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WHO CARES?

How many circles of ruined lives ripple out from the dreadful activity of
awar? And who cares? Do the old men who start war care? Do those who
make fortunes from war care? Do those who garner prestige, populari-
ty or power from war care? Do the well-paid professional propagandists
care? Do the Christian Just War theologians in their air-conditioned ivo-
ry towers or well-appointed think-tank offices care? Do the well-oiled
mass media chatterers care? Do the collaborationist clergy—Catholic,
Protestant, Orthodox or Evangelical—care? Please! Such people have
much more important things to care about than the ruined lives of
anonymous, irrelevant nobodies—although they recognize that cultural
etiquette requires that they publicly feign momentary care for the hu-
man beings they have sent to destruction.

Consider The Hero penned by Siegfried Sassoon during the war that was
marketed to ordinary folks as “The War to Make the World Safe for
Democracy.” Sassoon’s subtitle is, A brother officer giving white-haired moth-
ex fictitious account of her cold-footed son’s death at the front:

“Jack fell as hed have wished,” the Mother said,
And folded up the letter that shed read.
“The Colonel writes so nicely.” Something broke
In the tired voice that quavered to a choke.
She half looked up. “We mothers are so proud
Of our dead soldiers” Then her face was bowed.

Quietly the Brother Officer went out.

He'd told the poor old dear some gallant lies
That she would nourish all her days, no doubt.
For while he coughed and mumbled, her weak eyes
Had shone with gentle triumph, brimmed with joy,
Because he'd been so brave, her glorious boy.

He thought how “Jack,” cold-footed, useless swine,
Had panicked down the trench that night the mine
Went up at Wicked Corner; how he'd tried
To get sent home, and how, at last, he died,
Blown to small bits. And no one seemed to care
Except that lonely woman with white hair.
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A FATHER’S UNBEARABLE PAIN

HOLLYWOOD, FL [08/26/04]—A distraught father, Carlos Arredondo,
44, who had just been told his son, Marine Lance Corporal Alexander
Arredondo, was killed in combat in Iraq, set himself on fire in a Marine
Corp van.

Melida Arredondo, Alex’s stepmother, fell in love with her husband-to-be
the moment she saw him with his two sons. Carlos Arredondo’s devotion to
them was unwavering, she said. “Alex was too young. He was just so young.”

“Tunderstand the impulse,” said Arthur MacDonald, when told of Carlos
Arredondo’s act. Arthur MacDonald buried his own son, Marine Lance
Corporal Gregory MacDonald, fourteen months earlier after he was
killed forty-five miles southwest of Baghdad. “There are 976 dead now,”
noted Arthur MacDonald. “Who will remember them?”

WOMAN DIES AFTER SON’S DEATH IN IRAQ

TUCSON, AZ [10/08/04]—A forty-five-year-old woman, Karen Unruh-
Wabhrer, collapsed and died days after learning her son, Army Specialist
Robert Unruh, had been killed in Iraq, and just hours after seeing his body.

Her friends said she couldn’t stop crying over losing her 25-year-old son
who was killed near Baghdad on Sept. 25, 2004. Robert Unruh, a combat
engineer, had been in Iraq less than a month. “Her grief was intense,”
said Cheryl Hamilton, a friend at University Medical Center, where
Karen worked. Her husband said she died of a “broken heart.”

IN FLANDERS FIELDS (1917)
In Flanders fields the poppies blow
Between the crosses, row on row,

That mark our place; and in the sky
The larks, still bravely singing, fly,

Scarce heard amid the guns below.

We are the Dead. Short days ago
We lived, felt dawn, saw sunset glow,

Loved and were loved, and now we lie
In Flanders fields.

Who cares?
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DEDICATION

t

To those countless millions
of Christian men and women
who killed and were killed,
who maimed and were maimed
in war over the last 1700 years,
and who were denied knowledge of
the Nonviolent Jesus of the Gospel
and His Way of
Nonviolent Love of friends and enemies
by their bishops, priests and ministers.

&

To the hundreds of millions
of mothers, fathers and children
murdered and maimed
in soul, spirit and body
over the centuries
by Christian Just-Warists.

T
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PROLOGUE

It has been this author’s experience for over fifty years that any rigorous
critique of the Gospel validity of Christian Just War Theories (CJWT),
or any serious advocacy on behalf of the Nonviolent Jesus of the New
Testament, is not only not respected in the Church but is actually pushed
out of the picture by the powers-that-be in the Church.

All discussion of the possibly fundamental moral illegitimacy of CJWT or
of the authoritative moral imperative of Jesus’ Way of Nonviolent Love of
friends and enemies is almost universally ignored by these same powers.
The concerns addressed in this book are almost without exception contin-
ually and continuously glossed over as unworthy of dialogue or publication
by those Christians who hold economic, political, and coercive power in
the church—and of course in the state and in the corporate world.

Marginalization by trivialization is the standing order of the day, every
day, where the incompatibility between following Jesus and engaging
in war is the issue. However, you my reader, unlike the vast majority of
Christians who have ever lived, can read. You can read what Jesus says
and does. You can read one, or more than one, of the Just War Theories.
You can read about what war really is as opposed to what the political and
religious propagandists say it is. You can then ask yourself in the closet
of your own conscience, where you stand alone before God, if what these
Just War Theories demand and permit in human behavior—thought,
word, and deed—is compatible with what Jesus demands and permits.

The secondary purpose of this book is to supply you with a grave critique of
CJWT. Its primary purpose is to invalidate CJWT forever. You, my reader,
after reading this book can decide for yourself where the truth of Jesus lies.
But, please, do keep in mind as you evaluate CJWT in light of the Way of
Jesus as revealed in the New Testament, that it is Jesus who is God, and not
celebrity Christians or non-Christians from the past or present. Hence, the
validity or invalidity of CJWT must be judged by what Jesus taught and not
the other way around—that is, the validity of the teaching of Jesus is not to
be judged by how well it fits or does not fit into CJWT. To replace the for-
mer standard by the latter would be an act of idolatry.
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Just War Theories have been around for about 2000 years. However, they
did not infect Christianity until more than three hundred years after
Jesus’ Resurrection. St. Ambrose and St. Augustine first brought them
into the Church. In fairness it must be acknowledged that by the time
these two politically powerful bishops released the perpetually-mutating
moral virus of CJWT into the Christian community, the Church had, by
its choices in favor of acquiring wealth and political power, lost just about
all of the spiritual immune system that had protected it from the mor-
al pathogen of “righteous” homicidal violence. Over the last 1700 years
no effective method has been found to restore the Church’s spiritual im-
mune system against the disease of “holy” homicide. If anything, the
Church’s immune system against this spiritual Black Plague has, by this
Third Millennium, completely collapsed. Today, no form of homicidal
violence and no amount of homicidal violence is beyond the Church’s
ability to tolerate and justify.

The essays in this book are concerned with the phenomena of Christian
Just War Theories, not with Just-Unjust War Theories in general. They
are ordered with a logic that is the fruit of teaching this subject for fifty
years. While each essay is understandable in itself, accepting the order
in which they are presented should enhance the reader’s understanding
of each and all. While none of these reflections is more difficult to read
than the editorial page of a newspaper, all should be read with a pencil or
pen in hand. I hope it is not evidence of a deficiency in humility to sug-
gest that this is a book where the old dictum, Studium sine stilo somnium est,
“To study without a pencil is sleep,” seems d propos.

The hope for this little publication is that it can serve as a partial but
effective antidote for the catastrophic spiritual malaise of “divinely sup-
ported” homicidal violence that has metastasized throughout the entire
Church, and indeed throughout the whole world. The only complete cure
is for the Church to unreservedly embrace the truth of the message of the
Nonviolent Jesus Christ and thereby show all humanity the power and
wisdom and reality of its Lord, God and Savior. By the Grace of God, this
work, by exposing the intellectual and moral vacuity of CJWT, will bring
the hour of that embrace closer.

X PROLOGUE



Vested Holum:
Christian Just War Theories

he thing about logic is that it works perfectly whether or not it has

any relationship to reality outside the mind. For example, con-

sider the following: All apples are ovanges. All oranges are poisonous.
Therefore all apples are poisonous. The logic is impeccable. However, it is the
logic of non-reality.

Exquisite logic alone is not a test of moral authenticity. What logic can
do is fashion an artificial aura of objectivity around a moral position. I
say “artificial aura” because, while it may be maintained that the rules of
logic are objective, the application of these rules to human reality is sub-
jective. What this means in terms of just war theories is that a just war is
just in the eyes of the beholder.

What is perceived as a just war from a sports bar in Chicago, or from the
offices of the senior executives of a multi-national corporation in Dallas,
may be viewed as an appalling evil from the eyes of a mother or father
in Baghdad or Kabul, a mother or father whose child’s face has been
grotesquely disfigured by metal from a supposedly errant smart-bomb.
Cardinals, bishops, priests, ministers, and laity, on all sides, and in all
wars, have disagreed with one another as to the justness of each and ev-
ery war. This should be prima facie evidence leading any right-thinking
Christian to conclude that Christian Just War Theories are logical shell
games where “the fix is in” on behalf of the locals’ homicide—whoever
the “locals” happen to be.

THE FIRST CASUALTY OF WAR

The late Catholic Biblical Scholar, Rev. John L. McKenzie, describes
the Christian Just War Theory as “a piece of phony morality.” Rarely
do Christians who espouse it discuss publicly the gossamer presup-
positions on which it is constructed. For example, if, as is universally
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acknowledged, “Truth is the first casualty of war”; if politicians, govern-
ment functionaries and military officials ceaselessly lie during a war;
then how can a Christian determine what the facts are in order to prop-
erly apply the Just War Standards? How? How can he or she know if just
means are being employed, if the cause is just, if continuance of the war
is just, if the criterion of proportionality is being adhered to, if non-com-
batant immunity is being honored? How?

If “Truth is the first casualty of war,” then how can a person ever know
if the war is justly instituted, a requirement of the Christian Just War
Theory? The Tonkin Gulf resolution, the law that brought death to tens
of thousands of Americans and millions of Vietnamese, as well as the
physical and/or psychological maiming of millions of other human be-
ings, was procured by a lie, told by Lyndon Johnson, about an event that
never happened. In fact a history book, so large that the whole world
could not contain it, could be written about wars initiated and justified
(jus ad bellum), on the basis of non-events—lies.

If “Truth is the first casualty of war,” then the Christian Just War Theory
is fatally flawed, because it is morally impossible to apply. It is de facto ap-
plying the theory to un-reality—to

If “Truth is the first causality of war” ,
lies.

the Christian Just War Theory is fatally
flawed, because it is morally impossible

To contend that a presumption
to apply.

of veracity should be granted to a
government’s statements about its wars is to argue that “all apples are
oranges.” It is to argue against the documented reality of interminable
duplicity by power politicians and military leaders at war. It is to play
the intellectual and moral ostrich in the face of murder. It is to ground
a Christian moral theory of mass homicide in the flimflam of concoct-
ed falsehoods and unverifiable claims. It is to patently concede that the
activities of war (jus in bello), cannot be continuously scrutinized and au-
thentically monitored for their moral acceptability—a requirement of all
Christian Just War Theories.

