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Women are seeing differently
today. The blindfold is off. We
are looking at those things which
we could not see before because
they were too close, too familiar.
Language, custom, religion—like
the air we breathe, they were ever-
present yet invisible. But now we
are seeing, and patriarchy is writ-
ten across it all.

It isn't that women haven't
always known they were subjugated.
It's just that they mostly accepted
it. God was male, and wasn't that
proof of women's inferior status?

It is really only now, when we
see humanity heading to the brink
of nuclear disaster, now when civ-
ilization is at the edge of ulti-
mate destruction, that our question-
ing takes on an urgency not known
before. We see who is in power.
We see who designs the weapons, who makes the
decisions to manufacture them, to deploy them,
to use them. And we ask, "Why?" Deeper, deeper
go the questions. And the answers we see are
not nice. They point to a skewed set of values
along sex lines.

Women are seeing differently today. For
the first time, we are naming ourselves, the
world, God. We are affirming ourselves. We
are being empowered by one another-

The articles in this collection speak to
these concerns. They grew out of a conference
that a group of women held at Packard Manse in
Stoughton, Massachusetts, in December, 1979.
There, 30 women engaged in open, trusting
dialogue, sharing their perceptions of the con-
nections between militarism and the patriarchy,
the meaning of feminism, and how women might
organize to reverse the arms race.

Three of the resource presentations from
that conference are included here. Barbara Davis
(Zanotti) brings us the fierce anger that arises
out of her deep love for life, her rage at the
powers that put all life in jeopardy. With a

relentless searchlight, she
illumines that which we don't
want to see. Wilma Scott
Heide presents her thesis of
masculinity and feminity in
both sexes, couching it in
humor, flipping the language
to make a point, persistent,
nurturing. Katherine Seel-
raan stretches our minds over
time and space, offering us
new vision, naming a new set
of ethics for technology.

We have added to this
collection an article by Kay
Camp who combines specific
information about the status
of Eurostrategic weapons
with her'perceptions of the
macho nature of NATO. Pat-
ricia Simon reminds us of
the war cycle in human terms,

eloquent, sharp, poignant. Katherine Pettus
links the political process to birthing, claim-
ing for women a process dominated by men.

Women are rising up to speak with hard
facts, analysis, passion and moral suasion.
Everywhere we look we see new awareness, fresh
insight, developing powers among women.

We know there are men who share the fem-
inist perspective, who are deeply sensitive to
this culture that breathes violence and oppres-
sion. We have seen you hold the candles on the
corners when we inarched through the streets,
taking back the night. We have worked side by
side with you in every struggle. We know the
difficulties of breaking the patriarchal pat-
terns in which you and we have been raised.

Women are seeing differently. We are gath-
ering our strength and resources. But the strug-
gle belongs to all of us. And the fruits of
the future.

--Louise Bruyn

(Louise Bruyn works with the American Friends
Service Committee on the issues of feminism,
disarmament and peace conversion.)



Patriarchy: A State of War
Why weren't we prepared for this—the immin-

ence of nuclear holocaust. The final silencing
of l ife. The brutal extinction of the planet.
Surely there have been substantial clues through-
out history. Male supremacy. Wars. Witch-bur-
ning. Male religious myths. Weapons of increased
destructive capacity. Institutionalized greed.
The enslavement of half the human race.
Centuries of violence.

Why weren't we prepared for this? We have
lived with violence so long. We have lived under
the rule of the fathers so long. Violence and
patriarchy: mirror images. An ethic of destruc-
tion as normative. Diminished love for l ife, a
numbing to real events as the final consequence.
We were not even prepared.

Mary Daly, in Crn/Ecology: The Metaethics of
Radical Feminism, writes: "The rulers of patriarchy
—Bales with power—wage an unceasing war against
life itself. Since female energy is essentially
biophilic, the female spirit/body is the primary
target in the perpetual war of aggression against
life. Women must understand that the female self
is the enemy under fire from the patriarchy."
She further writes that "clearly the primary and
essential object of aggression is not the oppo-
sing military force. The members of the opposing
team play the same war games and share the same
values. The secret bond that binds the warriors
together is the violation of women, acted out
physically and constantly replayed on the level
of language and shared fantasies."

