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There's an old Quaker joke: a young woman attends her
first business meeting as an adult member, looking to make her
mark, and sits next to a weighty older Friend in a grey bonnet
who is knitting quietly. An agenda item comes up which requires
nominations to a new committee; the young Friend eagerly raises
her hand and offers a name.
The older Friend listens without looking up from her
knitting, then says quietly, "That is a name which would not have
occurred to me." Nothing more is heard of the upstart
newcomer's suggestion.
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The truth is, if I was looking for a detailed critique of the
American Friends Service Committee, Guenter Lewy is a name
which would not have occurred to me. Partly this is a matter of
jurisdiction: Such an examination should be done first from within
the Society of Friends, as a species of "family business." The
AFSC is, after all, "our" organization, is it not?
But partly too, this would be due to the fact that over the
decade or so, I have perceived an increasing sense of concern
and uneasiness about the AFSC's evolution among many Friends
who had once staunchly supported it. So besides it being our
business, there were also Quaker voices which ought to have been
heard on the subject. There were enough of them, in fact, to
make a book, especially once AFSC responses were included.
In real life, however, the Quaker joke was on us: Guenter
Lrruy, a non-Friend and retired professor of political science at
the University of Massachusetts, also had concerns about the
AFSC(and three other major peace groups) which he wanted to
put into a book. His book got done; ours did not, at least not
until now.
As a result, Quakers who have concerns about the AFSC
have to deal not only with it, but with Guenter Lewy as well.
We may not want to admit it, but his achievement in his book
Peace and Revolution: The Moral Crisis of American Pacifism
(Eerdmans, 1988), is sufficient to merit at least three responses
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from concerned Friends:
. First, we owe him a vote of thanks for providine the
incentive to the Friends represented here to finallf puilofrtrr*
3nd into prinr what was otr their minds about AFSC. X f"*
have raised their voices before, usually in private; but some criiics
have hung back out of a combination of jloth and timidiiv *ftirf,
does us no credit. The truth is that, while liberal eineriCan
Quakers will denounce their govert*ettt's. iniquiti"r it G-aiop
of a broadbrim hat, we ar5 very timid uu'oul-?a.i"g-'uf"t-o
problems in our own ranks.
L.yv.has not suffered from these defects, and his book was
sgtrglarly equivalenr .of a. swift kick in the pants, one welllne
deserved
and long -pas.t due in my judgment.
we should admit thai Ldnuy has saved us a lot of
. pec.o.nd,
yor\,by his researches inro rhe AFS.c's hisrory, pitiiiururry duii"g
the 1960s and 1970s. As some of the writers'h.r. u.r.il,'rri ,*y
have misidentified an occasional tree oi- iu.t ir iii ,ecent
landscape, but there seems to be tittte ooubt ihat he has
J*,y
accurately seen the forest of organizationar evolutior i"i; i,rrilfi
they trt. You may, judgg fol y.g.urself the weight of objections by
AFqc , spokespeofl6 Jbhn sulrivan and Ja*%s M"il;;k-'i"" r,i,
methods and results, and Lewy's rejoinder;
r -'- ' in my opinion, tiii
factual data stand up rather well.
Much of the picture he paints is not very edifuins: certain
of its features are eimbarrassing u"o .urn-irru-'.rui"th"drr"ll,ir
course, much more to be told about AFSC, even in its re-cent
y__eq{s. Fortunarely, historian J. william Fiost of swaith*oie
college is at.work'on a more comprehensivi apsc rristoiv. -gut
i. yq1"- away frgm
l1?.1-l'9j_r:j
_ i; inr- "irintiilL,
squrrm
"b-pieti*.
as we mrght, Lewy's selective
sketch of the last generation
is the best we have.
, , Finally, -.however, Lewy's book presents us with a maior
pppr_em.
Hrs rs an unabashedly interpretive
account of it e
-aboui
AFSQ; h_e h,as an axe ro grind,. and ir nol shy
'be
sii"ai"g-ll,
even if the blade rurns orlt to
less.sbutp tli" h; fi;;- hffi.d:
Yet his outlook and theses have very little in io**on with tfiose
of most of the AFSC's euaker critics. H; sot ther, fi;;i."*iir,
a book too well-researched and_ revealing to 6.- G;;;;,i;-6,1t'it,
material he presents must be substantia$ reframe?
uerore ii ;;"
be of much use to Quakers for the taik of examining AFSC,s

is why his name
historv from our point of view. This ultimately
me'
to
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"ii*L*uli"itiot th.. purpose of this book,
Since sucn
it
essay.
attemiii ut lt i, riframing are evident in jus.t about every
categortes:,
four
into
fall
here
The iontributions
not relate
Firsr, tfrere are-i[r""-U"rtgrou"d pi#"]_$ich dobefore) but
lons
wrilen
were
eey
'*[ut
Lewy,r;.";i;i;t"F
ro
direcrly
the Amer"ican Friends
U"ii"- qriestio",* &
rather
'S;;;. address
These include two
about.
be
to
;;d-""gut
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-Mifton
reflections on
Tucker's
R.W.
and
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outlook,.
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.and
writers challenge-'i"*y',
criticisms'
9u9 against his
Irrttu[u"T;h;?J G 'gioup't statustvtatlack]
Borton, and
Lady
+"ffi"#r"dr'Jonn-s,inuui,
Elise
second

