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In 1981 the United Nations General 
Assembly passed resolution 36/67 de-
claring an International Day of Peace. In 
2001, the United Nations General As-
sembly adopted a new resolution 55/282 
declaring 21 September of each year as 
the International Day of Peace.  Secre-
tary-General Kofi Annan has asked all 
United Nations departments and agen-
cies to expand their observance, high-
lighting the Minute of Silence at 12 
noon.  www.worldpeace.org 

By Bob Maxwell  
 
The conflict between Israel and the Hezbollah 
militia in Lebanon once again raises the issue 
of innocent blood spilled in the course of 
military campaigns.  This issue is particularly 
troubling for Americans since American pol-
icy apparently aims at preventing a cease-fire 
until Israel can “get the job done” in Leba-
non—perhaps hoping that this will be an indi-
rect blow to Iran and prevent the creation of a 
Shia Crescent across the Middle East.  
 
This completely sets aside the question of 
whether Israel’s use of military power in 
Lebanon, Gaza, or elsewhere will ever “get 
the job done,” or the fact that the prospect of 
a Shia Crescent across the Middle East is 
largely the result of our own failed policy in 
Iraq, or even that Israel’s last incursion into 
Lebanon was the very thing that brought Hez-
bollah into existence.   
 
The acceptability of “collateral damage” 
seems to depend a great deal on whose inno-
cent blood is being shed.  Israel was reluctant 
to send troops into Lebanon this time, trying 
at first to “get the job done’ through air 
strikes in order to “avoid casualties.”  Let me 
get this straight:  it’s okay to cause the death 
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of hundreds of non-combatants in order to 
prevent the death of dozens of combatants?  
Ah, but the non-combatants in question were 
Lebanese men, women, and children; while 
the combatants in question would be Israeli.   
 
Nor am I impressed by those who argue that 
Israel isn’t responsible for all this bloodshed 
since their Arab enemies insist on “hiding” 
among civilian populations.  Those who argue 
this apparently feel that it would be more 
“sporting” if they stood out in open fields with 
large targets painted around them! 
 
On the other hand, while outrage has spread 
throughout the Arab world over innocent 
Lebanese women and children killed by Israeli 
bombs, the “Arab street” is seemingly uncon-
cerned about Israeli women and children 
killed by rockets fired into Israel in retaliation, 
rockets effectively fired at civilian targets be-
cause they aren’t nearly accurate enough to hit 
anything else.   
 
To make a long story ridiculously short, tribal-
ism continues to drench the world in blood, 
and will continue to do so until we come to 
see ourselves in every other self and, so, come 
to see every people as our own people.  

Join 1200 organizations in over 150 
nations by taking part in the event in 
Walnut Creek at the Veteran’s Memo-
rial Plaza, September 21, 7:00 PM, at 
the corner of Broadway and Civic 
Drive.  Bring your family, friends and 
candles. 
 
This global 24-hour spiritual observa-
tion for peace is meant to demonstrate 
the power of promoting peace. 

www.internationaldayofpeace.org 
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The Mt. Diablo Peace & Justice 
Center works to build a more peaceful 
and just world through citizen 
involvement.  To this end, we work to 
eliminate nuclear weapons, reduce 
militarism, heal the causes of violence 
such as racism and injustice, and 
promote nonv io lent  conf l ic t 
resolution.  We are a community-
based organization focusing on 
education and action.  The Mt. Diablo 
Peace & Justice Center is non-profit, 
tax-deductible organization, affiliated 
with Fellowship for Reconciliation.    
Won’t you join us! 
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Hanson & Ron Schmidt (Co-Chairs), 
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Beth Jersey, Dave Johnson, Bob 
Maxwell, Rick Sterling, Dennis 
Thomas 
 
EDITOR:  Natylie Baldwin 
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     Sheila Pedersen 
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Natylie Baldwin, Lt. Col. Dave 
Grossman, Fred Reed, Mark Twain, 
Eric Anschutz 
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      Bob Breckenridge 
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E-mail:  peacegazette@yahoo.com 
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    info@mtdpc.org 
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   www.mtdpc.org 
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By Natylie Baldwin 
 
As a student of political science in col-
lege I remember discovering the writ-
ings of Benjamin Ferencz while doing 
research for an international relations 
class.  I found the scope and depth of 
his two-volume history of international 
law, particularly, humanitarian law, 
which governs the conduct of soldiers 
in war, impressive.  In his discussion of 
this area of law, there was a most com-
pelling passage which observed that the 
best method for preventing war crimes 
was to eliminate war as a legitimate 
means of resolving conflict.   
 
