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The great upsurge of anti-nuclear activism during the early 1980s is usually craced to eicher the danger-
ous Seviee—US auclear confroncation of that era, or to NATO'’s December 1979 decision to deploy
cruise and Pershing 11 missiles in Western Eurape. In reality, hawever, the nuclear disarmament cam-
paign began in the preceding years. Despite two earlier waves of anti-nuclear agitadion, the once-vig-
orous citizens mavement for nuclear disarmament was dormane by the early 1970s. Bue, from 1975
to 1978, a variety of factors converged ta awzken disarmament activists from ¢heir torpor, and ta spark
their return w anti-nuclear agitation. These included: the end of the Vietnam War, which ¢nabled peace
activists to tarn their attention elsewhere; the rise of environmencal concerns, especially the grawing
fear of nuclear power; the 1978 UN Special Session on Disarmament, which focused maovement and
popular actention upon the nuclear acms race; and the erosion of Saviet—US détente. Significantly, this
blend of factors included a number that went beyond the reviving Saviet~-US nuclear arms race of che
1970s. In this context, the nuclear disarmament movemenc began to emerge as 2 political force once
again in Western Europe, Nortth America, and the Pacific. It also showed scictings of life in Fastern
Europe and elsewhere. Consequently, although the mavement would grow far larger and more effec-
tve subsequently, by late 1978 it had created much of the structure that ¢nabled ie, in the eardy 1980,

Introduction

It is commonly assumed that the revival of the
nuclear disarmament movement in the early
19805 reflected a revolt against the dangerous
Soviee-UUS  confrontation that flared up
during these years. The advent of the Reagan
administration, with its commitment to a
nuclear weapons buildup and loose ralk of
nuclear war, accompanied by the Soviet
government’s war in Afghanistan and its
deployment of 5$-20 missiles, seemed at that
time — and subsequently — to provide suf-
ficient explanation for popular protest. Even
sophisticated scholarly studies of the anti-
nuclear uprising anchor its history primarily
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to pose a substantial challenge to the nuclear policies of the great powers.

in 1979, the time of NATO's decision to
deploy cruise and Pershing II missiles in
Western Europe (Carter, 1992: 108-182;
Cortrighe, 1993: 111-115% Meyer, 1990:
74-79). Bur, in fact, the roots of the anti-
nuclear revival go back to developments
beaween 1975 and 1978. During these for-
goteen years of the nuclear disarmament
campaign, nuclear disarmament agitation and
organizations grew subscantially in Western
Europe, North America, and the Pacific. On
a smaller scale, anti-nuclear protest emerged
in other regions as well. Furthermore, inde-
pendent and communist-led peace inter-
redirected their efforts
nuclear disarmament ventures. As a result, by
1978 a global campaign against nuclear
had re-emerged, laying the

naricnals toward

weapons
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groundwork for the much larger, more
dramatic and-nuelear upheavals dhac would
follow.

Deespite two carlier waves of anti-nuclear
protest — the first in the late 1940s and a
second in the late 1950s and early 19605 —
by the early 1970s relatively lictle remained
of the once wurbulent nuclear disarmament
campaign. Many of the mass nuclear disar-
mament organizations of the past had dis-
appeared, including West Germany's
Scruggle Against Atomic Death, Scandi-
navia’s campaigns against nuclear weapons,
Switzerland and France’s Movement Against
Atomic Armaments, and Canada, Australia,
and Ghana's Campaign for Nuclear Disar-
mament. Others, like Britain's Campaign for
Nuclear Disarmament (CND), Canada’s
Voice of Women, and the USA’s Committee
for a Sane Nuclear Policy {SANE) and
Women Scrike for Peace (WSP), had
dwindled into dny, marginal groups. In the
cantext of Soviet—US détente — marked by
nuclear arms control treaties (e.g. the armos-
pheric test ban rtreaty, the nuclear non-
proliferation treacy, the ABM treaty, and the
SALT I treaty) and the apparent end of the
Cold War — and che obsession of peace
activists with stopping the war in Vietnam,
the ongoing nuclear arms race was largely
forgotten by the public and by the peace
movement (Wittner, 1993, 1997).

Starting in 1975, however, a number of
factors converged, thus contributing to che
revival of the nuclear disarmament campaign.
The end of the Vietnam War that year halted
the major drain on the peace movement’s
energies and resources. With the atmosphere
of crisis that had accompanied that bloody
war stilled for the moment, peace activists
had che oppostunicy to reassess their
priotities. Many concluded that halting the
nuclear arms race now had to be placed high
on their agenda (Jensen, 1999; Kopreitan,
1999; Musil, 1998; Young, 1999). In
addition, the growth of environmental
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concerns in the 1970s led ta a rising public
furor over the environmenral hazards of
nuclear power plants. And this, in turn,
rekindled the deep-seated fears of nuclear
annihilation felt by activists and the public
alike (Provance, 1999; von Hippel, 199%:
Walsh, 1978: 746; Weare, 1988: 344, 376).
Furthermore, in May 1978, the United
Nations began a Special Session on Disarma-
ment. This intergovernmental conclave had
the effect of calling attention to the problem
of the arms race and, at the same time, pro-
viding a focus for movement activism
{Atwood, 1997: 144-1559; Oakes, 1999).
Finally, Soviet—US détente began to deteri-
orate years before Reagan traded denuncia-
dons and  puclear mussile direas  with
Brezhnev, Andropov, and Chernenko. In the
mid- to late-1970s, the Sovier government
commenced incerventionist policies in a
number of Third Wotld narions and started
deploying a new generation of incermediate-
range nuclear missiles, the §5-20s. Consider-
ably more accurate than Soviet missiles of the
past and armed with multiple warheads, the
8§-20s targeted Western Europe for nuclear
destruction far more cffectively than ever
before. For its part, the Carter administration,
despite its desire for better relations with the
Soviet Union and for nuclear arms controls,
proved incapable of securing either of them.
Instead, it came up with a nuclear weapon of
its own, an anti-tank missile usually referred to
as the neutron bomb. Slaced for deployment
in Western Europe, the neutron bomb relied
upon radiation racher than heat and blast to
kill people — a modus operandi that many
persons  found  particularly  repugnant
(Garchoff, 1985: 536-1005). Not surprisingly,

then, movement activity began to revive.

Western Europe

Probably the most significant outbreak of
anti-nuclear agitation during these years
oceurred in the Netherlands. By late 1976,
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the Interchurch Peace Council (IKV), a
rather placid group established 2 decade
before by the Dutch churches, had con-
cluded thar, despite the talk of détente, the
nuclear powers were not maving toward the
elimination of nuclear weapons but, rather,
were conrinuing the nuclear arms race. Con-
sequentdy, in September 1977, it embarked
on a disarmament campaign epicomized by
its new slogan: “Help rid the world of nuclear
weapons; let it begin in the Necherlands'.
The assumption was that the denucleariza-
tion of the Netherlands would not upser the
strategic  balance, but would provide a
dramatic first step toward worldwide nuclear
disarmament (Everts, 1980: 46-50; Faber,
1986; Intetkerkelijk Vredesberaad, 1981: 3,
6-14, 2}, Interkerkelijk Vredesberaad,
1983). By mid-1978, IKV had organized
over 200 local groups around its campaign.!
Although the Dutch political parties
remained wary of this IKV venture, 2 poll in
Octaber showed chat it had the supporr of
58% of the population. IKV played a less
prominent role in yet another anti-nuclear
campaign launched in late 1977, the ‘Hale
the Neutron Bomb’ movement. With
popular outrage widespread ac the US plan
for building and deploying the new weapon,
the Netherlands was swept by fierce anti-
neutron bomb activity, including a protest
demonstration with 50,000 participants in
March 1978 and the delivery of a petition to
the Dtech parliament the following month,
signed by 1.2 million people (Boeker, [981;
Everts, 1980: 43—44; Salomon, 1986: 115).
The movement also showed a new liveli-
ness in Britain. CND protested against
Chinese nuclear testing, called attention o
the dangers of nuclear proliferation,? and
acquired an actraceive new leader in 1977,
I'L. ]. Hogebrink co War Resisters League, 24 May 1978,
Box 40, David McReynolds Papers, Swarthmore College
Peace Callecrian, Swarthmore, PA (hereafrer SCPC).
1 Minutes of the CND National Council meetings of G

