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UNCLE SAM’S SILO

Yes, Sonny, your Uncle Sam put this silo on our farm
because he’s proud of it and all ‘this land. He’s holding
something in reserve just in case the Russians ask for it. What’s
in there gives the world food for thought if not for stomachs.
Believe me, my boy, because that silo stands tall, we stand tall.
What’s in there no weevil can infest or rat destroy. When
famine comes no one will rob it, even though it’s got the biggest
payload you’ll ever see. And you can count on it. Once
delivered that payload will bring the biggest kick-back you
could imagine. After that there’ll be no more famine and hunger,
no more sowing, sweating and harvesting. Everything will be
dark and peaceful as a winter evening. No need for sun to be
shining, there’ll be fires around the horizon where every city is
being fed from silos overseas. Then everyone will be at
permanent rest, even the cattle and sheep. And if you're able,
you'll look at that silo and remember how proud your Uncle
Sam was of you and this land with all its plenty.

Paul Quenon
Abbey of Gethsemani 1986
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GRACE MOJTABAI ON BOMBS & BIBLES IN AMARILLO

4 with apocalypse

E URGE individuals involved in the production

DAVID TOOLAN
and stockpiling of nuclear bombs to consider

what they are doing, to resign from such ac-

tivities, and to seck employment in peaceful pursuits.”” On
August 23, 1982, Bishop Leroy Theodore Matthiesen of
Amarillo, Texas, addressed that exhortation to workers at the
Pantex nuclear assembly plant outside Amarillo. Pantex is the
final assembly plant of all nuclear weapons manufactured in
the United States. Since that time, only one person, Elroy
Ramos, father of seven, has responded by resigning from the
company. As ope ranking federal officer at Pantex put it, the
overall reaction to the bishop’s letter has been **a great None."”’

Back in Cambridge, Massachusetts that August, however.
Grace Mojtabai clipped and filed a newspaper report of the
bishop’s statement. The author of four critically acclaimed
novels — Mundome, The 400 Eels of Sigmund Freud, A
Stopping Place, and Autumn — she was just starting to write a
fifth. But she couldn’t put the bishop's call out of her mind.
She kept going back to it, increasingly curious to discover how
the bishop’s summons was being heard — or “*how people of
conscience, loving parents, thoughtful neighbors, and devoted
churchgoers lived calmly with the prospect of nuclear destruc-
tion.’’ Her curiosity became insistent. Eventuallv it led to the
making of a remarkabie book, Blessed Assurance: At Home
with the Bomb in Amarillo, Texas (Houghton Mifflin, $16.95.
255pp.). The title comes from an old Protestant hymn, *‘Bles-
séd Assurance, Jesus Is Mine.”"

First and foremost, Blesséd Assurance addresses a severe
communication problem. Amarillc i1s both host and hostage to
Pantex. A 1982 study of local attitudes toward the plant re-
veaied that ** no? one respondent pointed to a morai position as
the cause for stress resulting from Paniex " Throughout every
year, but particularly on August 6 and during Lent, however,
the city is invaded by anti-puclear activists who climb over
Pantex’s barbed wire and netted steel fences to protest. pray,
and get arrested. Ms. Mojtabai's book is concerned to cross a
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third fence, ‘‘the barrier of incomprehension which continues
to separate the demonstrators from the people working inside
and from the townspeople of Amarillo.””

Who are these townspeople? ** AMARILLO. WE LIKE WHO WE
ARE,”” says the Chamber of Commerce sign at the city limit.
This is high prairie, windy, big sky country, virmally off the
U.S. map in the western Texas Panhandle. It’s also Moral
Majority, Bible-belt territory, where ‘*God Said It, Jesus Did
It, I Believe It, That Ends It.”" Amarillo has more than two
hundred churches — 191 Protestant, 10 Catholic, !
synagogue. Ms. Mojtabai lets these people speak, lets them
have faces beyond stereotypical ones — from corporate-raider
Boone Pickens of Mesa Oil to Sunday school teachers and
preachers Charles Jones and Royce Elms. The result, which
fleshes out the pervasive influence of fundamentalist
apocalypticism, is both disturbing and illuminating.

What keeps Amarilloans impervious to the nuclear arms

race, Ms. Mojtzibai found. is ‘‘an ever-deepening despair of ‘

human possibilities.”” That despair is anesthetized by two
varieties of American exceptionalism, one the pseudo-
religious faith in steady technological progress. the other *‘the
conviction of blesséd assurance, the promise, for true believ-
ers. of exemption and safety from the suffering that might
befall others.””

But the reader. who does not live in Amarillo, is not left off
the hook. *‘Often, these days.”” writes Ms. Mojtabai, *‘I find
myself staring at the United States through Amarillo, indeed,
the longer I look at this city, as Flannery O’Connor liked 10 say
abour absolutely anything, ‘the more of the whole world I see
init.” *" In some sense. every American is host and hostage to
Pantex.”” Amarillo’s story is parabiz.

Twao days before the centennial ceiebration of the Statue of
Lady Libertv last July. | copductec the following interview
with Grace Mojtabai in New York Cinv. .1

OOLAN: When vou sav eariv on ip the intoduction to
Blessed Assurance. "'t am & Jew . anc “‘the prospect of a

holocaust consuming millions of human beings can never be ~
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an abstraction to a Jew,”’ I take it that this is one of the keys to
the motive behind vour book.

