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This journal is dedicated to the aborted, the bombed, the  

executed, the euthanized, the abused, the raped, and all other vic-
tims of violence, whether that violence is legal or illegal.

We have been told by our society and our culture wars that those 
of us who oppose these acts of violence must be divided. We have 
been told to take a lukewarm, halfway attitude toward the victims 
of violence. We have been told to embrace some with love while  
endorsing the killing of others.

We reject that conventional attitude, whether it’s called Left or 
Right, and instead embrace a consistent ethic of life toward all vic-
tims of violence. We are Life Matters Journal, and we are here be-
cause politics kills.

Disclaimer
The views presented in this journal do not necessarily represent the 
views of all members, contributors, or donors. We exist to present 
a forum for discussion within the Consistent Life Ethic, to promote  
discourse and present an opportunity for peer-review and dialogue.

letter from the editor
Dear Reader,
Our team is proud to present to you 

Volume 10 Issue 6 of Life Matters Jour-
nal. As we wrap up a decade of publish-
ing this magazine, I continue to be grate-
ful for this community we have built 
over the years. Readers like you, who 
come back issue after issue to engage 
with these challenging topics, are the reason we are driven 
to continue to do this work.  

We often say that when Rehumanize International was 
founded in 2011 we were “just a magazine.” Since then, we 
have grown much larger and the scope of our mission has 
expanded to include more forms of education and advoca-
cy that our founders didn’t envision at the time we came 
together. However, the truth is that we were never “just a 
magazine.” From the beginning, the passion that those in-
volved had for this project enabled a community to develop 
around it that was bound to expand to challenge the status 
quo in more ways than one. 

For the readers who have been with us since Volume 1 
Issue 1, thank you for being an integral part of this com-
munity. If this is your first time picking up an issue of Life 
Matters Journal: welcome. I invite you to get involved in 
whatever way you are able. If you are not already, you can 
become a subscriber to this magazine, a donor to our out-
reach initiatives, or you can follow us on social media and 
join in on the conversation, attend the next Rehumanize 
Conference or other events, or even start a Rehumanize 
Chapter to advance our life-affirming mission in your own 
community and sphere of influence. Whatever you choose 
to do, I am grateful for your commitment to the cause of 
human rights and dignity. 

I hope this magazine can be a tool for you to educate 
yourself on the important issues going on in our world and 
can spur you into action to build the peace-filled world we 
all deserve to live in. 

For life,

Herb Geraghty



Death of LAPD Officer Houston Tipping 
After He Reported Sexual Assault Raises 

Concerns and Questions
By Samuel B. Parker

Current Events

L os Angeles Police Department (LAPD) Officer Houston Tip-
ping died on May 29, 2022, allegedly as the result of what 
the department claims was a “training accident” three days 
earlier.1 Tipping was participating in a simulated scenario in 
which he roleplayed as an individual confronting and resist-

ing a bicycle patrol officer; he departed the simulation with injuries 
consistent with a person who had been “‘dropped’ on his head,”2 
including serious head trauma, a broken neck, paralysis, fractured 
ribs, and a lacerated liver. He succumbed to these injuries three 
days later.

This episode was shocking enough and already posed grave 
questions regarding the training policies and procedures of the 
LAPD: how on earth does a police officer die while engaged in a 
bicycle training exercise as basic and routine as this one? But new 
details have since emerged that cast doubt on the LAPD’s version 
of events and make Tipping’s death appear possibly more sinister. 

Shortly before he was killed, Tipping had reported a sexual as-
sault by several of his fellow officers and was cooperating with a 
related investigation.3 One of those officers, who is among several 
accused of gang raping a victim in July of 2021, was reportedly 
involved in the lethal training accident.4

The LAPD launched an internal inquiry,5 and promptly deter-
mined that the incident was merely an accident. The findings of the 
inquiry indicate that Tipping was roleplaying opposite an anon-
ymous counterpart, referred to only as “Officer M.” During the 
training exercise, Tipping and Officer M began “grappling” with 
one another; they ended up in a position that witnesses described 
as a “bear hug,” at which point Officer M placed Tipping in a head-
lock and the two “fell to the floor.” 

