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Blessed are the Peacemakers

OW SHOULD the Christian face the problems that confront him as he
enters the new year? Above all, how should he face the threat of a nuclear
war? Time was when he could make a distinction between a just and an unjust
war. He could feel that it was his Christian duty to fight in defense of freedom,
to lay down his life for the preservation of the values that mankind had slowly
acquired. But would that be the case today, when there is a risk of all of
mankind’s values being annihilated in a nuclear holocaust?

Justice, freedom, and charity are always in jeopardy and must ever be
defended. But has not war on an international scale, in a hydrogen-bomb
age, become obsolete as a means for defending any values? Peace is no longer
merely a higher way of life for mankind, but an imperative. The words of the
Lord take on an enormous significance: “They that take the sword shall
perish with the sword.”

The means are now available by which vast areas can be reduced to rubble
and made almost uninhabitable with a dozen bombs carried by guided missiles.
Large areas of the earth’s surface can be contaminated with radio-active
fallout. Yes, even the unborn generations, if there are any, can be cursed with
hideous deformities. Over 2000 American scientists in an appeal to the world
in 1957 said, “Each added amount of radiation causes damage to the health
of human beings all over the world and causes damage to the pool of germ
plasma such as to lead to an increase in the number of seriously defective
children that will be born in future generations.”

There are and always have been those who have sought to escape making a
decision on this question by dividing life into the sacred and the secular, and
averring that since war belongs to the latter, the responsibility belongs there—
that the sacred realm of life deals only with the individual’s relationship to
God. But both the sacred and the secular have their existence in the same
world. All the kingdoms of this earth cannot be brought under the rule of
God, unless the secular becomes suffused with the aspirations and hopes of the
sacred. Religion, if it has any life, operates in this world and must bear a
share of responsibility for what happens in this world. A man cannot act in
accord with the will of the Lord in his religious life, and disobay it in his secular
life. The church cannot evade all responsibility for what happens in the secular
dimension of life. Several years ago the eminent sociologist, C. Wright Mills,
in an impressioned article entitled “A Pagan Sermon to the Christian Clergy”’
declared that religion had made a complete surrender to the power-conflicts
of today. He wrote that only a few humanists spoke against the preparations
for massive annihilation, while religious authorities remained silent. Dr. Mill’s
indictment was much too severe, for if true—and there is some truth in it—it
would mean that religion of today had retreated from all responsibility for
man’s behavior. This is not the case. Christian leaders have been profoundly
concerned as the nations engaged in two devastating wars, only to be followed
by an era in which the threat of nuclear destruction hovered over the head of
mankind,

But however concerned with the present situation the Christian leaders
are or have been, they have not been able to come up with a solution acceptable
to the majority, or even a strong minority, of the church membership. The
result is that the church seems to have little influence upon the course of events.

A small minority has espoused pacifism, or some gradations of this tactic.
Of late we have heard much about “nuclear pacifism”. Exponents of this idea
would have their nation renounce nuclear weapons, destroy whatever stock-
piles of these are in its possession, and solemnly declare that under no circum-
stances would it resort to the use of them. It is among these pacifists in Great
Britain that the slogan “Better red than dead” gained currency.

More extreme forms of Christian pacifism would renounce violence in any
form as a part of national policy. Biblical texts in abundance are cited in
justification of this plea. An aggressive nationwould be allowed to walk in
and take over a pacifist nation without resistance.

The adherents of this view from Leo Tolstoy on down affirm that pacifism
is not identical with passivity, that it calls upon its adherents to place their
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