As a combat veteran of WWII and a 
prosecutor of Nazi war crimes in the 
tribunals that followed, Ferencz saw 
first-hand the darkest side of humanity.  
While he whole-heartedly believes the 
Geneva Conventions and other regula-
tory laws are critical tools for curbing 
atrocities, he recognized at some point 
that there’s something about the nature 
of modern war itself that is the essential 
problem.   
 
It should come as little surprise that 
Ferencz’s views against war deepened 
at the height of America’s disastrous 
involvement in Vietnam.  Military his-
torian and psychologist Dave Grossman 
describes in his book On Killing:  The 
Psychological Cost of Learning to Kill 
in War and Society 
(see excerpt on page 
3), how the Vietnam 
War was a “counter-
insurgency” conflict 
characterized by 
men, women and 
children defending 
their homes against 
those they saw as 
illegitimate intruders, blurred lines be-
tween civilians and combatants, and a 
lack of clearly defined boundaries sepa-
rating the battlefield from the non-
battlefield.  It is not an exaggeration for 
soldiers who find themselves in such 
situations, as dictated by insulated po-
litical leaders, to feel under siege and in 
a constant state of fear. 
 
As the following comment by a visiting 

Iraqi, who had developed something 
similar to a friendship with a veteran of 
one of our current counter-insurgency 
conflicts, illustrates: 
 

You have no idea how strange 
it feels that we share so much in 
common.  When I told him that 
I would never actually approach 
an American soldier on the 
street in Baghdad, he told me 
that if we were in Baghdad he 
would probably be talking to 
me with his gun pointing at me 
because he would be scared 
shitless.  Yet there we sat, 
drinking beers together.* 

 
According to Grossman’s studies, a 
state of fear facilitates a bypassing of 
the forebrain, which controls judg-
ment, long-term cause and effect 
analysis, and other processes associ-
ated with the human capacity for ra-
tionality and reflection.  The midbrain, 
which relies on conditioning for a re-
sponse, then kicks into action. 
By the Vietnam War era, the U.S. mili-
tary had succeeded in refining its train-
ing techniques to elicit a conditioned 
shoot response rate of nearly 95%, up 
from 15-20% in WWII.   
 
When considering the combined fac-
tors of youthful inexperience due to 
increasingly younger soldiers, fear, 

military condition-
ing, and the dynam-
ics of unit cohesion 
and interdepend-
ence, is it realistic 
to expect most sol-
diers to refuse or-
ders to shoot in the 
midst of the chaos 
that constitutes 

modern wars in an effort to avoid war 
crimes?  Is it realistic to expect most 
soldiers to not give into the incredible 
pressure to go along with an atrocity in 
progress with their comrades?  It 
seems likely that it takes an extraordi-
nary amount of courage and willpower 
to do so.    
 

(“Genie” Continued on page 5) 
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Up to 35 million people—90 per-
cent civilians—have been killed 
in over 170 wars since WWII. 

-Terrorism and War  
Howard Zinn 
Seven Stories Press, page 78 
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By Lt. Col. Dave Grossman 
Little Brown & Company, 1996 (pages xviii, 2-6, 177-178)  
Note:  All emphasis from the original. 
 
Prior to WWII it had always been assumed that the average 
soldier would kill in combat simply because his country and 
his leaders have told him to do so and because it is essential to 
defend his own life and the lives of his friends.  When the 
point came that he didn’t kill, it was assumed that he would 
panic and run.   
 