The fact is: Christian Just War Theory is now, and always has been, a fan-
ciful theo-logical house of cards. It is, has always been, and will continue
to be, blown down by every political wolf that huffs and puffs the man-
tras of erotic nationalism. What is tragic, and pathetic, is that Christian

1.2 | VESTED HOKUM: CHRISTIAN JUST WAR THEORIES



leaders continue to make believe The fact is: Christian Just War Theory
that the house of cards is built on g now, and always has been, a fanciful
spiritually solid rock. theo-logical house of cards. It is, has al-
ways been, and will continue to be, blown
down by every political wolf that huffs and
puffs the mantras of erotic nationalism.

This calculated inattention to
reality, to mendacity, to glaring ab-
surdity, to unwanted truth, is the
hallmark of that form of Christianity that self-reverentially identifies it-
selfas “realistic,” and as, therefore, morally authorized to adopt one form
or another of a Just War Theory as a way of overriding the express teach-
ings of the “unrealistic” Jesus.

The immunity of non-combatants from being killed is an irremov-
able standard of the Just War Theory. Fifty-two million people died in
World War II. Forty-eight percent of them were civilians. However,
the American Catholic Hierarchy, the Japanese Catholic Hierarchy, the
Italian Catholic Hierarchy, the English Catholic Hierarchy, the German
Catholic Hierarchy, etc., missed it. And the “realistic” overseers of most
other Churches experienced a similar failure of elementary perception
during World War II, and during every other war of the 20th and 21st
centuries.

This obliviousness to the obvious has been part and parcel of Just War
Christianity for 1600 years. Christian Just War Theory is a ruse by which
Christians, in the pulpitand in the
pew, try to salve their conscienc-
es for not having enough faith in
the Nonviolent Jesus of the Gospel
to follow Him and His Way of
Nonviolent Love. The Christian
Just War Theory might better be designated the Christian Just War
Caper, an artful dodge whereby Christians try to fool themselves—and
the whole human community—by morally rubber-stamping homicide,
in the name of Jesus, on behalf of their particular kingdoms.

Christian Just War Theory is a ruse by
which Christians in the pulpit and in
the pew, try to salve their conscienc-
es for not having enough faith in the
Nonviolent Jesus of the Gospel...

Christian Just War Theory is a “mental mirror-game,” where one ba-
roque logical mirror is placed before another baroque logical mirror. The
net result is a dazzling display of logic that appears to be clear and of in-
finite depth. The only catch is this: It is all done with mirrors, and they
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reflect each other. The supposed depth of the Theory is illusory. It reflects
almost nothing of the reality of war, and it reflects absolutely nothing of
the Jesus of the Gospels.

OVERRIDING JESUS

What is extraordinary in all of this is that a moral theory originally com-
posed by a pagan (Cicero, D. 43 BC) has always been able to trump Jesus’
explicit teaching of Nonviolent Love of friends and enemies. Yet, this
theory is based on nothing Jesus ever said or did, is wide open to indefi-
nite interpretation, is built on a logical artifice blind to the actualities of
war, and has no means to validate the truthfulness of the facts that its
application demands.

It is mind-boggling that Christians could possibly think that Cicero’s
house of cards as “baptized” by Augustine could supplant or surpass the
will of God as revealed by Jesus in the Gospels. One would think from
this overriding of Jesus’ teaching that Cicero and/or Augustine is “the
Messiah, the Christ, the Son of the living God” (mT 16:17). Is there not
more than a hint of creeping idolatry in Christian Just War Theories—
of a mere human understanding superseding the infallible teaching of
God Incarnate? Is there not more than a whiff of Gnosticism here—of an
illuminati who claim knowledge of a divine truth which overrides the ex-
pressed teachings of Jesus? St. Paul warns his fellow Christians: “Make
sure that no one traps you and deprives you of your freedom by some
secondhand, empty, rational philosophy based on the principles of this
world, instead of on Christ” (coL 2:8). St. Paul’s “beware” is at least as
pertinent today as it was in AD 62.

Since the Catholic Bishops of the United States published their high-pro-
file pastoral letter on war and peace, The Challenge of Peace, in May of 1983,
the United States Government has been involved in—and Christians
working for the U.S. Government
have been involved in—six openly
undeclared wars, and many more
quasi-clandestine wars. Not one
of these forays into mass homi-
cidal violence has been declared
unjust by the U.S. Conference of
Catholic Bishops according to its

It is precisely this procrustean quality
of Christian Just War Theories—bring
us your war and we’ll fit it to the theo-
ry, or the theory to it—that makes them
so appealing to Christians. This same
procrustean quality also makes them spir-
itually appalling moral bunko operations.
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own published set of Just War Standards, let alone been prohibited to
Catholics as self-evidently incompatible with following the Nonviolent
Jesus. To the best of my knowledge, no other mainline or evangelical
church in the U.S. has done much better during this period of time. It is
precisely this procrustean quality of Christian Just War Theories—bring
us your war and we’'ll fit it to the theory, or the theory to it—that makes
them so appealing to Christians. This same procrustean quality also
makes them spiritually appalling moral bunko operations.

THE OBSCENITY OF THE ABSTRACT

There is something obscene about prelates of distinction, who live gilded
lives, sitting around discussing, and voting on whether it is morally ac-
ceptable to drop bombs on other human beings. There is something more
than unwholesome going on when these men present themselves as offi-
cial teachers of what Jesus taught.

It is submitted that what is going on here is captured by the philosopher,
Nikolai Berdyaev, when he observed at the beginning of the 20th cen-
tury that, “The greatest sin of this age is making the concrete abstract.”
What Berdyaev is alluding to is the phenomenon of psychic numbing—
the adversary of empathy, since
it involves the undermining of a
sensitive capacity to feel. Psychic
numbing stifles the complex in-
teraction of cognition and affect
critical to empathic responding,
thereby diminishing the motiva-
tion toward caring behavior. It has
been noted in several places that
while Pope John Paul IT always opposed abortion, his soul became a fur-
nace of zeal in opposition to it when he saw the documentary, The Silent
Scream, which shows a child, in utero, in the process of being legally and
logically aborted. The child’s struggle for life—his efforts to protect him-
self from invasive forces, his responses to sharp, intense, unanticipated
pain, his frantic attempts to live even as life is being ripped from him—is
vividly illuminated for the eye to see, for the heart to know and for the
mind to respond empathically.

What Berdyaev is alluding to is the phenom-
enon of psychic numbing—the adversary of
empathy, since it involves the undermin-
ing of a sensitive capacity to feel. Psychic
numbing stifles the complex interaction of
cognition and affect critical to empathic
responding, thereby diminishing the mo-
tivation toward caring behavior.
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If the religious aristocracy of institutional Christianity would only allow
itself a comparable experience of empathy for those who suffer and die as
the result of its becoming a cog in
the state’s war machine, it might
be able to throw off the chains
of fear that bind it to that pow-
er represented by Just Homicide
Theories. I am sure the knowl-
edge of truth acquired through
empathy would compel almost all
Christians to embark upon what
the Second Vatican Council rightly asked the Church and Church lead-
ers to do forty years ago: “To undertake an evaluation of war with an
entirely new attitude.” Empathy, as opposed to mere detached abstract
awareness, has an enormous capacity for catalyzing metanoia—a change
of mind, “an entirely new attitude.” This is why governments at war seek
to eliminate or, at least, suppress avenues by which their own citizens
might come to empathize with the agony and anguish of the men, wom-
en, and children on the “other side.”

If the religious aristocracy of institution-
al Christianity would only allow itself a
comparable experience of empathy for
those who suffer and die as the result of
its becoming a cog in the state’s war ma-
chine, it might be able to throw off the
chains of fear that bind it to that power
represented by Just Homicide Theories.

If Christian leaders and Christian congregations would enter into
whatever “education in empathy” is necessary to achieve that level of
awareness of all victims of war—military and civilian—that John Paul II
achieved of the unborn by viewing The Silent Scream, then I am confident
that their newly acquired knowledge of reality would “grace-fully” em-
power them to let go of the hokum of a never-ending array of spiritually
impotent and morally farcical Christian Just War Theories. An “educa-
tion in empathy” would unveil the truth hidden since Augustine: That
the principal function (and effect) of these theories is actually to make
the concrete abstract, by camouflaging unspeakable misery in the guise
of objectively unbiased logic.

A LETHAL MIRAGE

Christian Just Homicide Theories,
in general, and Christian Just
War Theories, in particular, are
incurably infected with dishones-
ty. They are the products of a level

Christian Just War Theories are an eva-

sion of self-evident truth and reality, to

say nothing of their being an evasion of
the ethics of Calvary.
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of disregard for knowable reality which, if adopted by General Motors
or Microsoft, would have us all still riding in buggies and counting on
our fingers. Christian Just War Theories are an evasion of self-evident
truth and reality, to say nothing of their being an evasion of the ethics
of Calvary.

Simple Christians are aware that Jesus’ teaching of Nonviolent Love of
friends and enemies is easy to understand, although hard to live. They
also know that Christ-God in His infinite mercy always forgives our fail-
ure to live according to His teaching, if we but ask. On the other hand,
it takes sophisticated theological savvy to arrive at the conclusion that
Jesus’ teaching of Nonviolent Love of friends and enemies is not only un-
clear, confusing, archaic, non-normative, and not what He really meant,
but is actually supportive of homicidal violence! Such thinking is mad-
ness, clothed in the paraphernalia of scholarship.

Christian Just War Theories are today what they always have been—no
more or less than one of the accoutrements of war. They are a normal
part of the propaganda process, like martial music and contrived news
stories, which nations employ in the process of prosecuting a war and
persuading people to give their children, their money, and their lives
to the reciprocal butchery of human beings. They are a lethal mirage of
Messianic morality. General William Tecumseh Sherman speaks more
truth about war than Cicero, Augustine, Aquinas, Luther, and Calvin
combined when he says,

War is cruel and you cannot refine it...I am tived and sick of war. Its glory
is moonshine. It is only those, who have never fived a shot nor heard the
shrieks and groans of the wounded, who cry aloud for blood, more ven-
geance, more desolation. War is hell.

FoLLow ME

Does the Son of God come down from heaven so that His followers can
create hell on earth with a clear conscience? Does it not take an elephan-
tine indifference to the Divinity of Jesus to lead people in His name to
aplace Jesus never would have led them? When Jesus says, “Follow Me,”
He never, ever means, “Follow Me” into committing homicidal violence.
Never!
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the school, including Military
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What does “Follow Me” mean, if it does not mean to teach what Jesus
taught, to live what Jesus lived, to love as Jesus loved, and to die as Jesus
died? If Jesus is nonviolent, then to follow Him is to live and die nonvi-
olently. One does not follow Bonnie and Clyde by being nonviolent. So
why would one think he or she is following Jesus by planning, engaging
in, or justifying homicidal violence?