Jil;s

essay might also have - fit

into this
and is cerrainly
me*ber
staff
il ;"iddtffi.t
caresorv. since
"and welfare. yet it is likewise true
mission
it"f[d'r"'eise;s
that ouestioned and
-aFSC
that his has f""g"U""; ;; ln+out" voice
qhich l-ewy ^has
o'i"i'tt.*'tt;;*":"in
*o'nr"
challenged
AFSC'c
lgutt.in
chronicled. H"'tuti'Ur';;t;idtt".d th. foremost the
third section,
;i;;i-Oppo.itioi;; fr"nC" I have placed him in
critics.
thaf of t6.i an'sc's
".{FSC'
staff members, Ed Lazar and John
Two fortiJ powelson , are'-[Ltr alto, u. -t t*o members of the AFSC
Arthur Roberts,
Corporation, 1.hoilur ettg"ff u"a Sam Levering.
"u*ong Evangelical
*iittt
rhe most aisti"i"ii[.a- ?.Uofui *a
on AFSC
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member
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appropriate that professor Lqo.y- have
rgv vP
opportunity to answer
us, and his rejoinder closes the'b";t. the
It is fair to, say that,- whiG- writers represented here
range from srrongly favorable to. the
aFdd-;;d lff;;;;ilpment

tL

to sharplv criticaJ'of it.

itrir lr';;i;le^agre,ement

among
them rhar much of_ Guenrer
;iirid;'or
ansc
misses
rhe
Lrouy,r
mark, at leasr as far u, Ouutr; ;"d
,rfigious values are
concerned. Lgr me rry ro-say.w[-i trri"r,'tnii
Firsr a bit of babkerourid, ciuiritrr't;*, i?irrl
was born into a
German Jewish faryiry, *"nirn-rrrgnro

ltri,

;;;:"

iio-

ihe Nazis jusr before
world war Two. H6'toro-il dili"g^;";"*.rsarion
abour his
book that he, had r""n -u-?"rygcra],y
destroyed

in his
lifetime, and rhar r*piii""r" r.t-nlil
;dr"il; J'"i.-tnr'once
irigirTry or
civilized values a"d her"o"i.ti, strgctures.
L"ovy is thus not bnly
? non-Friend;
lr_, is a ,roo_pu.ifiii-l"O-,
communirt
ir *rir,
*iirr u"i, or experienc" #{n,iTlt*"tn
which it is hard to argue. --"-

i

ffii

Neverthel,rjr,_ Lewy was. once
h llre peace group
SANE, when lr was ,fipportiog tqr-active
iFtri . fot.-B;;
f;*r,
negotiated bv presidenr kffi-t?
.-tth;#b;rters in Lg63. But
amorig the -oi! ;;;;'t;d;;';;;bJi'or
yl'
rhe earry 1e60s
peace movement who felt unable
ro tod;te i[, ;d;g;irilJ"ln,
by. the vietn-ai
of the r960s
. uoa- tnrcounrercurture. one gets rht i-t;r.iJitilt evolution of the
movement reminded hifr ail too
-,ir[-oitn, b-r4!.r-il"*iil;"
lucky to
-survive -.in C.r*u"V"'u, a youth.
-o* h
ViJi"4^U;,'. -u"i"rlriry-pr"*r,
'uppo't'dInit.
of;5H
Tg".rdi
America
vietnam, 1o*roio
"filr'J*itT,
rgTg), defended
American nolicy and' .b;J;;i
"&"ng
tt'# .gjffi,
cirher things,
tnui il,., -made by sofie
i*tt:-r?,Ti,l; "r
"i-J,

l:
T tl

-d;

il"

'v't"*;;;;;

many o.thers of similar,viewg, L"ory
+L^
,-Like groups
is convinced
that
-uuour'iir,
the peace
he examitr"r. u'd
aFSt
id,
were pivotal in
Pndermining America,s ilutioour wil to win in
Vietnam. He beriives
il;rfrit;ore thii
work against the
war helped oroduc., nol
uirt'rr"r;;;'evils -southeasr

Fiid,

Aitbt
F;;;
Asia, includins thr 'r*bdu5"li"tfJ'b;;';;"ple
Rouge genocid'e

i* Cu-uiaii.

in
and the Khmer

Further. Lewy asserts that,AFSC,s
activist rore in the antiVietnam o,.ovemenl *u. irtip.a Ey
il";iui^".t -g", which he
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chronicles in detail and which, he argues' represented the victory

of radical leftist tendencies within the organization. He traces
*i*r- oiiiitutar emphasis the abandonmelnt of a longstanding
on joining coalifions which included aPy
infornial prohibitiori
^Marxist
groups
sucli as those associated with the
.ipti.iiiy
PartY.
Communist
---:

Lewy's'view the abandonment of this prohibition yas
its (ev bareain with the devil. He sees it as leading
itt"*ot'iblu to tlie effeitive abandonment of AFSC's Quaker pacifist
h.ritugr,'and its alignment with violent and totalitarian forces, not
;"tt' fi Vietnam brit more recently in Centralthey
,America.
s.hare at least
A, many of the writers heie__explain, -attitudes

il

oerhaos

toward
;i G*i's concerns about AFSCts recent
tilted in a
;;;t ievolutionary groups, f,-*diog it too often
ii-dti.ticuilv teft*ata?ite^ctiott. BuI on two of his biggest issues,
;F'Fai"e'of the U.S. war in Vietnam and the meaning of
pacifism, Lewy finds little synpathy here, - Because these.shape
io t*ttt of hii critique, they dtjserv-e a brief response here before

some

we qo further with bur effilrts at reframing.
-andLet me summarize
coalitions:
along with some thoughts on AFSC
min[,'O"iifg
a Washington ieminar on his book,- L.tory .declared
that "in the"last analysii," the AFSC's antiwar work in this period
[;a f"idd the practital'test of results because of what happened
after the war ii Vietnam and Cambodia.
From across the table,