MoJsTABAL: Well, it's there. I mean [ felt that { should say
something about my intellecrual baggage, or what  came with.
[ haven't played it up. Some have asked whether there were
associations for me between the presence of concentration
camps in Europe and the presence of the final assembly plant
for nuclear weapons outside Amarillo. People in the book
bring it up — they don’t want their city to be the Buchenwald
of America. But for varicus reasons, partly because there are
other ways of looking at the plant — it’s for defensive pur-
poses; we build them so that we don’t have to use them, and so
on — and partly because [ don’t want to demonize the people
in Amarillo, and don’t want to denounce them because 1 am
part of the scene there, habituated to the plant myself, the
analogy doesn’t really work. I didn’t play it up. But it was
something that passed through my mind when I became in-
terested in going there and seeing for myself.

TOOLAN: You mention that peopie in Amarillo claim not to
know what the local Pantex plant does. That they feign igno-
rance that it’s the final assembly plant for all nuclear weapons
made in this country. Is that still true today?

MOJTABAI: Well, they know. There have been so many péople .

down there questioning them. Mostly they know. They prefer
not to dwell on it. I must say that there is a process of
habituation to it — and a process of denial. The two are
separate. I never have denied Pantex, but [ have become
habituated to its presence and even the strangeness of it. Not
long ago I was taking a reporter out to Pantex. The cows were
grazing; they were harvesting wheat right up to the bunkers —
and he said, ‘‘This is eerie.”” And [ said, **Well, no.”’

TOOLAN: It had been eerie to you when you first went there.

MOJTABAL: It’s eerie now, when I'm in New York thinking
about it. It was strange at first sight. And on second sight. But
by the tenth or fifteenth or fiftieth time something does hap-
pen.

TooLAN: I thought that one of the most interesting things about
Blessed Assurance was the transition that occurred in your own
strategy as you sought to understand how Amarilloans could
live so peacefully next to the country’s- sole final assembly
plant for nuclear weapons. You came at the project with
certain assumptions — that if you understood the geography,
the history, and the economics of the place, that would explain
why people take Pantex so casually. But at a certain point you
seem to have suddenly realized that it was the people’s theol-
ogy, their religious background, that counted more than you

FATHER DAVID TOOLAN, $.1."'s book on the consciousness movement,
Facing West from California’s Shores, will be published in the spring

imagined. The case in point being the fundamen:alist * dispen-
sationalist’” vision of historv — a iale of repeaied human
failure to pass God’s rests. Time and time igain in the past wve
have failed to =scape disaster. and 30 it wiii ziways he. The
assumpton is that we ars powerizss o butda iy i
futre. poweriess io avert *he auclear Jesuucus
What they rely on. then. what delivers them from despair. is
the doctrine of "“the Rapture,”” wheredy true believers wiil be
rescued from the coming holocaust.

When you first arrived in Texas, though, you seemed to be
the stereotypical New Yorker going down there. thinking,
well, as we all know. religion doesn’t have much tc do with
politics. Or religion is a mere mask for other factors. Then you
discovered religion was central — and your assumpticns had
to be radically revised.

o IO Some.

MosTABAIL: Well, politics and economics undeniabiy figure in.
But cne of the reasons I focused on the religious and gave it.
perhaps, disproportionate -weight was that it came to me with
such a revelation thart this was vitally important. And ves, [
went down there as the provincial eastern-urban inteltectual.
You know, on-the-loose, at-large in America, and reaily puz-
zied, really uncomprehending. Even though certainly part of
my question concerned the response to Bishop Leroy Matth-
iesen — how do you hear him if you're an Amarilloan? Even
with that, however, I discounted the religious dimension:

But I have lived in Iran, and [ look at Israel and [ have
relatives there. And I see the fundamentalist resurgence
everywhere in the world. I think one of the reasons I took
fundamentalism in Amarillo seriously was that, once [ heard
its sound often enough there, [ was already tuned in, alert to
this resurgence. But it took me a long time to believe that it was
happening here. Or that people with very moderate religious
views — regarded in Amariile as ‘‘sinful’’ — used religious
assumptions to support so many of their other views. Yes, |
came from a secular society and stepped off into something
very unfamiliar. And that was a real turning point for me.

I don’t say the religious factor is the only thing: I focused on
it because [ wanted to give it weight, maybe disproportionate
weight. But somehow [ felt it was absolutety necessary for my
former self and my friends and associates to take this seriously
and give it weight. I felt that Amarillo was important to each
and every American — and the book tries to convey some of
that conviction.

TOOLAN: What was your background? [ take it you've lived in
Cambridge (Massachusetts), and in New York.

MortaBAL In the sixties [ lived in Iran and in Pakistan. I was
married then and part of the time my husband was associated
with the University of Teheran. Then he became a cultural
attaché and we moved to Pakistan. Eventaily [ came back to
this country and took up graduate philosophy at Columbia. For
atime, [ was teaching philosophy at Hunter College, and later.
after going to library school, for six vears I was a librariam at

the City University of New York. ——_7\a~

by Crossroad.
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Then I began writing novels. From there 1 went to the
Radcliffe Institute for Independent Studies as a fellow. and
that led to a lectureship at Harvard. Then I got a Guggenheim
— and at the start of that year off. in the summer, I picked up
this newspaper article about Bishop Matthiesen of Amarillo
inviting workers to resign from the Pantex piant. 1 had ro
notion of why. but filed it away . . . and kept picking it out of
my file system and looking at it. The bishop’s statement just
amazed me. I thought to myself, I'll go to Amarillo and write
an article about it to get it out of my system. I went there and
stayed a couple of weeks. Of course I had an article and more. 1
had about two hundred pages of notes. Still puzzled. I came
back to New York.