May 1978 and 11 January 1975, Reel 17, CND (Britain)
Records, Harvester microfilm.
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when Monsignor Bruce Kent — a Catholic
prelate with strong social convictions —
became chair of the organization. Further-
more, in 1975 it also began showing The War
Game — a chilling docudrama on nuclear war
- to university and other public audiences
atound the country. Students proved
especially interested in the film, which the
BBC had banned from television since 1965.3
Many Britons in these years also were caught
up in the campaign against nuclear power
plants. Friends of the Earth, an environmen-
talist group, played a leading role, especially
during the Windscale power plant inquiry of
1977. Although, initially, this crusade stayed
clear of the nuclear weapons question, the
connections berween the owo nuclear issues,
highlighced by CND’s  participation,
enhanced  environmentalistc  and  public
cancern about che Bomb (Oakes, 199%;
Stevens, 1983: 78).* Even more important,
CND launched a spirited campaign. against
the neutron bomb, rning it into 2 major
issue. Attacking plans for the new weapon,
CND produced thousands of leaflets and
posters, held meetings and demonstrations,
and circulated a petition that drew 161,000
signatures (Kene, 1999).% When added to the
interest stirred up by the UN Special Session
on Disarmament,® these factors produced the
first significant growth in CND for years. By
1978, athough CND sdll had only 3,220

* Minutes of the CND Narional Council meetings of 14
May 1977 20d 14 January 1978, and Reports of the CND
Organizing Secretary, 14 January—4 Mareh 1978 and 12
August 1978, Reel 17, CND (Brirain) Records.

£ Minutes of the CND National Council meetings of 3
April and 6 November 1976, 17 Seprember 1977, and 14
January and 16 December 1978, and Repores of the CND
Organizing Secretary, 4 March-6 May and 6 May-15 July
1978, Reel 17, and Repott of che CNI Qrganizing Secre-
taty, 4-5 December 1976, Reel 19, CND (Britain}
Records.

3 Repores of che CND Organizing Secretacy, 6 May-195
July, and 16 December 1978, and minures of the CND
National Council mectings of 14 January, 4 March, 6 May,
and 16 December 1978, Reel 17, CND (Bricain} Records.
§ Minurtes of the CND Narional Council meetings of 12
March 1977, and 15 July and 12 August 1978, Reel 17,
CND (Britain) Records.
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members and three-and-a-half paid staff, ic
claimed 102 local groups, 293 affiliaced
organizations, and a new dynamism
(Minnion & Bolsover, 1983: 150).7
Although the nuclear disarmament
movement in West Germany was far less
unified and visible, it, too, started to revive.
During the 1970s, veterans of the Federal
Republic’s youthful, lefe-wing extra-parlia-
mentary opposition began to gravitate into
local citizens' iniciatives {Bérgerinitiativen),
where they continued their anti-establish-
ment activities on a grass-roots level. Many
of these related o
environmental protection, and none proved
more dramatic than the struggle against
nuclear power. In 1975, storming the nuclear
reactor site at Wyhl, some 20,000 activists
tore down che surrounding fence and pro-
ceeded to occupy it for the next month —
organizing study groups, running a ‘people’s
school’, and hoscing students and other
activists from all over Western Eutope. In the
West German campaign against nuclear
power, as clsewhere, the nuclear weapons
issue kept peeping through. A popular photo
book showed a mushroom cloud rising out
of a power plant cooling tower. A key slogan
of the acrivists was: ‘Better Active Today than
Radicactive Tomorrow!" {Johnstone, 1984:
$3; Merkl, 1982: 88; Mushaben, 1985:
30-31; Nelkin & Pollak, 1981: 141-142;
Weart, 1988: 344). Within church circles, as
well, there was growing concern about
nuclear weapons, fostered in part by the
neutron bomb issue and by the activities of
IKV in the Netherlands. As a result, two
peace groups, Action Reconciliation/Peace
Service {Aktion Siihnezeichen/Friedensdien-
ste} among Protestants and Pax Christi
among Catholics, decided to address dis-

citizens  initiatives

1 Repores of the CND  Organizing Secrerary, 5
Navember—22 January 1976, 12 March-14 May, and 14
May—9 July 1977, and minutes of the CND National
Council meedngs of 12 March and 17 Seprember 1977,
and 16 Seprember and 16 December 1978, Reel 17, CND
{(Brirain) Records.
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armament issues. [n 1978, a group of Prores-
tanc pacifists — responding to a 1975 critique
of the arms race by the World Council of
Churches — organized a new peace group,
Live Without Armaments (Ohne Riistung
Leben), whose members signed a statement
proclaiming that they would henceforth
forgo weapons and would work ‘to support
the political development of the idea of peace
without weapons in our country’. Like the
protesters against nuclear powet, they found
themselves drawn into a growing nuclear dis-
armament campaign (Kubbig & Risse-
Kappen, 1984: 72-73; Scharrer, 1985:
277-278).%

Disarmament activism  also  began 1o
flourish in the Nordic countries. Plans for
the neutron bomb touched off a wave of
concern in Denmark and, especially, in
Norway, where a Campaign Against the
Neutron Bomb was formally launched in
January 1978. Drawing the support of 20
Norwegian organizations — including neatly
all the major political youth groups and a
number of peace organizations ~ the Nor-
wegian campaign protested the development
of the bomb and urged the Norwegian
government to oppose the weapon’s produc-
tion and deplayment in Eurape (Grepstad,
1981: 6-8; Sorensen, 1980: 55). The UN
Special Session on Disarmament also had a
significant impact on peace groups and
public opinion throughour the region. In
Sweden, it led to the convening of a ‘people’s
parliament’ to prepare for the gathering, with
participation by the national section of the
Women’s [nternational League for Peace and
Freedom (WILPF) and other peace organiz-
ations. In the wake of the UN conclave,
Swedish activists, together with their Danish
and Norwegian counterparts, convened a
follow-up meeting in Géteborg (Grepstad,
1981: 8; Stihle, 1988: 141; Wiberg, 1986G:
19). Afrer the end of the Vietnam War,

¥ Beate Roggenbuck to the auchor, 25 January 1989,



Lawrence §. Wittner

Sweden also  experienced a  subsrantial
upsurge of activism against nuclear power
plants — 2 campaign that formed the basis for
lacer mobilizations against nuclear weapons.
Meanwhile, in Finland, the defunct Com-
mitree of 100 — a veteran af the nuclear dis-
armament crusade of the early 1960s — was
revived in late 1976 and 1977. It became the
key component of the Finnish Peace Union,
which in 1978 began playing a more active
role by serving as an umbrella organization
for Finland’s small, independent peace
organizations {(Kodama, 1987: 5-6; Lind-
kvise, 1990: 159; Taipale, 1987: 20-21,
27-28).

Elsewhere in Westetn Europe, the
movement was also strring. Reviving in
1975 after the fall of the Greek military dic-
tatorship, the Greek Commictee for Nuclear
Disarmatment and Peace issued 4 call, signed
by prominent personalities, to make the
Mediterranean a ‘sea of peace’, free of nuclear
weapons. In ltaly, the small Radical Party
organized a series of andi-militarise marches
(Rossi & Ilari, 1985: 142).% In Belgium,
peace groups mobilized public opinion
against the neutron bomb and, led by the
Narional Action Committee for Peace and
Development (a coordinating body for
French-speaking activists} and inspired by
the UN Special Session, trned out 10,000
demonstrators in Brussels during May 1978
around the slogan ‘Disarm to Survive'
(Galand, 1984: 2; Lubelski-Bernard, 1996:
59). The most dramatic upsurge occurred in
Turkey, where a broad-based peace organiz-
ation had never existed. In April 1977,
during a time of substantial democratization
in Turkish life, che Istanbul Bar Association
helped launch che Turkish Peace Association
(TPA}., Wichin a sharc time, the TPAs
governing body consisted of representatives
from almost 50 groups, including pro-

? Michael Periscerakis, untitled statement of 18 June 1975,
Box 21, Seties B, War Resisters League Records, SCPC.
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fessional bodies and Turkey's largest labor,
women’s, and youth organizations. In its first
year, the TPA held more than 40 public
meetings in the counory’s major cities, pub-
lished a monthly journal, and participated in
conferences at home and overseas. Cam-
paigning for nuclear disarmament, the TPA.
sharply criticized che proposal to site the
neutron bomb in Turkey’s US and NATO
military bases (Furtado, 1983: 5, 9, 11;
Mowlam, 1983: 30).