The impact of this fall seems to have broken Tipping’s neck and 
injured his spinal cord, paralyzing him. The LAPD’s report alleges 
that, in the process of trying to restore his breathing and pulse, 
attending officers broke several of Tipping’s ribs. The report makes 
no mention of the lacerated liver, nor does it explain the presence 
of what a lawyer for Tipping’s family described as subdural hema-
tomas (bleeding in the brain) on both sides of his head.6  The LAPD 
insists that no footage of Tipping’s death exists.7

It is difficult, if not impossible, to believe that Tipping could 
have sustained these injuries simply by falling down. The nature 
and extremity of the damage to Tipping’s body strongly suggests 
premeditated violence or, at the very least, deliberate opportunistic 
force. And if it is true, as Tipping’s attorney Bradley Gage main-
tains,8 that the officer “responsible for hurting Tipping” was named 
in Tipping’s sexual assault allegations, the incident becomes even 
more alarming.

Of course, none of these facts constitute conclusive evidence 
that a crime occurred. Notably, the Los Angeles County Coroner’s 
Office ruled Tipping’s death an accident.9 But two things must be 
considered regarding this event. 

Firstly, a longstanding, albeit informal, tradition of unaccount-
ability exists within American policing. Dubbed the “Blue Wall of 
Silence,” it entails systemic refusal to report fellow officers for mis-
conduct or to cooperate in any capacity with investigations into 
police misconduct.10 Officers who break this code and attempt to 
hold their peers liable for their misdeeds incur risks that include 
intimidation, termination of employment, or even imprisonment. 
Retaliation against officers who violate the Blue Wall of Silence is 
neither unprecedented nor even particularly rare; the history of 

1



American law enforcement is replete with such cases.11  
Secondly, a recent study conducted by researchers at the Univer-

sity of Washington found that police killings in the United States 
are dramatically and perhaps intentionally undercounted.12 Ac-
cording to the study, more than half of police killings in the last 
four decades may have been mislabeled and attributed to another 
cause of death, raising serious questions about the role that medi-
cal examiners play in their close collaboration with police depart-
ments.13 

In the wake of Tipping’s tragic death, the circumstances sur-
rounding it, and the questions left unanswered by the LAPD’s in-
ternal inquiry, the city of Los Angeles must direct an independent 
investigation. A civilian commission recently has been investigat-
ing misconduct within the Los Angeles County Sheriff ’s Depart-
ment, for example.14 Similar measures must be taken in order to 
ensure that members of the LAPD are emboldened to take action 
against corrupt officers, and are protected from retributive violence 
when they do.

No justice or peace can prevail in American policing while the 
Blue Wall of Silence still stands.

Notes
1. “Inquiry into the Death of Police Officer II Houston Ryan Tipping,” City 
of Los Angeles Police Department, accessed October 7, 2022, https://bit.
ly/3eQn7h0.
2. Landon Mion, “LAPD Officer Killed during Training Exercise by Cops He 
Was Investigating for Sexual Assault: Attorney,” Fox News, October 5, 2022, 
https://fxn.ws/3sdV7qx.  
3. Tim Pulliam, David González, and Jory Rand, “LAPD Officer Who Died 
after Training Accident Had Reported Sexual Assault, Family Attorney Says,” 
ABC7 Los Angeles, October 5, 2022, https://bit.ly/3SkI0yH. 
4.  Landon Mion,“LAPD Officer Killed during Training Exercise.” 
5. “Inquiry into the Death of Police Officer II Houston Ryan Tipping.”
6. Landon Mion, “LAPD Officer Killed during Training Exercise.”
7. Brad Callas, “Officer Killed in Training Exercise Was Targeted for Investi-
gating Alleged Rape Involving Colleagues, Lawyer Says,” Complex, October 
4, 2022, https://bit.ly/3yZQaW9.  
8. Landon Mion, “LAPD Officer Killed during Training Exercise.”
9. Pulliam, González, and Rand, “LAPD Officer Who Died after Training 
Accident Had Reported Sexual Assault.”
10. “Blue Wall of Silence: A Curated Collection of Links,” The Marshall Proj-
ect, accessed October 7, 2022, https://bit.ly/3TocLEe. 
11. Gina Barton, Daphne Duret, and Brett Murphy, “Behind the Blue Wall of 
Silence,” USA Today, May 9, 2022, https://bit.ly/3z0T0dI. 
12. Tim Arango and Shaila Dewan, “More than Half of Police Killings Are 
Mislabeled, New Study Says,” New York Times, September 30, 2021, https://
nyti.ms/3MMYgHo. 
13.  J.C. Upshaw Downs, “Role of Medical Examiners in Law Enforcement,” 
The Police Chief 74, no. 11 (November 2007): 44–45, 47–48, https://bit.ly/3T-
FR3uS.  
14. Hassan Kanu, “L.A. Is Investigating 50-Year-Old Police Gangs, Finally,” 
Reuters, March 30, 2022, https://reut.rs/3MOCB1y.
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Editor's note: This article was originally published on October 9, 
2022, on the Rehumanize Blog. More recent developments in the  
Russo-Ukrainian War may not be reflected here.