We needn't look far for evidence to support
her theory. Recall the US Army basic training
jingle. "This is my rifle (slaps rifle). This i s
my gun (slaps crotch). One is for killing; the
other foT fun." The language of war is the lan-
guage of gynocide. Misogynist obscenities are
used to train fighter and intensify feelings
of violence. War provides men with a contest
to act out their hatred of women without the ven-
eer of chivalry or civilization. War is rape.

In the male world of war, toughness is the
most highly prized virtue. Some even speak of
the "hairy chest syndrome". The man who recom-
mends violence does not endanger his reputation
for wisdom, but a man who suggests negotiation
becomes known as soft, as willing to settle for
less. To be repelled by mass murder is to be
irresponsible. It is to refuse the phallic cel-
ebration. It is to be feminine, to be a dove.
It means walking out of the club of bureaucratic
machism. To be a specialist in the new violence
is to be on the frontier. It is no accident that
patriachy relates history as the history of war,
that is precisely their history. In remembering
their battles, the fathers recall the deep exper-
ience of their own violent proclivities and
relive the ecstatic euphoria of those ultimate
moments of male bonding.

The history of wars speak volumes about
national will in a patriarchal culture. They
are nothing short of organized killing presided
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over by men deemed the best. The fact is—they
are. They have absorbed in the most complete
way the violent character of their own ethos.
These are the men who design missiles and tech-
nologies as extensions of themselves. These
are the men ready to annihilate whole societies.
These are the men honored as heroes with steel
minds, resolute wills, insatiable drives for
excellence, capable of planning demonic acts in
a detached, non-emotional way. These are the
dead men, the hollow men, capable of nothing
but violence.

It is significant that during and after
the accident at Three .Mile Island women were
•ore concerned about danger than men; women felt
that they were being lied to about the real-life
effects of nuclear technology. Women were resis-
tant to the repeated declarations of male deci-
sion-makers that everything was under control,
that there was nothing to be alarmed about, that
nuclear engineers could solve any difficulties.
Women felt the lies. Women know and feel the
lies that maintain nuclear technology because
we have been lied to. We are the victims of pat-
riarchal l ies. We know the deceit that grounds
patriarchal colonization of women. We know,
feel and intuit the deep truth that falsehoods,
deceptions and lies form the very character of
male rule. Women are the first victims of the
patriarchal state of war.

Violence to_ our bodies: A woman is raped
every three minutes. A woman is battered every
eighteen seconds. Women are physically threat-
ened by a frightening social climate structured
in male might. Women are depicted in pornogra-
phy as objects to be beaten, whipped, chained and
conquered. The myth prevails that women like i t .

Violence to our hearts: The positing of
male comradeship as the model of human relation-
ships. The systemic separation of women from
one another. The degradation of women's culture.
The erasure of women's history. The sanctifying
of the heterosexual norm with its rigid under-



standing of the giving and receiving of affection.
Violence to our spirit; The dismemberment

of the goajkss~and~the enthronement of the aale
god. The ripping of woaen away from a life in
tune with natural patterns of rhytha and flow in
the universe. The ongoing patriarchal work of
rendering woaen unconscious to ourselves.

Violence to our work: The exploitation and
devaluation of~woaenfs labor. The relegation of
woaen to supportive, maintenance roles. The
deliberate structuring of woaen's economic depen-
dence. Violence to woaen. Under patriarchy,
women are the enemy. This is a war across time
and space, the real history of the ages.

In this extreme situation, confronted by the
patriarchy in its multiple institutional forms,
what can women do? We can naae the enemy: patri-
archy. We can break froa deadly possession by
the fathers. We can move froa docility, pass-
ivity and silence to liberation, courage and
speech. Ne can naae ourselves, cherish our-
selves, courageously take up our lives. We
can refuse to sell our bodies and refuse to
sell our minds. We can claim freedom froa
false loyalties. We can bond with other woaen
and ignite the roaring fire of female friend-
ship.