Throughout Western Europe, the only
country in which the movement suffered a
serious setback was France. For a time,
developments there seemed promising
enough, with a rising opposition to nuclear
power cresting in 1976 and 1977. Assailing
the French governments enthusiasm for
nuclear-based energy, some 30,000 pracest-
ers turned out in late July 1977 to demon-
strate against the French breeder reactor at
Malville {Touraine, 1983: 26; Weart, 1988:
344-345). In other ways, however, the tide
was turning againse critics of the Bomb.
Beginning in 1977, cthe Socialist and Com-
munist delegates stopped atcending meetings
of the action committee against French
nuclear testing in Polynesia, for both parties
had decided to abandon their oppesition to
nuclear weapons. Their reversal of pasition
was based, in part, upon the existence of the
French nuclear weapons program, the force
de frappe; in part, on a desire for the foreign
policy independence that it provided for
France. Their decision also reflected political
opportunism, for it would free these pro-
ponents of a government of the Left of the
charge that they would surrender France to
the Sovier Union and would lessen the possi-
bility that the French military, fond of its
new weapons, would stage a coup o prevent
their taking office. Alchough leaders of both
parties had difficulties selling the new, pro-
nuclear position to their rank and file, ulti-
mately ic prevailed (Bourdet, 1990: 9-13;
Caldwell, 1980: 73—84; END Bulletin, 1981:

439



440

journal of PEACE RESEARCH

5-G; Howorth, 1984: 37—41; Mellon, 1982:
14-23).

North America

Meanwhile, the anti-nuclear movement in the
United States was growing. With the Vietnam
War at an end, oppositian to nuclear weapons
became a top issue among pacifists. WILPF
renewed irs emphasis on disarmament with a
number of disarmamenc seminars in May
1975 and, thereafter, sought to build support
for the UN disarmament conference.l9 In
1976, the War Resisters League took the lead
in organizing a Continental Walk for Disar-
mament and Social Justice, in which ‘the case
for disarmament’ was ‘taken to the people,
town by town’. During the following summer,
its national committee vated to make ‘Disar-
mament and Peace Conversion’ the highest
priority for the next year. In September 1978,
War Resisters League members staged simul-
raneous dernonstrations in Red Square and on
the White House lawn, where they unfurled
banners calling upon the two Cold War antag-
onists to disarm (Daviden, 1976: 31).'! Simi-
larly, in eary 1978 the Fellowship of
Reconciliation natiosal council — afier a dis-
cussion of nuclear disarmament, the UN
special session, and activities at Rocky Flats —
vated co ‘reaffirm disarmament as our major
priority’. The groups magazine, Fellowship,
explained: ‘Our membership and leadership
are agreed that, in view of the accelerating
arms race between the US and the USSR and
cheir client states, other programmatic
concerns must, for the moment, take second

place’ (Fellowship, 1978: 15)."2

1% Dorathy Seeffens to Board Members, 2 January 1976,
and minuces of che WILPF National Board meering, 8—10
April 1978, Box 25, Series A,2, WILPE Records, SCPC.
U David McReynolds to Lee Weingareen, 23 February
1977, Box 38, McReynalds Papers; minuces of WRL
National Commirtee meetings of 14-16 August 1977 and
6-8 October 1978, Box 2a, Series B, War Resisters League
Records.

12 Minutes of the FOR Natonal Council meeting, 16-19
April 1978, Box 8, Serics A-2, FOR Records, SCPC.
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As the resources and staff of the American
Friends Service Commictee (AFSC) dwarfed
thase of other pacifist groups, its change of
priorities was particularly important. Ron
Young, then the AFSC peace education sec-
retary, recalled that, with the end of the
Vietnam War in 1975, AFSC leaders asked
themselves: ‘OK, now what do we do?’ For
older staffers, who had cuc their teeth in the
anti-nuclear campaign of the late 19505 and
early 19G0s, the answer was easy: agitate for
nuclear disarmament. But younger staffers,
whase experience was limited to the inctense
struggle against the Vietnam War, were
SOmCWhaE rcluctant Lo recurn o a disarma—
ment agenda which, initially, they viewed as
somewhat old-fashioned and nebulous. Ulti-
mately, however, they accepted it as one of
the AFSC’s top priorities. Young recalled
that, in their eyes, nuclear war was ‘what
happened to the Vietnamese writ large. If
you look at images of Hiroshima, Asian
people, and also burned people, buildings
down, and whole villages descroyed, there
was a carryover . Consequently, the AFSC
stepped up its supporc for a nationwide
campaign against the B-1 bomber, a nuclear-
capable weapans system. It also expanded its
local organizing efforts against nuclear
weapans facilities — efforts chat were begin-
ning to take hold (Davidon, 197%: 46;
Jensen, 1999; Quaker Service Bulletin, 1989:
7-8; Solo, 1988: 32-33; Young, 1999). In
1975, the Rocky Flats Action Group held its
first demonstration, with 25 people. Three
years later, it turned out some 6,000 (Nelkin,
1981: 38).13

The USA’s non-pacifist groups were also
gravitating toward a nuclear disarmament
agenda. Women Strike for Peace (WSP)
demanded a test ban treaty, assailed the
neutron bomb, and discributed a brochure
entited ‘Human Beings Are an Endangered

13 “Bace Sheer on Histary of Rocky Flats Campaign', Box
1, AFSC-Racky Flats Projecr Records, Unjversity of
Colaorade, Boulder, CO.
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Species’. It also petitioned President Carter —
whom, at che outset of his administration, it
rather liked — to enter into negotations to
end the arms race (Litterine, 1978; Taylor,
1998: 111, 117-120).%% Clergy and Laicy
Concerned, faced with developing a new
focus after the Vietnam War, plunged not
only into the campaign against the B-1
bember, but inte opposition to nuclear facil-
ities and nuclear weapons (Jensen, 1999).
Similarly, the US branch of Pax Christ,
founded in 1973 and reorganized in 1975,
produced newsletters and other publications
that deale principally with nuclear issues
(Fahey, 1980: 61-63; Musto, 1986: 260).
Meanwhile, the Center for Defense Infor-
mation — organized by retired US military
officers disgusted with the nuclear arms race
— played an acrive role in apposing the B-1
bamber, criticizing the neutron bamb, and
promoting a nuclear test ban (Carroll,
2000).

As for SANE, in the aftermath of the
Vietnam War it denounced the Ford
administration’s nuclear policies, publicly
protested China’s atmospheric nuclear tests,
and, in testimony before the platform com-
mittee ar the 1976 Demaocratic National
Convention, assailed ‘strategic arms com-
petition and nuclear proliferation’. Quoting
the party’s presidencial candidate, Jimmy
Carter, it demanded ‘control, then reduc-
tion, and ultmately, elimination of nuclear
arsenals’.!® Like WSE SANE found Carter
an appealing candidate and nearly endorsed
him - though an endorsement would not
have counted for much for, ar the time,
SANE had little weight in US policics. When
David Carrright became execurive director

14 Elizabech S. French to Mary Boyer, 13 January [978 and
Edich Villastrigo ta Bob Marcus, 2 August 1977, Box 5,
Series A,3, and WSP press release of § November 1977,
Box 2, Series AB, WSD Records, SCPC.

5 SANE Warld, July—August 1975 and January 1977;
Statement by Sanford Gortlicb before the Democratic
Platform. Committee, 19 May 1976, Bex 3, Sanford
Gottlich Papers, Library of Congress, Washington, DC.
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the following year, the disarmament group
was at a low point organizationally, with only
about 4,000 members. But it gradually
began to revive, assisted by the public furor
over the neutron bomb, the growing concern
about nuclear power, and a closer relation-
ship with organized labor (Cortright, 1993:
7; Cortright, 1987; Gottlieb, 1998; Musil,
1998).