TOOLAN: I'm wondering about the Catholic community in
Amarillo. Has there been any seque! 1o their inital lack of
response to Bishop Matthiesen’s opposition to the plant’s

tusiness? Are the Catholics there talking about it? Or has it

simply dropped off the face of the map? I understand only one
person has resigned from the plant.

MorTaBatl: I started going out after Catholics, but I haven’t
followed through systematically. The bishop has been heard.
And the fact that there was a bishops’ pastoral letter on the
subject [ The Challenge of Peace] showed that he was not
alone. I thought that would make a big difference. I don’t
know that it has. Catholics share many of the attitudes of their
fellow citizens. They're also a minority and it's painfully
visible. There's been a lot of bad blood in the past between
Catholics and Protestants there. It’s built into some fundamen-
talist “*salvation history™" that the Catholic church will form
the core of the international order which will help bring the
anti-Christ to power. I've heard more anti-Catholic diatribes
there than anti-Jewish diatribes.

HICH MEANS that Catholics are anxious not to offend. not
w to provoke, not to become too visible. Many of them are
Hispanic and Pantex is a good employer. It was. after all. the
first affirmative action employer there. I haven’t gone after
Catholics systematically. but I think many of them feel that
Pantex is a good corporate citizen for a variety of reasons. I
mean in some sense it is a good corporate citizen. It's econom-
ically sound. cushioned: people can count on it when other
industries fail. And the company does some good things. They

contribute to the United Negro College Fund. They do further’

the higher education of their employees. They car pool, donate
blood. have that wonderfu!l Christmas card fund where the
money peopls would spend on cards is given to the needy.

TooLaN: But vou also impls thal the company may have had
not g little to do with cutiing off funding for Catholic Family
Services when Bishop Martmesen established a fund o sup-
port workers whe wanted to Jeave Pantex.

MOITABAL Yes. On the one hand they are the largest single
corporate contributor to United Way. On the other hand. thers

is a strong possibility that the fact that the manager of Pantex.
Charies Poole. was on the board of United Way and demanded
“*quick action’" on the Solidarity Peace Fund [for workers who
might heed Bishop Matthiesen's call for resignations] had a lot
to do with cutting off funds. I can’t document this — it's a
hearsay report for which no one will take responsibility — but
Poole also stated that there would be a cancellation of the
pledges made by Pantex workers to the United Way.

TOOLAN: Is Catholic Family Service still cut off from United
Way funding?

MOITABAL: Well, after reapplying in vain. finally Catholic
Family Service decided to break with United Way and go it
alone.

Anyway. United Way's suspension of funding really gal-
vanized me. Back in New York. I was on the phone continu-
ally with Amarillo. calling United Way, calling Family Serv-
ice, calling the diocese. I thought it was an extremely vicious
move. It was frightening. I have never seen an instance in
which a powerful corporation in a town was able to exercise
such influence. Incidentally, I think that, quietly, numbers of
people canceled their contributions to United Way as a result.

I was very upset about it. and tried to get an Op-Ed in the
New York Times. The reaction was typical. This is a local
story, they said. Finally the Washington Post caught it and
gave it a full page. Then the Times decided to give it a news
story. They follow one another. Suddenly it was not a local
story. Just as suddenly, the whole country and parts of the
world converged on Amarillo. The Catholic Worker was
finally the only place that would take my editorial.

1 finally decided I had to go back to Amarillo. For at that
point it became very clear that Pantex was behind the cut-off in
funds. One of my responses was, who wants anything to do
with this place? But another was. no. no, I have to go back to
see this through. So I went back and spent the rest of the year
there.

Then I had to go back to Harvard to fulfill a prior teaching
commitment. But while I was at Harvard 1 began taking out
maps and drawing circles around Amarillo. trying to figure out
how close I could get and have an income. It was the Univer-
sity of Tulsa. 368 miles away. which was as close as I could
come. The university fourteen miles away was actively not
interested. Tulsa has worked out well.

The unblessed assurance

TooLaN: In reading vour book. I was fascinated with the First
United Pentecostal Church and its local pastor. Reverend
Rovee Eims. Have vou had any reaction from him or his
congregation to your book?

MOITABAL 1 got a reaction from a cousin of Rev. Elms and it
surprised me. She said she read the book at one sitting. She
said it very much concerned her and that she was a "thoughtfu!
Christian.”” Somehow the book disturbed her; she can’t guite
sav how. But she wants to continue the dialogue.

Commonweal:
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TOOLAN: [sn't that gratfying’

MoITABAL: Yes. ['ve had seme very nice letters, sut that 2ne
touched me most. [t's from someovne searcning, struggling.
She's not reaily sure how. but the book speaks ‘o her in a
personal way. It concerns her cousin {Rev. Elms{. . .

