tagination i the

Sociopolitical vesistance and moral fmaginaton
must be Hoked, The tack of soch a svothesis, how.
ever, has compelled miany asiote and comnitted
activists secrctly to concede to the view that only
when nuclear weapons ave nsed will people wake
with suflicient force (o siop the nuelear juggernaud,
The hope, then is that nwuclear
tactical and limited! The “polities of resignation”
soberly conclides that only the Damoclean sword
is adequate to cut the Gordian knot.

There is something o be osaid for this “new
realisi.” Political veviewal cap pever he based on
ilusion. All signs poing o the facr that vuclear
conflict could erupt scon. The official mood ol
goveriguent s hrip

firstise will be

i-:\\'u';(_mfcéti{-x‘ while the new strate-
gic wisdom appeas o bave embraced the viability
and ineviabilite of trges vucleay war At the
popular level. sacinlization for acceptance of 1u-
clear baitle = hroad and deen,

Coxctells of o vecons petl i o vandmn sant-
pic ol people asked if thiev belteved there
would be o nnsdenry war o their Hfertme, and
whether thiey theu Aston-

]
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{
sl they woubd survive i
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ishingly, 85 per cent of those surveyed answered
that they did expect a nuclear war, which they
would not survive. The end of the world, as peace
activist Elizabeth McAllister has suggested, has be-
come virtually platitudinous. We are a people with
a deep sense of futurelessness.

Yet it is precisely in the face of this growing
paraiysis that a mew spirit of resistance is arising,
struggling for some kind of “moral equivalent” to
thermonuclear holocaust, and calling for a resurrec-
tion of political imagination. 1t is being initiated by
Christian people who believe that an atmosphere
of capitulation in nuciear nations challenges Chris-
tian faith and political hope to come together.
These people agreec with Thomas Merton. who
wrote in the darkest days of the Cuban missile
¢risis (a moment of similar paralysis) that “Christian
faith begins at the point where all others stand
frozen stiff in the {ace of the Unspeakable.”

Fhe Holy Shirit as Subversive Co-conspiralor
¥

As people responsible to both Word and world,
Christian activists have long been seeking new ways
to keep pressing moral questions upon the nation,
the church and themselves, At stake is the integrity
of faith, of democracy and of freedom in a culture
resigned to the destruction of life. Beginning in
the mid-6os, a particular vitality was forged by
religious antiwar activists who 50111(‘(1 the nonviolent
politics of \hh'atma Gandhi and Martin Luther
King, Jr., with “symbolic’" actions informed by the
biblical-prophetic tradition. From Catonsville to
the recent women’s Pentagon action, s}mbahc di-
rect action has persisted in the grass-roots resistance
to atomic weaponry and the mulmr ECOTOMY.

In its better moments, symbolic direct action
has been neither a politics of wwken pressuring
nov a fixation upon “kamikaze heroisin,” as its
detractors maintain. lis use of a new politicat
language (symbolic and suggestive rather than
ideological or propositionaly and a new political
locale (e.g., weapons factories rather than Senate
chambers) has attempted to create a public moral/
political crisis through confrontation. Whether par-
ticular actions have succeeded in this aim is not
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always clear, but this “wadition” of activism hasg
“been a consistent goad to political creativity and
self-examination.

Theologian-activist Jima Douglass has written that
resistance must

deepen in a way that might begin to correspond to
the depth of the nuclear crisis. Nuclear weapons, ancd
their security measures, remain when mass demon-
strations are over. The test of non-violence is to
maintain its commitment just as steadily as our
friends in the military maintain their commitnent.

Along these lines, some Christians are trying to
escalate their witness in proportion to the crisis,
confronting the bomb with a militant gospel, em-
ploying prayer pilgrimages, hammers of hope, sym-
bols of life.

Though these actions have multiplied without
coordination, they do share a common orientation.
The participants are all experienced activists with
years of more conventional organizing behind
them. They undergo rigorous physical, mental and
spiritual preparation for their ventures into high-
security areas. The actions are small and controlied,
carried out by people deeply committed to non-
violence as a way of life. There is clear recognition
that these actions are risky; one does not climb
doublesecurity fences without understanding the
implications: jail, possible personal injury, even
maiming or death, All participants have had to
grapple personally with these questions as well as
discuss them with family and friends. Thus, the
actions become, literally as well as symbolically,
faith journeys of life and death.