When Jesus says to His disciples, “Pick up your cross and follow Me” (mT
10:39; 16:34; MK 8:34; LK 9:23; JN 12:26), He is talking about picking up the
cross as He picked up the cross—nonviolently; returning good for evil;
praying for persecutors; loving enemies unto death—“Father, forgive
them for they know not what they do” (Lk 23:34). There is not an iota of
support in the life or teaching of Jesus for suggesting that a Christian can
follow Him by picking up the sword—"“justly” or unjustly, legally or ille-
gally, logically or illogically.

THE UPSIDE-DOWN CROSS

The sword is the cross turned upside down. There are many reasons given
for turning the cross upside down. In fact, Christian Just War Theories,
as well as Christian Just Capital Punishment Theories, Christian Just
Inquisition Theories, and Christian Just Abortion Theories, are bottom-
less wells of reasons for turning
the cross upside down—for “justly”
inflicting suffering rather than
enduring unjust suffering as
Christ endured unjust suffering.
In the process, these Christian Just
Homicide Theories turn the image

The sword is the cross turned upside down.
In fact, Christian Just War Theories...are
bottomless wells of reasons for turning
the cross upside down—“justly” inflicting
suffering rather than enduring unjust suf-
fering as Christ endured unjust suffering.
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of God, as revealed by Jesus, upside down. They turn the image of Jesus
upside down; the self-image of the Christian upside down; the image of
the Christian community upside down; the image of humanity’s relation-
ship with God upside down; and humanity’s image of itself upside down.

The upside-down cross of the
Christian Just Homicide Theories
is the primal and overarching ca-
lamity of the Pilgrim Church on
earth. The upside-down cross is
about piercing others. When Jesus commands, “Pick up your cross and
follow Me,” He is speaking about being pierced unjustly, not about pierc-
ing another—not even “justly.”

The upside-down cross of the Christian

Just Homicide Theories is the primal

and overarching calamity of the Pilgrim
Church on earth.

To follow Jesus and pick up the cross, a person must put down the sword.
A right-side-up Church does not proclaim an upside-down cross. Only an
upside-down Church proclaims an upside-down cross. Despite centuries
of Church witness to the contrary, good vestments and good investments
“secured” by a legion of upside-down crosses are no substitute for a right-
side-up Church proclaiming a right-side-up cross by word and deed. Of
course, given that truth is the first casualty of war, pure logic and cultural
realism have no trouble “proving” that an upside-down cross is a right-
side-up cross or that a right-side-up cross is just so much folly and claptrap.

Proverb:

No matter how far you've gone
Down the wrong road, turn back.
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Remember: August 6

hroughout the world August 6 is rightfully remembered as the

day that humanity entered into a never-before-seen form of homi-

cidal violence—the atomic bombing of Hiroshima, August 6, 1945.
Unlike the Fourth of July in the United States, Independence Day, or the
Fourteenth of July in France, Bastille Day, August 6 is a planetary day of
remembrance. What is done on that day in 1945 is utterly new in human
history—death finds a new doorway into life. So we remember.

But, we forget. We forget that on August 6, 1890, another never-be-
fore-seen form of homicidal violence entered human history—death by
the electric chair. On that day William Kemmler, age 30, an illiterate
alcoholic from the slums of Buffalo, NY and a convicted murderer is exe-
cuted by electricity at Auburn State Prison. Something utterly new enters
human history—death finds a new doorway into life. But, we do not re-
member. Why?

THE KILLING CHAIR

Certainly the first use of the “killing chair,” as it was then called, is as
much a story of horrifying violence and deceit, of giant intellects oper-
ating through moral dwarfs, of
money and the callousness of big-
time government officials, as is
the first use of the atomic bomb. In
1890 Thomas Edison and George
Westinghouse are in the middle
of an economic-political fight that
became known as the War of the
Currents. Edison wants the country to adopt his system for electricity dis-
tribution, which is termed direct current (DC). Westinghouse sees that
his interests require that the country adopt alternating current (AC). As
the benefits of AC become apparent, e.g., easier and cheaper to transmit
over long distances, Edison decides to discredit AC on the basis that it

Certainly the first use of the “killing chair,”

as it was then called, is as much a story of

horrifying violence and deceit, of giant in-

tellects operating through moral dwarfs,

of money and the callousness of big-time

government officials, as is the first use of
the atomic bomb.
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is extremely dangerous to use. To showcase this danger he electrocutes
dogs, horses and calves in public with AC. Then he tells his audience
how effective AC would be for a killing chair. He lobbies politicians and
prison officials of the State of New York to use AC in order to produce
“instantaneous death” in an electrified chair.

Westinghouse sees exactly what Edison is up to and refuses to sell his
AC generators to New York State. Edison helps the State of New York
procure a used Westinghouse AC generator from Brazil. Westinghouse
counters by hiring a high-priced lawyer, W. Bourke Cockran, to ap-
peal William Kemmler’s case all the way to the U.S. Supreme Court.
The ground for this appeal is that the electric chair violates the Eighth
Amendment of the U.S. Constitution which prohibits the infliction of
“cruel and unusual punishments.” However, the learned members of
the Court decide that there is nothing cruel about this type of execution.
They also decide it is not unusual—although it has never been done be-
fore. William Kemmler is sent off to be killed.

THE ELECTROCUTION—THE SMELL OF BURNING FLESH

On the morning of August 6, 1890, a lamp panel lights up on the
Westinghouse generator at Auburn State Prison indicating that it has
reached two thousand volts—which has been scientifically determined to
be the optimal voltage for executing a human being. The switch is pulled
by a man named Edwin Davis and electricity courses through William
Kemmler for 17 seconds. When it is over Albert Southwick, a leader in
the killing-chair movement, exclaims, “There is the culmination of ten
years work and study.” The electric chair is a mini-Manhattan Project
brought to successful completion!

However, a problem exists. William Kemmler is not dead. Government
officials in a panic try to turn the Westinghouse generator back on, but
cannot. It requires time to recharge itself to 2000 volts. Meanwhile,
William Kemmler, who has turned bright red during his “electrocution,”
is in agony, groaning and frantically gasping for breath. He has of course
urinated and defecated all over himself, since it is not known at this time
that those to be executed in this manner must wear diapers. The New York
Herald describing this scene reports that “strong men fainted and fell on
the floor.” When turned back on, the current is kept rushing through
Kemmler’s body for over a minute. The next day newspaper stories tell
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how smoke rose from Kemmler’s The New York Herald describing this
head, the smell of burning flesh ~ gcepe reports that "strong men faint-
permeated the room, a curious = edand fell to the floor...stories tell how
crackling sound was heard by all = smoke rose from Kemmler’s head, the
witnesses and flames shot from  smell of burning flesh permeated the
his mouth. Although there is con- ~ room, a curious crackling sound was
siderable public outcry, it does not ~ heard by all witne§ses and flames shot
move the legislature to repeal the 72100 L5 EEEL
electrocution law nor does it move the United States Supreme Court to
see anything cruel and unusual in it.

THE WAR OF THE CURRENTS

Edison now has a ghoulish public relations field day warning people
of the clear and scientifically proven dangers of Westinghouse’s alter-
nating current, which has proved itself only good for “electricide.” He
cleverly embellishes his negative PR campaign against AC by suggesting
that criminals condemned to death by electrocution should be said to be
“westinghoused” or “condemned to the westinghouse.”

In the War of the Currents Edison wins the battle of August 6, 1890,
but Westinghouse wins the war. AC becomes the household standard.
However, this is morally irrelevant. What is morally relevant is that
Edison, like his counterparts 55 years later, on August 6, 1945, chooses to
place a great gift of intellect at the service of homicidal violence. He has,
in the self-excoriating words of Robert Oppenheimer, The Father of the
Atomic Bomb, “become death, the destroyer of worlds.”

REMEMBERING ALL THE VICTIMS AND EXECUTIONERS

Perhaps on each August 6 it would be appropriate, along with remem-
bering the victims and executioners of August 6, 1945, to remember the
victim and executioners of August 6, 1890. Perhaps it would be good to
remember on each August 6 that the executioners of that day are not just
the crew of the Enola Gay or the switch-puller Edwin Davis, but all—in-
cluding some of the brightest people the world has ever produced—who
intentionally participated in the long chain of choices without which
August 6, 1945, and August 6, 1890, could not have entered history as
they did. Finally, it may be spiritually sound and humanly helpful
to specifically remember on that day, when two utterly new forms of
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high-intelligence, high-tech homicidal violence tear into the human
community, the individual human being, William Kemmler.

I make this last observation because in the end homicidal violence cuts
into life one unique, fragile, pain-absorbing person at a time—even when
hundreds of thousands are killed on a battlefield. “One death is a trage-
dy; a million is a statistic,” says Stalin. True enough. But this is so because
of the mechanisms that society and its institutions—including religious
institutions—employ to nurture psychic numbing and indifference to
the mass killing of human beings by governments and successful violent
revolutions. But, whether on the blood-drenched fields of Gettysburg, or
in the vermin-infested trenches on the Somme, or inside a burning tank
in Baghdad, each person dies his or her own private death—every bit as
much as did William Kemmler.
It should be an imperative of
truth and morality to always and
everywhere acknowledge and
emphasize this fact, and thereby
foster the growth of a deep intel-
lectual and emotional certainty
regarding the intrinsic pernicious-
ness of homicidal violence.

It should be an imperative of truth and
morality to always and everywhere ac-
knowledge and emphasize this fact [each
person dies his or her own personal
death), and thereby foster the growth
of a deep intellectual and emotional
certainty regarding the intrinsic perni-
ciousness of homicidal violence.

If the spirit of homicidal violence had but one victim in human history, it
would be no less monstrous, grotesque and perverted. The satanic is not
fundamentally discerned by statistics. Indeed, statistics can dull empath-
ic sensibilities that expose critical truths. Exclusive focus on quantity can
be a decoy of the demonic, whereby the actual concrete reality of an ir-
replaceable person being mutilated or burned to death is rendered all
but invisible by fixating on the numerical abstractions of competing
body counts. And of course, once a reality can no longer be apprehended
cognitively and affectively, it is no longer subject to accurate moral eval-
uation. Once the screams of the individual person are silenced beneath
the clatter and chatter of statistics and justifying philosophies or theolo-
gies, then homicide ceases to be experienced as the phenomena it in fact
is. Homicidal violence without a unique and irreplaceable face as its vic-
tim does not exist in reality—and hence we see, part of the importance of
William Kemmler to August 6.
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EXORCISING THE SPIRIT OF CAIN FROM OUR PRESENCE

Each who dies on August 6, 1945, in Hiroshima dies as William Kemmler
dies on August 6, 1890, in Auburn, New York. Each dies his or her own,
very painful and very personal death at the hands of other human be-
ings. The common denominator between the two August 6 events is that
both are the enfleshment of exactly the same wicked spirit. The spirit
that kills William Kemmler on August 6, 1890, and the spirit that kills
tens of thousands of human beings on August 6, 1945, is precisely the
same spirit that possesses Cain, kills Jesus and is acting through every
person who has ever intentionally participated in the destruction of the
life of another or played at destroying the life of another. August 6 should
be the day when the world community examines its conscience and con-
sciousness, and unequivocally commits or re-commits to exorcising this
spirit from its presence.