TooLaN: The Reverend Elms's critique of Amercan society
sounded at times very much like Father Daniei Bermigan's.

MOITABAI: Yes, that's it. . . .

TOOLAN: It would take only a slight shift and Rev. Elms’s
message would be very political, full of hope for what we
might do to dampen the arms race, for instance. Your descrip-
tion of the church service was wonderful. It was so earthy and
physical. God. I thought, we could use some of that in Catholic
churches! But the other part of Rev. Elms’s message, what you'
call his *‘final solution,”” was really almost Gnostic. He advo-
cates abandoning earth. leaving it to its nuclear fate. The
juxtaposition of earthiness and other-worldliness was very
striking.

MOJTABAL His diagnosis of some of our ills, I think. is so
sympathetic. It's his solutions that worry me. When he siarts
out with his harangue about our living "*deliciously’’ in a
world of want, and our never having experienced the devasta-

> &

uon that the nations of Eurcpe have 2xperienced. he is right on
rarget. rie’s much more astute — at least [ find him so — than

the Amarnlle business people with their bland assurance of

upwards and onwards. of steady progress and beneficent
rechnoiogy. When Rev. Elms says that our heads and our
hands have cutgrown our hearts, I reaily agree with him. But
:U's the sojution proposed that 1s devassatingiy different. And |
find it very dangerous.

ToGLaN: You mean that the true believers are all going to be
magicaily removed from the holocaust?

MorTaBal: Yes, instantly.

TooLAN: [ take it you also find danger in the literalistic way
they read the Book of Revelations — that it refers to nuclear
bombs. And that there's nothing much you can do about

stopping them from going off?

MorTaBal: Exactly.

ToOLAN: {5 there a possibility. though. that the people in those
Baptist and Pentecostal churches would not recognize at all
vour emphasis on the “"endtime”’ — or the central significance
you give it? That they wouldn’t see the political implications.
for instance, of *“the Rapture™’ — that. as you understand it. it
means doing nothing to stop the nuclear arms race? Will they.
the insiders of this doctrine, recognize themseives in vour

portrait?

MOJTABAL 1t's possible they won’t. I mean this *‘thoughtful
Christian'' who writes me says, ‘‘I don’t know what conclu-
sions you've drawn.’’ The fact that I've written the book the.
way ] have makes it possible for her to read it. She’s troubled;
she senses something. conclusions that are possibly not com-
plimentary. It may be that she’s moving from recognition to
recognition — as if saying to herself, yes, I know that person, |
recognize that teaching.

If I don’t impose a quick ideoiogical fix, still I have an
agenda. Transparent, not hidden. It's slow and progressively
revealing. I've allowed people to speak for themselves wher-
ever possible. In any event, my selection and orchestration is
editorial commentary. I'm moving towards a certain realiza-
tion in the reader, a sense of unease — even though I let it
develop more slowly than it developed in myself.

TOOLAN: The question is the weight you give to the end-time
thinking. It’s very sharp for you — and ominous. Is it equally
sharp in these churches? Is it the constant theme of the preach-
ing?

MOITABAL: It is the constant theme. [ don’t harp on the dangers
but I do come in, do speak of them.

TOOLAN: What I wondered, though, was whether, say for the
Rev. Elms’s parishioners, apocalypticism actually entails es-
cape from political responsibility or abandoning the earth to
inevitable auclear holocaust.

MorTABAL: Well, doesn’t it go back to Elms’s indictment of
contemporary American society? As you say, it's close to
Daniel Berrigan's. To some extent I follow Elms svmpatheti-
cally — that I might disarm the reader because I want a certain
amount of disarming. But this might also distract from the fact
that when I settle on Elms’s solution. which I.discuss at length
and critically, the reader may miss how appalled I am by it.

But I don’t think fundamentalist readers fail to recognize
themselves in my account, or miss my point. Amazingly, a
Sunday school teacher at First Baptist picked up the book and
apparently read it. When the book comes out. I thought, that
will be the end; we won’t talk again. No. his response was
extremely thoughtful. He said we all have to read this book and
think about it. And this from the man who led me to the book
on the fundamentalist doctrine of biblical inerrancy!

TooLAN: But will the fundamentalist parishioner assent te ths
logic vou see in his extreme end-tirme thinking: that it means
it's futile to do anything to pre\'e'u niuciear war, that we’'d bes!
drop out of politics altogether”I am: siili wondgering that mavbe
for one of these paris‘nioners, the logic wouid noi run that was
ar all.



MorTAaBAL Well. they 're not dropping out of salvaton history.

which is all that matters. They are not dangerously passive,
They are working actively in their missionary activities to
bring people into this life of salvation. So they do have a sense
of social responsibility. So, within their worldview, they're
doing all that matters. For our part — and from their viewpoint
— we're distracting ourselves from essential business and
we 're losing our place in salvation history. This earthly history
doesn’t count. '

TOOLAN: The neuralgic point is the juncture between salvation
history and earthly history, is it not?

MOITABAL: Our earthly history is doomed. The script is al-
ready written [in the Book of Revelation].

TOOLAN: But one of my fellow editors at Commonweal, who
grew up a Baptist, tells me that her experience of being a
Baptist did not entail this narrow focus on saving one’s own
soul. When she describes all the social activities and works of
mercy her church’s youth ministry involved her in, it sounds
much closer to the Catholic Worker.