I

replied that this was by qo nleals

the last analysis, it was only hii analysis. .While much of the
iiter*atft of ihe'Vietnam war has beeri horrible indeed, it is not
ii utt clear that the peace movement and the AFSC can be
finsered with the responsibilirv for that.
----oin fact, another'equatly plausible "last" analysis could be that,
bad as the war's aftermath his been, the peace movement helped
avoid an even worse toll of destruction arid killing that was-likel;l
had the war continued for many more years with increased U.S.
involvement. Affi;lt .uppot" ihe wit Lud bt"tt escalated.a't t\e
as *atty of the military commlnders wished?
e"a of tne 1960s,
-ihi"ks
we'could ultimately have defeated.:North
L"*v
"uidently
and 6stablished a regime satisfaciory to us in Saigon.
Vi.titu*
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But is he right? Ond
if he wgrg, ,,ultimately,, could be
a long rime.
:.u?l
I'
io'iuv
rhar
we *ierit
_w[o
down rhere? The somu., 6iur[""i-riiTruJil'gg.o

Memoriat might

-urdr.';F'il,
""* E;-L#l:&'i;* ili

Viernam vererans

;lff .1il"*ffi ""THyT"x;iT*.wjE|$iffi,bf
Historv suggests continuedTrqiy

plausibre u.'ur,y"iopr.-

!iii*ut"

was at

leasr as
"?"iiftgy; tn"'r".oio of the vietnamese

,i*:,i-.T;"i*:ifii:i*1i.1ff#Thf
inro
a nucrear ro.'it*tutio"^
*iir,

llli? I#o;il,J1f^l*'i"

iii"

#"?1ff.??,:::a.ri;

ii;il#t:

;;ffi:r

sovier
and chinese
-

rr,,il.**i,.not

it can be argued that cambodia,s sride into
si T :trl:,H::
iq*s:i,:',fli,tiJii
prince
f
-a;?,il-n,,
sihanouk,-inJ'urth;;.
Additionaty,

[###l;itlig
stabiliry, witn

;f
corrupr and doomed militaitlu;iu.-.iq
a
ff.;;l,,rry
ro
wet ii irr6 iiirg.r'i,,s. inuurionreasonabre
of 1g70, had
more ro do with the ,iseor ifir- ffi# Rouge
machinations of
thurr,
.domeitir'iIu.r. --,ri ii-onJ^ o, many ironiesa'y
our Indochina debacreof
irr.t"il._*;.,
HJug, massacres were
ontv sropped by tni-i"uu.ffi
;r-c;;6';a.U"lnothe, communisr
army,_that of the victorious'iietnamese.
The debare ourt rt J vi;;;;
settled here: *y.poini-ir'riiopiv
-*,, will certainry nor be
analvsis. of ir,' ff ;"urr'J;'"fi tfiil *frif. ir_y is entitied ro his
ng;aiy"iir--il.r,
"'".

suggesr that this, as

nor the

mosr

Lxil'ffi';*^*
#i"J,i'i^Tf;*+ l;"a tf #f,s,.,"#,',hJt:
ff#"#Jf ':":f *mi"T;;'i"ot[ui^in?'^]#,r;;r;-i,.i,-iL,n

t

If anvthin-g: rl"

postwar
that Ameri6an i-nvorverir."t t ,.r:g:d suggests,just as plausibly
kicking rocks doyn a mounrai*iarili^'frr,""fi,
-Vietnam ?uo-- o. compared to
-r"ji"?f,
avalanche of evil
yhic.h conrinued t"

silh,u;iatil"rons?t;-*J-illi51:1!Tq"...:"#,rtl,;lifJ*$
I did not do
siof-'ii'sborr.r,

regret this former a"nti-vietna-m"protester
nas li- tt at
more (nonviole{ry) to

partisans feel the-iame
way.

and

i
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Similarly with pacifism. Lewy believes the AFSC's turn to
the left in the 1960s led to the abandonment of a traditional and
authentic concept of pacifism which he beileves had guided it
until then. But his understanding of pacifism, as most writers
here reiterate, is a very restrictive one, which identifies it with
what pacifists call "nonresistance," a simple refusal to take part
in waf, which leaves those who do wish to make war unchallenged

in their actions.

To be sure, such nonresistance is an ancient and honorable
form of pacifist witness; but it is not and has not been the only
one. eft'er all, as far bick as the Sermon on the Mount(Matthew
5:9), Jesus pronounced a blessing on peacetnalcss, and the Greek

text is clear that the blessing is reserved for those who get
results, not simply those who stand aside from the fray and pray.
As Milton Mayer says, the religious idea underlying the AFSC
involves both faith and works.
In any case, as John Sullivan also argues, nonresistance has
never been the exclusive expression of pacifism among Friends.
In 1675, for instance, the Quaker Lieutenant Governor of Rhode
Island, Nicholas Easton, canoed deep into the woods and risked
his life in an effort to prevent the bloody regional Indian uprising
known as King Philip's War, unsuccessfully, alas. In the l-750s,

Philadelphia Fiiends worked vigorously, and'against the desires of
their rulers, to head off similar conflicts in Pennsylvania. In 1854
a British Quaker delegation visited the Czar of Russia in an
attempt to stop the Crimean War. Like Easton, they too failed,
and c-ame home to face a wave of fierce public attabks on their
patriotism.
-

The list of examples could be much longer, and not all have
been failures. Some of these peacemaking sorties were wise,
others nerhans foolish. But none of the Friends involved was
consideied "un-Quakerly" for attempting them. In like manner
the nonresista"cJ-*fec[ oi-putint* nui never been the exclusivJ
unct',rstanding within the American Friends Service Committee,
and no one" in these pages charges that the AFSC is "unQuakerly" because it takes an activist approach to peacemaking.
To be sure, once people or groups set out not simply to
avoid war but to help make peace, their choices and judgments