Anti-nuclear activities were also heating
up within the US scientific communiry. Led
by its new director, Jeremy Stone, the Feder-
ation of American Scientists (FAS) engaged
in vigorous efforts to defend Andret
Sakharov. Arranging for a meeting with the
dissident Sovier physicist, the FAS pressed
the Sovier government for Sakharov’s inclu-
sion in Pugwash meetings and, pending his
better treatment, organized a boycott by
individual sciencists of Soviet scientific
events. In addition, warning against
‘throwing the baby out with the bath’, the
FAS issued a vigorous challenge to the US
governments ‘linkage’ of a SALT II agree-
ment to Soviet behavior in other areas
(Stone, 1999 150-161; Scone, 1978:
38-39). Although the rapidly growing
Union of Concerned Scientists (UCS),
organized a few years carlier, emphasized the
issue of nuclear reactor safety, in 1978 it
issued a ‘Declaration on the Nuelear Arms
Race’. Calling for US initiatives to halt the
production of nuclear weapons, this declar-
aton was signed by thousands of scientists,
engineers, and other professionals (Bulletin of
the Atomtic Scientists, 1978: 8—10; Davidon,
1979: 45; Meyer, 1988: 118). Meanwhile,
pointing to the ‘rough strategic nuclear
parity’ between the United States and the
Soviet Union, the Bulletin of the Atomic
Scientists suggested that the US governmenc
simply ‘stop the race in accumulation of new
weapons and weapon delivery systems’, on a
temporary basis, to see if the Soviet Union
would follow its example (Feld, 1977: 9).

Many of these groups, plus others,
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worked cogether amicably in the Coalition
for a New Foreign and Military Policy, the
successor to the Vietnam-era Coalition to
Stop Funding the War. For the most part, the
new Coalition served as the congressional
lobbying arm of the US peace movement.
During these years, it focused especially on
the congressional passage of ‘transfer amend-
ments’ that would shift billions of dollars in
federal funding from military to social
programs. In this way, it was hoped, organiz-
ations focused aon expanding the nation’s
health, housing, education, mass transit, and
welfare facilities would join with critics of
the arms race ta limic the Pentagon’s expen-
sive weapons programs. Although Congress
repeatedly rejected these ‘transfer amend-
ments’, they did draw substanrial suppore
from liberal legislacors (Gortlieb, 1998).16 In
addition, in 1976, peace organizarions
formed an Ad Hoc Wotking Group for Dis-
armament that, in early 1977, became the
Coalition’s Disarmament Working Group.
By mid-1978, this Washington-based Dis-
armament Working Group consisted of
more than 40 national religious, labor, peace,
research, and social action organizations
(Aowoad, 1997: 144).17

For the time being, the biggest joinc dis-
armament praject taken on by US peace
groups was the campaign against the B-1
bomber. By the end of 1975, the AFSC's Terry
Provance had organized Stop the B-1 Bomber
groups in 180 US cities. Meanwhile, in
Washington, the AFSC had drawn togecher a
broad coalition of groups to lobby against the
weapons program, ranging from peace groups
like WSP che FAS, and the Council for a

Livabie World, te Environmental Action and

! ‘Propasal for a Successor Bady to the Caalition ro Stop
Funding the War' {23 June 1973}, Box 94, and anonymous
ta Ed, Joyee, Ann and Tra, 31 Qcraber 1975, Box 59, Secies
G, SANE Records, SCPC.

17 Joseph Clark to Edward Lawrence, 3 February 1977, and
Dick Creeeyr and E. Raymond Wilson o Membets of the
Disarmament Working Group, 2 August 1977, PBI, Series
G, SANE Records.
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Common Cause. Although the Republican
president, Gerald Ford, faced with primary
challenges from the hawkish Ronald Reagan,
puc himself clearly on record as favoring the
B-1, Carter seemed mare open to influence.
Consequently, peace activists bird-dogged
him at every campaign stop, pressing him to
scrap plans for the nuclear bomber. Mean-
while, thanks to movement lobbying, many
Diemocrats in Congress came out against the
weapon. As a result, during the Democratic
primaries, Carter commiced himself 1o
opposing the B-1 — a position that, despite
later equivocation on his par, activists did not
let him forget. Shortly after Carter’s election
victory, they held a vigil outside his home in
Plains, Georgia. And two days after Carrer’s
inauguration as president, activists sraged
anci-B-1 demonstrations in 145 cities, includ-
ing Washington, DC. ‘If Carter builds the
B-1, it will be a breach of faicth’, a WILPE
activist declared. With 33 national organiz-
ations working against the B-1 during early
1977, the White House was flooded with tele-
phone calls, letters, and appeals, including
an anti-B-1 petition signed by mayors of 29
cities ([saacs, 1999; Kotz, 1988: 140-160;
Provance, 1999).

US peace groups also worked together
on the [978 UN Special Session on Dis-
armament. Recognizing its potencial for
moabilizing public opinion and changing
public policy, US and overseas disarmarment
groups promoted public awareness of the
event, met togecher frequentcly, issued dis-
armament proposals, lobbied government
officials, and even hosted seminars on
disarmament for the official UN delega-
tions from small nations. On 27 May, they
staged a march through Manhattan and
rally for nuclear disarmamenr outside the
United Nartions buildings chat drew an esti-
mated 15,000 to 20,000 people — probably
the largest disarmament demonstration
up to that point in US history {Atwoad,
1997: 144-155; Atwood, 1999; Ballantyne,
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1999}.'* Although the UN Special Session
did not lead ta a breakthrough in the realm
of public policy, it secured an agreement by
the United Nations that the arms race jeop-
ardized the security of all nations, substan-
tially enhanced the role of disarmament
NGOs in UN affairs, focused che energies
of disparate groups, and raised public con-
sciousness, Furthermore, from che stand-
point of peace groups, cthe UN Special
Session produced an excellent ‘Final
Document’ — the result, in parc, of their
lobbying — which they championed there-
after (Arwood, 1997: 147-149, 152-155;
Ballantyne, 1999).19

This new concern with disarmament
intersected with rising US activism against
nuclear power. Organized by the Clamshell
Alliance, thousands of anti-nuclear demon-
strators staged a nonviolent occupation of
the Seabrook, New Hampshire nuclear
reactor site in April of 1977, leading wo 1,400
arrests. Most of the arrested refused bail, and
had to be held in jail for days or weeks. This
dramatic incidenc led to the appearance of
similar anti-nuclear power groups in other
regions, including the Catfish Alliance in
Alabama, the Oystershell Alliance in New
Otleans, the Caceus Alliance in Urah and
Arizona, and the Abalone Alliance in Cali-
fornia. The struggle at Seabrook was now re-
enacted nationwide. Although, superficiaily,
this was an environmental movement, the
underlying reality was that many of the
activists viewed nuclear reactors as merely
extensions of nuclear weapons. Bumper
stickers, boaks, and buttons depicted nuclear
power as the ‘silent bomb', while acrivises
% ‘United Nations Special Session on Disarmament
Bulledin #1° (12 January 1978), Box 2, Section IV, Serics
A6, WILPF Records; David McReynolds to A. Carradini,
31 May 1978, Connic Hogarth and McReynolds te Ron
Young ecal., 14 April 1978, Box 40, McReynolds Papers.
'* Homer Jack, ‘An Evaluatian of the UN Special Session.
on Disarmament’ {26 June 1978) and Dick Creecy o
Persons and  Organizadens in  the Disarmament

Movement, 3 August 1978, Bax 2, Seccion [V, Series A6,
WILPF Records.

NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT MOVEMENT, 1975-78

referred to both nuclear reactars and nuclear
weapons simply as ‘nukes’. The graphics used
in the campaign also emphasized the nuclear
connection: mushroom clouds rising from
reactor cooling towers, or a reactor shaped
like an egg cracking and giving birth to the
Bomb (Davidon, 1979: 45; Nelkin, 1981:
36; Sweer, 1978: 53; Walsh, 1978: 746;
Wasserman, 1979: 3-150),

The underlying revulsion against nuclear
weapons can also be seen in the backgrounds
of individual activists. Randy Kehler, ane of
those arrested ar Seabrook, recalled chac
nuclear war ‘was the shadow thar hung over
my life since the carly 1960s. Helen
Caldicott, an Australian physician who
moved to the United States in the late 19705
and praduced a cutting critique of nuclear
power (Nuclear Madness), recalled that she
had ‘grown up with the fear of imminent
annihilation by nuclear holocaust’; conse-
quently, she had become a leader in the cam-
paigns against French nuclear testing and
Australian  uranium  mining (Caldicot,
1979: 3; Caldicott, 1999; Kehler, 1999).
Peter Bergel, a leader in the occupations of
the Trojan nuclear power plant site oucside
Portland, had opposed nuclear weapons
testing as a college student in the 1960s and,
during the 1970s, had wanted to sail a ship
into the French nuclear testing zone. Frank
von Hippel, 2 physicist wha produced
devastating studies of nuclear reactor safety,
was the grandson of James Franck, one of
the earliest critics of the Bamb. He recalled
that he had ‘always focused on nuclear
weapaons issues, but ‘didn’c become active
unti] T ... became involved ... in the
nuclear energy issue’. A key reason for assail-
ing nuelear reactors at this time was that, by
contrast to the weapons, banning them
seemed feasible. As one eritic of nuclear
power observed: ‘I can't do anything about
bombs, but I can do something about
reactors.” Bergel regarded stopping nuclear
power as ‘a winnable issue, which was one of
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the things [ liked about it' (Bergel, 1999;
Nelkin, 1981: 36; von Hippel, 1999; Weart,
1988: 323).

The kinship of the two campaigns was
recognized by a new organization that united
them in a nationwide movement: Mobiliz-
ation for Survival. Organized at an April
1977 gathering in Philadelphia by represen-
tatives of 49 organizations, mostly peace and
anti-nuclear power groups, Mobilization for
Survival was afficially taunched in mid-year
around four goals: “Zero Nuclear Weapons’;
‘Ban Nuclear Power’; “Stop the Arms Race’;
and ‘Fund Human Needs'. As might be
expected, the first two proved the most
important foci of its subsequent activities.
That August, in commemoration of the
Hiroshima and Nagasaki bombings, the
Mobilization sponsored more than a
hundred public gatherings. In the fall, it
organized over two hundred teach-ins across
the country; though some drew as few as
thitey peaple, many attracted hundreds, and
at least two (in Boston and San Francisco)
drew more than a thousand participants. By
the time of its first nationwide conference in
December, the Mobilization claimed 330
affiliates, many of them small but militant
groups formed to campaign against nuclear
power plants. Assailing the idea of peaceful
nuclear power, Caldicott warned the gather-
ing: ‘Every country that builds a nuclear
reactor can build a bomb.” In May 1978, the
Mobilization played the central role in
organizing the demonstration at the UN
Special Session on Disarmament (Moore,
1981; 61).2

Although the impact of these develop-

ments upon the broader society was madest,

M A Call ta Acdon’ (June 1977}, Mike Mawby et al. o
Dear Friends, 5 Ocraber 1977, Minutes of Mabilizanion
Continuations Commiteee, 30 July 1977, George R
Vickers ta Bruce M. Brown, 23 PFebruary 1978, Bob
Moare, Norma Becker, and Terry Provance ta Dear Friend,
November 1978, and ‘Anci-Nuelear Farces Kick Off Mass
Movement', Energy Daily, 7 December 1977, Mabilizacion
far Survival Recards, SCPC,
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they did contribute to a fairly dovish mood.
Between March 1975 and March 1978, polls
found that the percentage of Americans
favoring increased military spending never
topped 29%. In 1977 and 1978, some three-
quarters of the population approved of a
nuclear test ban treaty. And, in July 1978, a
Harris poll found that 71% of respondents
favored a SALT II treaty. Only on the issue
of deploying the neutron bomb was there an
even splic n popular sentiment (Den
Oudsten, 1988; Gallup, 1979: 181-182;
Public Attitudes, 1998: 20).! In Congress, a
substantial bloc of liberal Democrats chal-
lenged Pentagon priotities. Some of them,
like US Senator George McGovern, of South
Dakota, had warm relations with peace
groups.”? In 1976, when Presidenc Ford
requested funding to start production of the
B-1 bomber, these Congressional Democracs
passed a measure drawn up by the Stop the
B-1 Bomber Campaign and its close Con-
gressional allies to block action. Though not
killing the project, it delayed a decision on
production until the following year, when
many hoped that a Democratic President
would slay the B-1 dragon (Kotz, 1988:
146—50; Provance, 1999).

This seemed quite possible. During his
1976 campaign, the Democratic Presidential
candidate, Jimmy Carter, not only pro-
claimed his opposition to the B-1, but called
for curbs on nuclear power and proliferacion,
a comprehensive nuclear resc ban, and
movement toward che elimination of all
nuclear weapons. In part, these positions
reflected Carter’s humane, religious convic-
tions, which led him to believe that mass
killing was immoral. In addition, his experi-
ence as a nuclear engineer gave him a
sophisticated understanding of nuclear

2t *The Harris Survey' {10 July 1978), ‘Harris Polls' Falder,
Box 3, Office of the Assistant ta the President for Com-
municacians Reeotds, Jimmy Career Library, Adanta, GA.
22 See, for example, McGovern to Edhel Taylor, 23 fune and
19 December 1978, Bax 1, Series A8, WSP Records.
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dangers (Brzezinski, 1999; Carter, 1976:
8-14; Warnke, 1999). But Carcer's dovish
stands on nuclear issues also reflected his
interaction with Democratic Party and peace
activists that year. During the primaries, he
tecalled, small groups of people mer with
him, and ‘I listened to . . . their suggestions
about . .
concerned about in SALT and non-prolifer-
ation. So I began to expand my mind a litde
bit further.'? In addition, Carter became a
goad friend that year of Harold Willens, the
California businessman who had long been a
vigorous opponent of nuclear weapons and a
staunch supporter of peace groups. Willens
recalled that Carter ‘was very anxious to have
me become a spakesman for him because he
was not well-known among Northern pro-
gressives’. In private, they discussed the
dangers of the puclear arms race ar length,
and, according to Willens, Carter ‘was really
a soulmarte’. Shordy after Carter’s election,
the president-elect invited Willens and his
dovish associate, the actor Paul Newman, to
meetr with him in Washington. Here, over
dinner, Willens noted, ‘we talked a lot about
what ... Carter could do as President’ to
curb the nuclear menace. ‘And he . . . made
certain  commirmentss (Willens, 2000,
Willens, 1978: 7).

The nuclear disarmament campaign also
began to gather momentum in Canada.
With the Vietnam War at an end, the Voice
of Women (VOW), like so many other peace
groups, joined the struggle against nuclear
power, which in the Canadian case meant
opposing the manufacture, promotion, and
sale of Canadian reactors abroad. However,
as the UN Special Session approached, it

. defense matters, whar they were

focused more directly on the nuclear arms
race. VOW sent 2 substandial delegation to
New York City for the event, at which it
lobbied, discussed disarmament strategy

2 Oral hiseory interview wich Jimmy Cacter, 29 Novernher
1982, p. 3, Carter Library.
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with its overseas counterparts, and demon-
strated.* The UN Special Session also
helped set the priorities of a new Canadian
peace organization. During 1976, religious
pacifists and experts on Third World
ecanomic development began discussions on
the relationship between disarmament and
development. On 1 January 1977, they
launched Projece Ploughshares, a study and
action group whose name was taken from the
biblical verse that spoke of the beating of
swords into ploughshares and spears into
pruning hooks. The Canadian Council of
Churches found the venture atcractive and,
in the middle of that year, adopted Project
Ploughshares, whose sponsorship and
funding henceforth came from 12 church
and civic groups. Although the peace
organization initially critiqued aspects of the
Canadian military budget, the advent of the
UN Special Session redirected its energies
toward highlighting the Soviee-US arms race
(Newman, 1999: 47-48).2%

Pacific Island Nations

Alchough the Australian nuclear disarma-
ment moavement had less public presence
during chese years chan the North American,
it, coo, was teviving. In part, this revival, like
the Aurries of activity in Western Europe and
North America, emerged obliquely, chanks
to the growth of widespread public opposi-
Indeed, the
campaign against uranium mining was the
Australian counterpart to the campaign

tion fo uranjum mining,

against nuclear power in Western Europe
and the United States. In this uranium-rich
country, critics of uranium mining pointed

2 Donna Elliott to the Membership, VOW, Nevember
1975, VOW Mewsierzer (August 1978), and ‘Statement of
the Voice of Women . . . to the Uniced Narions Special
Session of the General Assembly Devated to Disarma-
ment', VOW Recards, SCPC.