MorTABAL Okay, they are involved in certain charitable ac-
tivities, always. And there is this complete social life. They
have singles ministers, prison ministers, and there is an active
social dimension. For the young and the elderly it's wonderful.
All of it, however, is aimed at bringing people in. That's the
hope if not the expressed intention. Bringing them in, saving
them. In fact, they would say they haven’t abandoned the
world. But the fact is that their intentions are to bring people
into ideological conformity, make them like themselves. Even
though credal conformity isn’t expected. A Southern Baptist
feels very little is asked of you: just to be born again, to confess
Jesus as your personal savior, and then you're freed.

ONETHELESS. if vou're an outsider — a Moslem, Jew, or
Hindu — the whole idea is to bring you into the club. The

wav I am placed, this does not look to me like reaching out to

the ends of the earth and welcoming as neighbors all the
inhabitants of the earth. Indeed it looks very different to me.
Yes. they are socially concerned; they’re involved in all sorts-

of chantaple work. But the intent I find narrow. Because i
isn't simpiy heliping 0 heip, or expressing nerghboriiness ana
perhaps giving he Gespel flesh that way — of st tving the
Gospai dhat way, Thev rculdn’t just dve T
witheut proselytizing, as caniain Cathelic mu
way [ am placed maxes 1t look o me is if iheir oss i
one-sidediy verticai, or at least with a very shon honzeatad
arm directed aimost exclusivaly 1o the proseivtizing mussion.
Of course if | were 3 born-again Christian, { wouldn't see the
narTowness.

A very large living room

TOOLAN: You make scme hard judgments in the book. But
your own position is not in the foreground; 1o a great extent it’s
recessed. So it seems to me that this allows questions to come
out of the reader’s own reflection.

MOJTABAL Yes, that was part of the point. To make it possible
for people in Amarillo to see themselves, and to listen to
themselves. Without some smart aleck from the east coming ia
and overvoicing everything — summarizing it all. [n fact, one
of the original editorial comments from my publisher was,
“‘too much religion’" and. well, "“summarize it.”” Say it in
your own words. And [ did where I feit it was absolutely
necessary, but stood back wherever I could, so that it would be
possible for Amarilloans to read and listen. Yes, that was very
deliberately done.

TOOLAN: What would you like to see happen to Amarilloans,
to the readers of your book? Or what has already happened
locally that you have seen?

MOITABAL: [ hope that there will be, if not some discussion, at
least some soul searching. 1 want to reach the people in the
pews. And the people in Amarillo who aren’t in the pews. So
they all know what’s going on in the churches on the other side
of town. Those in the pews of the richer churches, you see,
don’t know what’s going on in the poorer churches on the other
side of town. Second Baptist was formed as a mission church
from First Baptist. But I'm not sure that at First Baptist they are
familiar with what's being taught at Second Baptist. More, I'm
not sure that the pastor of First Baptist knows what his 525
Sunday school teachers are saying. These are not credal faiths,
so there’s a certain freedom within limits.

The people in my book live in the same town, close by each
other, but they haven’t met, haven’t spoken to one another.
The book was a chance to bring them into a very large living
room — which [ don’t possess, you know — and to let them
listen to one another.

NE OF THE reactions that [ have already heard about was
o something at a party. I'm told one woman went up t0
another woman and asked, ‘*Have you read Blesséd Assur-
ance?" There was a sudden silence in the room. Everyone was
listening. The woman said no. But it’s likely that people would
read the book and not be willing to say anything about it — in
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Subiic. But that's all right — if they are thinking about it.

Another reaction occurred at a bookstore. Someone called
and asked the booksiore. have vou zot that bock about
dmarilic. and the salesperson said ' what book?” You know,
the calier said. there's a new pook about Amarillo — and
finally the salesper-on said that's zot about Amarillo, that's
apout Panmtex. [ don’t know that thai's tvpical. but it's an
interesting precision.

Again. [ heard recently that peopie were standing in line at a
bookstore, waiting for something else than my bock — but
they were talking about Pantex. Well, that's new. Just a short
while ago there wasn't much talk of Pantex in town. People
would only talk when gquestioned by reporters, not amongst
themselves.

A necessary move
TOOLAN: You spoke before of your ‘‘former self.”” What
effect has writing this book had on vou? ‘

MOoSTABAL It's completely changed my life.
TooLAN: For one thing, you've moved to Amarillo.

MOJITABAL [t's completely changed my life. It’s too early for
me to really assess or understand all that has happened or even
all that propelled me to make that move, to dacide to go and
live there. But I lead a much more distraction-free life there.

Someone from the Dallas Morning News wanted to know
what difference it’s made physically. I live in one small room,
and it’s ail working space — not entertaining space. Not that
ever ‘‘entertained’” very much, but at least [ had the furniture
that allowed me to. Now [ have a folding bridge table, a bridge
chair, and a lamp, which I fold up and take with me to Tuisa,
where [ now teach half the year. With my pots and pans I look
like a peddler. And of course some books. Yet I've had to
decide that even books I collected were impediments. So it’s
been a stripping-down process. [ won’t say a conversion. I put-
all the trappings of my trade aside. I keep the essential books,
the essential furniture. The bare essentials. (I really did ac-
cumulate books.) That’s what’s different. My worldly posses-
sions are at a minimum.