To this end a practical step might be to employ the reality and the symbol
of August 6 to honestly view what the putrid spirit of that day subjects hu-
manity to, once a human being allows his or her body to be its instrument
on earth. “Knowledge is in the detail,” as the saying goes. Certainly there
is a knowledge of the repulsiveness of the spirit of homicidal violence in
awareness of the quantitative extent of its destructive power. But, there
is an equally important knowledge to be acquired by seeing this spirit
at the very instant of its actual en-
trance into human life. This is the
knowledge which governments,
militaries, violent revolutionaries
and their propagandists system-
atically keep from the public. This
is the knowledge that mass media
and scholarship refuse to access,
study and communicate, as only they can. William Kemmler offers an
opening onto this avenue of perception, not only in terms of himself but
also on behalf of every person broken and destroyed when this unholy
spirit has been given flesh by human choice.

But, there is an equally important knowl-
edge to be acquired by seeing this spirit
at the very instant of its actual entrance
into human life. This is the knowledge
which governments, militaries, violent
revolutionaries and their propagandists
systematically keep from the public.

Yearly, August 6 holds out the opportunity to view homicidal violence
fully—in all its macro and micro viperous ugliness. August 6 presents to
planetary humanity a universally recognizable symbol—rooted indelibly
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in that day’s history—by which to examine not only its conscience re-
garding homicidal violence, but also its consciousness of homicidal
violence. There are powerful and well-financed people throughout the
world who have a vested interest in systematically hiding from human-
ity the realities of homicidal violence, of promoting a consciousness of
faceless homicide. They forever want to have at their disposal the hu-
manly created situation of which the 19th Century robber baron, Jay
Gould, spoke when he bragged, “I can hire half the poor to kill the other
half.” Such hiring would be made as socially and as personally noxious
as incest if the poor—and the middle class—really knew what the spirit of
homicidal violence looks like—and unleashes—at the moment it actually
enters human existence.

TRANSFIGURING CONSCIOUSNESS

August 6 is a day for planetary enlightenment. It is a day for transfiguring
consciousness by stripping away all the theologies, all the philosophies,
all the rituals and all the med-
als that camouflage the truth
about what the spirit of homicid-
al violence does to both victim
and executioner at the hour of its
incarnational eruption—and for
untold time thereafter. August 6,
like Good Friday, is a day pregnant
with remembrance, with sorrow, with truths and with lessons for the
whole world. Remembered accurately, it can be an essential ingredient of
the glue that re-members a humanity that has torn itself to pieces by giv-
ing legitimacy—even Christic legitimacy—to the spirit that spawned the
accursed events of that day in 1890 and 1945.

August 6 is a day for transfiguring con-

sciousness by stripping away all the

theologies, all the philosophies, all the

rituals and all the medals that camou-

flage the truth about what the spirit of

homicidal violence does to both victim
and executioner...
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The King and I:
Reality Reviewed and Redeemed

o one wants a Nonviolent God. No one wants a God of

Nonviolent Love of all people without exception and without

condition and without end. Nonviolent monotheism is the
black sheep in the family of religions. From the very highest levels of in-
stitutional monotheism humanity has heard repeated, almost without
ceasing, “Iam not a follower of a God who rejects all homicidal violence.”
The spiritual and political leaders of Judaism, Christianity and Islam are
asingle choir chanting one refrain perpetually: “Holy! Holy! Holy! Lord
God of Armies (Sabaoth, Host). Hosanna (“Save, we ask”)! Blessed is he
who comes in the name of the God of Armies! Save, we ask.”

PURE LoGaic

Recently, the God of Nonviolent Love of all people has taken a beating
in the press. From coast to coast newspaper columnists, TV commenta-
tors and radio talk show orchestrators are nailing the Nonviolent God
to a journalistic cross of ridicule and scorn, as well as anyone who would
dare publicly follow such a Deity. Kathleen Parker of the Orlando Sentinel
is typical of this mocking mentality when she begins her column with the
sentence: “The nice thing about pacifists is that there are so few of them.”
Michael Kelly, writing in the prestigious Washington Post under the deroga-
tory heading “Pacifist Claptrap,” is a tad more stern with a Nonviolent
God and the people who obey such a Divinity. He opens his article on the
same note as Ms. Parker: “Pacifists are not serious people although they
devotedly believe they are.” From this beginning Mr. Kelly descends a few
octaves to, “Pacifism is inescapably and profoundly immoral.” Lower still,
he makes his own the thought that, “Pacifism is objectively pro-Fascist.”
Finally, he fine-tunes his argument, against a Nonviolent God and His
disciples, down to its base conclusion: “The American pacifists, therefore,
are on the side of future mass murders of Americans. They are objectively
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pro-terrorist.” Newsweek columnist Jonathan Alter urges pacifists to shut
up because “it’s kill or be killed.” This brings us full circle back to Kathleen
Parker, who after mocking the idea of “20,000 pacifists squatting in the city
of Washington, DC” and calling pacifists a “terrorist’s dream team” con-
cludes, “Fighting back in this case is an act of pure logic: kill or be killed. It
doesn’t get any clearer than that.”

REALISM

On the religious front the PR crucifixion of a Nonviolent God and His
followers was equally visible. In two recent syndicated columns by
Richard McBrien, a liberal Catholic priest and a professor of theology
of the University of Notre Dame, nonviolent Christianity was vigor-
ously tarred and feathered. In Rome, Richard Neuhaus, a conservative
American Catholic priest with an academic ambience, raised his voice in
warning against nonviolence, insisting that the Church must not join,
“the chorus of those who say, ‘Let’s go out and hug a terrorist because
he feels unloved.” The American Catholic Bishops as a body announced
publicly that they voted over
whelmingly (167-4) against a God
of Nonviolent Love of friends
and enemies and for the war in

mies and for the war in Afghanistan. A Afghanlstan. A goodly number

goodly number also gave personal public also gave personal public witness
witness to the same position... to the same position by such state-

ments as, “God is with us in this
mission,” and “I respect nonviolence and pacifism but we must have a
certain moral realism.” So also spoke just about every other institution-
al leader in Christianity from Billy Graham on down. Most of the heads
of the other monotheistic religions in the U.S. did equally well in not
mincing words about their rejection of a Nonviolent God and their desire
to give spiritual aid and conscience-comfort to the American war effort.

The American Catholic Bishops an-
nounced publicly that they voted
overwhelmingly (167-4) against a God
of Nonviolent Love of friends and ene-

MORE PURE LoOGIC AND REALISM

What is stunning about the latest bombardment of anti-pacifist’s jour-
nalism and religious PR is the blatant lack of understanding of the
subject exhibited by those doing the pillorying. A pacific theist is a per-
son who understands God to be a God who rejects homicidal violence
toward any person. He or she also understands that in a moral universe
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conformity to the Creator’s will is
the creature’s only way to fulfill
the destiny for which he or she is
created and the only way to unity
with the Holy, that is, to holiness. The theistic pacifist is therefore equally
confronted with an imperative of pure logic when the option of homicide
is his or hers: try to save your life in this world by homicidal violence
and lose eternal life, or risk losing your life in this world in the process
of fidelity to God’s nonviolent will toward all, and save your life in the
next. (Eternal life here does not mean simply personal salvation but the
eternal salvation of all humanity.) The current media presentations of
nonviolence whether made by bishops, priests, ministers or non-clergy
journalists should be rejected out of hand because they are ill-informed
communications on a primal form of evil and on an elementary source of
human misery—homicidal violence. Unfortunately, they will not be re-
jected because people are not allowed access, through the ordinary means
of mass communication, to the information necessary to discern the spir-
itual superficiality behind clever rhetoric.

A pacific theist is a person who under-
stands God to be a God who rejects
homicidal violence toward any person.

President John F. Kennedy says, “War will exist until that distant day
when the conscientious objector enjoys the same reputation and prestige
that the warrior does today.” Kennedy like all his predecessors and suc-
cessors in the office of the Presidency has no qualms about killing people.
Yet, he knows, that it is only by comprehending the depth and the impor-
tance of the awesome realities which the pacifist mind brings to explicit

consciousness, that the warrior
consciousness can be modified Kennedy...has no qualms about killing

to extinction. War, like capital people. Yet, he knows, that it is only by
punishment, like abortion, like iyl it gt ?'fd iz impor-
p s e , tance of the awesome realities which the
inquisitions, like incest, like eco-

; ; A pacifist mind brings to explicit conscious-
nomic oppression, etc., originates

) K 7 ness, that the warrior consciousness can
in the human mind and there it be modified to extinction.

must be combated if it is to be elim-

inated from the human situation, as slavery and human sacrifice have
been eradicated as morally justifiable activities.

I am not fully convinced that the following quote is genuinely the work
of the person to whom it is usually attributed, Nazi leader, Hermann
Goering. But it does speak a truth:
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The people can always be brought to do the bidding of the leaders. That
is easy. All you do is tell them they are being attacked and denounce the
pacifists for lack of patriotism.

The previously mentioned Ms. Parker is correct when she writes about
pacifists, “there are so few of them.” However, if there are so few people,
who reject homicidal violence as compatible with the will of the Creator
and therefore as morally abhorrent, then why worry about them?
Why are Mr. Goering, Mr. Kelly, Ms. Parker, Mr. Alter, the Reverends
McBrien and Neuhaus, et al., so concerned about so few?

SELF-UNDERSTANDING

Thomas Merton, a year before his strange death in Bangkok in 1968, pub-
lished a gem of a book on nonviolence entitled Faith and Violence. In it he
asks the above question and answers it with words that are as on target in
2017 as they were during the heyday of the Vietnam War:

Even though in fact the number of people who are interested enough in
nonviolence to dedicate their lives to it is infinitesimally small, they are
vegarded as a serious and mysterious potential threat to the nation in so far
as they bear witness to a radically different way of looking at life...

There exists in the American mind today an image of nonviolence which is
largely negative and completely inadequate. Nownviolence is represented at
best as an unhealthy kind of idealism, which implicitly becomes subversion
and treason by virtue of its effects. This myth is systematically kept in exis-
tence by mass media because nonviolence is based on principles which call
into question the popular self-understanding of the society in which we live...

The mass media generally assumes in the reader a particular mode of self-un-
derstanding which would be too complex to analyze here. Suffice it to say that
this mode of self-understanding is a myth rather than a philosophy, a global
secular faith which is assumed without question to be the right view of life and
of political and social actuality. It is a positivist, pragmatic, fundamentally
amoral view of things, completely confident of its own logic, its own superior-
ity (proved by power and affluence), its own mission to judge and direct the
rest of the world and to do so by the cheexful assertion of unlimited power.
If necessary this world view appeals to a few semi-Christian slogans, as if to
point out, in a modest, off-handed way, that the possession of this superiority,
this power and this manifest destiny is a warrant of divine and messianic
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vocation. Any other way of self-understanding is dismissed as heretical. Now-
violence is based on radically different principles which bring it into head-on
collision with this mode of self-understanding...