This much we have learned froa our living:
life begets l ife, life for women, life for the
earth, the very survival of the planet is found
oaly outside the patriarchy. Beyond their sad
and shallow definitions. Beyond their dead and
static knowing. Beyond their amnesia. Beyond
their impotence. Beyond their wars. Wars which
unmask the fear, insecurity and powerlessness
that fora the very base of patriarchal rule.

To end the state of war, to halt the aomen-

tta* pnovidti men taith a context to act
out tkvU haVuxA of, womenjaUhout the
veneex o{ chivabuj ox civilization.

turn toward death, passion for life must flourish.
Women are the bearers of lifeloving energy.
Ours is the task of deepening that passion for
life and separating from all that threatens l ife,
all that diminishes l i fe. Becoming who we are
as woaen. Telling/living the truth of our lives.
Shifting the weight of the world.

Will such measures put an end to war? What
we already know is that centuries of other means
have failed. In the name of peace, war is waged,
weapons developed, lives lost. Testimonies are
announced. Treaties signed. Declarations stated.
Pronouncements issued. And s t i l l the battles go
on. The patriarchy remains intact. Women are
not free. Nothing changes.

This time the revolution must go all the way.
In the words of the poet:

Thli it vthxt at axe: watching the. ipideA
AcbaUd—patUntly, the.y toy,

but me izcognizt in he*
inpatienat—ouA am—

the. pattion to make, and make, again
uheJve. such unmaking meigni

The. Kiiuiat to be. a victim
we have .lived utith uio/ence to long

(Atfoienne Rich, "Natunal R&soatcei")
--Barbara Davis (Zanotti)

March 1980

Nurturance and Peace: Feminist Connections
One of the most frequent questions asked

about the likely influences of the women's move-
ment i s , "But who will take care of the children?"
Usually it is men who ask. Interestingly, their
concern about this previously had been about as
frequent as their wondering why war, which is or-
ganized violence, is ever used as an instrument
of any nation's policy. Until fairly recently,
answers to both questions have been taken for
granted. The two issues of nurturance and peace
are more related than may at first appear.

All children have two biological parents.
Although a woman may be able to and may choose to
breast-feed her infant, the ability to incubate
and give birth to the human organism does not
automatically qualify a woman to otherwise nur-
ture anyone. Hopefully, she learns how. Like*
wise, the ability to be a father does not automa-
tically disqualify any man.* He, too, must learn
how to nurture. I assume both sexes are educable
for the vital work of infant and child care in

•Indeed, nurse-midwife educators at the Univ.
of Kentucky inform me that some men in some cul-
tures can and do breastfeed their babies.
Think about that:

particular and creating nurturant environments,
policies and societies in general.

Both sexes possess, in varying individual
degrees, the so-called "feminine1? qualities of,
for example, compassion, caring, care-giving,
expressiveness, cooperation, gentleness and com-
munity-building. Both sexes possess, in varying
individual degrees, the so-called "masculine"
qualities of, for example, assertiveness, courage,
instrumentalisa, dispassion, and competition.
Thus so-called "feminine" and "masculine" quali-
ties and behaviors are the potential natural rep-
ertoires of both sexes. All are learned human
phenomena, not sex-specific potentials.

Female and male are biological identities.
Female does not mean and should not be equated
with "feminine"; aale does not mean and should
not be equated with "masculine." The humanity
of both sexes transcends one's biological sex
and encompasses both "feminine" and "masculine"
potentials. Indeed, outdated concepts of "fem-
ininity" and "masculinity" are anachronisms that
may deserve extinction if our transcendent human-
ity is to be realized. However, we must first
understand historical and continuing consequences



of this sexism.
Although among the lowest paid work, if it

is paid at all , nurturance itself represents,
nonetheless, not humanity's lowest need but its
highest necessity for intense, eaotionally con-
nected cooperation, creativity, and care that is
imperative for huaan life and growth at every age.