NOTHER RESULT of the move is that [ {ake religion much

more seriously than I did. I wouldn’t say I am closer
institutionally, that I am exactly more at home anywhere. Butl
pay more attention than I did — in my own fashion. I continue
going to Masses even though I don't have to. Az times [ get
nothing out of it. You know, sometimes the homily is indiffer-
ent. Yet even without the Liturgy of the Word, the symbolism
of the Eucharist is very meaningful to me. I even continue to go
back to some of the Protestant churches. . . .

TOOLAN: Perhaps because you want to hear better sermons?

MOITABAL Yes. And also because [ miss keeping up with what
people are thinking. This year Doctor Winfred Moore {of First

Baptist in Amarillo] challenged the right-wing candidate for
the presidency of the Southern Baptist Convention. He was the
more moderate conservative candidate. I went back for his
homecoming when he lost. He was very well received by his
congregation. They all sang ‘‘Sweet, Sweet Spirit.”” And I
joined in this time, holding hands.

TOOLAN: But what brought you to move there? What was that
about?

MOJTABAL: Well, first of all I felt I couldn’t understand
Amarillo unless I were there on a day-to-day basis and satu-
rated, steeped in daily life. For instance, for a long time it was
a puzzle to me that the houses were built close together. It
seems silly to me now, but I spent more time on this ‘‘prob-
lem."” And then there are those fences, very tight; there are no
chinks between the slats. They are privacy fences. I thought.
went all over Amarillo asking people, ‘* Why do you have such
fences?"’ They would give me answers and I wouldn't believe
them. I thought there was something deeper at work here, and
devious, even demonic. Because here you have all those
close-knit houses — as if they wanted to be close to each other
— and yet they re divided sharply by those fences. Well, the
minute I moved to Amarillo and became a home-renter — nota
home-owner — I realized that those fences are necessary just
to keep the wind out. There was no other way I could have been
convinced. ] opened my door a crack and everything biew in. It
was that simple.

Certain matters could only be clarified by being there.
Living there, I knew what required deep probing and what was
simply a fact of life. I didn’t have to make up projects for
myself. Moreover, wherever | was, I could start talking casu-
ally and learn something. It was a necessary move — simply
from the standpoint of the book 1 wanted to write.

UT THEN. why stay there after the book is writien? I wanted
B to be there when the book came out, and not run away. I
felt it was important to say, I'm here. That’s why I'm staying
on. I do care about the community. 1 like it. I love the
landscape. The place has made it possible for me to live in a
certain way which is congenial. I have a lot of friends there.
Not the same kind of friends I used to have in New York or
Cambridge — occupationally alike or like-minded.

TOOLAN: So concretely. it's more ecumenical or pluralistic for
you than New York or Cambridge?

MOJTABAL Yes. I cross boundaries more easily in Amarillo. I
mean here 1 could theoreticallv. but I don’t. It just doesn’t
happen. But there. though it's a city. it's a small town. Sol
know people and they know me. I can be very inward there.
But when 1 don’t want to be inward and feel I shouldn’t be, I
can also be out in the world — with others and for them. Notin
a little pocket as one often is in New York or Cambridge. In
Amarillo — though you don’t have the variety of attitudes,
ethnic groups. and religious groups you would have in New
York ~— strangely enough, ] mingle and make friends with
people whose occupations, religious beliefs, and political be-
liefs are very different from mine. Somehow that friction and
that mingling are very important to me. It's not restful, but I
don’t want to rest.
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chosen to discuss my article on SDI.

His remarks are characteristicaily rea-
sonable and moderate. | would like to ad-
dress his points one by one:

I,\M FLATTERED Secretary Shultz has

Sovier “Defense” Program

We should not confuse the questions of
Soviet intentions and integrity with whether
the American SDI concept is physically
viable or economically possible. Nor should

our decisions be governed by our percep-

tion of what the Soviets are doing. There
are many things the Soviets do which we
need not copy; as an example, the Soviet
manned space program is even more ex-
travagant and less scientifically productive
than our own and there would be little point
in imitating it.

“The scientific com-
munity has seen sound
technical arguments
on weapons systems
fail in the face of
political pressure.”

Prior to March 1983, we had a program
of ABM research costing $1 billion a year,
a sum equivalent to the NSF budget for all
of civilian science and engineering re-
search. At that time much of the research

~ that is now considered as particular to the -

SDI effort was already in place. A number
of studies judged that this level of ex-
penditure was already a more than ade-
quate hedge against Soviet breakout.

Soviet Offensive Forces

It is of utmost importance to emphasize
that two-thirds of the U.S. deterrent forces
(assuming that deterrence is meant to be
the role of our weaponry) are submarine-
or air-launched and invulnerable to the SDI
concept of boost-phase intercept as well as
to any Soviet first strike. The Soviets, for
understandable if complex reasons, have a
more vulnerable deterrent force. Under these
circumstances, while I am sure Secretary
Shultz’s assurance that “‘we do not seek

. unilateral advantage’ is sincerely
meant, it is unlikely to impress the Soviets.

Philip W. Anderson, who is Joseph Henry
Professor of Physics at Princeton, won the
Nobel Prize for Physics in 1977.

especially as the Secretary cannot speak
for future administrations.