It is also impertant to understand that each ac-
tion commences with and culminates in praver.
Moreover, those “inside” are supported by wider
networks of praying co-conspirators. As one Pantex
pilgrim put it, “All the unknowns of this prayer
venture [inside the weapons plant] met with more
unknowns — the mystery of mustard seeds, seeds
of prayer throughout Christian people and com-
munities across the country and beyond.” In prayer
lie both the poverty and the strength of these wit-
nesses,

Perhaps most scandalous of all, however, is the
resisters’ claim to be led by the Holy Spirit. All
have feit the deep security of the Spirit’s protection
during high-risk witness ventures. To some this
claim may seem presumptuous, but to those familiar
with security measures at nuclear facilities, the
“success” of these actions is indeed remarkable, and
the active conspiring of the Spirit is perbaps the
only explanation.

The Politics of Trangression

The question must be pressed, however, as to
whether this “new spirie” of direct action is in
fact the right direction to take in seeking “moral
equivalency.” Is this new escalation in itself a con-
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cession to a kind of dusperation? Can't these aims
be achieved just as eftectively in a more represen-
tative fashion, outside the danger of high-security
areas, or even (as many argue} outside the bound-
aries of factories and bases altogether?

It will help in considering these questions to
reflect on how the use of nonviolent direct action
has developed in the peace movement. We are
concerned here not with the gquestion of mass dem-
onstration versus small actions, but rather with the
question of “political geographv.” It is quite argu-
able that a major breakthrough in the conscious-
ness of the peace movement has come as a result of
shifting the locus of action from Senate offices to
bomb plants, from the White House to military in-
stallations. Those who consider this tactic naive
{managers and workers don’t make the decisions!)
need to understand that perhaps the single most
important factor determining popular acceptance
of the nuclear status quo has been the very anonym-
ity of the bomb itself. The existence of the nu-

clear economy and of bomb factories was largely

hidden from public conscicusness for years. with
only the respectable and sterile mask of official
policies visible. When popular opposition to nu-
clear terror waned in the early “fos after the phas-
ing out of civil defense drills and the retreat un-
derground by the nuclear testing program. the
suspicion was confirmed that in a society gripped
by the spell of “mutual assured destruction,” ig-
norance was, by definition, bliss.

The key, then, to suppressing dissent in an age
of widespread nuclear fatalist has been to keep the
crisis out of sight and mind, something masterfully
achieved in the Soviet Union. In opposition to such
secrecy, protests at the location of management,
research and development, production and deploy-
ment of nuclear weapons have stimulated popular
sensitivity to the reality of nuclear destruction. A
map of “nuclear America” is today considered a
standard organizing tool for resisters. and the in-
tricate network that makes up the nuclear weapons
compliex has, through research, investigation and
dissenting presence, been exposed to public view.

Even though weapons installations have been
identified, however, the weapons themselves remain
apparently untouchable. High security is, after all,
high security. The Department of Defense policy of
“neither confirming nor denying” the presence of
nuclear weapons at any particular place, and its
strict secrecy surrounding- nuclear weapons acci-
dents serves to promote this sense of "nonexis-
tence.” As researcher-organizer Jim Albertini has
argued in a campaign (o expose nuclear weapons
storage near the Honelulu International Airport,
this secrecy is not to hide the fact from the Russians,
who through their intelligence know where most
of our weapons are; rather, the weapons must be
hidden from the American people, the very con-
stitency they purport to protect. Would you want
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1o tace vour children next to a nuclear stockpije?

Another “breakihrough” has been needed to
strip away the last myth of the sacredness of nu-
clear weapons, for the sanctity of weapons installa-
tons has had in fact a kind of neo-religiosity about it.
Nuclear weapous and delivery vehicles reside in the
“holy of holies,” the high=security bunkers and
buildings. Members of the “priesthood” need se-
curity clearance to approach these military altars;
others who venture too close will surely meet their
doom, Clearly, this idolatrous “theology of secrecy”
must be challenged, on both democratic and Chris-
tian grounds.

This, then, is the context out of which escalated
resistance grows. In a historical sitnation giving
such power to nuclear weapons and the policies
behind them, it is not enough simply to refuse to
accept them, though that is the beginning of lib-
eration. We must begin to transgress their “holy
ground” in order to challenge the deepest assump-

tions about nuclear weaponry, to journey to the
very point where the sanctity of their violence is
most strongly defended and justified. In unmasking
the genouda} instruments themselves, the most ¢ru-
cial crisis is opened up: do these weapons, delivery
systems, assemnbly lines, fences and bunkers have a
right to exist? Will we kill, maim or jail nonviolent
people in order to protect this property right? If
these vehicles of death are scratched or stained with
hammers or blood, shall we then be forced to de-
fend the sanctity of this private property?

