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Dear Friends,
There is much good news to report here briefly.
First of all, on 1/28, President
Reagan wisely accepted the advice of many Friends and others and announced that the
US will return to the negotiations on the Law of the Sea Treaty, which will resume
in New York next month.
The announcement was a quiet one which attracted little notice,
but it was the climax of almost a year of effort by supporters of the Treaty.
To be
sure, there are still many hurdles between the announcement and a finished Treaty:
the administration will be arguing for substantial changes in the treaty text, changes
which will mainly favor the interests of large mining corporations, particularly in
the US. And once a Treaty is completed it must still face a conservative U.S. Senate.
Nonetheless, the threat of out-and-out abandonment of the negotiations by the administrations has for now been turned back, and this is no small accomplishment.
Those
many Friends and Friends bodies which expressed support for the negotiations can take
satisfaction in this successful culmination of their efforts.
Secondly, I want to call Friends' attention to the current issue of the newsletter
of the Friends Committee on National Legislation. This issue contains the FCNL's statement of legislative policy, which the group formulates every five years.
The process
of deliberation which FCNL goes through to produce this policy statement involves a
wider range of Friends than just about any other Friends action body, and offers a
model of Friends searching together with patience and persistence.
But there is a
special feature in this edition that should be of interest to Quakers of all varieties.
Near the end, the statement includes a list of "Challenges to Friends."
This is a
summary of the issues which are being intensively debated and addressed in the legislative arena as well as in other contexts, but on which the Friends involved in FCNL
could reach no consensus.
They include such matters as abortion, gay rights, the role
of government in the economy, and numerous others.
Many of these issues are of longstanding in FCNL's constituency.
But rather than pass them by in silence, the group
has done a great service in laying them thus before us. These issues, tough as they
are, deserve the careful, constructive consideration of Friends from one end of the
continent to the other.
I corranendFCNL doubly for respecting the state of disunity
which exists on these matters, and for insisting nonetheless their importance to our
collective agendas in the years to corne. (For a complete list of these issues, write
to FCNL, 245 Second st. NE, Washington DC 20002.)
Finally,
kudos are also due to the APSC for the appointment of Jim Lenhart as
their new chief of Interpretation and Information, to succeed the retiring John Sullivan. Friend Lenhart, formerly editor of Friends Journal~has spent the last several
years in North Carolina at the Arthur Morgan SchOol.
There he has had considerable
exposure to the variety of Friends, particularly in North Carolina Yearly Meeting (FUM) •
This experience will stand him in good stead as he grapples with the challenge of
improving APSC's corranunications and relationships with the wider community of American
Quakerism.
APSC has made a good choice in Jim Lenhart.
I wish him well.
~eLight,
Chuck Fager
Copyyight
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IMPROVING QUAKER PEACE WITNESS: SOME SUGGESTIONS
Does your meeting or church have trouble figuring out how to witness for peace?
Mine does. Quaker individualism and diversity are no more evident and frustrating than
when it comes to the Peace Testimony, which is supposed to be a common Quaker characteristic.
Just how wide this diversity can be was shown when our Peace Committee, at Langley Hill
Monthly Meeting in Virginia, took a survey of our members.
About 60 people responded;
that's about one-third of our resident members.
These 60 people were involved with 30
different peace groups and activities.
Among the whole membership, that total may well be
twice as large. And I don't think we are exceptional in our range of activity.
Now in one sense these figures are reassuring, because they show that Friends take
the Peace Testimony seriously and work at it. But at the same time, this variety creates
problems, particularly when we try to get together to address peace concerns as a group.
The wide range and individualistic style of our involvements act as centrifugal forces,
pulling Friends away from the Society and into Society.

Dep"loring Diversity: No He"lp
This pulling apart has left our Peace Committee struggling to define a mission for
itself within the meeting, and for the meeting as a body. Again, I doubt if we are exceptional in having this problem.
I know of meetings which have laid down their Peace Committees in frustration, and others where their committees exist mainly on paper.
So what can
be done to bring such committees to life and make them useful in building a corporate Peace
Witness?
One frequent response to such a question is to deplore the diversity which gives
rise to it: "If on"ly Friends could get together on something, anything."
Nostalgic glances are cast back at early Friends' seemingly more unified peace stands; and the rare recent occasions, usually emergencies, when large numbers of Friends have united in common
witness are presented as models against which our typical rainbow of activity is measured
and found wanting.
(I know this attitude well; for many years I shared it, loudly and often.)
Such a response has two defects, however: First, it is a guaranteed recipe for frustration; and second, it is based on a misreading of the character of Quaker witness.
Further, when such sentiments become alloyed with even a little self-righteousness
(as they so
easily do), they rapidly turn diversity into divisiveness.
My own attitude in this regard
has turned almost entirely around, to the view, expressed here last month, that the variety
of Friends' action is an asset rather than a liability.
Can this attitude be usefully applied
to the task of building a Peace Witness in larger Friends bodies?
It may sound paradoxical, but I think so. The key difference is in the aonaept of corporate Peace Witness:
it involves coming to regard the role of the meeting or church and its Peace Committee as a
supportive3 a"larifying and faai"litating one, rather than as a standardizing or unifying one.

Three Possib"le Priorities For Peaae Committees
This concept is what I think our Langley Hill Peace Committee is moving toward,
after extensive discussion of our survey and its results.
Such a supportive/facilitating
approach seems to imply three priorities for our work together:

1. Exp"loring and enriahing the re"ligious basis of our peaae efforts. This for me definitely comes at the top of the list; a genuine spiritual life is the foundation of and sustenance for authentic Quaker witness in the world. To a great extent, of course, this priority is observed every time we gather for worship.
But there are many specialized activities .,hich can express it as well: retreats, Bible study, and so forth. A Peace Committee
which did nothing but thus nurture the religious roots of its members' individual work would
in my judgment be fully carrying its weight.
2. Providing opport;unities for a"larifiaation of our thinking about peaae work.