74

Quaker Service at the Crossroads

Chuck Fager

15

b_e.subjecred

ro rationat anatvsi
::;,"i*. :1":11
iin
w{8,'it #;i'11
ilffi
ltti,:",.',T: ;xiii"
*
* i"'?l
wise_--indeed,
ffiJ.,t*1'"'Jo'i*J:ni:1,:ft
have been
r ::q _ili;;i ;hfi"ffif.#%*,,f,ry'ys
.J;
'*-'i'{;"f,,1$}r,T:#'f
r1k,s-ome
were not--but
nor--bur
clearly
thev
they
were'iot
were not wrono
Iele
in n.i-^i-r^
*-o-"fil?+:ili.'H.TH;
:f#ll
"r;i"rltil'liiif
attempt
It #ff ji"J"oji",1ff,*"il,S*"$:'fr"
that
,jl:
;i evaruarion wi[ reflect nor
any
iemember
only llt
;i,,,

#;dt",j,
#;#i5,";i,
ffiJ
Finallv. to the matter of
coalitions
inclu,
It seems to' *" L.*yt;".r".i."i#}'o|"r1t.tf:::*tff.
arxist groups.
"t\ffi},X'}? M,
rh, rib;;ui i, r, in th d %0,,."
T1'T,T'ff l, o,
dn;'j
victim to a pattern of
seer
-

1

*fiffiry$fl{*i,Hfifffldffiflffi
$::i:s;l.i'j:ix"l':tl,-*"r,i"';tis[t.t:'"**.rgf"sff,1;

rocrery resrifies. yer ir
siems ro me iGi-Le"ys
missed rhe essencr oc;ir;r;ppe.1ed
anarysis has
*iiii?.se i960s ,duriiio.,r,
borh more broadiy
ro AFSG.
on the grcia.oisl 1.".r, ' ,r!- ii-. "uii1*-u,
coaririons as
to th-e-Fo'il; n*ir.'i?!'*'ti
the 1e30s rhan ro
ifJ:ffi}?"''|?

;;j'*ilh"loi;*;r;i;;;ft
r

#H:fu :k["'l''{f hi:;'tiT;[*rT"v:'",tisffi
-""il".##I
trf
rhese .iro'ri"u,,il";Fti"T*rT"l?#:'

THt:

emergency confederations
susprcious parties, most or nigmy-affiiru,'and offen oiutuiuy
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the rise of a new establishment, made up largely of former 1960s
radicals of various stripes, who have, rather than operating as a
conspiracy, more or less backed into beco*irrg a distinct, careerist
constituency which I call the "organizers' subculture."

I

doubt that many of these men and women started out
in career terms; their mood--mine, too--in the late 1960s
was too apocalyptic for that, nor did it fit with the outlook
summed up in the slogan "Don't Trust Anyone Over Thitty."
Once irrevocably past that dreaded landmark, however, with
families and possessions and debts arriving sooner than the
thinking

revolution, career considerations became unavoidable; yet many of
these men and women were still alienated from "establishment"
institutions and conventional career tracks. So what were they to
do?

Here I am in line with Kenneth Boulding's reflections on
how Marxism built a "niche" or base in the peace movement while
it was losing ground just about everywhere else, now including
many socialist countries: Over time, and with artful application of
their organizing skills, a kind of informal network of professional
activists with similar histories formed, concerned to protect and
advance its members much like those of any other such network.

The gradual, indirect character of this transition is

dramatized in Jim Forest's essay. He tells of an AFSC staffer
shouting at him that his criticism of the North Vietnamese for
human rights violations would cost him his "career" in the peace
movement. Forest says that was the first time he realized peace
movement work could be a "career" rather than a vocation. That
was more than ten years ago, and Jim is still at it.
In the case of the AFSC, this evolution has produced a
sharp erosion of its Quaker roots, as I explore further below.
Yet Lewy's 1930s infiltration-subversion analysis, with its alarm
about the antiwar coalitions, does not offer much in the way of
understanding of it. My sense is that even if AFSC had firmly
eschewed joining the coalitions it would not have avoided the
problems it now has; there was no safe haven for it from the
sixties. Furthermore, I agree completely with Arthur Roberts
and Elise Boulding in their insistence that it is appropriate for
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rhose
.uy tr,ut.; s;;;: fe ji'"T,31:ibsfr#,:,llT1"J;'
*5*,,rili
past fifteen "vears a*ri"g ;tth
current peace and justice issues I
would nol

be pt.pur.8 io'"show to 'p.i*,i, whose
inteilect,
spiritual deorh
,
though r ofren
l.-..,qro
agreed with the po.sitions
beirig .or"i.iril' it ut is because
frequently ir was';.tTro,;""r:t"r?rigi
roo
q;;ifi, .r,ogqily

tq

i.r;.i.i,;il,

r.rrui.hld,

ffi 8,AT,lt,f*tJ;Tnr;ti-,tJy#i""#i,n'"'**;l'";"*rili!.i

,;'".$fi"l"?

j.ll,x::
'and
r:,,q#ii'.T,t[{J-QlTftilril*0il;uf
religion,
I wanr m" p"rliir .;qihrt.ti"ir^of
my
rerigious
to reflect ir'i'il.*r
.i""."r'ir#"oro""uprio optimi
$:l;ililt"""
"?
(Major exceptions to this observation
are the AFSc,s two

books on the Arab-Israeli conflict, Search For Peace In The
Middle Easl,[AFSC,L970) and A Compassionate Peace, [HiU &
These two books were carefully-researched,
Wang, t}til.
-evenhanded,
yet brave and firm in their advocacy ,of
clear-headed,
reasonable though controversial proposals for a just and peaceful
resolution of that tangled conflict. They stand out as
appropriately first-class elxpressions amid a crowd_gJ -qediocrity.
In Place of War[Grossman,
Ii - thdir company I would also put
-case
for considering a nonviolent
19671, which briliiantly made the
to national defense.)
approach
' I On the first point, that'of Quaker identity, opinions differ
sharply, though more and more Friends have come to have
incrdasing dolbts. Lewy's book mentions this concern only - in
passing, wtrich given his agenda is to be expected. But his
ieseatEh, as distinct from hii interpretations, hai brought to light
much that is useful for this enquiry, and some data that is rather
disturbing.