Depending on what we believe concerning the
legitimacy of nuclear weapons, as the resisters at
the Bangor base near Seattle have pointed out, we
will either regard barbed-wire fences that protect
the weapons from us as a deterrent or an invitation,
as a red light or a green one. Jim Douglass has posed
the question with particular clarity:

No one believes in nuclear weapons as such, but
many Americans have given up hope of rcvcrsing the
world's {and our own) reliance on them. Thus {or
the spke of security the premise of the “real world”

carries with it the escalating threat of nuclear weap-
ons and all the heightened security measures neces-
SATY to protect the weapons: . . . intruders should be
shot on sight. A heliel in nuclear weapons demands
it. ... To those who see a different reality, . .. that
wc're now living in a global Jonestown and that a
different world is possible, then bet your life on the
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truth of climbing ., . fences to spill those nuclear
vats across the public conscience, to awaken us as a
people from insanity to responsibility. Let the “real
world” beliefs of those who defend [nuciear] weapons
against terrorists and the hope-filled beliefs of non-
violent resisters who see the terror as already there,
meet as conllicting truths at those fences.

Bringing Darkness to Light

There is a powerful biblical logic to this kind of
peacemaking. While most of these resisters will ap-
peal to the Nuremburg principle or to internation-
al law as a kind of moral “hermeneutic” in the
cowrts and in informing the public, the real source
of discernment and guidance comes from biblical
visions. It is remarkable how all those engaging in
actions in high-security areas have gathered around
one text in particular:

Don’t he deceived with empty rhetoric
For judgment is coming because of the children of
disobedience;
Therefore: Do not associate with them!
¥or once you were yourselves darkness,
but now in the Lord you ate light;
Live then as children as light!
(Remember that the fruit of light is all that is good,
just, and truel)
Struggle then to discern what the Lord's will is.
Not only should you not cooperate with the unfruit.
ful works of darkness,
But more than that vou must unmask them!
Indeed it is shameful even to discuss the things done
in secret these days;
But when anything is brought (o the light it becomes
manifest,
for light hrings to lighd
For this reason we read:
“Awake, you who sleep, arise from the dead,
Christ will give you light!”
Watch carefully therefore how you live your lives,
1ot as unwise people but as wise,
Seizing the moment, because the times are evil;
Do not be fooled, but discern what the Lovd calls us
to do ... [Eph. 5:6-17 — author’s translation].

This Pauline exhortation, which offers a clear
statement of the politics of the Kingdom in bad
times, has long been a difficult one for the church
to interpret, perhaps because it speaks of a voca-
tion foreign to most Christian experience. It has
been uninteiligible to us because of our moral
ambivalence. In light of present resistance to the
bemb, however, the text has come alive as a mani-
festo of engagement with the unleashed powers of
militarism in a national security state. Because this
scriptural manifesto has been exemplified in the
lives of Christian peacemakers, we can now better
undevstand its summeons for militance in truth-
telling, for nonviolent steadfastness at the heart of
a cosmic conflict between the forces of death and
the spirit of life (Eph. g:10, 6110 ).

It stands to reason that direct action taken in
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3‘1;:; spirit and this hope can break open both Chris-
" . tion faith and political imagination. As we are ob-
~serving in El Salvador’s present struggle, for exam-
ple, a renewal of faith can indeed offer direction
and vitality for a politics of “hope against hope.”
We must not marginalize actions such as the wit-
ness of Central American Christians, either through
romanticizing or sacramentalizing — or through dis-
missal.

To those in the peace movement, such acts, and
the efforts of those who invade nuclear production
sites and missile bases, are meant to extend a call to
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deeper “response-ability” to the growing madness of =

1.S. nuclear policies. To those in the churches, they S

must be seen as an invitation to renewed and costly -
discipleship, “because the times are evil.” The actions
are offered to us not for imitatien, but in the hope of
engendering deeper experimentation with the truth.
It ought to be increasingly clear that nothing short
of militant resistance, nothing less than bold ven-
tures of faith and conscience, and nothing other
than betting our lives on the truth of nonviolence
will awaken our people to the historical ultimatum

-of nuclear weapons. |
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