T wo dramatic developments have recently changed the now 
seven-month-long war between Ukraine and Russia. First, 
the Ukrainians counter-attacked against the Russian mil-
itary forces occupying eastern regions of their country, 
re-taking significant territory and inflicting a major defeat 

on the Russians. 
Second, Russian President Vladimir Putin announced his re-

sponse to this set-back on September 21. He is calling up Russian 
reservists to increase the troops available to fight in the war. Also, 
he announced Russian support for referendums in the occupied 
eastern Ukrainian territories about those territories’ future fate. 
Such presumably mock referendums have provided the justifi-
cation for Russia’s more recently announced annexation of these 
territories. Most disturbing, Putin made a veiled but unmistakable 
threat to use nuclear weapons in response to “a threat to the territo-
rial integrity of our country and to defend Russia and our people.”1

These developments drastically increase the dangers created by 
the already-high-stakes Ukraine war. The most prudent response is 
to freeze the conflict by seeking an immediate cease-fire.

Putin’s recent speech sends several important and ominous sig-
nals. Despite Russia’s limited success in conquering Ukraine, the 
war’s cost in Russian lives, the Ukrainians’ recent successes, and 
the evident unpopularity of calling up more Russians to fight in the 
war, he is not yet willing to admit defeat.2 

The Russian annexation of regions of eastern Ukraine, combined 
with the threat to use nuclear weapons to defend Russian territory, 
implies that Putin is willing to resort to nuclear weapons to avert 
defeat in Ukraine.3 Moreover, given Ukrainian military successes 
and the uncertain impact that calling up more Russian troops will 
have on the war in the near future, Putin may face the choice be-

tween accepting defeat and resorting to the nuclear option sooner 
rather than later.4 

The Russian setbacks that have led to Putin’s recent escalation 
may also make him more open to compromise, however. While 
Putin was reportedly unwilling to accept a diplomatic solution in 
the war’s early days, perhaps because he expected an easy Russian 
victory, the war’s dismal consequences may have changed his atti-
tude.5

The most realistic diplomatic option at this stage is a simple 
cease-fire that stops fighting along the current division of territory 
between Ukrainian and Russian forces. A more permanent agree-
ment that settles the underlying conflict or leads to complete Rus-
sian withdrawal from Ukraine seems highly unlikely, especially in 
light of Russia’s formal annexation of parts of eastern Ukraine. A 
cease-fire will make the Ukraine war a frozen-but-unresolved con-
flict comparable to the Korean War.6 

Ukraine and its western allies, including the United States, 
should propose a cease-fire to Russia. The United States and the 
other allies should also discourage the Ukrainians from both try-
ing to take back all of Russian-occupied Ukraine and launching 
strikes against Russian territory (as the Ukrainians apparently have 
done).7 To this end, the western allies should curtail military aid to 
Ukraine that could be used for taking back more Ukrainian terri-
tory or striking Russia.