% “Summary of the History of Project Ploughshares',
Project Ploughshares Records, Conrad Grebel College,
Whaterloa, ON, Canada.
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out that it caused radioactive contamination
of the environment, encauraged the growth
of dangerous nuclear reacrors, and provided
the raw material for the building of nuclear
weapans. Launched in 1975 by environ-
mentalists, peace activists, and assorted
radicals, the crusade against uranium mining
was soon loosely coordinated by a National
Uranium Maratorium Campaign. By 1977,
the campaign had become a mass movernent,
with frequenc demonstrations held by a far-
Aung network of local groups. It also won the
backing of the Australian Labor Party and of
many unions, whose members recognized all
too well what uranium mining did to
warkers. As Caldicott quipped: ‘They were
more concerned ahout their testicles than
their jobs' (Burgmann, 1993: 195-198;
Caldicotr, 1999; Camilleri, 1979: 40-44;
Summy & Saunders, 1987: 33-35}). In
addition, more direct disarmament activity
emerged in connection wich the UN Special
Session. In April 1978, peace groups
convened ‘Australian People’s Disarmament’
conferences in Melbourne and Sydney.
Meanwhile, the Australian Peace Liaison
Committee circulated an ‘Australian Disar-
mament Declaration’ secting out ‘seven
concrete ways in which Australia could con-
tribute to halting the arms race’. These
methods included fostering a treaty to ban
the use of nuclear weapons and haiting the
mining and export of uranium (Summy &
Saunders, 1987: 38-39}.2¢

In New Zealand, public protest developed
over the visits of US nuclear-armed and
nuclear-powered warships. From 1973 two
1975, New Zealand’s Labour government
had banned such visits. But pressure from
the US government to resume them led, in
mid-1975, to the idea of Peace Squadrons,
small flotillas of private boats that would
block the entry of nuclear warships into New
% ‘Appeal from the Australian People’s Disarmament Con-

ference’ (April 1978), Auscralian Peace Liaison Commirtree
Recards, SCPC.
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Zealand’s harbors. Their ariginator was the
Rev. George Armstrong, a peace activist and
theologian who launched the venture in
Auckland that October. It would be ‘2
creative, affirmative, non-violent action’, he
said — ‘2 symbolic gesture of resistance to the
destruction of humaniry’ and something chat
‘could make New Zealand an island of sanicy
in an ocean of peace’. Their commitment
was soon tested, for, the following month,
Labour was defeated at the polls by the con-
servative National Party, which reinsticured
visits by the nuclear warships. Anticiparing
difficulties in Auckland, the government
arranged for the first US nuclear warship, the
Truxton, to arrive at Wellington. [t was met
there by a small Wellington Peace Squadron,
as well as by 2 union ban on the waterfrant,
which prevented it from berthing. In
Ocrober 1976, when the US nuclear cruiser
Lang Beach artived at Auckland, a more sub-
stancial Peace Squadron of some 150 small
yaches, dinghies, canoes, and kayaks
obstructed its passage, as did individual surf-
boarders, flying the nuclear disarmament
symbol (Clements, 1988: 108-110; Landais-
Stamp & Rogers, 1989: 20; Newnham,
1986: 8, 11-19).7?

Attracting very substantial publicity in
New Zealand and overseas, Peace Squadron
activism continued thereafter, increasingly
setting the terms for public debate. In early
1978, a fHect of 100 protest vessels met the
US nuclear submarine Pimtado. Although
navy and police vessels and helicopters
managed to disrupt the peace flotilla, capsiz-
ing several protest boats, the event produced
dramatic confrontations. The commander of
the Pintads, disturbed by the sight of a
mother cradling a baby in her arms in 2 small
protest craft before the ship’s bow, told the
press: ‘She was holding that baby to her, and
Ill never forget the way she looked at
me. . .. We were like chat for 30 seconds —

27 “Peace Squadron’, CND (New Zealand) Records, SCPC.
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30 years — who knows? It scemed a long
time.” With the announcement by the
government of anacher nuclear submarine
visit, Friends of the Earth, Greenpeace, New
Zealand CND, the New Zealand Foun-
dation for Peace Studies, and the Auckland
branch of the United Nations Associaton
joined the Peace Squadrons in secking a
supreme court injunction. to block it. The
leader of the Labour apposition, Bill
Rowling, charged that the Nadonal Pargy
was making New Zealand ‘a doormat for the
lacger powers. . .. New Zealand should not
be sucked into their war games’. Committing
the Labour Party to che struggle for a
nuclear-free Pacific, he declared that che
region provided ‘the last remaining oppor-
tunity to take a stand against the escalation
of the arms race’ (Clements, 1988: 111-113;
Newnham, 1986: 22-3G}.

These events added momentum to the
emerging nuclear-free movement through-
out the Pacific. In early April 1975, thanks
primarily to the efforts of Fiji's anti-nuclear
group, ATOM, as well as to anti-nuclear
organizations in New Zealand, Tahiti, Aus-
tralia, and France, 88 delegates representing
85 organizations in 20 Pacfic and owo
European countries met in Suva, Fiji, for a
week-long Conference for a Nuclear Free
Pacific. Discussing the French government’s
use of Mururoa for nuclear testing, the US
government’s use of Micronesia for nuclear
testing and nuclear weapaons bases, and other
great-power uses of the region for their
military purposes, the conferees agreed ‘that
racism, colonialism, and imperialism lie at
the acrivities of the nuclear
powers in the Pacific. The Pacific peoples and
their environment continue to be exploited
because Pacific Islanders are considered
insignificant in numbers and inferior as
people.’ This emphasis barely papered over a
division in the movement between those
emphasizing nuclear issues (usually from
predominantly white nations) and chose

the core of . ..
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emphasizing independence issues (usually
from predominantly non-white colonies ot
recent colonies}. Fven so, the conference did
launch the Nuclear Free Pacific Movement,
with a People’s Charter that called for pro-
hibiting the tests of nuclear weapons and
delivery systems; the presence of such
weapons, suppart systems, or bases, nuclear
reactors and waste storage; and urznium
mining. In 1978, the movement held
another international conference ac Ponape,
in the Caroline Islands. Although this gath-
ering, like the one in 1975, was plagued by
the difficuley of reconciling anti-nuclear and
independence emphases, the delegates did
endorse a new People’s Treaty for a Nuclear-
Free Pacific. The latter charged thac ‘our
environment continues to be despoiled by
foreign powers developing nuclear weapons
for a strategy of warfare that has no winners,
no liberators, and imperils the survival of all
humankind’ (Bedford, 1990: 20-21:
Scheiner, 1987: 9).28

In Japan, too, the movement was on the
upswing. Soka Gakkai, a peace-oriented
Buddhist group, held anti-nuclear exhi-
bicions in Japan’s cities and gathered 10
million signacures on petitions calling for the
abolicion of nuclear weapons. Increasing
numbers of Japanese people visited the
Hiroshima and Nagasaki peace memorials,
which, by the end of 1978, had attracted
more than 38 million visitors (Commitcee
for the Compilacion of Macerials, 1981:
605).”° Furthermore, the growing use of
nuclear reactoss in Japan stirred widespread
resistance (Kamaca 8 Salaff, 1982: 49; The
Meaning of Survival, 1983: 259; Wasserman,

3 Amelia Rakeruivuna 1o Dear Friend of ATOM, Januacy
1975, Greenpeace Pacific Recards, SCPC; ‘A Fiji Declar-
ation by the Canference for a Nuclear Frec Pacific’ {7 April
1975}, Bax 500, War Resisters' Inrernatianal (hereafeer
WRI) Records, Internacional Institute for Social Hiscory,
Amsterdam.