During WWII U.S. Army Brigadier General S.L.A. Marshall 
asked these average soldiers what it was that they did in battle.  
His singularly unexpected discovery was that, of every 
hundred men along the line of fire during the period of an 
encounter, an average of only 15 to 20 “would take any part 
with their weapons.”  This was consistently true “whether the 
action was spread over a day, or two days or three.”  
 
Why did these men fail to fire?  As I examined this question 
and studied the process of killing in combat from the 
standpoints of a historian, a psychologist, and a soldier, I 
began to realize that there was one major factor that was 
missing from the common understanding of killing in combat, 
a factor that answers this question and more.  That missing 
factor is the simple and demonstrable fact that there is within 
most men an intense resistance to killing their fellow man.  A 
resistance so strong that, in many circumstances, soldiers on 
the battlefield will die before they can overcome it. 
 
To some, this makes “obvious” sense.  “Of course it is hard to 
kill someone,” they would say.  “I could never bring myself to 
do it.”  But they would be wrong.  With the proper 
conditioning and the proper circumstances, it appears that 
almost anyone can and will kill.  Others might respond, “Any 
man will kill in combat when he is faced with someone who is 
trying to kill him.”  And they would be even more wrong, 
for...we shall observe that throughout history the majority of 
men on the battlefield would not attempt to kill the enemy, 
even to save their own lives or the lives of their friends.   
 
One of the roots of our misunderstanding of the psychology of 
the battlefield lies in the misapplication of the fight-or-flight 
model to the stresses of the battlefield.  This model holds that 
in the face of danger a series of physiological and 
psychological processes prepare and support the endangered 
creature for either fighting or fleeing.  The fight-or-flight 
dichotomy is the appropriate set of choices for any creature 
faced with danger other than that which comes from its own 
species.  When we examine the responses of creatures 
confronted with aggression from their own species, the set of 
options expands to include posturing and submission.  This 
application of animal kingdom intraspecies response patterns 
(that is, fight, flee, posture, and submit) to human warfare is, 
to the best of my knowledge, entirely new.   
 

The first decision point in an intraspecies conflict usually 
involves deciding between fleeing or posturing.  A threatened 
baboon or rooster who elects to stand its ground does not 
respond to aggression from one of his own kind by leaping 
instantly to the enemy’s throat.  Instead, both creatures 
instinctively go through a series of posturing actions that, 
while intimidating, are almost always harmless. These 
actions are designed to convince an opponent, through both 
sight and sound, that the posturer is a dangerous and 
frightening adversary.   
 
When the posturer has failed to dissuade an intraspecies 
opponent, the options then become fight, flight, or 
submission.  When the fight option is utilized, it is almost 
never to death.  Konrad Lorenz pointed out that piranhas and 
rattlesnakes will bite anything and everything, but among 
themselves piranhas fight with raps of their tails, and 
rattlesnakes wrestle.  Somewhere during the course of such 
highly constrained and non-lethal fights, one of these intra-
species opponents will usually become daunted by the 
ferocity and prowess of its opponent, and its only options 
become submission or flight.  Submission is a surprisingly 
common response, usually taking the form of fawning and 
exposing some vulnerable portion of the anatomy to the 
victor, in the instinctive knowledge that the opponent will not 
kill or further harm one of its own kind once it has 
surrendered.  The posturing, mock battle, and submission 
process is vital to the survival of the species.  It prevents 
needless deaths and ensures that a young male will live 
through early confrontations when his opponents are bigger 
and better prepared.  Having been outpostured by his 
opponent, he can then submit and live to mate, passing on his 
genes in later years. 
 
Training and Conditioning 
When people become angry, or frightened, they stop thinking 
with their forebrain (the mind of the human being) and start 
thinking with their midbrain (which is indistinguishable from 
the mind of an animal).  They are literally “scared out of 
their wits.”  The only thing that has any hope of influencing 
the midbrain is also the only thing that influences a dog: 
classical and operant conditioning.   
 
That is what is used when training firemen and airline pilots 
to react to emergency situations: precise replication of the 
stimulus that they will face (in a flame house or in a flight 
simulator) and then extensive shaping of the desired response 
to that stimulus.  Stimulus-response, stimulus-response, 
stimulus-response.  In the crisis, when these individuals are 
scared out of their wits, they react properly and they save 
lives.   
 
