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Tfli s testing site is where al 1 11 5 n.ucl ear t--ests-ho-Ve-be-errtrel d 

s;nee 1974. Since 1963, the United-Stoles htfs7tet1fnoted 425 explostons-

225 of which •••ented-F6di&OG-tive faUot.1-t-S~here-0nd-in ether locales. 

We who ore gathered here hove token many paths, but our di verse 

poths hove converged today. My path led me to help organize the Peoce Tent 

in Nairobi Jost July, and I hove been asked to tell you about it. The aim of 

the Peoce Tent wos to bring women's peocemoking will ond consciousness to 

the world which so desperotely needs it. It wos the internotional feminist 

alternative to men's conflict and war. It was a place where women whose 

countries were 1 ocked in conflict met and communi coted to expose the 

patri ore hi o 1 borri ers to peace. 

Whatever else one moy learn from the experience of the Peoce 

Tent, it forced us to recognize the toll olreody token by preparation for 

World Wor 11 f. To 1 i sten to the women of Hiroshi ma and Nagosoki, to heor 

the women of the South Pocific testing oreos .. to heor the women of w 

Europe where the cruise and Pershi ngs are, and to hear the wom n fro 

he other orecs where our nuclear infrostruc ur i plo d, 
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our globol pretentions. Victims of our interventionist policies1 in the Third 

World were there cs we 11. 

How did we get in such o mess? It is o story of secrecy; it is the 

story of o breokdown of democrotic decision-moking; it's the stof!j Jf an 
L.0--fu-t rd\.L-

ignoront public ond, I might odd, o public kept that woy. It's a story of the 

commitment of resources to a foreign po 1 icy and a world view thot is bosed 

on mi 1 i tory superiority. It is we, the pub 1 i c, in this equation who must 

retrieve our system. 

And os we chip away at the secrecy, we dare to intrude into the 
ll 

world of nuclear theologians. And we soy to those experts: Your great, grey 

world of obstraction will not prevent us from being drenched in radiation. 

Rother, our be1ief is that decisions about the testing, deployment, and use of 

nuc1eor devices ore not solely mi1itory decisions to be settled in the closed 

councils of po1icy makers, but they ore public morol questions requiring an 

informed debote so that responsible decisions con be mode by women ond 

• I 

men who represent the needs of the entire human community. Vo 0 v ~q V) 
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{-ri,") bory1,«} The commitment to a world view based on mi 1 i tory superiority has 

coused the U. S. to be overtaken by what Jerome Wisner ca 11 s the s ci 

cttncer of runttwtty militarism. The tacit acceptance of the meta 

this molignoncy is, I think, our greatest danger. It is imp ali 



bring into public discourse thot power bosed on money, orgonizotion, ond 

discipline spreoding from the Pentogon with its vost propogondo mochine to 

the defense controctors, to institutions, ond to communities. These some 

controctors ore not on1y o major source of the campoign funding of 

condidotes, but they even supply the wolking-oround money for some of our 

public officiols. And, of course, oll of this is wrapped in our mojor icon, the 

flog. There is o proper place for the military in o democracy; but it is not 

where it is todoy. No longer is there ony pretense thot the constitutional 

pri nci pa 1 exists that the mi 1 i tory be under strong ci vi 1 i an contro 1. When 

wos the lost time on American official spoke of civilian control of the 

military? Rother, it is the military ond its apologists who ore throughout 

the government. I roise this urgent issue. As o feminist, I hove no manhood 

to be called into question. Neither gold broid nor the sleekness of the latest 

miss le dozz1es me. Rother, for me, militarism is the use of militory power 
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We come together to rededi cote ourse 1 ves to this f ormi dob 1 e 

undertaking to raise this urgent issue of militarism: 

~~ 
1. To reach out to our fellow Amencons, for (6s Weisner stSys) 

only on oroused electorote give us ony hope of stoving off the p ndin 

horror. 
I I 
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. ro inform our public officials, as well os the handful of men 

thO t C
ontrol our notional security bureaucracy, that mony of us were slow to 

,earn. Somehow, we felt by ~~ery position thot ~ hod insight which 

we locked. We hove ot long lost cost aside our troditions of timidity. 

Neither ~indifference, ~ arrogonce, nor Pridi cule will deflect our 

determination to retrieve our government tmd to expose you to public 

scrutlny ond control. 

3. In the words of Anthony Lewis, ·we cannot undo technology or 

close our scientists· minds. Bue we can be more modest in our pretensions. 

We can stop playing God. We can stop plocing blind f oith in technology that 

is not infallible ond con never be. We con remember both the preciousness 

of humanity ond its imperfections: 