2 ‘Summary of Saka Gakkai' and Daisaku Tkeda, 4 Tén-
Poinr Proposal on Nuclear Disarmamenr (1979), p. 6, Soka
Gakkai International Records, SCPC,
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1979: 166-174).% The most important
factor behind revival,
however, was the shift toward greater unity
in the sharply divided nuclear disarmament
movement, spurred on by the entreaties of
non-political citizens’ anti-nuclear groups
and by the approach of the UN Special
Session. In May 1977, the two major anti-
nuclear organizations, Gensuikyo and Gen-
suilin, agreed to hold a united world
conference against atomic and hydrogen
bombs, to establish a united delegation for
the UN conclave, and to work toward
organizational uniry. Although the 1977
world conference proved a mixed success and
tensions persisted between the two and-
nuclear arganizacions, Japanese activists con-
sidered the UN Special Session a grear
success. Not only did Japan’s 500-member
peace delegation provide the largest overseas
contingent, but it presented a nuclear
abolition petition to the UN with nearly 19
million signatures, and came away delighted
by the official UN declaration. When Gen-
suikyo and Gensuikin held another united
wotld conference in Hiroshima on 6 August
1978, the gathering attracted the partici-
pation of numerous citizen action groups
thac had abandoned these kinds of meetings
15 years before (Akamatsu, 1999; Anzai,
1999; Koschmann, n.d.: 16-18; The
Meaning of Survival, 1983: 253, 255, 259}.

the anti-nuclear

Elsewhere

In other portions of the world, however, the
nuclear disarmamenc movement remained
far weaker. Latin America — locared on the
outer fringes of the Soviee—US nuclear arms
race and plagued by repressive governments
— experienced very litdle anti-nuclear activity
during these years, although a small group in

¥ “Reporc of the Fatum on the Problem of Atomic Power
Stations and Aramic Power’; in Documents of 1977 World
Conference Against A and H Bowbs, p. 19, World Con-
ferenece Against A and H Bombs Records, SCPC.
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Brazil did seek to combat its government’s
moves toward developing nuclear weapons.®!
In the Middle East and Africa, where con-
ditions were similar, the movement remained
somnolent.

Although the communist nations of
Eastern Europe also had governments thar
severely circumseribed the opportunities for
protest ventures, they were considerably
closer to the fronr lines of the East—West
nuclear confrontation. Thus, given the
loaming possibility of nuclear war, as well as
links with Western activists, small-scale anri-
nuclear acuvity did emerge there. In a
message dispacched o the fall 1975 Pugwash
symposium on ‘New Designs for Complete
Nuclear Disarmament’, Andrei Sakharov
pointed our that he shared the views of
participants that ‘the problems of disarma-
ment have an evident priority over other
problems confronting mankind now'.
Indeed, he favored ‘the total prohibition of
nuclear weaponry’ cthrough  step-by-step
measures. [n gcncral, Sovier scientists, sensi-
tized by the Pugwash conferences and cheir
reading of the Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists,
provided an anti-nuclear constituency
(Evangelista, 1999: 39, 89; Sakharov, 1975:
8-9), as did Soviet ‘hippies’, who staged anti-
military protests or gathered for discussions
of peacemaking (Alexeyeva, 1988: 4;
llukhina & Paviova, 1995: 5). Even within
the narrow confines of the Communist Parry,
reformers defended disarmament againsc
what they called ‘Sealinist conservatism’. In
articles published in 1978, Georgi Arbatov
argued chat there would be no winners in 2
nuclear war and that ‘no one will rerurn’
from one — statements that rankled in official
circles (Arbatov, 1992: 144, 243; English,
2000: 150-157).

Dissent from the official ‘peace through
strength’ position also began to appear in
communist East Germany. In June 1978, an

3 Noam Chomsky to Sanford Goulieb, 16 January 1976,
Box 59, Series G, SANE Reeards.
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announcement by Education Minister
Margot Honecker of a government plan wo
introduce defense studies into the ninch- and
tenth-grade curriculum touched off major
protests by parents, youth groups, and
members of the clergy. The Evangelical
Church sent a letter 1o its parishioners
stating its strong opposition to the measure
and, in addition, set up Peace Education
initiatives at parish and regional levels. These
stirrings of dissent were encouraged by the
tisc of the West European nuclear disarma-
ment movement. Watching the ‘Wescern
demonstrations  on  West
German television broadcasts, which could
be viewed equally well in most of East
Germany, many citizens of the German
Democratic Republic, and especially the
young, were favorably impressed. Further-
moare, since 1977, the Evangelical Church
had been widening its contacts with the
major anti-nuclear group in the Netherlands,
the Inter-Church Peace Council {Allen,
1989: 96-98; Drefahl, 1999; Mleczkaowski,
1983: 187; Tismaneanu, 1990; 11).

anti-nuclear

The Peace Movement
Internationals: Independent and
Communist

During these years, the independent peace
internationals, reflecting the ferment in cheir
own national sections, began to place more
emphasis on nuclear issues. At the April
1977 council meeting of the War Resisters’
[nternational (WRI), David McReynolds of
America’s War Resisters League, pointing to
the growing demonstrations and the forth-
coming UN special session, persuaded the
organization to give a high priority to disar-
mament, with nuclear disarmament as the
first step. The following year, ac its July
meeting, the WRI council added opposition
to nuclear energy to the organizacions
agenda, citing ‘the inevitable link between
the production of nuclear power and nuclear

NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT MOVEMENT, 1975-78

weapons’.*? The faich-based internationals,
ranging from the World Conference on
Religion and Peace to the International
Fellowship of Reconciliation, confronted che
nuclear issue as well, In a stacement issued on
6 August 1977, the 32nd anniversary of che
Hiroshima bombing, Pax Christi Inrer-
national called on ‘all governments of the
world to immediately disarm all existing
nuclear weapons and to discontinue the
development of even maore terrible weapons
of descruction’.3? That same month, as scien-
tists and scholars from around the warld
gathered for the 27th meeting of the
Pugwash Conferences on Science and World
Affairs, the organization’s governing council
wasned of new weapons of mass destruction,
nuclear proliferation, and the impasse in
nuclear arms control. It therefore called on
the leaders of concerned governments,
particularly those of the United Staces and
the USSR, ‘to halt new weapons deployment
and reverse the arms race’ and ‘on men and
women everywhere to redouble their efforts
to make their governments understand and
act in the face of our common peril’ (Bulletin
of the Atemic Scienrists, 1977: G).

For the nme being, however, these inter-
national peace organizations had little power
to implement cheir recommendations. Not
only were they divided by constituency,
bur their resources were quite minimal.*
After the end of the Vietnam War, the
32 Minutes of che WRI council meeting of 4-11 April
1977, Bax 31, ‘Policy suggestians: David McReynalds,
elected member, Council’ {April 1977), Box 38,
Recommendations made, decisions taken, and resolutions
passed ae WRI council meeting of 10-14 July 1978, Bax
39, WRI Records.

31 ‘Peace Mavement for Disarmamenc and che Abolition of
Nucleat Weapons' (1982), Rissho Kasei-kai Becords,
SCPC; minutes of WRI emergency council meering of
10-15 July 1978, Box 39, WRI Records; ‘Statement of Pax
Christi Incernacional on Hiroshima Day, 6th August
1977", Pax Christi International Recards, SCPC.

3 Minutes of the WRI council meeting of 4-11 April
1977, Box 31, and Devi Prasad, ‘Message o the WRI
Council Meeting' {Junc 1976), Box 37, WRI Records; Jim

Forest to executive scaff, 29 July 1975, Box 21, Series B,
War Resisters League Records.
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[nternatonal Confederation for Disarma-
ment and Peace, with its roots in the anti-
nuclear campaign of the eatly 1960s and its
broad mix of constituencies, had the poten-
tial for drawing these scattered groups
together into a powerful disarmamenc
movement. And ic did show a renewed
interest in nuclear disarmament, particularly
with the approach of the UN Special Session
(Oakes, 1999; Young, 1999).33 But, instead
of rebuilding this languishing organization,
leading activists sought to create a new one.
On 6 August 1977, the establishmenc of an
Internarional Maobilization for Survival was
announced at press conferences held simul-
taneously in Stockholm, Washington, San
Francisco, and Hiroshima. In a joint stace-
ment, the top leaders of the ICDPE, che
IFOR, WILPE, the WRI, Pax Christi, che
World Council of Churches, and other
groups called upon ‘the people of every
nation to mobilize for survival, to ‘require
their governments to move beyond the
rhetoric of disarmament toward concrere
action’. They concluded: ‘Let the year ahead
be a time of decermined actions toward the
abolicion of all nuclear weapons and the end
of the arms race. Let the year ahead affirm
our common humanity and our ability to
solve our differences peacefully”’ Neverthe-
less, although the new international main-
tained reasonably good momentum through
the meeting of the UN Special Session,
during which it hosted strategy sessions and
the mass public rally in New York Ciry, it
remained a short-term, consulrative venture
rather than a lang-term, structured organiz-
ation. After the UN events, it disintegrated,
leaving its US namesake as the sole survivor
of the 1977-78 upsurge.’