World War II-era training was conducted on a grassy firing 
range on which the soldier shot at a bull’s eye target.  After 

( “Killing” Continued on page 7) 
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by Fred Reed 
The American Conservative, Jan 31, 05 
 
The observant will have noticed that we 
hear little from the troops in Iraq and see 
almost nothing of the wounded. Why, 
one might wonder, does not CNN put an 
enlisted Marine before a 
camera and, for 15 minutes 
without editing, let him say 
what he thinks? Is he not an 
adult and a citizen? Is he not 
engaged in important events 
on our behalf? 
 
Sound political reasons exist. 
Soldiers are a risk PR-wise, 
the wounded a liability. No one can tell 
what they might say, and conspicuous 
dismemberment is bad for recruiting. An 
enlisted man in front of a camera is 
dangerous. He could wreck the 
governmental spin apparatus in five 
minutes. It is better to keep soldiers 
discreetly out of sight. 

So we do not see much of the 
casualties, ours or theirs. Yet they are 
there, somewhere, with missing legs, 
blind, becoming accustomed to groping 
at things in their new darkness, learning 
to use the wheelchairs that will be theirs 
for 50 years. Some face worse fates 

than others. Quadriplegics will be 
warehoused in VA hospitals where 
nurses will turn them at intervals, like 
hamburgers, to prevent bedsores. 
Friends and relatives will soon forget 
them. Suicide will be a frequent 
thought. The less damaged will get 
around.  

For a brief moment perhaps the 
casualties will believe, then try 
desperately to keep believing, that they 
did something brave and worthy and 
terribly important for that abstraction, 
country. Some will expect thanks. But 
there will be no thanks, or few, and 

those quickly forgotten. It will 
be worse. People will ask how 
they lost the leg. In Iraq, they 
will say, hoping for sympathy, 
or respect, or understanding. 
The response, often unvoiced 
but unmistakable, will be, 
“What did you do that for?” 
The wounded will realize that 
they are not only crippled, but 

freaks. 
 
The years will go by. Iraq will fade into 
the mist. Wars always do. A generation 
will rise for whom it will be just history. 
The dismembered veterans will find 
first that almost nobody appreciates 

(“Wounded” Continued on page 6) 
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Since 2000, about 40,000 troops from all branches 
of the military have deserted, the Pentagon says. 

-from “Thousands of Troops Say They Won’t 
Fight” by Ana Radelat, Gannett News Service, 
8/5/06 
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By Mark Twain 
 
Lord, our Father, our young patriots, idols of our 
hearts, go forth to battle—be Thou near them!  With 
them—in spirit—we also go forth from the sweet peace 
of our beloved firesides to smite the foe.  O Lord our 
God, help us to tear their soldiers to bloody shreds with 
our shells; help us to cover their smiling fields with the 
pale forms of their patriot dead; help us to drown the 
thunder of the guns with the shrieks of their wounded, 
writhing in pain; help us to lay waste their humble 
homes with a hurricane of fire; help us to wring the 
hearts of their unoffending widows with unavailing 
grief; help us to turn them out roofless with their little 
children to wander unfriended the wastes of their deso-
lated land in rags and hunger and thirst, sports of the 
sun flames of summer and the icy winds of winter, bro-
ken in spirit, worn with travail, imploring Thee for the 
refuge of the grave and denied it-- for our sakes who 
adore Thee.  Lord, blast their hopes, blight their lives, 
protract their bitter pilgrimage, make heavy their steps, 
water their way with their tears, stain the white snow 
with the blood of their wounded feet; We ask it, in the 
spirit of love of Him who is the source of Love, and 
who is the ever-faithful refuge and friend of all that are 
sore beset and seek His aid with humble and contrite 
hearts.  Amen.   
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By Eric Anschutz 
  
An important inquiry into the causes of 
war comes from psychologist Ralph 
White’s Nobody Wanted War. While 
White’s book (written some 30 years 
ago) deals primarily with the Vietnam 
War, its horizon is broader; he seeks to 
identify the psychological factors 
common to World Wars I and II, as well 
as to the Vietnam War. White’s analysis 
of psychological and emotional factors 
has relevance to our current muscular 
and militant foreign policy, and in 
particular to today’s “war on terrorism.”   
 