Indeed, Lewy's examination of AFSC archives, while_ far
from exhaustive, makes plain what increasing numbers of Quakers
have felt in recent years, namely that whatever else it might now
be, the AFSC todai does not have many real ties to the Society
of'Friends. Moreover, they believe it has largely forsaken the
objective laid out by the Statement of Purpoie in its by-laws
(Article 1-, Section 5), which states that AF'SC is to work "on
liehalf of the participating yearly Meetings and other bodies of
the Religious Society of Friends in America; and in addition...to
promote the general objects and purposes of the participating
yearly Meetings and other bodies of[Friends]...."
I have been asked why this whole issue is seen to be of any
consequence; why is a "Quaker identify" for service such a big
deal in a world- full of starving and oppressed people. What
difference does it make what label goes on the work that is
done?

The primary response to such questions can only _be that
for many Qirakers, Quikerism is valua6le itt itself. Besides such
outward- contributions to history as its role in the struggle for
freedom of religion, and its character as the seedbed of the
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antislaverv an_d feminist movements,

mysticisni within. ptot.rt*iir* *tf lt has arso been a bearer of
nur laiied the standard of
T- rheology ;a-p."rifiilir; iilrtir" when almosr arl
other major chrisrian%oaim"til'ilg;r41,
denied rhey were
ever parts .of the gospel.
This is a.verf significant.record for
a sma'.religiou,s society
scarcely rhree hundred'vruru orO,-il
d;.i*ir* i, .y view is by
no means nlayed our. 'The

t9

universalism

nisioty of:;;;';.movenient is very
much worrh o_reserving ;;J itr p,itrotiar
worth advancing. But
who else cu"'euateir?.plit'to ho-trruitui"Ouuters
theriselves?
More concretely, the id;;-;i".iFs6'ur"*lrrt
i.,rtrument of the
organized boditis of Frienos
.once _had-"onsioe.aute functional
reatirv, the memotv of ;ti"i ir
uJm'iid;;: and poignanr. A
great manv Friends once bore witnesi
in- ,iu"y places through
various kinds of seiuice -;r;;; ardb."rp,#:
Indeed there was once a1
relationship between aFbt-uio .{most oif*ir, reciprocal kind of
ou*.rour-Fr-i#crs groups; but this
relarionshib is now_ar besi i*gtigi"l
;;;;ffi you don,r have ro
look hard 'to
rft';J;"'yh"
i;irnt;J?ffi
{1$,
";i;il,it direcrry and are
grieved and ouierry.qlgry
uuo"ut rh.-i;;; -nao po*err6rt
irruy
"iitpo-tiuo."
describes the cruciar

arsc

for him in

hrs

iilf "Tf:i*:i"1"";li:lnfl':*mt'**rl**x

But how many Friends under thirty
today courd telr sim'ar
'ffi,y.i,ifvthis
stories? Not manv,
is due ro the
virtual disappear ao6,e ;f ;;;t.*
legendary euaker.youth progt*r'programs, especiaily the now
ce"rrtereci around workcamps.
with theiir eriminatfoo was^ ario roit;i;;;rfrot
,rruice, thar.of
gqg many vou.ng.r'ie"Js
to euaker
raith
m actioq
AFsc *ui' oo* ptincffi prouiair. 'v' rsl
l"**tonjffd:
upheaviri
-lo
--lurooir,ng
were ridiculed
^as elitistand- "o*posi1ig",
the
purported beneficiaries
as-.i$;;ifii "tind-aids,r in1otheir
When
t["ri
1?:1fl,_ilpu.!r
participarus, rhev soon made iititu.i'.r'r"p[ua".,
the work aio; ifBlt ,ffi"f.",ti:

.'"fililfi;:

;fi#

$r:|ilt',t'
Thus

I i<now rtis io ui-m!,}o;T';u!

this was

\

ildA ;";ffiiie
*netry"l"ll*l **:"u ""f:;
on,

such young

a development that the AFSC cannot be

were a casualfy of turbulent
entirely blamed for; the work camps
'and
the attituded among such
times.' Yet as ths years passed,
rebellious young Quikers ds myself began to mature,-maqY of us

real:znd our mistake. We came to soe that despite our
shortcomings as a mostly white, middle-class American grouP2 we
Quakers ndnetheless had our gifts to offer and our own work to
do, in our own way. And opportunities to see this tradition at
work,'Furihermore,
to join in it and to pass iL_on,. were worth having.
many oT us likewise came to see that these
experiences were ceritral to maintaining AFSC's Quaker

cohstituency; but more than that, they nuitured a widespread
of Quaker "ownership" of AFSC.
A very astute Friend, political scientist David Leonard of
Strawberrv Creek Meetine in Berkelev, California, has pointed out
that such a widespread s6nse of Quaker "ownership" ol the AFSC
is crucial if the - group is effectively to play the role it now
conceives of itself is pl'ayrng, that of being the'"cutting edge" body
sense