However, boys and aao have generally been
taught and rewarded for exhibiting so-called
"masculine" behaviors not including nurturance
of others, to focus on self-interest, self-devel-
opment and self-achieveaent. Girls and woaen
have been taught and "rewarded" for exhibiting
so-called "famine" behaviors including nurturance
and focus on others' interests, others' develop-
ment, and others' achievements and to deny and/
or to devalue their (our) own* Purther, males
are frequently socialized to repress, deny and/
or extinguish "feminine" behaviors, and females
socialized to repress, deny and/or extinguish
"masculine" behaviors. Thus, both sexes have
been artificially and unnaturally denied parts
of their very humanity.

As if all the foregoing weren't tragicenough,
there is much more. Women have been and st i l l
are oppressed by law and in practice in every
aspect of life as has been voluminously docu-
mented. Additionally, "feminine" values and
principles, which are virtually synonymous with
humane ethics, are privitized and publicly de-
valued as if they were weaknesses. "Masculine"
characteristics are publicly acclaimed as if
they were invariably valuable and invariably
strengths. Not so. Women and men must demyth-
ologize these "old husbands' tales." For this to
happen: woaen Bust care enough to be brave; aen
must be brave enough to care.

Publicly, society is dominated mostly by men
and by "masculine" principles. Futher, alleged
courage often becomes augmented by weaponry; os-
tensible strength easily becomes interpreted to
mean force to control others; assertiveness easily
becomes macho aggressiveness to gain OT retain
dominance over others. The seeking or use of such
force i s , of course, an indication of impotence,
not of power. Both sexes are, of course, poten*
tially capable of learning the aggressiveness born

ExptAiintial nuiUwuuice. it&tli -U a
bona frutl occupational qualification
that muit become, the. uthical cote oi

piUndplu and oi Uadzuhip.

of the inability to lead by nurturance. However,
it is mostly men who organize aggressiveness, who
prepare for war like atomic giants and who give
lip service to peace like intellectual and nur-
turing midgets. Woaen of the world are awaken-
ing to the need to cease being the unilateral,
emotional jock straps and cheerleaders of any
fragile egos and of ailitarisa and sane men also
recognize the imperative to strengthen not aggran-
dize any fragile egos.

Danny Kaye reminds us the world spends in
two hours on armaments what it spends in one
year on children. The Women's International
League for Peace and Freedom informs us the super
"powers" of the US and the Soviet Union already
have enough explosive power to destroy every
living human many times over. Clearly, societies
need reconceptualized organizing principles,
social inventions and leaders who embody radically
different visions of leadership than patriarchy
has allowed or even conceived.

One such vital vision is feminism which af-
firms the positive aspects of what are called
"feainine"virtues. By positive, I mean the hu-
mane principles and values which are the strengths
of both sexes that need to be asserted publicly as
well as privately as the basic organizing princi-
ples of nations and tha world. Presently, women
are more experienced with nurturance than are men.
It is a genuine power, not a bogus force and con-
trol derived from impotence. Women, along with
am, Bust learn and assert nurturant leadership
throughout the world. Those who are the care-
givers, the nurturers of people must lead the
producers of things, not vice versa as at present.

For a family, an organization, an institu-
tion, a nation, and a world to nurture its people
and its environment and conceptualize and make
operational internal and external peace, exper-
iential nurturance itself is a bona fida occupa-
tional qualification that must become the ethical
core of organizing principles and of leadership.
This is one of the more radical visions and
values of feminism from ay perspective, that i s ,
the power of love (in the sense of caring for
ourselves and others) will exceed the love of
bogus "power" to control others.

Feminism means that she'is risen to redefine
and reassign the power for life. In the generic
sense of healthy people, nations and our universe
it is what I call "Feminism For the Health of It."
Feminism inspires me to continually implement its
Covenant With Truth.

--Wilma Scott Heide

•"She" is used in the generic sense as the
majority of humankind; she includes he, unlike
the reverse.



Feminism and the War Cycle
I represent the war cycle.
I am infuriated that although we are still

working for some kind of justice for, even recog-
nition of Vietnam era veterans, our government
leaders discuss registration, in order to draft
another set of other people's children to main-
tain "national security" which is whatever they
decide it is. No Congressperson lost a son or a
grandson in the whole Vietnam era.