Dr. White describes certain factors that 
can distort one’s view of an “enemy,” 
and how such unintended distortions 
can lead to justification of violence: 
 
A diabolical enemy-image 
The enemy is bad and must be 
destroyed. The enemy is perceived as 
externally aggressive and internally 
suppressive. His institutions and 
ideology are a cancer that must at any 
cost be stopped from spreading. The 
d i a b o l i c a l  e ne m y - i ma ge  wa s 
exemplified by the slogan popular in the 
fifties:  "Better dead than red." Today’s 
version is that “they” comprise an “axis 
of evil,” are “enemies of freedom,” and 
“seek to destroy our way of life.” 
 
The moral self-image 
Our way is good and honorable and 
must be preserved. Our part of the 
world is the "Free World.” Good and 
God are on our side. By implication, 
countries not aligned with us reject 
freedom and godliness. The moral self-
image was exemplified by the German 
World War I slogan:  "Gott Mit 
Uns" (God is with Us or May God be 
with Us), and by implication, “may God 
be against our foe.” Bin Laden is 

convinced that God is on his side; but, 
then again, so is President Bush. 
 
The virile self-image 
In 1914, each of the Great Powers feared 
"losing our position as a Great Power." 
Analogous cases exist today. Nations are 
reluctant to retreat lest they be deemed 
weak or irresolute. This reluctance 
prevails even when they decide the 
situation at hand is not worth a fight, or 
that indeed they have been in the wrong.  
The image of virility must be pre-served 
at any cost.  The essential thing is to 
seem con-sistent, strong and firm. We 
must “stay the course,” Bush tells us. We 
can’t allow a gang of terrorist thugs to 
deflect us from our goal of bringing 
freedom to the Iraqi people. "National 
decision-makers,” White wrote, “judge 
themselves and expect to be judged by 
others not only as good vs. bad, or right 
vs. wrong, but strong vs. weak." 
 
Selective inattention and absence 
of empathy 
This phenomenon is the tendency to 
focus attention only on information that 
reinforces the black-or-white images 
described above. White or gray elements 
on the enemy side are glossed over; there 
is interest only in the black.  
 
Military Overconfidence 
Nations generally enter wars with full 
confidence that they can win. There is a 
tendency also to not appreciate fully how 
long the war might last, and what it will 
cost in resources and casualties. Japan 
and Germany certainly regret having 
started World War II; the US regrets 
having entered into the Vietnam War; 
and most Americans regret our war in 
Iraq.  
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Give diplomacy a chance 
Before taking or even threatening 
military action, we must ask ourselves 
what motivates the enemy or adversary, 
and  th rough  d ip loma cy seek 
arrangements that can avoid war. In the 
case of Iraq, we now know that Saddam 
feared UN inspectors not because they 
might find WMD’s, but because they 
would find that he had none, thereby 
exposing his military weakness.  
 
Take the time to let peace happen 
Had we given the UN inspectors enough 
time, the world would have learned the 
truth about WMD’s. That finding would 
have removed the reason for a rush into 
war: it would have been clear that Iraq 
was not an imminent threat. 
 
Enemy bluster may result from 
fear, rather than from aggressive 
intent 
Iran and North Korea engage in 
development of weapons, and in 
belligerent behavior. We see their 
actions as aggressive; they, on the other 
hand, almost certainly fear the prospect 
of military action by us against them, 
aimed at “regime change,” and see their 
weapons development as deterrence, not 
as aggression. Through one-on-one 
diplomatic interaction, we might offer 
non-aggression guarantees in exchange 
for cessation of their mil itary 
development programs. 
 
Trade trumps confrontation 
Several years ago, South and North 
Korea established a Special Economic 
Zone inside North Korea, in which 
South Korea provides technology, 

(“Why War?” Continued on page 6) 
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Ferencz noted that as long as there are 
wars, there will be atrocities.  There is a 
reason why people refer to the decision 
to go to war as “unleashing the dogs.” 