As an aside, at this point I would like
to say there is a problem in that most lay-
men do not really understand what is in-
volved in SDI. Certainly just now there is
an awareness of human fallibility. For our
purposes here, [ would like simply to ex-
plain that ‘‘boost phase’” is the main dif-
ference from older ABM concepts. and it
means that an umbrella of *‘kill vehicles™
in space would cover a hostile country to
guard against weapons (missiles) being
launched. Even assuming such an umbrella
could be made to work, it seems likely that
not only the Soviets but any other member
of the nuclear club—say, France—would
not accept this absolute control over its
strategic (or deterrent) strength.

Criteria for Evaluating Defenses

I am glad to hear the Secretary restate
these. The scientific community has seen
sound technical arguments on weapons
systems fail in the face of political pres-
sure.

Secretary Shultz says, of the scientific
dissent regarding SDI, that ‘‘many talented
scientists believe otherwise.”” We should
look at what talented scientists are trying
to tell us. It is not at all usual to be able
10 sign up 60 percent of the physics fac-
ulties of the nation’s top universities; nor
to find near-unanimity among American
Nobel Prize winners, nor to hear an anti-
Administration resolution on a highly con-
troversial matter from the Council of the
American Physical Society (including sev-
eral past presidents). It is truly extraordi-
nary how few scientists of real reputation

SDI opponent Anderson
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are willing to support SDI publicly—I can
pretty well count them on the fingers of
one hand, and of those [ can count not a
single one is still active in research or has
been for at least a decade. Even among
scientists who receive SDI funding, sup-
port is extraordinarily soft; one hears pri-
vately, with some dismay, that it is justi-
fied because the concept of SDI is a useful
bargaining chip, or a stick to frighten the
Russians with, or that research money
should be accepted from whatever source.

The ABM Treaty

There is a perceptible semantic problem
when the Administration’s political
spokesmen speak of ‘‘defense’” and the
*‘defense’’ philosophy, while the actual SDI
program, as described by Gerald Yonas of
the SDI office or in the Office of Tech-
nology Assessment reports recently pub-
lished by Princeton University Press [Paw,
February 26}, constitutes essentially a
strengthening of our *‘deterrent”’—a very
offensive sort of defense. Many aspects of
SDI (e.g., “*Kill vehicles’’ over Soviet ter-
ritory and local ‘*hard target’’ defense of
our ICBM’s) may sound more belligerent
than defensive to the Soviets.

SDI and Our Allies

Is it not too early to address the problem
of what worldwide reaction to a global U.S.
policing of space might be? (See **aside””
above.)

Conclusion

I am heartened that Secretary Shultz *‘has
no preconceived notions’” about SDI. But
in speaking of potential benefits, he neg-
lects the many potential costs: the milita-
rization of research, for instance, and,
should the system be deployed, a great shift
in our entire economy. It seems to me the
greatest danger the Soviets can put us in
is that of becoming more like them, and
this is, in terms of military dominance and
obsession with ‘‘security,’” the direction in
which Star Wars leads us.

The secret of our extraordinary success
in building and maintaining history’s most
powerful, permanent, and effective defen-
sive alliance has been the perception that
our civilian-dominated economy and open
society are far more attractive and far less
threatening to any nation which has any-
thing to lose than is the secretive and mil-
itaristic Soviet system. In militarizing our
economy we can lose that most valuable
of all advantages. d
- @ Princeton Alumni Weekly
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A Grim Analysis

EVIDENCE accumulates that the entire modern world, with
some few hardly influential exceptions, is doing things
wrong and that the earth itself, with the voice of its living
things, is crying out in protest. How long this can go on
is anybody’s guess, but the prediction of ultimate break-
down will certainly come true, sooner or later. We must,
it seems clear, become citizens of the world with a fully
developed sense of responsibility, but how that can be
accomplished remains a mystery. Already the evidence of
this necessity is clear at the scientific level. An example
is given in Peter Bunyard’s editorial in The Ecologist (Vol.
16, No. 1, 1986), "Waldsterben and the Death of
Europe’s Trees.”

Bunyard, one of the magazine’s editors, begins:

The acidification of lakes, rivers and soil profiles in parts
of Scandinavia, in Scotland and other parts of Europe, equal-
ly the dying of forests over a vast area stretching from Italy
to Russia are issues that can no longer be ignored. Latest re-
ports indicate that up to 7 million hectares of Europe’s for-
ests—an area equivalent to one third of the United Kingdom
—show signs of damage, with at least 250,000 hectares dying
or dead, while in southern Scandinavia tens of thousands of
lakes are now entirely devoid of fish. Indeed, in South Not-
way alone more than 30,000 square kilometres of lakes are
either fishless or have reduced fish populations.

As Professor Peter Schiit of Munich University makes
clear, the entire woodland ecosystem in many parts of Europe
is breaking down, giving the coup de grace to centuries of
deforestation. And even if not the worst affected, Britain has
not escaped damage to her trees, an initial survey carried out
by Friends of the Earth on beech and yew showing many
trees to be suffering the same symptoms as found in Europe.
Britain, meanwhile, is one of the least forested countries in
the world.