Here we come to the heart of the myth. While nownviolence is regarded as
somehow sinister, vicious and evil, violence has manifold acceptable forms

in which it is not only tolerated but
approved...The most curious thing
about this myth and its acceptance
is that nonviolence, which is the one

political philosophy today that ap-

The most curious thing about this myth
and its acceptance is that nonviolence,
which is the one political philosophy
today that appeals directly to the Gospel,

should be regarded as unchristian while

reliance on force and cooperation with

massive programs of violence is some-

times seen as an obvious and elementary
Christian duty.

peals divectly to the Gospel, should
be regarded as unchristian while
reliance on force and cooperation
with massive programs of violence
is sometimes seen as an obvious and
elementary Christian duty.

“Self-understanding,” there is the crux
of the matter! At all cost, the powers
of the kingdoms of the world must not
permit a self-understanding to seriously
arise in the consciousness of the citizen-
ry that would acutely call into question
the ways and means of their agenda.

“Self-understanding,” there is the
crux of the matter! At all cost, the
powers of the kingdoms of the
world must not permit a self-un-
derstanding to seriously arise in
the consciousness of the citizen-
ry that would acutely call into
question the ways and means of their agenda. Self-understanding nec-
essarily includes God-understanding, non-human reality understanding,
otherhuman reality understanding. A new self-understanding would
inevitably lead to a new understanding of these other dimensions of hu-
man consciousness. Indeed, a new understanding in any one of these
areas, for example, a new God-understanding, i.e., a Nonviolent God,
would alter the understanding of all the others.

In the musical, The King and I, Anna, the British teacher of the kings fif-
ty-eight children, shows her students a map of the world and points out
the location of their country, Siam. The children instantly become de-
fensive (“We are not that small.”), angry, scornful of their teacher and
fighting mad. They then proceed to show Anna the map of Siam that
they have known from the cradle and that the whole country knows is
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the true representation of Siam’s geographical place in the world. On
their culturally accepted map, Siam occupies about half of the content
area, with the rest of the countries of the world having to make-do with
the remaining half of the planet. The axial issue here, the issue that
engenders anger and scorn toward the teacher, is not geography; it is
selfunderstanding and meaning being undermined by new truth.

The climax of the play is reached when the King himself is confronted
with a new truth, namely, that it is wrong for a King to kill a re-captured
runaway slave. He finds it impossible to integrate this new truth into his
old self-understanding of what he is and what a slave is. Because of his
personal integrity he can neither deny nor ignore the new truth, but nei-
ther will he die to his old nurtured self. The old man and the new truth
cannot live in the same person. The tragic conclusion of the play is that
the King perishes because he will not relinquish the old self-understand-
ing that has been invalidated by a new awareness.

So, it is not so strange that secular and religious leaders feel so threatened
by nonviolent monotheism that they sense the need to mount formi-
dable and clever attacks against it and, if necessary, punish those who
espouse it. As noted in the beginning of these reflections, “No one wants
a Nonviolent God.” Kathleen Parker’s, “The nice thing about pacifists
is that there are so few of them” is a correct quantitative evaluation of
the human situation. The lowly position that nonviolent monotheism
holds in the polls is the fruit of hard work on behalf of violent mono-
theism by religious, political, economic, media and educational leaders.
It is they who are primarily responsible for consciousness formation
and conscience formation in every one of the kingdoms of this world.
In nations created by homicidal
violence and/or sustained by hom-
icidal violence, it is as normal as
breathing for the elites of such so-
cieties to rigorously believe in and
to zealously propagate throughout
the citizenry a God who endorses
homicidal violence. After all without homicidal violence the elites would
cease to be elites, the privileged would cease to be privileged, and this is
certainly not what the Deity desires! Therefore violent monotheism must
be true and must be incessantly proclaimed by hook or by crook from the

In nations created...and/or sustained
by homicidal violence, it is as normal
as breathing for the elites...to rigorous-
ly believe in and to zealously propagate
throughout the citizenry a God who en-
dorses homicidal violence.
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cradle to the grave. The citizenry of each kingdom must be so hard-wired
into violent monotheism and its logical implications that they can never
imagine questioning it. Violent monotheism with its eye for eye, life for
life, collateral damage for collateral damage is then experienced as “pure
logic” in groups founded upon and maintained by homicidal violence.

NONVIOLENT MONOTHEISM AS THREAT

So, again, no wonder there are so few pacifists and no wonder this is con-
sidered a “nice thing” in the media and popular mind. Of what use to a
nation-state is a God of Nonviolent Love? Such a God is the last thing,
which a nation-state or any religious or secular subdivision thereof,
would be interested in promoting.
If God were nonviolent, the en-
tire map of human reality would
have to be redrawn. The present
selfunderstandings of the violent
monotheist, whether patriot or rev-
olutionary, would be as absurd as
Siam being half the size of the earth. The values, attitudes, perspectives,
ideas of right and wrong, etc., of our violent monotheistic forefathers
would have to be jettisoned to make way for the new truth.

If God were nonviolent, the entire map of
human reality would have to be redrawn...
The values, attitudes, perspectives, ideas
of right and wrong, etc., of our violent
monotheistic forefathers would have to be
jettisoned to make way for the new truth.

Religious, political, economic, media and intellectual elites are no more
ready and willing to die to old self-understandings than is the King of Siam.
Likewise, the average Joe or Jane is equally unenthusiastic about putting
off the old man in order to accept a new truth and to put on a new self-un-
derstanding. The fact that there are so few pacifists, so few who believe in
a Nonviolent God, is not surprising on a planet where every speck of dirt
is controlled by one or another of the 194 violence-based clusters of people
called States. That the vast majority of human beings nurtured in such a sit
uation should reject a Nonviolent God for a violent God is to be expected.
Statistically there are “few pacifists.” But statistics are irrelevant to religious
truth. Whether this or that particular statistic is a “nice thing” or a “good
thing” oran “evil thing” depends upon realities beyond the statistical.

WHAT KIND OF GoOD Is GoD?

There is absolutely no intrinsic relationship between majority opinion and
objective truth. Democracy is merely a method of group decision-making.
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It has no necessary relationship to truth. The whole world could vote that
the earth is flat, as it would have voted 4,000 years ago, but this would not
mean the earth is flat. As the late Bishop Fulton J. Sheen says, “Right is
right even if no one is right, and wrong is wrong even if everyone is wrong.”
Whether “a few pacifists” is a “nice thing” depends on the answer to the
question, “What kind of God is God and what does God expect of people?”

If God is a violent God then it is a “nice thing” that there are so few people
who believe in a Nonviolent God. It is a “nice thing” because “the fewer
the better” who believe in a non-reality, an illusion. However, if God is a
Nonviolent God, then the paucity of human beings adoring Him, peti-
tioning Him, trying to live by His will and asking pardon of Him when
they fail, would not be a very “nice thing” at all-would it? In such a sit-
uation much of what is considered Holy would in fact be evil, much of
what is perceived as worship would be blasphemy.

If God is the kind of God that is nurtured by the 195 nations and their re-
ligious affiliates, i.e., a violent God, then our prayer should be, “Thank
God” for the “nice thing” of so few pacifists. But, if the Nonviolent Jesus,
who teaches as God’s will a Way of Nonviolent Love of friends and en-
emies, is “the image of the invisible God” (cor 1:15), then Jesus being
crucified by state-nurtured and
religiously-endorsed homicidal
violence on Calvary is the micro-
cosm of humanity being crucified
worldwide by state-nurtured and
religiously-endorsed homicidal vi-
olence. Under these circumstances
the prayer that must be raised to God in union with Christ on the cross is
either, “Father, forgive them for they know not what they do” (Lx 23:34)
or else, “mea culpa, mea culpa, mea maxima culpa.”

...if the Nonviolent Jesus. . .is “the image
of the invisible God,” (COL 1:15) then
Jesus being crucified by state-nurtured
and religiously-endorsed homicidal vi-
olence on Calvary is the microcosm of
humanity being crucified...

JESUs As ABSOLUTE CRISIS

Jesus, the Christ, is the incarnation of nonviolent monotheism par
excellence. Therefore, Jesus is an absolute crisis in the idea of God. The re-
nowned Jewish Biblical Scholar, Joseph Klausner, communicates this as
succinctly as anyone when he writes in 1921: “There was yet another ele-
ment in Jesus’ idea of God which Judaism could not accept. Jesus tells His
disciples to love their enemies, as well as their friends since their Father
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in heaven makes his sun rise on the evil and on the good and sends his
rain upon the righteous and the ungodly...With this Jesus introduces
something new into the idea of God...As a sole and self-sufficient nation-
al code of teaching, Judaism could by no means agree with it...and such
has been the case with Christianity from the time of Constantine to this
present day.” Jesus is the fork in the road for a humanity pilgrimaging
through time and space. Once encountered, Jesus demands a decision for
or against Him because He proclaims a God incompatible with the reign-
ing deity of monotheism and of the world.

Humanity, since evolving from the non-ethical (no knowledge of good
and evil,) non-God-aware consciousness of its animal ancestors, has with
only a few isolated exceptions worshiped, served, placated and been ter-
rorized by a God or gods of homicidal violence. Why this is so is not
known. Perhaps the transition from a fully animal consciousness to a
fully human consciousness is as yet incomplete. Perhaps the approxi-
mately 10,000 generations that have passed since Homo sapiens came on
stage are not enough time for this relatively new species to get beyond
imitating and nurturing the violent survival techniques of its pre-human
past. Perhaps this inability fosters in a God-aware creature the need to
create God in the image and likeness of what the creature is seeming-
ly hermetically trapped in at the moment. Perhaps this inability to thus
far break the cycle of imitative violence motivates an ethically conscious
creature to call the destruction of its own species good. But again, it is not
at all clear how humanity became
almost universally committed to
a violent theism. What is clear is
that Jesus confronts this idea of
God head-on and rejects it as em-
phatically as is humanly possible:
He proclaims its opposite unequiv-
ocally: “Love your enemies.” He
refuses to live according to its demands: “Put up your sword.” He enters
into death not with fangs bared but with love for those with fangs bared:
“Father forgive them for they know not what they do.”

...it is not at all clear how humanity be-
came almost universally committed to a
violent theism. What is clear is that Jesus
confronts this idea of God head-on and
rejects it as emphatically as is humanly
possible: He proclaims its opposite un-
equivocally: “Love your enemies.”

Jesus, the Christ, is the mystery within the mystery of existence which
offers to the human being and to humanity a choice to imitate its violent
animal ancestors or a choice to imitate its Nonviolent Divine Ancestor.
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The mystery called Jesus also offers humanity the reason for following
Him. Since the individual person and humanity in general cannot serve
contradictory Masters, Jesus inherently compels a decision from those
who meet Him.

A TRANSFER OF ALLEGIANCE

Non-Christians in the first generation of Christianity see this and do not
like it. In the Acts of the Apostles (17:6-7) Christians are dragged before
the city council with their accusers shouting: “These people who have
been turning the whole world upside down have come here now. They
have broken every one of Caesar’s edicts by claiming that there is anoth-
er king, Jesus.” These alarmed accusers, whatever else they may be, are
people who know an earnest attack on the reigning “mode of self-under-
standing” when they see it.