bringing new issues and concerns to our
to them.
Without it, AFSC becomes just one more of the scores of
cause groups knocking at our meetinghouse doors with slideshows
and dlsnlavs. and fiiline uD our m-ailboxes with fund appeals.
This sedse'oi "o*oershiil' cinnot be regained by simply stitiffling
structures at the top, tliough such change may well be indicated
to make its renewai possible. Rather, it depends on making
AFSC once again an iritegral and living part of American Quaker
culture, if that can still be done.
Unfortunately, disdain for the work camp approach has
become institutionalized in AFSC. Its response to the many calls
from concerned Friends, among them not a few chastened ex1960s radicals, for the reconstruttion of a meaningful progrqm,of
this sort has been token and grudging. That hurts both the
AFSC and the Society of Friends.
Another importhnt aspect of this problem is that in its
tne eFSC played an important'ecumenical role among
early years,'Friends,
hblping draw- together the Hicksite and
Ami:rican
Orthodox wings after a century of bainful separation. This
function too his long since gone by thaboards; it-is the sad truth

for the Society,

awareness and facilitating an active response
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the Beverly Hills Y will eventually gain its niche in the new ciry
building. But in light of this incident, and the fact that the

proportion of non-Quaker AFSC staff is considerably more than
two-thirds, it would be fair to ask, on this basis alone, just how
much longer the F in AFSC's name will carry any more meaning
than the C in the YMCA.
This uncertainty is increased by the fact that the spectrum
of Quakerism represented among the Friends still in AFSC is a
vely narrow one. Among the various streams of Quaker religious
thinking, it is the major outpost of what was once c-alled
"progressive Quakerism," which essentially melded liberal Quaker
forms with an individualist-rationalist Unitarian theology.
This stream bears some brief examination, as I believe it is
important in accounting for AFSC'c evolution. The figure who
be3t exemplified it was ileory Cadbury, who was both a "professor
at the Unitarian-related Harvard Divinity School and Tor forty
years a central figure in the AFSC.
Cadbury came to Quakerism by family inheritance. His
personal -religion was frankly ethicil and' non-mystical, and
evidently fluctuated betweeu agRosticism and atheism. He was
candid in offering this outlook, and what could be called the
"Ethical Action" approach
he drew from it, as a basis for Quaker
life and work. -A typical remark in 1947, recorded in the
biography Let This Life Speak, by Margaret Bacon, reaffirmed
that this view "is frankly non-mystical, and holds out no promise
of a realized experience of God in this life."
Cadburt's outlook is in marked contrast to that of Rufus
Jones, the most famous Quaker figure of the first half of this
century. Jones saw Quakerism as a kind of active mysticism, and
he was no agnostic. While the history books paint AFSC as the
"lengthened shadow" of Rufus Jones, and he was indeed central
to its creation during World War One, he was its chairman for
little more than its first decade. Thereafter, Henry Cadbury was
an extremelv influential presence in AFSC nolicvmakins until the
end of the "1960s. Todhy's AFSC bears fdr mirre thf stamp of
Cadbury's "Ethical Action" Quakerism than it does of Rufus Jones
and his prophetic mysticism.
The problem with Cadbury's approach is that it is a
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own experience is not reassuring. A few years ago, for instance,
I spoke with a Quaker member of the national AFSC staff, who
had not long since worked in its Ohio office. I asked if he had
ever had contact with the Evangelical Friends Church-Eastern
Region, which has its headquarters in Canton, Ohio and churches
throughout the state.
I was not surprised when the reply was negative; Eastern
Region Friends, after all, have had little sympathy for AFSC for
decades; but I was surprised when he went on to indicate that he
had never heard of the group. On another occasion I heard a
Quaker member of the national Board speak of Friends at large
with contempt, as a drag on the AFSC's accomplishment of its
mission. In the years before and since, I have heard many similar
stories from other troubled Friends.
This narrowness of Quaker vision is also clearly shown in,
and regularly reinforced by, AFSC's formal governance processes.
In theory these are directly linked to the larger Society; in
practice they are effectively impervious to any outside Quaker
influence. Sam Levering's essay, among others, cites several
examples

of

this.

The AFSC's formal link to the Society of Friends is through
its Corporation, to which various American Yearly Meetings send
representatives, and from which the AFSC Board of Directors is
selected. Theoretically the Corporation selects the Board
members; in fact, the members, who meet once a year for a few
hours, .simply rubberstamp .al.officially-selected slate. This is not
surprising, since a body which meets so infrequently and briefly
can hardly be expected to achieve much in the way of real
oversight or policymaking. Nor, I gather, is it supposed to.
But as if to guarantee the Corporation's pliability, more than
half its members are appointed not by Yearly Meetings but "at
large," by AFSC's own nominating committee; and almost all the
Board candidates in recent times have been drawn from this
inside "at large" pool. Thus it is even an understatement to say
that the range of Quaker viewpoints represented in AFSC'c
councils is rather a limited one; it runs the gamut from A to B.
But that is not all. As Lewy's research shows, the
overwhelmingly non-Quaker staff, as a result of the upheavals of
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the late 1960s and early 1970s,. has- become
perhaps dominanr force'i" *;-;h ;1 AFStt a very influential,
p"r:.y*uTioj"uoa
governance. In many sections the staff
hai garrred
over the selection of their suoervisors; as pra.ii"uia virtual veto
u
*uiiJ irr"y
determine the direction i"a

decisionmakins rn
-tnJ'bolta','Ho-riitr""'iffiJiit
both prosram . committt.r *a9o9tr"l-'or"rriolr
i"
either of which they disapprove.
Given that tliis esdentially non_euaker
supervised by..a Quaker Board' *li.h-ii-;;; staff, only tamely
case represenrs a
very narrow slice of Quaker rhinking, g"r! i,."t
irf,i-itr-ffiau
from the society of nrie"as, ybgre E6 it;-i"itiatrves
come from?
. !.*y, fpcaks g-enerally of u^ tirtiii p*; *our,,,"rrr consriruencv
tainted bv the involvement of Co**finfti-Liil"ita;;;fi;:"'iirrirt
rle iorganizers,
P. more accurare to loof-lgri"