(“Genie” Continued from page 2) Admittedly, I am suspending moral 
judgment on soldiers’ behavior for a 
moment and attempting to understand 
what is realistic of the average person 
under a certain set of circumstances 
and why.  Perhaps it is then that we 

can effectively determine what will 
have the highest chance of bringing 
about the desired outcome:  eliminat-
ing the suffering and waste of war.     
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investments and management, and 
North Korean provides the laborer 
force. To date, this Zone has grown to 
include some 500 South Korean 
managers and 7,000 North Korean 
workers. The goal, which has 
widespread support from the South 
Korean people, is to grow the enterprise 
to 2,000 companies, employing 
700,000 North Korean workers, by 
2012, and thereby to move inexorably 
toward de facto unification. This effort 

(“Why War?” Continued from page 5) is opposed by the US; our policy is to 
isolate North Korea rather than co-opt it. 
 
Perception, or more accurately, 
misperception, plays a central role 
i n  t h e  c a u s e s  o f  w a r .  
What to one side is an alliance in support 
of freedom is to the other military 
encircle-ment. What to one side is an act 
of liberation is to the other aggression. 
What to one side is firm resolution of 
internal disputes is to the other 

suppression of human rights. And so it 
goes in all confrontations. Every army is 
defending, no army considers itself 
aggressive.  Even Hitler began by 
defending the "rights" of the German 
people to seek restoration of territories 
that by a string of trumped-up logic he 
perceived as belonging to the Third-
Reich. 
 
Establishment of a cabinet-level 

(“Causes of War” Continued on page 7) 

see the caskets —for reasons of 
privacy, you understand. 
 
The war in Iraq is fought by volunteers, 
which means people that no one in 
power cares about. No one in the 
mysteriously named “elite” gives a 
damn about some kid from a town in 
Tennessee that has one gas station and a 
beer hall with a stuffed buck’s head. 
Such a kid is a redneck at best, pretty 
much from another planet, and certainly 
not someone you would let your 
daughter date. If conscription came 
back, and college students with rich 
parents learned to live in fear of The 
Envelope, riots would blossom as 
before. Now Yale can rest easy. Thank 
God for throwaway people. 
 
The nearly perfect separation between 
the military and the rest of the country, 
or at least the influential in the country, 
is wonderful for the war effort. It 
prevents concern. How many people 
with a college degree even know a 
soldier? Yes, some, and I will get e-
mail from them, but they are a minority. 
How many Americans have been on a 
military base? Or, to be truly absurd, 
how many men in combat arms went to, 
say, Harvard? Ah, but they have other 
priorities.  
 
Across America, in places where you 
might not expect it, there are men who 
hate. They don’t hate America. They 
hate those who sent them to war. Talk 
to the wounded from Iraq in five years. 

what they did, then that few even 
remember it. If—when, many would 
say—the United States is driven out of 
Iraq, the soldiers will look back and 
realize that the whole affair was a fraud. 
Wars are just wars. They seem 
important at the time. At any rate, we 
are told that they are important. 
Yet the wounds will remain. Arms do 
not grow back. For the paralyzed there 
will never be girlfriends, dancing, 
rolling in the grass with children. The 
blind will adapt as best they can. Those 
with merely a missing leg will count 
themselves lucky. They will hobble 
about, managing to lead semi-normal 
lives, and people will say, “How well he 
handles it.” An admirable freak. For 
others it will be less good. A colostomy 
bag is a sorry companion on a wedding 
night.  
 
These men will come to hate. It will not 
be the Iraqis they hate. This we do not 
talk about. 
 
It is hard to admit that one has been 
used. Some of the crippled will forever 
insist that the war was needed, that they 
were protecting their sisters from an 
Islamic invasion, or Vietnamese, or 
Chinese. Others will keep quiet and 
drink too much. Still others will read, 
grow older and wiser—and bitter. They 
will remember that their vice president, 
a man named Cheney, said that during 
his war, the one in Asia, he “had other 
priorities.” The veterans will remember 

(“Wounded” Continued from page 4) 
 

this when everyone else has long since 
forgotten Cheney. 
 