Caesar is Tyrannosaurus Rex “made flesh.” Christ the King, who is tru-
ly human as well as truly Divine, rejects imitating the lethal violence
of His animal ancestors. Instead Jesus lives so completely the life of the
Father of all (ep 4:6), who lets His sun shine on the good and on the evil
and His rain fall upon the righteous and the ungodly (mT 5:45), that He
can say, “Whoever has seen me, has seen the Father” (N 14:9) and “Tand
the Father are one” (jn 10:30). Original Christianity in transferring its
allegiance from Caesar to Christ
simultaneously transfers its alle-
giance from a God—whose will is
the human imitation and exten-
sion of lethal animal violence—to
a God who presents to humanity,
through His Nonviolent “Word
made flesh,” the possibility of
imitating Divinity, indeed who
presents to humanity the exquisite
option of participating in the very life of the Holy One at this moment
and forever. This would certainly seem to be a “nice thing” in which
more than a “few” might like to participate, if they but knew. At any
rate, at least this much should be clear: no person need worry about be-
coming “pro-Fascist” or “pro-terrorist” if he or she chooses to follow the
Nonviolent Jesus through life and through death into Eternity.

Original Christianity in transferring its
allegiance from Caesar to Christ si-
multaneously transfers its allegiance
from a God whose will is the human
imitation and extension of lethal an-
imal violence, to a God who presents
to humanity, through His Nonviolent
“Word made flesh,” the possibility of
imitating Divinity...
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In a Nutshell:
Unjust/Just War Theories—
Homicide, Murder and Jesus

omicide is the killing of one human being by another human
H being. A homicide may be intentional, or it may be accidental. If

it is truly accidental, no moral culpability accrues to the person
who killed another. If the act of homicide is intentional, then a further
question must be asked: Is this homicide justified, or is it unjustified? If
it is justified, then again no moral culpability accrues to the person who
did the killing. However, if the intentional homicide is unjustified, then
it is, morally, murder—which is intrinsically gravely evil and therefore

forbidden, morally, under all circumstances.

Categories of criminal offenses such as first, second, or third degree mur-
der (sometimes called manslaughter or negligent homicide), are not
pertinent to this discussion, since they speak only to the degree of legal
culpability involved in a homicide, and not to whether the killing of this
particular human being is morally justified. For example, a person who
intentionally kills a prison guard, after years of being taunted and tor-
mented by him or her, may be less legally culpable than a person who
kills another in a random, drive-by shooting. However, in each case, the
killing is unjustified and is, therefore, morally, murder—regardless of
how it might be judged under the criminal law.

Now, since unjustified homicide is murder, the question must be raised:
What standard determines whether a person is justified in killing a fel-
low human being, and by what authority is it validated?
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THE CANON OF THE CANON

The term “canon” derives from a Greek word that means “measur-
ing rod.” It designates a standard and, in Christianity, it designates a
collection of writings that are the standard or rule of faith and life for
Christians. In the canonical New Testament and, within it, in the ca-
nonical Gospels, Jesus, who is the “Canon of the Canon,” rejects all
intentional homicidal violence by

Jesus, who is the “Canon of the Canon,” re- ) '
His words and deeds.! Nothing

jects intentional homicidal violence by His

words and deeds. Nothing in His person or

message offers any standard that can be

used to justify the intentional destruction
of human life.

in His person or message offers
Christians any standard that can
be used to justify the intentional
destruction of human life.

Jesus’ position on homicidal violence is the fruit of His consciousness of
His Eternal Father, who loves each person and all people infinitely, and
whois a “God of perfect peace, in whom violence and cruelty can have no
part.”? Jesus and His disciples, indeed all human beings, exist in time and
space to do the Father’s Will on earth as it is done in heaven. Since vio-
lence and cruelty have no part in God then it should be self-evident to the
follower of Jesus that human beings, made in the image and likeness of
God and desiring to do the Father’s will on earth as it is done in heaven,
can have no justification for engaging in homicidal violence.

Jesus’ proclamation of the truth about God, and the Way of God, in re-
lation to homicide is validated, communicated, accentuated, and boldly
underlined by Jesus’ own life, and by His death-resurrection. That Jesus,
as the Incarnation of God, explicitly rejects the option of homicidal vio-
lence, in choosing to be its victim on the cross rather than its apologist or
justifier, should be obvious to all who desire to follow Him as their God,
their Way, and their Truth. It is the clearest of the moral imperatives of
discipleship. Jesus, the Word of God (Logos), speaks no more clearly and
no more definitively on any other issue than He does on homicidal vio-
lence. He says unequivocally that it is not of God, nor is it of the Will of
God, which is to be “done on earth as it is in heaven.” No justification in
heaven or on earth can be found for intentional homicide in the person
or teachings of Jesus.
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HUMAN SPECULATION

Most human beings, however, have developed or accepted some stan-
dard that can justify intentional homicide under some circumstances.
It is their understanding that, when their standards for justifying hom-
icidal violence are met, the homicidal act is not unjustified, and hence is
not murder. The standards, or reasons, that human beings have found
for justifying homicide are so
numerous as to be literally un-
countable. They range from the
simple “God commands it,” or
“The parliament orders it,” to lists
so long and so ambiguous as to be
operationally inapplicable.’ The
validating source for these various
standards for justifying homicidal
violence may be revelation—e.g.,
the Hebrew Scriptures, the Koran. It may instead be the application of
logic to some subjective perception of reality—e.g., there is no existence
for me beyond death; therefore I have a right to kill when faced with be-
ing killed—or, perhaps, that I even have a right to kill when it is required
to get as much personal “gusto” as I can out of my short moment on
earth. Whatever standards for justifying the destruction of a human be-
ing might be employed, if they are met, then the person employing them
sees himself or herself as justified in intentionally putting an end to the
life of another. He or she does not believe this act of homicide is murder.

The standards or reasons that human
beings have come up with for justifying
homicide are so numerous as to be literal-
ly uncountable.. .The validating source for
these various standards for justifying hom-
icidal violence can be...application of logic
to some subjective perception of reality...to
get as much personal “gusto” as possible
out of one short moment on earth.

THE CANON OF CONSCIENCE

For the Christian who uses as a canon of conscience one just war theo-
ry or another, rather than the teaching of Jesus (which is as far from any
just war theory as existence is from nothingness), the question on which
eternal life or death hangs in the balance is this: Can a humanly limited,
subjective perception of existence—even when subject to the most com-
plete and rigorous exercise of logic—ever assume a higher position in the
Christian’s moral life than the explicit and unequivocal moral teaching
of God Incarnate?

Christians profess to believe that the Jesus of the New Testament is the
ultimate and definitive Communicator of God’s Truth, Will, and Way.

CHRISTIAN JUST WAR THEORY: THE LoGIc oF DEcEIT | 4.3



He is the measuring rod, the ruler, the canon, the standard by which
good and evil are discerned. For the literate Christian of today—as for
the literate and illiterate Christians of the first three centuries—there can
be no question that the Jesus of the
New Testament rejects homicid-
al violence and enmity. The only
question that remains is whether a
Christian has the moral right to al-
ter the teaching of God, as revealed
by Jesus, with respect to homicidal
violence, and to teach instead that
the Divine Will justifies the intentional destruction of human beings—
thereby denying what Jesus explicitly and consistently taught, in word
and deed.

For the literate Christian there is no
question that the Jesus of the New
Testament rejects homicidal violence
and enmity. So the only question that
remains is whether a Christian has the
moral right to modify the teaching of God
as revealed by the Word of God, Jesus.

Some of us do not see how such an alteration of Christ’s moral compass is
justified ethically, spiritually, or theologically. Aristotle notes that “The
least initial deviation from the truth is multiplied later a thousandfold.”
If the measuring rod says there are twelve inches in a foot, some of us
shiver at the thought of the long-range catastrophe that must ensue when
we hear teachers teach that a foot is five inches long.

Some of us do not see how fidelity to the Nonviolent Jesus of the ca-
nonical New Testament, and the apostolic kergyma that pre-dates the
Canon—can possibly allow Christians to assign a higher moral priority to
mere human conjecture regarding the rightness and wrongness of homi-
cidal violence than to the Will of God as expressly communicated by this
same Jesus.

Some of us are bewildered at literate Christians, including literate
Church leaders, who elevate human speculations about the morality of
violence and enmity above the unambiguous teachings of Jesus regard-
ing violence and enmity. Even more startling is the effort that follows to
fabricate evidence that the Jesus of the Gospels supports these speculative
moral justifications of homicide and enmity.

Indeed, for some of us who believe that Jesus teaches the Way to eternal
life for one and all, this re-prioritizing activity by Christians who profess
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that “Jesus is Lord!” is not even sane. It is blatant moral, spiritual, and
theological madness, in reason’s mask.

Endnotes:

1. It is probably pertinent to point out here what the Second Vatican
Council taught in relation to this subject in one of only two dogmatic
documents it approved, The Dogmatic Constitution on Divine Revelation

(§18,19):

It is common knowledge that among all the Scriptures, even those of the
New Testament, the Gospels have a special pre-eminence and rightly so,
for they are the principle witness of the life and teaching of the incarnate
Word, our Savior.

The Church has always and everywhere held and continues to hold that
the four Gospels are of apostolic origin. For what the apostles preached
in fulfillment of the commission of Christ, afterwards they themselves
and apostolic men, under the inspiration of the divine Spirit, handed
on to us in writing: the foundation of faith, namely, the fourfold Gospel
according to Matthew, Mark, Luke and John.

The Church has firmly and with absolute consistency held, and contin-
ues to hold, that the four Gospels just named, faithfully hand on what
Jesus Christ, while living among men, really did and taught for their
eternal salvation until the day he was taken up into heaven.

2. Opening Prayer, Mass for Peace, The Sacramentary (Roman Catholic).

3. For example, in Christian Just War Theories today some of the com-
mon standards that have to be met if the killing in war is not to be
found unjustified and hence murder are the following:

A.

= o 06w

The war must be justly instituted.
The cause must be just.

The means must be just.

The war must be a defensive war.

Offensive war, pre-emptive war or war in pursuit of some nation-
al self-interest beyond protection from immediate lethal attack is

forbidden.
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F. The evil done by war must be less than the evil that would have
taken place if the war were not engaged in.

G. Noncombatants are immune from lethal attack.

H. One party to the conflict must cease killing if the other party is
willing to stop killing and negotiate a resolution.