At the meeting at Helsinki in July, 1985, concerned
with long range transboundary air pollution, twenty-one
countries signed a “'Protocol” o' sulphur emissions, pledg-
ing themselves to reduce their emissions or transbound-
ary fluxes of sulphur dioxide by at least 30 per cent before
1993. Fourteen countries, did not sign, among them Bri-
tain. Britain's claim is that “the causes of acid rain and
acidification are not properly known and that the effect of
Britain's own transboundary emissions on the Scandinavian
environment remain unproved.” Meanwhile, Britain’s
Central Tlectricity Generating Board (CEGB) refuses to
install flue gas desulphurization, by reason of the-added
cost of electricity involved. The Board also says that there
are "other, as yet unidentified sources of sulphur oxide
emission and deposition.” Bunyard comments:

On scientific grounds the CEGB has a point; we are still
abysmally ignorant as to the precise mechanism of either
acidification or waldsterben. In both instances complex photo-
chemical reactions are at play in the atmosphere. What is
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increasingly certain is that the sum of our industrial activities
is at the root of the problem, basically through upsetting na-
tural nutrient cycles. Certainly the British approach to pol-
lution control is much to blame, particularly that of “dis-
charge, disperse and dilute,” for we have assumed that as
long as the chimney stacks are tall enough, and the dis-
charge pipes into the sea and estuaries long enough, the
environment will do the rest for us, taking our pollutants
away from our own shores and hopefully diluting" them
sufficiently by the time they reach anyone else’s. . . .

While few doubt that acidification is linked to acid rain
and the increasing burden of acid precursors carried in the
atmosphere, particularly over the industrialized north, the
dying of the trees appears to be caused by different, even
though linked phénomena. What ""waldsterben,” as the
Germans call forest die-back, and acidification undoubtedly
have in common are man’s industrial activities. And since
both types of ecological crises have really manifested them-
selves In recent years, certainly post World War II, the
conclusion must be that the changes in the environment are
caused by relatively new industrial practices and ways of
living. Tree death and acidification have both been observed
before, but always in the vicinity of massive industrial prac-
tices—huge steel works for example. The worrying aspect
of today’s environmental damage is that it is taking place
in relatively pristine environments away from industry and
people. Indeed waldsterben was first discovered on the hilly
slopes of the Black Forest and in southern Bavaria.

What then, and who, Bunyard asks, are to blame?

One would have thought the acidification story to be
clear-cut. Scandinavia, the worst affected area in Europe, im-
ports for instance far more sulphur in the form of dioxide
than it generates within its own borders. Thus each year on
average some 600,000 tons of sulphur are deposited in
Sweden, mostly in the south, while only 100,000 tons come
from Swedish sources. Britain meanwhile produces some
2,670,000 tons on average, of which less than one third
are deposited in the country itself, the remainder being car-
ried out over the North Sea by prevailing winds. Indeed the
UK contributes almost as much sulphur to the Swedish en-
vironment as does Sweden itself, and given Sweden’s com-
mitment to reduce their emissions to one-third the 1978
level by 1995, the UK by then will actually be depositing
more; that is, unless there is a fundamental change of heart
in Britain’s attitude.

So, on every side, we have reason to recognize that the
time has come for the abandonment of nationalism and
the identification of oneself as “belonging” to a national
state. We all now belong to the world and the welfare of
the world is 2 common responsibility.

Peter Bunyard goes on with his array of evidence:

...it can hardly be coincidence that the worst affected
forests in Europe are those downwind from the tall stacks
of industry. Similarly the 400 foot high stacks of the CEGB’s
coal and oil fired power stations must have something to do
with the burden of sulphur and nitrogen oxides reaching
Scandinavia. Yet there are other sources of sulphur and ni-
trogen compounds which may be equally important, and
which to date have been largely ignored. The discovery of

—_—



massive algal blooms in the North Sea has prompted Jim
Lovelock to suggest that a major source of sulphur may be
of marine origin. Indeed, nutrient runoff into the offshore
environment—sewage from our cities, nitrates from farming
and horticulture—is leading to eutrophication of the sea.
... To complicate the matter still further, increased manure
production because of animal feedlots and intense animal
husbandry is leading to large ammonia and ammonium hy-
droxide releases to the atmosphere. In parts of Sweden spruce
and pine appear to be dying from excess nitrate uptake of
manurial origin, the algal slime coveting the needles suggest-
ing a kind of terrestrial eutrophication.

Motor vehicles are the other main sources of nitrogen
oxides, but they have become such an important part of our
modern way of life that no government would consider
imposing restrictions on their use.

Bunyard concludes:

The tragedy is that we are already in the throes of an
environmental crisis and anything we are doing at prese
especially the half measures we are taking, may be too lit
too late. To wait for science to give us exact answers as
the cause of acidification and waldsterben, as our governm
and the CEGB are intent on doing, is an act of callous it
sponsibility. We will have to act on all fronts, considering’
sources of pollution as potentially to blame.

MANAS is a journal of independent inquiry,
concerned with study of the principles which
move world society on its present course, and
with search for contrasting principles — that
may be capable of supporting intelligent ideal-
ism under the conditions of life in the twentieth
century. MANAS is concerned, therefore, with
philosophy and with practical psychology, in
as direct and simple a manner as its editors and
contributors can write. The word “manas” comes
from a common root suggesting “man” or “the
thinker.”” Editorial articles are unsigned, since
MANAS wishes to present ideas and viewpoints,
not personalities,
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