I am infuriated that the President appeals
to the very worst in people--to a complete dis-
regard for 1ife, so institutionalized hy our
society for election campaign support.

I am sickened that once again, middle-aged
Americans are ready to register their youth (not
themselves) so that a draft is possible, so that
a war is ready! All they need is an excuse
they can always find one.

And due to a change in immigration laws, no
exiles will be welcome in Canada this time.

Now there is discussion of complete assimi-
lation of women into the most destructive exten-
sion, the sickest sympton, of our society
legalized murder — in answer to Fqual Rights de-
mands. The plan to register women has been
defeated 8-1 in a House Armed Services subcom-
mittee. Fortunately, women have been rather mas-
sively protest ing from a gut level. They have
not been taught to feel that war and ki11 ing are
right. They don't have the traditional masculine
identity to defend.

One of the reasons that this war cycle goes
on in the US is that most Americans don't exper-
ience war. The bombs don't fall here. Another
factor is our psychic numbing a useful defense
mechanism, but by now so highly developed as to
destroy the human race.

My son David was a paratrooper, trying, in
1967, to feel patriotic, trying to believe what
his government was saying. He and I, fresh from
a small town in the Midwest and badly informed,
realized he was being used in a very bad cause.
He talked of.going AWOL. I sought support for

this action masculine support. For he was
struggling with what it means to be masculine in
our society and worried about abandoning his
buddies.

I was ill-advised told he would never get
a teaching job if he went AWOL not told there
was draft counseling in the institution where I
sought support.

He was shipped ahead of schedule to Vietnam,
killed three weeks later, two days before his
nineteenth birthday.

I wanted to go to Vietnam—for that's
where reality was. I wanted to work in the
Quaker Day Care Center. There was n_o_ reality
here. The American population was oblivious to
what it was doing 9000 miles away. But my dau-
ghters needed me. I slipped into the peace
movement and into the F.ugene McCarthy campaign,
the only sanity. I gathered other parents who
had lost sons and we joined a thousand Vietnam
Veterans Against the War in a week-long demon-

stration in Washington in Anril, 1971. We ex-
perienced catharsis, community, reality , for
the first time after isolation in our environ-
ment in which the war was not real...

As we started our long drive back to Boston,
after a week that brought us back to life, my
youngest daughter, age 10, said triumphantly,
"I feel like I have a thousand brothers now!"

We parents continued our anti-war work and
as the amnesty issue emerged we spoke out in
favor. We were infuriated at Nixon's use of us
as a reason to refuse amnesty for resisters,
deserters and vets with less than honorable dis-
charges. "America cannot turn her back on those
who served, nor make a mockery of their sacrifice
by granting amnesty."

He established cruel prejudice--lied about
the motivation of resisters, about the very mean-
ing of amnesty. (Amnesty: a legal forgetting,
built into law, to undo what the law may have
unjustly done.) Amnesty is in effect a standoff
with no judgment upon either side.

We felt that those who had refused to par-
ticipate in the war, befor or after involvement
in the military, or who had been punished for
military offenses, had paid a price in personal
hardship and had served their country according
to their convictions.

Through the faith and funding of a Unitar-



ian church we began our amnesty education and
advocacy as Gold Star Parents for Amnesty in
Nov. 1973. We worked for and against various
bills and against the Ford clemency program,
which was a sham. The amnesty movement influ-
enced presidential candidates, party platforms,
and President Carter, who did in fact pardon
13,000 draft resisters, largely white and middle
class. Due to the wail of protest at the race
and class discrimination inherent in the gesture,
he established a special discharge revue program
for vets with less than honorable discharges.
It offered eligibility for discharge review to
only Jialf the 800,000 needing relief and was
ultimately undermined by Congress with a bill
that Carter signed!

So veterans with "bad papers" were left
with life-time punishments for, in general,
purely military offenses. Those of us who work
in the Veterans Discharge Project are sickened
daily by the stories of those used and discarded
by their government.

I hope you feel the absurdity, the obscen-
ity in this way of life (of Death), this cycle--
registration, conscription, induction, war,
veterans.