I. The war itself and no act of war can issue from the spirits of re-
venge or hatred of enemies.

J. Alljustifying standards must be interpreted strictly, since the de-
struction of countless human beings is at stake.

K. If any one of the standards is not met—then the killing is unjust
and the war is murder.
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Is Natural Law Christian Just
War Theory Soteriological
(Quiclisand?

people, in all places, and at all times—has persisted across millen-

nia of recorded human consciousness, and across a multiplicity of
cultures. People generally arrive at the idea through a process like this:
Human beings, because they are rational creatures, perceive that there is
an order in nature—a “natural law.” That perception generally extends
to a belief that humanity and its conduct are subject to a similar order,
an analogous “natural law.” The Source (God) of the order of nature is
also perceived to be the Source of
humanity, as well as the Source
of the order of moral conduct in
human beings. Natural law then
is seen as the eternal law, im-
planted by the One “by whom
all things are made,” in beings
endowed with reason and free
will. Human beings, to the ex-
tent they are free, may participate or refuse to participate in this divinely
created order of existence. Different consequences, temporal and eternal,
follow—for self and community—depending upon the choices they make.

B elief in a universal natural moral law—applicable to the lives of all

The Source (God) of the order of na-
ture is also perceived to be the Source
of humanity, as well as the Source of the
order of moral conduct in human beings.
Natural law then is seen as the eternal
law, implanted by the One “by whom all
things are made,” in beings endowed
with reason and free will.

A good example of natural law thinking can be found in the opening
lines of the Confucian classic, The Unvarying Means, written hundreds of
years before the birth of Jesus: “What is ordained in Heaven is called the
essential nature of the human being; the following of this essential na-
ture is called the natural law.” St. Thomas Aquinas, writing more than a
millennium and a half later, says that “natural law is nothing other than
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the participation of the eternal law in rational creatures.” Confucius and
Aquinas represent just two moments in the history of a notion that spans
more than twenty-five centuries.

THEORIES OF JUSTIFIED HOMICIDE

More Christian Churches than are probably willing to admit it base their
justification for participating in, or for supporting, war and other forms
of killing, on some version of natural law philosophy. They refer to it as
the Just War Theory, or as the moral right to homicidal violence in the
name self-defense, self-interest or social responsibility. In so doing, they
ignore, or contrive to forget, to ask themselves the essential question:
Are these notions of the natural law, and just war theories derived from
them, consistent with the teachings of Jesus—the One “through whom
all things were made,” (yn 1:1)? The answer to this question is clearly “no.”

So, let us first be honest about the rela-
tionship between Jesus and all justified
homicide theories. These theories, in-
cluding just war theories, owe nothing
to anything Jesus ever taught or did.
Jesus taught a way of Nonviolent Love

Let us first be honest about the re-
lationship between Jesus and all
justified homicide theories. These
theories, including just war the-
ories, cannot be founded in or

justified by anything Jesus ever
taught or did. Jesus taught a way
of Nonviolent Love of friends and enemies—period. Nor can the tenets
of the Just War Theory be found in the Old Testament. The justification
for homicide in the Old Testament is that God supposedly commands
it, either by direct communication, e.g., ordering the genocide of the
Amalekites (1 sm 15:1-3), or by communication through the Torah, e.g.,
the stoning to death of a stubborn and rebellious son (DT 21:20-21). The
theory of the just war, with its criteria of just institution, just cause, just
means, proportionality, last resort, non-combatant immunity, etc., is the
work of philosophical speculation, not revelation. It first finds earnest ex-
pression in the writings of pagan natural law philosophers such as Cicero,
and later is adopted by Christian natural law philosophers. It is a work of
human reason, of philosophy. Parenthetically, it should be stated forth-
rightly that Jesus does not commission His Church to teach philosophy.
His great commission is, “Go, therefore, make disciples of all nations; bap-
tize them in the name of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy Spirit,
and teach them to obey all the commands I gave you” (mT 28:20).

of friends and enemies—period.
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But what a work of human reason are natural law Christian just war the-
ories! There are many of them, and they are all literally amazing. Taking
care to avoid the self-evident verifiable axiom, that “truth is the first ca-
sualty of war,” step by step they intellectually walk Christians through
a logical maze, that has little or no relationship to objective reality. This
contorted reasoning where logic is given moral precedent over empiri-
cally demonstrable reality allows the Baptized to arrive at the conclusion
that they can do in good conscience what Jesus refused to do, and what
He taught his disciples to refuse to do. Whether it be the Catholic Thomas
Aquinas or the Protestant Paul Ramsey, the power of mind behind each
theory and application thereof is breathtaking. The problem with just
war ethics, in words of John Courtney Murray, S.J., is that they are “try-
ing to make rational what is fundamentally irrational.” Or, as the late
biblical scholar John L. McKenzie expresses it, “Behind all just war eth-
ics one sees the cornered rat with its fangs bared. Did Christ come so we
could act like cornered rats?”

It seems to me that, at least for the Christian, the debate about whether a
disciple of Christ can engage in mass homicide under some philosophical
theory of a just war would be closed. Surely the evidence is incontrovert-
ible that Christ, in fact, did not
come so that His followers “could
act like cornered rats with fangs
bared.” The picture of Jesus blaz-
ing away at other human beings
with His semiautomatic Colt AR-
15 rifle—it being no more than a
technological extension of bared
fangs—is so ludicrous that no one could seriously entertain such an im-
age. Yet, if one is to believe the talk heard from pulpit and pew, at least
ninety-five percent of Christians today believe they can kill in war and
still be faithful to Jesus. How is such a bold contradiction between the
Master’s teaching and the disciples’ practice morally possible? How in
good conscience is it sustainable?

It seems to me that just war moral-

ists defend the Christian’s audacity in

overriding Jesus’ expressed teaching of

Nonviolent Love of friends and enemies

by appealing to the following operating

principle of natural law: “Survival is the
first law of nature.”

SUSTAINING UTTER INCONSISTENCY

One way the utter inconsistency between the Jesus of the New Testament
and the justification of Christian participation in war is propagated and
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sustained is by ignorance. Christians—Catholic, Orthodox, Protestant and
Evangelical—are not taught the truth about the phenomenon of war by
their moral leaders. If a person thinks cocaine is no more destructive than
sugar, then he or she will have no problem developing an ethic that justifies
the sale of cocaine to children. Church leaders who have espoused just war
theories have refused to expose the realities of war to their people. They
have thereby kept their congrega-
tions ignorant and desensitized to
the brutal logical, psychological,
emotional, and spiritual contra-
dictions between The Way Jesus
taught and the simplest act of war,
e.g., slicing a person’s head in half
with a battle-axe or incinerating
them with napalm.

Church leaders who have espoused just
war theories have refused to expose the
realities of war to their people. They have,
thereby, kept their congregations igno-
rant and desensitized to the brutal logical,
psychological, emotional and spiritual
contradictions between The Way Jesus
taught and the simplest act of war...

Another way the inconsistency between Jesus and natural law just war
theory is obfuscated, and the theory thereby sustained in conscience, is
through the apparent discovery of certain principles of natural law that
are deemed equal to, or superior to, the explicit teaching of Jesus. On the
surface, it would seem self-evident that if Jesus is God incarnate, the de-
finitive revelation of God’s will, the self-revelation of God “by whom all
things are made” (jn 1:3), then there could be no incompatibility between
what Jesus taught and the imprint of God’s providential plan on the nat-
ural reason of people, to use Thomas Aquinas’ understanding of natural
law. However, it would also seem
self-evident or, at least, unques-
tionably reasonable, that if the
Christian discovered natural law
principles inconsistent with Jesus’
teachings, then he or she, as crea-
ture before Creator, should bow to
the wisdom of God incarnate and
accept that his or her own reason-
ing was flawed.

On the surface it would seem to be
self-evident that if Jesus is God incar-
nate, the definitive revelation of God’s
will, the self-revelation of God “by whom
all things are made” (JN 1:3), then there
could be no incompatibility between
what Jesus taught and the imprint of
God’s providential plan on the natural
reason of people...

But alas, such is not the case where natural law Christian Just War Theory
is concerned. Here the Christian mind, saddled as all minds are with a mi-

nuscule perception of reality, with a history of participation in sin, with
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disordered desires, with concupiscence, etc., asserts itself and its interpre-
tation of the will of God as superior to the mind of Christ and to the will
of God as revealed by Jesus in the Gospels. Then, based on its interpreta-
tion of natural law, a Christian is morally permitted in the name of God to
do what God incarnate refused to do when He walked on earth—namely,
kill other human beings. For the gun, the knife, the bomb, and all other
weapons do not move themselves. Permission or justification for the use of
these, and every other weapon, begins in the mind.

THE PROTECTION OF BEING—LOSING BY SAVING

It seems to me that Just War moralists defend the Christian’s audacity in
overriding Jesus’ expressed teaching of Nonviolent Love of friends and
enemies by appealing to the following operating principle of natural law:
“Survival is the first law of nature.” Stated other words: “The protection
of being is a the law of being.” “The will to survive is built into the very
core of being.”

It is obvious, for example, that if a rat’s survival is threatened, then the
rat will do all it needs to do, with bared fangs, to ensure that it continues
to exist. The natural law just warist claims that God has placed this same
desire to survive, to protect being, to continue to be rather than not to be,
in humans as well as in rats. Therefore, the argument continues that the
human being by divine design is granted the same rights under the nat-
ural law as the rat—namely, to do whatever he or she must do to survive.
The right to self-defense, that arguably derives from this fundamental
and putatively God-given desire to survive, thus generates or at least jus-
tifies a rule of conduct that proceeds from human nature as created by
God. The logical conclusion is that to live according to this rule and, if
necessary to kill according to it, is to act according to God’s plan, that is,
according to the natural law.

The just war theory, i.e., the right to lethal self-defense, is simply a set
of logical standards derived from this basic principle, and used to deter-
mine when survival is actually threatened, and what lethal means of
protecting it are in conformity with God’s will. For example, how much
collateral damage, that is, how much killing of non-combatants, is proper
in God’s eyes in a particular case? Once again, the deep-seated princi-
ple from which all the logical gymnastics of all the Christian Just War
Theories operationally spring is that survival is the first law of nature.
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It is essential to note that this principle carries within it a great deal of
logical “elasticity.” Without breaking an intellectual sweat, scholars can
extend it to apply to a legion of states deemed necessary for human sur-
vival, e.g., survival of low gasoline prices, survival of ethnic or national
honor, survival of an economic system, survival of some ruling class sys-
tem, survival of a political system, survival in positions of power and
prestige, survival of comfort, survival of the standard of oppression to
which one has become habituated, survival of geographic, racial, reli-
gious, or economic dominance. Whatever the particulars may be, behind
all just war theories lies the desire
to survive, and the belief, con-
scious or unconscious, that God has
ordained that we have the right to
do whatever we need to do to sur-
vive. When survival is threatened,
what otherwise would be blatantly evil (and commonly vilified, excori-
ated, and punished, in our society and in others; homicide or arson, for
example) is called good by natural law just war theory. In other words,
vice is “virtuized.” The diabolical is divinized. And yet...

...behind all just war theories lies the
desire to survive, and the belief, con-
scious or unconscious, that God has
ordained that we have the right to do
whatever we need to do to survive.

Jesus says:

For anyone who wants to save his or her life will lose it; but anyone who loses
his or her life for my sake, and for the sake of the Gospel, will save it (mx 8:35,
MT 16:25, LK 9:24, JN 12:25).