I once watched the first meeting between 
a young Marine from the South, blind, 
much of his face shot away, and his 
high-school sweetheart, who had come 
from Tennessee to Bethesda Naval 
Hospital to see him.  
 
Hatred comes easily. There are wounds 
and there are wounds. A friend of mine 
spent two tours in Asia in that war now 
little remembered. He killed many 
people, not all of them soldiers. It is 
what happens in wars. The memory 
haunts him. Jack is a hard man from a 
tough neighborhood, quick with his fists, 
intelligent but uneducated—not a liberal 
flower vain over his sensitivity. He lives 
in Mexican bars few would enter and has 
no politics beyond an anger toward 
government. He was not a joyous killer. 
He remembers what he did, knows now 
that he was had. It gnaws at him. One is 
wise to stay away from him when he is 
drinking. 
 
People say that this war isn’t like 
Vietnam. They are correct. Washington 
fights its war in Iraq with no better 
understanding of Iraq than it had of 
Vietnam, but with much better 
understanding of the United States. The 
Pentagon learned from Asia. This time 
around it has controlled the press well. 
Here is the great lesson of Southeast 
Asia: the press is dangerous, not because 
it is inaccurate, which it often is, but 
because it often isn’t. So we don’t much 
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are exchanged for marksmanship badges, which usually 
have some form of privilege or reward associated with them.   
 
Traditional marksmanship training has been transformed 
into a combat simulator.  Watson states that soldiers who 
have conducted this kind of simulator training “often report, 
after they have met a real life emergency, that they just 
carried out the correct drill and completed it before they 
realized that they were not in the simulator.”  Vietnam 
veterans have repeatedly reported similar experiences.  
Several independent studies indicate that this powerful 
conditioning process has dramatically increased the firing 
rate of American soldiers since World War II.    

he fired a series of shots the target was checked, and he was 
given feedback that told him where he hit.   
 
Modern training uses what are essentially B.F. Skinner’s 
operant conditioning techniques to develop a firing behavior 
in the soldier.  This training comes as close to simulating 
actual combat conditions as possible.  The soldier stands in a 
foxhole with full combat equipment, and man-shaped targets 
pop up briefly in front of him.  These are the eliciting stimuli 
that prompt the target behavior of shooting.  If the target is 
hit, it immediately drops, thus providing immediate 
feedback.  Positive reinforcement is given when these hits 

(“Killing” ontinued from page 3) 

Department of Peace should be seriously considered.  
Congressman Dennis Kucinich (D, Ohio) has been pressing the 
case for such a new department. If deemed credible, and if the 
President and Congress were receptive to advice based on the 
kind of ideas presented here, such a new organization could 
provide an important balance for those in the Department of 
Defense who argue the case for a militant foreign policy, and 
press for preemptive war. 
 
We know that adoption of such ideas would face stiff 
opposition from the existing national mindset. When fighting 
wars, people have a way of convincing themselves that they are 
thereby serving the cause of peace. Nations are becoming 
increasingly interdependent, but it is not yet clear that their 
governments will give more than lip service to the increased 
cooperation this demands. To be interdependent means to be 
partially dependent. To be dependent means to be not wholly 

(“Why War?” Continued from page 6) sovereign. And to surrender sovereignty to the United Nations 
is seen by some as a kind of self-emasculation.  
 
There is a sort of plaintive irony in the continued emphasis on 
national sovereignty during this nuclear era.  The chief 
responsibility of sovereign states has been to provide for the 
common defense of their citizens. But today, fail-proof defense 
against nuclear-armed adversaries is not possible (Star Wars 
missile defense systems not withstanding).  
 
In any event, our biggest security concern these days is not 
missiles or bomber aircraft, but weapons of mass destruction 
(nuclear or chemical or biological) delivered in a truck, left in a 
train station locker, stowed under the seat of a commuter train, 
contained in a cargo of bananas in the hold of a ship in New 
York harbor, or dumped into the water-supply of a major city. 
The list of possible means of delivery is endless, and almost 
impossible to guard against with any high degree of assurance.  
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ELECTILE DYSFUNCTION:  Take Back Your 
Right to Vote (58 min.) 
 