"l,
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Its members circulate among number of peace
and other
i";ilde"ail-? r.riiirrlrLewy writes abour,
and numerous others. Like any ,.urh- ild;lture,
it has its own
values, jargon, fashions and quair-rlrwhi6-i;
iiio.LJ
-il;;;grown
,iirpir;, u
generallv leftwinp political be'nt, thii i.
;
lefrism, not
one franchised
ir.*i, rr.uulr?"o, €ven Managua,
{g* tvtos.o*,'he
as even Lewv affirms.
As
utr,i .t o*i,- in the case of the
Forest and Baez
to Nottt, vi.inurir'i" L976(recounted
f,ppeals
otlri iocidenii;-ril; AFSC rdsponse ro
ll?l: uv Jim Forest),'and
rntra-movemenr
isues often r"fl"ci. -iG T;rt;;;-*"jnl'i"irri,
issue organizarions, whi;[-

consituency.
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This secularization is a familiar feature
religiously-founded institutions. -' It has b;;- of the historv of
n"it up."uJri:tii"r,h
rn the case of colleges, going ar far-bu"[-i"'ttJ
when Yale waq siarfet u? I more orthod-oxunitrd states to
alternative
Harvard's galloping Unitarianism.
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far one school has gone: It was originally opened in L885 to give
women a "suarded Education" in the Orthodox Quaker mode; but
nowhere in"the brochure, not even in its summary of Brytt Mawr's
history, were the terms Quaker or Friends mentioned'
Amotrg colleges the shift has typically been away from
the culiure of
denominatio"nal peEuharities
'academia. and contrbi toward
In the case of the AFSC,- I believe we
professionalized
ban see an analogous process at work, with the shift being.toward
the norms and ?oncdrns of the professionalized, careerist and
subculture."
larselv
e secularized. "organizers'
Tnis secularizing- trend in religious service groups is, - of
course, not confined t-o Quakers or thE AFSC. An award-winning
Methodist journalist, Roy Howard Beck, iq htq book On Thin lce
(Bristol B6oks. L988) ihows in some detail how the United
Methodist Chuich's 6oard of Global Ministries closely parallels
features of the AFSC as detailed by !t*y,
many
'Beck
covered many top religious storie-s of the 1980s;-and
he brought to them, unlike Lt*y, a basically liberal outlook. Thus
it was #ith dismay'that he rep<irted his ri:peated discoveries of
evidence of the Board's uncritiially leftist biis, the staffls minimal
commitment to the denomination and Christianity, its careful
evasion of any real accountability to the Methodist Church
constituency, attd the chronically piror and biased -quality of .the
information on which many of its campaigns were based. It is a
deoressins and all-too familiar storY.
' Bec[ does not put his finding; i" any ,Larger context;. Le'i/Y,
Quakers and the AFSC are never mentioned. Yet comparing the
two accounts, it seems clear to me that the real point of
reference for the Methodist Board is the same as for the AFSC,
the "orqanizers' subculture."
TEe AFSC's oft-repeated rationale for the decline in
numbers of Quakers on its staff is that in the early 1970s the
group undertook an affirmative action prograom aimed at making
it r6presentative of the diversify of our society; and since
American Friends remain almost dntirely white and middle class,
their numbers must inevitably decrease-in AFSC as this goal is
approached.

In

response,

it

must first be affirmed that surely the AFSC
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"Third World") only one would actually seem to require much
recruitment beyond the ranks of the Society of Friends. That is,
there are already plenty of female, Euy and handicapped Quakers
available, if thai ii what AFSC says it needs.
And even in the latter, 'Third World" category, there is in
fact no need to look beyond the Society, only beyond the borders
of the United States. That is because most Quakers in the world
are now nonwhite and "Third World": There are tens of
thousands of black African Quakers, and numerous shades of
Friends in Central and South America. Among them are
undoubtedly numbers of bright and dedicated Quaker mgn -alf
women who would jump at opportunities to witness to their faith
through service in the world in a Quaker agency.
ifte problem with such real "Third-World" Friends, of
course, is ihat they are mostly not politically or theologically
"correct" according to the prejudices of the otganizers' subculture.
To recruit among them -would require AFSC to broaden its
religious and especially political outlook beyond these limits; and
thisl t think it clan be'sifely said, those noiv in control of AFSC
are determined not to do. If the AFSC must choose between
Quakerism and the shibboleths of the "organizers' subculture",
there is no contest.
This priority shows itself again in the AFSC response to
Quaker concern and criticism. Over the last fifteen years it has
maneuvered to head ofl deflect, discredit or ignore concerns
individual Quakers, some of great weight and unquestioned
integrity, have repeatedly tried to raise on these points, and it_ has
for the most part succeeded brilliantly. Lewy recounts a striking
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he delicately called the "lack of veracity" in its response -to
postwar dev'elopments in Vietnam. As h-e reports sadly in his
bssay here, confirming Lewy, this protest got nowhere.
' Lewy mentions ievetal'other'discreet- expressions of dissent
by respecied Friends which likewise went nowhere. Several more
aie described by writers in this volume, and it would be easy to
fill several chapiers with additional examples. On one occasion in
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But it could be that Lewy's disclosures might make a
difference. Combined with wide discussion among Friends of the
long-brewing concerns over the AFSC's Quaker^ . identity,
con"nectionsl and the quality and reliability of much of its work,
they might brystallize a body of organized Quaker opinion around
theie isfues that caooot so'easily 6e ignored. tf tfis happens, it
seems to me that Friends will iace a choice among three main
responses, which might for convenience be called the Three Rs:
Release, Reclarnation or Renunciation.
would be a letting go based on an
The first response
-changes
in AFSC over the past generatiol.
acceptance of the
Perhaps, it can be argued, it is time to Fve up gur nostalgic
image's of what the AFBC used to be and clo, and what we think
it n6w ought to be, and deal with it as it is. Aft91 all, no.gropP
escaDes c[anqe. and AFSC's defenders insist with some iustice
-which
that'its evolulidn has been based on its own experience,
is as valid as that of the critics.
If this rationale were accepted, perhaps the critics' basic
question today should be, how can what AFSC is and does now
be brought into a right relationship with the Society of Friends?
Laying aside old images would also begin to free up energy now
devot6d to berating the Service Committee for not doing for
Friends what many bf us would like it to do, enabling this energy
to be redirected iirto new efforts to do those things for ourselves.
In policy terms, this release could probably be accomplished
simply by aUolishing'the AFSC Corporition. Putting a merciful
end [o its charade of accountabiliti to the Society would ease
some Friends' minds; it would at least make unmistakably clear
that the AFSC is an entirely independent, self-directed entity,. with
onlv as much Quaker connbction-as it chooses; and those Friends
who wished to work with it would do so as individuals. This is,
of course, the place at which many Quaker schools and- colleges
have arrived, tliough as we have seen some have passed beyond
even it into anivisie amnesia about their origins.
But no sooner is this last paragraph on paper than a voice
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suggested by Sam Levering in his essay, to make it a genuine
governing body, which would include eliminating its stacking with
at-large insiders and its domination by staff. It would be charged