I hope there will be strong resistance to
registration, realizing that massive resistance
now may actually cause legislation to fail.

Helen Caldicott, President of Physicians
for Social Responsibility, says, "The human race
has two years to turn the arms race around."
She is calling for a Women's Party for Survival
to raise the single issue of survival in the
election campaign.

I feel that the war cycle will be ended
either by women or by nuclear holocaust. War
is the history of mankind, due to the patriarchy
in which we live. Women must end this patriar-
chal society with its system of male-headship,
of male definition of everything including our-
selved, maintained and legitimized by patriar-
chal religions.

I feel that there has been an evolution of
feminism to feminist perspective; from libera-
tion of women to liberation of all oppressed
people---and we are all oppressed by the patri-
archy. Essential human qualities that have been
assigned to womenmmust be developed in all people
people, men and women.

My youngest daughter, now 19, called her
oldest sister after Carter proposed registration
of men and women in January, and said,"Don't
worry. Just pack your things. My roommate
and I will pick you up and we'll all go to
Canada if there is a draft."

g-ivzn by
zA, and pan&Lti on

Gold

Shimon at fia
the dna^t.

VoMvicxa Simon Is Co-diAzctoA
StaA Panzntb fan. Amnesty/VeXeAan g
Upgfiade. Pnoj'zct. Skt -i& at&o a. founding m<m-
b&i otf fejn-iniAt Women fan P&ace/S.0.S..

AFSC
RESOURCES

FEMINISM: THE HOPE FOR A FUTURE, is repiinted
(rom PEACEWORK. a New England peace movement
newsletter published by the American Friends Service
Committee, views are those ot the authors, nol
necessarily those of AFSC. Assistance lor this project
was provided by Diane Adler, Louise Bruyn, Barbara
Davis and Pat Farren

FEMINISM: THE HOPE FOR A FUTURE, extra
copies of t h i s co l l ec t i on of w r i t i n g s ;
use coupon on back page to order.

PEACEWORK, a New England Peace Movement
Newsletter published monthly by AFSC;
use coupon on back page to order.

GUIDELINES FOR SMALL GROUPS TO RAISE CON-
SCIOUSNESS IN THE NUCLEAR AGE, by Carol
Wolman and Vivian Gold; send sel f -addres-
sed, stamped envelope to AFSC, 2 Stimson
Ave., Providence, RI 02906.

AFSC WOMEN'S NEWSLETTER; request a copy
from AFSC Nationwide Women's Program,
1501 Cherry S t . , Phi ladelphia, PA 19102.

WOMEN AND GLOBAL CORPORATIONS: WORK,
ROLES & RESISTANCE i s a study packet of
24 r e p r i n t s and a r t i c l e s used as background
f o r a conference on women and m u l t i -
na t i ona l s ; 1978; $4 from Nationwide
Women's Program, 1501 Cherry S t . , Ph i l a -
de lph ia , PA 19102.

WIFE BATTERING, an updated packet of a r t i -
c les examining the problem and exp lo r ing
responses to i t ; $4 from AFSC, 2161 Massa-
chusetts Ave. , Cambridge, MA 02140.

CONTRIBUTORS TO THIS ISSUE

ScVLbota Vavib [Zanotti] i6 a AadLcaZ faem-
ini&t and peace activist, now studying at
HoAvand divinity School.

UiZma Scott HeJjde. teAvtd ai VKuiAmt o{,
W.O.W. and wai Human Right* CominUiiioneA in
Pennsylvania tjo-t tfw.ee yeaAi. She ii a \miXeA,
leztwieA and heminit,t-at-laAge..

Kay Camp i& VntiiAznt o{ tkz intlAnaX-
ional SAanch o$ the. Women'-s Intvinationat Lea-
gue ^ofi Peace, and F/ieeriom.

KaXheAint V. SzeZman iA a poLctccal 6den-
t u t , and chaiAi an kdviiony Scirztd on Elzct-
fionici. She. iefivu a& an eneAoy comuZtant to
the. Motional Council o^ ChaAchej,, and a membeJi
of, the. US SOIOA EneAgy RuenAch Imtixute. Tech-
nology ChaAacteAizatLon Vanel.