What a statement! What natural law just war philosopher or theologian
could believe it? It totally contradicts the just war interpretation of the
principle “Survival is the first law of nature.” It says that if you try to save
yourself by acting like a rat with its fangs bared, if you start destroying
others to save your piece of the pie, you will lose everything. It says that
not survival but destruction comes from the bared fangs and from the
barrel of a gun. It says that to witness to the truth of Jesus and His Gospel
of Nonviolent Love of friends and enemies is the way to save one’s life—
even if it costs one’s life. Who can believe it? Few have! And yet...

What just war theorists fail to recognize or contrive to ignore is that even
if survival is the first law of nature, survival is precisely what nature can-
not deliver—ever. Regardless of how sharp the rat’s fangs are, regardless
of how vicious it is in defending its hole or its garbage, is it not true that
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it will eventually be destroyed? The rat will disintegrate along with the
sun, the planet Earth, the North Star, the galaxies, the cockroaches, and
each and every human being. Survival may be the first law of nature, but
there is no possibility of survival within nature. Therefore, the rat with
its fangs bared, and the just warist are engaged in a rodently impossi-
ble and humanly impossible task—survival. They may, with fang-baring
or machine-gunning, add a cubit of time to their lives—and thereby add
an extra day or two for the rat to forage at the garbage can or for a per-
son to shop at Wal-Mart. But the United States, France, Russia, China, as
well as all their citizens will go the way of the dinosaurs, the galaxies and
Babylon. And yet...

THE DESIRE To BE RATHER THAN NoT To BE

The desire to survive, to be rather than not to be, lies deep within human
beings. It can be destroyed, but in the beginning it is there. About forty
years ago, in his Pulitzer-prize-winning book The Denial of Death, Ernest
Becker threw the spotlight of intellect on the dynamic of survival in the
human situation. He revealed, as few others have, the pressure on the in-
dividual and the community that this desire exerts. The average mind
is a computer, ceaselessly calculating the probabilities of some form of
survival or another in one situation after another. For example, surplus,
the hoarding of more than one needs in a world where thousands perish
daily because they cannot get the raw necessities of life, is driven by the
desire to survive—even if being a survivor means others do not survive.
The accumulation of surplus comes from basically the same place in the
psyche as does the willingness to pull the trigger, that is, from the desire
to survive. And yet...

Jesus told this parable:

There was once a rich man who, having had a good harvest from his land,
thought to himself, “What am I to do? T have not enough room to store my
crops” Then he said, “This is what I will do: T will pull down my barns
and build bigger ones, and store all my grain and my goods in them, and
Iwill say to my soul: My soul, you have plenty of good things laid by for
many years to come; take things easy, eat, drink, have a good time.” But
God said to him, “Fool! This very night the demand will be made for your
soul...” (LK 12:1620).
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Despite what professional economists proclaim, economics is a spiritual
reality before all else. Before the mathematics, statistics, and formulas of
economics have been applied, decisions have already been made concern-
ing the reality of God, the meaning of existence, the nature of human
beings, as well as who is to get what, when, where, and why. However,
regardless of the economic system, its ability to bestow survival is as
non-existent for those who succeed within it as for those who do not.
The grave is not simply the great leveler of princes and paupers. It is the
great attestation that nature cannot fulfill its own supposed first law.
The screeching and clamoring on the floor of the stock market, and the
screeching and clamoring on the battlefield are equally the sound and
the fury signifying nothing in the end. And yet...

THE WAY To BE RATHER THAN NoT To BE

“To be or not to be” is indeed still the question. Is there a way to be? Is
there a way not to be? Is there a way for us to survive individually and
communally? Patently, there is no
survival to be found in fang-bar-
ing just war interpretations of the
natural law. But, could it be that
if we follow Jesus and His Way of
Nonviolent Love of both friends
and enemies as enunciated in the
Gospel, our lives would be saved, even if it appeared to our time-bound
eyes at the moment that we were losing them? Could it be that our fidel-
ity to Jesus and His Gospel, even in the face of the bared fangs of others,
might be a piece of the leaven by which the whole human dough is raised
up—saved?

Is there a way for us to survive individu-

ally and communally?.....if we follow Jesus

and His Way of Nonviolent Love of both

friends and enemies as enunciated in the

Gospel, our lives would be saved, even if
it appeared...we were losing them?

If Jesus is who the Church says He is, then these are precisely the con-
sequences of a Christian choosing to follow the Resurrected Jesus and
His Gospel teaching of Nonviolent Love rather than following the way
of seeking mere animal longevity. As said earlier, the grave is the testimo-
ny that natural law just war survival ethics is a defective interpretation of
natural law. On the other hand, the open grave of Easter Sunday is incon-
trovertible proof, to those who have been called to faith in Jesus Christ,
that fidelity to His Gospel Way of Nonviolent Love of friends and ene-
mies leads to true survival, and that this remains so even when the bared
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fangs of some theory of justified homicide seem omnipotent—as they did
on the Friday before the Day of the Empty Tomb.

Natural law Christian Just War Theory validates its existence by claim-
ing that the desire to save one’s life in this world is divinely ordained,
and that one is therefore supposedly divinely entitled to employ means
that are 180 degrees opposite those taught by Jesus, the Logos, during His
public life and employed by Him when His own survival was threatened
in Gethsemane and on Calvary. Isn't it time for Churches to candidly
confess that just war theory is not a means of survival at all, but is rather
the means by which one loses his
or her life? Isn’t the moment ripe
to teach that he or she who lives
by just war theory will perish by
just war theory? Isn't it time for
Christian leaders and laity to sum-
mon the courage to proclaim to
the world that it is the Risen Jesus
Christ who teaches us how to survive, and not Aristotle, Plato, Cicero, or
any lesser philosophical, religious, or political light?

Isn’t the moment ripe to teach that
he or she who lives by just war theory
will perish by just war theory? Isn’t it
time for Christian leaders and laity to
summon the courage to proclaim to the
world that it is the Risen Jesus Christ
who teaches us how to survive...

THE BURDEN OF PROCLAIMING NONVIOLENCE

Of course, if the Churches—Catholic, Orthodox and Protestant—were to
proclaim what Christ proclaimed, they would have to become the first
proof of their own proclamation. They would have to withdraw their
fangs, cease their support of violence as well as their violence, stop justi-
fying homicide for their membership—all their members—regardless of
their status in the secular community. They would have to rely totally
on the faith that God honors fidelity to His way, and that His way is re-
vealed by the Nowviolent Jesus. Is it possible that Catholic, Orthodox, and
Protestant leadership and Churches do not teach what Jesus taught about
violence and enmity because, if they did, the world would demand that
they live in the furnace of their own teaching? And is it further possible
that this demand might reveal—not communities and leaders trusting in
the God of Shadrach, Meshach, and Abednego—but rather communities
and leaders living out of black holes of atheism and agnosticism masquer-
ading as natural law just war theology?
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If Catholic, Orthodox, and Protestant Churches and their leaders believe
that Jesus is Lord, what do they have to lose by giving up interpretations
of natural law hostile to the way
of Christ as revealed in the New
Testament? If the Churches follow
Jesus and do not “survive”—i.e., if
they do not flourish—then Jesus is
wrong: He does not embody and
proclaim the will of God or teach
us how to live accordingly, and Christian Churches have neither a reason
nor the right to exist.

If the Churches follow Jesus and do not

“survive”...then Jesus is wrong: He does

not embody and proclaim the will of God

or teach us how to live accordingly, and

Christian Churches have neither a reason
nor the right to exist.

But, if they follow Jesus and survive, indeed if they flourish, then the
world will receive the witness it needs and the motivation it requires
to embrace Jesus and His Way.
Nonviolence is the missing but
indispensable ingredient of gen-
uinely authentic and maximally
effective evangelization of the
world by the Churches. However,
if the Churches instead continue to spend their time, talent, and trea-
sure trying to survive in this world, and abandon Jesus and His teachings
whenever their own little bailiwicks seem threatened, how can the world
possibly accept that Jesus is Lord? And that He knows what He is talking
about when it comes to the true, eternal survival of the individual and
humanity? I would ask Christian leaders and laity to give Jesus a chance.
Trust in Jesus by trusting that He would not lie to us, and that He knows
the way of God.

But, if they follow Jesus and survive, in-

deed if they flourish, then the world will

have received the witness it needs and the

motivation it requires to embrace Jesus
and His Way.

Stop hiding bared fangs behind holy pictures, prayer groups, sermons,
public cult, stained glass windows, liturgical garb, pious phraseology,
“Christian” politics, and just war interpretations of the natural law.
You were given eyes to see. Well, see! See that natural law Christian Just
War Theory and natural law Christian Just Capital Punishment Theory
are as much “the tragic triumph of misperception and misunderstand-
ing” as were natural law Christian Just Slavery Theory and natural law
Christian Just Inquisition Theory. Have the perceptual courage to see
through the eyes of the Messiah, rather than through the fearfilled rat’s
eyes, “the law imprinted on the hearts of people.”

5.10 | Is NATURAL LAW CHRISTIAN JUST WAR THEORY SOTERIOLOGICAL QUICKSAND?



THE MoST FUNDAMENTAL TRUTH OF NATURAL LAW

You have been given a mind to understand. Well, understand!
Understand that the most fundamental truth that the human mind by
right reason can derive from natural law is this: “When the will of the
Creator (God) is known, it must be followed by the creature.”

This is the moral essence of what it is to be a human being. This is the
supreme prescript of the eternal law imprinted in rational beings. No nat-
ural law principle, whether it be “survival” or “do good and avoid evil,”
can assume priority over obedience to the will of the Creator, when that
will is known. The natural law, which Divine Reason itself implanted in
human beings, never morally permits a person or community to act con-
trary to the will of God, when that
will is known. This is an absolutely
exceptionless principle according
to the dictates of rationality.

The natural law, which Divine Reason it-

self implanted in human beings, never

permits a person or community to act

contrary to the will of God when that

will is known. This is an absolutely ex-

ceptionless principle according to the
dictates of rationality.

Jesus’ teaching in the Gospels is
a precise presentation of this su-
preme prescript of natural law:
“Thy will be done on earth as it is in heaven.” Jesus teaches this un-
surpassable principle of the eternal law—not just by word, but by
deed—when, in the hour of extreme crisis, Gethsemane, He lives, “Your
will be done, not mine.” Furthermore, beyond teaching that “when the
will of God is known it must be followed,” Jesus explicitly teaches His
disciples and through His disciples communicates to the world what the
will of the Creator is, namely, it is the will that rejects homicide, retali-
ation, revenge and enmity. It is a will that calls for a Nonviolent Love of
both friends and enemies, modeled on the example set by Jesus Himself
(1N 13:34, 15:22; GA 5:1,2).

For the Christian then, natural law points immediately to the revelatory.
The primal truth, “When the will of the Creator is known it must be
followed,” leads the Christian rationally to the moral imperativeness of
God’s will as revealed by Jesus and His teachings. It is not that reason has
no place in the Christian life. It is rather that the function of reason in the
Christian life is to figure out how to implement the teachings of Jesus, not
how to modify them or render them inoperative—as inoperative as they
are rendered in war, whether it is called j