Electile Dysfunction is a dynamic over-
view of our entire electoral process begin-
ning with historical interviews in 2003 
from people in the street, celebrities and 
experts that frame the story of serious 
problems with electronic voting ma-
chines. The documentary highlights the 
role mainstream media plays not reporting 
these abuses to the American public. The 
film focuses on the voting irregularities in 
Florida and Ohio in November 2004. 
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9/11: Press for Truth (84 min.)  
Guest Speaker: Dr Paul Rea 
Author of  Still Seeking the Truth About 911 
 

Following the attacks of September 11th, 
a small group of grieving families waged 
a tenacious battle against those who 
sought to bury the truth about the event—
including, to their amazement, President 
Bush. In ‘9/11: Press for Truth’ six of 
them, including three of the famous 
“Jersey Girls”, tell for the first time the 
powerful story of how they took on the 

greatest powers in Washington—and won!—compelling an 
investigation, only to subsequently watch the 9/11 Commis-
sion fail in answering most of their questions.   
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Grandparents for Peace 
2nd Monday, 10:00—12:00 Noon 
Del Valle Club House, Rossmoor  

 
Peace Vigil, Fridays 3:30-4:30 PM 
Everyone Welcome! 
Signs and Cheers provided. 
Corner of Tice Valley Road & 
Rossmoor Parkway, in front of the 
Rossmoor Sign. 
Call Bob Hanson, 944-3366. 
 
Peace Center Tabling 
2nd Sunday 
Walnut Creek Farmers' Market  
9:00-1:00 - 2-hour shifts 
Volunteers needed.  
Call the Peace Center, 
925-933-7850. 
 
Youth & The Military  
Committee Meeting 
1st Monday - 7:00 p.m. 
Peace Center Office 
Volunteers needed.  
Call the Peace Center, 
925-933-7850. 
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Tuesday, September 12, 7:00 PM 
How to End the Wars in the Middle East 
and Iraq—and Keep Out of Future Wars 
by Rabbi Michael Lerner 
Mt. Diablo Unitarian Universalist Church 
55 Eckley Lane, Walnut Creek 

 
Thurs, September 21, 7:00 PM 
Worldwide Cease Fire Candlelight Vigil 
Veteran’s Memorial Plaza 
Civic and Broadway, Walnut Creek  
Bring a candle, your family and friends. 
 
Wednesday, September 27 
VIDEOS FOR PEACE  
Electile Dysfunction: Take Back 
Your Right to Vote  
Peace Center – Potluck 6:30 PM,  
Video 7:00 PM 
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Thursday, October 26 
VIDEOS FOR PEACE 
9/11: Press for Truth 
Guest Speaker: Dr. Paul Rea 
Peace Center – Potluck 6:30 PM,  
Video 7:00 PM 
 
 

Congressional Contact  
Information 

 
Senator Barbara Boxer  

112 Hart Senate Office Building  
Washington DC 20510 

(202) 224-3553 (Washington) 
(415) 403-0100 (Local) 

 
 

Senator Dianne Feinstein  
331 Hart Senate Office Building  

Washington DD 20510 
(202) 224-3841 Washington) 

(415) 393-0707 (Local) 
 
 

Representative George Miller  
2205 Rayburn House Office Bldg. 

Washington, DC 20515 

(202) 225-2095  

 

1333 Willow Pass Road, Suite 203 
Concord, CA 94520 

(925) 602-1880  

 

3220 Blume Drive, Suite 281 
Richmond, CA 94806 

(510) 262-6500 
 
 

Representative Ellen Tauscher  
1034 Longworth HOB 
Washington, DC 20515 

(202) 225-1880 
 

2121 N. California Blvd, Ste. 555 
Walnut Creek, CA  

(925) 932-8899  
 

420 West 3rd Street 
Antioch, CA 94509 

(925) 757-7187 
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