To

~.

my
mind this is a much neglected task. Affirming diversity among Friends does not mean
we should never examine it; quite the contrary.
Such constructive testing and threshing of
leadings seems to me to be a part of our religious calling: Jesus told his followers(Matthew
10:16) to be "wise as serpents and harmless as doves;" Quakers today, I think, lean too hard
on the harmless part over the need for practical wisdom in peace wor~.
Yet not every idea
or program with "PEACE" tacked onto it is useful or prudent.
We need a "Consumers Guide to
Practical Peacemaking," and in a future issue I expect to have more to say about such a tool.
In the meantime, suffice it to say that study and discussion are the principal instruments
for this process, while informed judgment rather than unanimity is its goal.

3.Support for Friends' peacemaking efforts. An emphasis on individual effort among
Friends should not mean that we all work in isolation.
Rather, it means we join together
voluntarily, according to our leadings, instead of taking marching orders from some
church hierarchy.
This pattern is what produces such a plethora of Quaker committees.
It
should also give a Peace Committee many opportunities for assistance and support through
a meeting or church.
For instance, at Langley Hill we recently began a regular monthly program of letterwriting, one First day after worship.
Originally this was done only on behalf of Amnesty
International's prisoners of conscience program, which is a concern of some members.
But
now it has been opened up to the concerns of other Friends, such as the FCNL's legislative
alerts, opposition to the draft, and so forth; there are, after all, many good causes to
write letters about. Other meetings and churches undertake fundraising efforts for peace
groups and projects, and offer support to individual members, such as tax resisters, who
face suffering on account of conscientious peace stands.

A Useful, Focus For Friends'

Organizations~

Too

Taking a facilitating approach to peace work makes sense not only at the local meeting or church level.
I think that Yearly Meetings, associations and Quaker service groups
would be much more valuable to local Friends to the extent that they adopted a similar
approach.
Too often their activities are presented to local groups in the form of an
unending
stream of appeals to support this or that undoubtedly good cause or project.
American Friends are very much in need of skilled peace professionals who come to us and
ask how they can assist us in determining our own concerns, learning how to nurture the
religious life which must sustain us, and figuring out practical ways of using our specific,
always limited resources to mount a meaningful witness where we are. I am not aware of
any examples of such an approach in action; readers who do know'of them are urged to let
me know about them, so they can be duly noted in future issues.
Such a facilitating attitude would have the further benefit of promoting a sense among individual Friends.that
service groups are indeed working on their behalf, and would go far toward repairing the
alienation that is often expressed
with regard to various groups and projects.

A FuU

Agenda For A Peace CoTmlittee

In sum, it seems possible that a Peace Committee in a meeting or church can find
plenty of valuable work to do without facing the frustration of trying to mold Quaker variety into some phantom common program.
These three priorities--nurturing
the religious
roots of peace work; testing and clarifying Friends' leadings; and supporting their various efforts through meetings and churches--offer enough possibilities to fill any committee's agenda.
Furthermore, when grave national or international emergencies come along,
as they surely will, and some more unified corporate response seems called for and likely,
an active, busy committee will be more able to meet the challenge than a demoralized,
inactive one.
Finally, I feel that a focus on these priorities can not only keep a Peace Committee busy, but through it help create a dynamic balance between our many individual
leadings as Friends, and our life together as a Religious Society.
Finding such a balance
is difficult, and sustaining it even more so; yet this effort has much to do with what
makes Quakerism such a unique and attractive religious phenomenon.
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THIS MONTH IN QUAKER HISTORY

First the good news: In Second Month 1688, the first recorded protest against
slavery in America was made, and it was made by Quakers in Germantown Meeting,
near Philadelphia.
In those days Germantown was indeed populated mainly by German
immigrants to william Penn's "Holy Experiment," and their command of English was
less than complete.
So the petition they presented
was somewhat fractured in its
syntax, though unmistakable in its sentiments:
"Oh! Doe consider well this thing,"
.the Friends wrote, "you who doe it if you would be done this manner!
And if it be
done according Christianity?"
They ask: "who shall maintain this your cause or plaid
for it. Truly we cannot doe so ••••Pray! What thing in the world can be done worse
toward us than if men should rob or steal away and sell us for slaves •••?"
Now the bad news: The petition was speaking mainly of the practice of other
Quakers.
Furthermore, it was not exactly received by the Germantown Monthly Meeting
with enthusiasm.
No, the Monthly Meeting declined to act on it at all. Instead, it
was bucked up to the Quarterly Meeting, which similarly bucked it to the Yearly
Meeting.
The Yearly Meeting found these sentiments so embarrassing that the petition was buried, so well that a copy was not found for over a hundred years.
QUAKER CHUCKLE

Credentials

For Quaker Servioe

One busy Friend was recently heard complaining to another about the tremendous
volume of mail he received as a result of serving on Quaker committees.
"It almost
seems as though I need a Master's Degree in Library Science
just to file it all,"
he said.
The other Friend, who was of quick wit and a practical bent, replied,
all you really need is a Bachelor's Degree in solid waste disposal."

--Thanks to David Truax, North MeadowCiroZe of Friends,
Friend, does thee know a good Quaker Chuokle?
and share it with other Friends!

If so, send it
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