KatheAine. Pettiu, ij> a co-^oandeA
Uome.n'6 PaAty {,ofi SuAvivaZ and a
aAmame.nt activist.

the.



Fourteen Females in Fantasyland:
A Visit to NATO Headquarters

Ch December 10 I was one of fourteen
women representing peace and women's groups who
penetrated the headquarters in Brussels of that
military bastion known as NATO CNorth Atlantic
Treaty Organization). NATO houses the machinery
that gruids out the military policies of the
fourteen countries which form the most powerful
military bloc in the world. Its Ministerial
Council was to meet in two days to decide on
placing in five NATO countries a new generation
of nuclear weapons which could escalate the arms
race beyond all control and increase the likeli-
hood of nuclear war being triggered in Europe.

Beyond the submachine-gun-guarded gate
and rows of flying flags stood a huge black
sculpture eerily resembling a burnt-out world.

Inside the vast three-storied concrete-
and-glass structure which houses NATO, any
touches of humanity there might have been--pic-
tures, posters, plants—were lost in the bare
halls and sharp angles of the building. In the
conference room, the long narrow table confirmed
hierarchy: at one end there was room for only one
chair, at the other were three chairs, with nine
or ten places alone each side.

The Director of the MATO Cabinet, S.I.P.
van Campen, seated himself at the end with three
chairs, his .American aide at his side. As spokes-
woman for the Women's International League for
Peace and Freedom which had organized our nine-
country delegation, I sat at the other end to
try to maintain eye contact and a direct exchange,
but I had difficulty even seeing his eyes at
that distance.

After introductions, I expressed our
thanks to van Campen for this opportunity to
meet, and reminded him of the unsatisfactory
response we had received to an earlier letter.
We had written to NATO Secretary-General Luns
at some length about several proposals put forth
by the Warsaw Treaty Organization (WTO), NATO's
counterpart in Eastern Europe. We thought these
indicated interest in concrete steps toward mu-
tual arms reductions in Furope.

WTO had proposed a European disarmament
conference, and that signatories to the Helsinki
Conference on European Security and Cooperation
discuss arms reductions provided in the Confer-
ence's Final Act. There was also a proposal for
no-first-use of nuclear weapons among the Hel-
sinki signatories, and even a suggestion for a
non-aggression pact between NATO and WTO.

These proposals had been ignored by NATO.
Our letter had politely inquired whether some of
them merited serious exploration or at least a
response. The gist of the reply we had received
from the man at the far end of the table was
curt: "We appreciate your letter and the time you
YOU took to write i t . "

Now we spoke of our concerns about NATO's
expected decision to deploy 108 of the new US

Pershing II Extended Range Missiles and 464
ground-launched Cruise Missiles. Both kinds of
missiles have a first-strike potential, and the
Cruise is practically non-verifiable. We asked:
How can NATO justify i ts intention to deploy
these new "Eurostrategic" weapons without first
exploring all possibilities for arms reduction
with the Eastern bloc? Why not respond to the
recent Brezhnev offer to negotiate missile reduc-
tions if NATO would put off the decision to de-
ploy the new missiles? This offer had been but-
tressed by the Soviet Uhionfs subsequent unilat-
eral withdrawal of 20,000 troops and 1,000 tanks
from East Germany.

The ensuing conversation was like ships
passing in the night and out of sight.

Van Campen asked why our consciences did
not cause us to protest the Soviet SS-20 missiles
capable of reaching Western Europe; but he made
clear that he did not like others to raise the
matter of conscience with him. We had already
stated that we wanted to see the Soviet missiles
removed, pointing out that this would be even
less probable with the deployment of the new
NATO missiles.

We expressed our concern that the new
missiles would violate SALT II by adding more US
missiles capable of reaching the Soviet Ihion,
exceeding the number permitted by the Treaty.
Van Campen did not respond to this, nor to our
concern about the non-verifiability of the
Cruise missiles.

We asked why NATO focused exclusively on