Unlike its independent rivals, the com-

35 Minuees of the ICDIP execurive committee, 4 and 5
February 1977, Box 59, Series G, SANE Records.

3 [nternational Statement of Maobilizadon for Suevival’ (6
Anguse 1977), Mobilization for Survival Records, SCPC;
‘International Mabilisation for Survival’ (29 March 1978),
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munist-led World Peace Council seemed
quite able to provide international coordi-
nation for its sector of the world peace
movement. In June 1973, with the Vietnam
War at an end, the WPC launched a mass
petition campaign called the New Stockholm
Appeal, which demanded an end to the arms
race. Eventually, the WPC claimed to have
obtained 450 millior signarures on this state-
ment.37 The WPC also threw itself into the
anti-neutron bomb campaign — one chat,
with its emphasis upon the fiendishness of an
exclusively US weapon, possessed particular
appeal for these pro-Soviet activists, “The
mobilization of the public of the world
against che neutron bomb is the central
question of the fighe for peace’, observed
WPC vice president Albert Norden. Beating
the drum for global protest, the WPC called
upon the people of the wotld to unite and ‘say
“No”” to the US government’s ‘horror-bomb’
{(Peace Courier, 19772: 1-2, 1977b: 1-2).3% In
addition, the WPC championed the UN
Special Session on Disarmament, declaring
that the WPC ‘and che national arganizations
in it from more than 130 countries of the
world will do their best to mobilize public
apinion’ to ‘ensure that the Special Session
achieves its full potentialities’.??

[ fact, however, the WPC was a much less
effective organization chan ic appeared. Its
strongest and mast powerful affiliaces existed
in Sovier bloc nations, where they were
bolstered by the enormous power of party

Reel 17, CND (Britain} Records; ‘Intcrnational Mobiliz-
ation for Survival Strategy for Disarnament Conference’
{(May 1978}, Box 23, Series B, War Resisters League
Recards.

1 Sylvia Kushner to Dear Friend, [1975], and WPC,
‘Declatation on Disarmament’ (January 1978), Mark
Solomon Papers, West Newton, MA; N. Voshinin, ‘Note
to Sccretariat: Preliminary ideas for the draft programme
of the WPC for 1976" {ca. late 1975), 93.456, Deurscher
Friedensrat Records, Federal Archives, Berlin.

& Albert Norden to Romesh Chandra, 11 April 1978, [V
B.2/2.028/52, Socialist Unity Parry Records, Federal
Archives, Berlin.

3 WPC, ‘Declaration on Disarmamend (January 1978),
Solomon Papers.
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and state. Certainly, this accounted for the
vast number of signatures on the New Scock-
holm Appeal. In Hungary, the Hungarian
Peace Council claimed to have obtained 7.5
million signatures, a figure not much smaller
than the population of that nacion.*® But,
ouside of these friendly environs, the WPC
could rarely field a significant peace group;
indeed, many WPC affiliates existed only on
paper. The world peace conferences of the
WDPC drew massive attendance because they
provided free airline tickets, room, and board
to people around the world who — often
lacking any organizational base in their
homelands — availed themselves of the oppor-
tunity for an all-expenses-paid junket 1o
Soviet bloc nations. Even some WPC officials
recognized that this procedure created a
phantom movement, without significant
roots in individual nations (Prince, 199%;
Soloman, 1999). Furthermore, the Vietmam
War, which had provided the most popular
boost to the WPC in its history, came to an
end, thus leading to a considerable loss of
momencum in the WPC (Prince, 1999;
Taipale, 1987: 34).

In addition, despite the overlapping
concern with disarmamenct issues, indepen-
dent and communist activists were far apart
on other issues and, as a consequence,
remained suspicious of one another. In
contrast ta the WPC’s adoradion of the
Soviec Union and its leaders (Turski &
Zdanawski, 1976G: 104), independent peace
groups not only freely criticized the mili-
tarism of both Cold War blocs, but persist-
ently criticized human rights violations.*! As
a result of these and other incomparibilities,

0 Jlona Sebestyén o Dear Friends, January 1977, Hun-
garian Peace Cauncil Recotds, SCPC.

41 'The WHRI & Dissent in Eastern Europe’ (10 April
1977}, and ‘Human Rights in the Socialist Countries’
tApril 1977), Box 3§, WRI Recards; Bernard Cardinal
Alfrink to Gustav Husak, 19 October 1977, and “State-
mene by Pax Chiisti Internacional coneeming the case of
Jaeri Otlov' (31 May 1978), Pax Christi [acernationa]
(Metherlands) Recards, SCPC,
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even in those few independent organizations
where Communist Party activists  had
secured a foothold, chey soon lost ic. In
Brirain, CNDs dwindling membership
during the early 1970s had magnified che
influence of the small number of commu-
nists within the organijzation, and a few even
emerged as CND leaders. Bur, in 1977, with
CND undergoing a growth spurt, non-
communists began to shoulder them aside
(Ceade], 1985: 226; Jones, 1998; Kent,
1990, 1999; Taylor, 1987: 170-173). For its
part, the WPC did not much like indepen-
dent groups. Charging that Mobilization for
Survival was no more than a2 CIA frong,
WPC President Romesh Chandra waged a
fierce public campaign againsc it (Provance,
199912 On other occasions, the WPC
joined with local communist cadres to
encourage the development of competing
organizacions with a pro-Soviet perspective

(Prince, 1999).43

Coanclusion

Thus, berween 1975 and 1978, a nuclear dis-
armament campaign once more began to
take shape across substantial portions of the
globe. In addition to items unigue to
particular nations, important global develop-
ments played the key rale in chis revival: the
end of the Vietnam War; the rise of environ-
mentalism; the meeting of the UN Special
Session on Disarmament; and the deterio-
ration of Soviec—US dérente. This blend of
causative factors includes an international
danger hat certainly helped set the
movement on course: the escalating
Soviet—US nuclear arms race. Without ir, the
anti-nuclear campaign probably would have
continued in the doldrums. Even so, as some
4 Minutes of WRI executive committee meering of 20-21
May 1978, Bax 31, WRI Records.

43 Frances Williams et al. to delegares of the conference to
faund the US Organizing Commitwee for the Waorld Deace

Council, 20 Qcrober 1976, and Sandy Pallack co Dear
Friend, 23 March 1978, Salomon Papers.
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scholars have suggested {Gleditsch, 1990:
76-80; Salomon, 1986: 115-127), factors
other than the reviving Sovier—US confron-
tacion contributed to the rise of this
movement. As this account indicates, chey
include environmental concerns, the redirec-
tion of the peace constituency, and the
political  opportunicies  afforded  the
movement by external events (such as the
UN special session). Nor is this surprising.
While addressing their professed goals, social
movements also draw upon whatever related
concerns and opportunities are available to
them. In this fashion, they broaden their
appeal and influence.

Of course, despite its resurgence, the
nuclear disarmament campaign remained
fairly weak in 1978, and few could predict
that it had much of a future. After all, in
many nations, the andi-nuclear movement
barely existed or did not exist at all. And even
where it was beginning to develop a sub-
stantial presence, it dissipared its slender
tesources and energies among scattered
projects. Furthermore, international coordi-
nation of the movement was almost entirely
lacking — except, of course, from the World
Peace Council, which most of the new, non-
communist activists considered hopelessly
one-sided. Nevertheless, years of
dormancy, public agitation against nuclear
weapons was once again on the upswing.
And some of the key organizations that
would participate in the vast upsurge of
protest in the early 1980s were now in place.
All that was necessary to transform chis
emerging movement inta 2 mass phenom-
enon was an exhibition of reckless behavior
by the nuclear powers — and, given theic
obsession with strengthening their abilicy to
fighc and win a nuclear war, they would soon
provide it (Wictner, 2003).

after
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