with setting overall program priorities, based on careful and

extensive canvassing of the life and concerns of American Friends.
This would in turn produce a reconstituted Board, no longer
exclusively insider-run and representing a broader range of
Friends, to oversee the implementation of these priorities on an
ongoing basis. One operating policy change would be to end
staff vetoes of appointment of their supervisors.
Current AFSC insiders will admit, usually sotto voce and off.
the record, that part of their resistance to such ideas is based on
the fear that politically conservative Quakers, in such a responsive
structure, would be able to paralyze policymaking and program;
"We'd never be able to agree on anythitrg," I have heard it said.
But if such a process involving the wider spectrum of American
Friends sounds fanciful, it is not. There is an operating model
for it with forty years of success behind it.
That model is the Friends Committee on National
Legislation, the Quaker lobby on Capitol Hill. The FCNL's
program and administrative staff is almost all-Quaker, and it is
generally acknowledged to be of very high qualiry; and it trains

several young interns, usually Quakers, every year.
FCNL works on an agenda of legislative priorities which is

set every two years by a nationwide General Committee of
Friends representing most American yearly meetings, both
programmed and unprogrammed. This group, which meets not
for a few hours but over several days, has been able, despite the

broad dive.rsity encompassed withb lt, to achieve unity on many
positions in areas of peace and justice, both domestic and
international. Indeed, seas<lned observers report that some of the
sessions in which this committee has labored long over difficult
issues have been truly inspirational, worshipful experiences of
Quaker process at work.
To be sure, there are issues on which agreement has eluded
FCNL, particularly abortion, homosexuality and some other
"boundaries of life" questions; the notion of economic sanctions
against countries like South Africa has also been difficult.
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certainlv do not iustifu the attenuation if AFSC's ties to Friends.
Wttut are the piospects for such a reclamation? Short of
somethins apDroachiire a'revolution from inside, probably not very

sood. i.FSC's

strrictural insulation against outside Quaker

would work against it, as would its skill in shrugging off

Itnuttt".
e*pimriottr

cooEerrr; further, the attenuated and
uo[epiettntative Quaker piesence within it is fypically defensive
*tt"ri confrontea wittr prbposals for change. Among the staff,
identification with thq oiganizers' subc[lture seems virtually

of

comolete.
--- rperhaps

if enough weighty Friends-, joined *by u.number. of
vearlV meetings, made- a comm6n appeal [o the Board for action
'on u'clear sh6rt [st of reforms, ths Board might be shamed into
real response. But I wouldn't violate the testimony against
sambline and bet the farm on it.
e
^ Tliis unpromising prospect brings us_ ilrexorably to t!: ne>A

option, the thitd R, F.dnun-ciation. If AFSC's remaining. Quaker
cbnnections continue to erode, and its leadership continues,.to
ignore the heartfelt pleas of Friends and former sqpporters like
tte critics representdd here, the time may c.oTe yhen !!ey qnd
those Quakei groups which are prepared to join them will feel a
need to clearlf anil publicly disassociate themselves from AFSC.
fhete is aftei all, what in oldtime Quaker parlance is called
upholding the Reputation of Truth.
' Thi; Renuniiation might take the form of a formal request
that AFSC's name be chaiged, as Sam Levering has suggested,
dropoins the "Friends" and leaving it simply as the American
Serii^ce tommittee. When the AFSC establishment declined, as
it undoubtedly would, fuqther,public actions to make this breach
to the- world would follow.
known
-Arthur Roberts's essay describes how -the evangelical
reiection of AFSC came about. But such a step for most current
Qiraker critics would be a grave one, which few of us are now
readv to take. Yet it cannot be dismissed. After all, if present
ti.odt continue much longer, there will be almost no Quakers in
the AFSC, save perhaps the Executive Secretary and perhaps a
few fundraisers.
Further, the Corporation has had before it for several years
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much resembles the kind of apolitical quietism implicit "l his
critique; but that is to be expected once his matertal has Deen
reframed in Quaker terms.
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indeed, this could well be the most likely outcome of any
outlined here. We Quakers have a very poor record of actually
iuii"n up to the rieors and risks of oden internal struggle; and
chanfiing the coursef which the AFSC is on would, I am certain,
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be a struggle.
If it"iomes to that fourth, passive outcome, this book will
have failed; and I believe Friendd will have failed too. But like
itrc nut"t of Guenter Lewy, giving up on the American Friends
Service Committee is an olltion tliat has not occurred to me, or
ro most of those Friends rbpresented here, at least not yet.
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