Such an approach might understandably dismay even peace 
activists. Russia has committed the massive injustice of invading 
Ukraine. The Russian military has reportedly caused tremendous 
suffering to Ukrainians, from indiscriminate attacks on civilians to 
torture and sexual violence, including against children.8 How can 
leaving Russia in partial control of Ukrainian territory be accepted, 
especially when a decisive victory seems possible for Ukraine?

These are legitimate concerns. They must be balanced against the 
tremendous risk of continued fighting provoking Russian nuclear 
escalation, however. For Ukraine and its allies to simply press on 
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with the war — in the hope that Putin is bluffing and will not fol-
low through on his nuclear threats if he continues to lose — is not 
a responsible policy. At worst, such a policy could lead to far more 
people suffering and dying.9

Trying to halt the war now is a more prudent policy, bitterly 
disappointing though it may be. Doing so is not “appeasement.” 
Ukraine, with western support, has successfully defended most of 
its territory from invasion. Russia is worse off now than before it 
invaded Ukraine. Russian casualties from the war are unknown but 
have likely been quite high. Russian aggression has prompted eco-
nomic sanctions on Russia while also leading Finland and Sweden 
to seek NATO membership, thus expanding the network of Euro-
pean countries allied against Russia.10

In this context, it is not appeasing Russia for Ukraine and the 
western allies to refrain from pressing their advantage by pushing 
Putin into an ever-more-desperate situation. As the saying goes, 
sometimes discretion is the better part of valor.

American citizens should contact President Biden by phone and 
email and their representatives in the House and Senate to urge 
the United States to seek a cease-fire (and to continue arms control 
negotiations with Russia).11 Reaching a cease-fire now may prevent 
nuclear catastrophe later. 

Notes
1. “Address by the President of the Russian Federation,” President of Russia 
website, September 21, 2022, https://bit.ly/3r3BQHY. For Russia’s annex-
ation of eastern Ukrainian territories, see “Signing of Treaties on Accession 
of Donetsk and Lugansk People’s Republics and Zaporozhye and Kherson 
Regions to Russia,” President of Russia website, September 30, 2022, https://
bit.ly/3BYKA7l; and Joshua Berlinger, Anna Chernova, and Tim Lister, “Putin 
Announces Illegal Annexation of Ukrainian Regions, Pledging People There 
Will Be Russian ‘Forever,’” CNN, September 30, 2022, https://cnn.it/3fxDIWW. 
2. Karl Ritter, “Putin Orders Partial Military Call-Up, Sparking Protests,” As-
sociated Press, September 21, 2022, https://yhoo.it/3LLXaLt; Laurence Peter 
and Laura Gozzi, “Ukraine War: Russia Arrests Hundreds As Call-Up Sparks 
Protests,” BBC, September 22, 2022, https://bbc.in/3xUg9ho. 
3. Anatol Lieven, “Tick-Tock: Putin Escalation Begins Countdown of Diplo-
macy Clock,” Responsible Statecraft, September 22, 2022, https://bit.ly/3UEr-
Z8X. 
4. Ritter, “Putin Orders Partial Military Call-Up”; Paul Robinson, “Russia Ups 
the Ante in Ukraine,” Canadian Dimension, September 22, 2022, https://bit.
ly/3fmG1Mx. 
5. Lieven, “Tick-Tock: Putin Escalation”; Reuters, “Exclusive: As War Began, 
Putin Rejected a Ukraine Peace Deal Recommended by Aide,” September 14, 
2022, https://reut.rs/3LJzQy3. 
6. Lieven, “Tick-Tock: Putin Escalation”; Robinson, “Russia Ups the Ante.”
7. Pjotr Sauer, “‘Now We Get Hit Too’: Belgorod, the Russian City on the 
Ukraine Frontline,” Guardian, May 19, 2022, https://bit.ly/3DRl9ac; Mary 
Ilyushina, “Ukrainian Strikes into Russia’s Border Towns Compound Putin’s 
Troubles, Washington Post, September 17, 2022, https://wapo.st/3SvpvrF. 
8. United Nations Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, “In-
dependent International Commission of Inquiry on Ukraine to the Human 
Rights Council: War Crimes Have Been Committed by the Russian Federation 
in Ukraine,” September 23, 2022, https://bit.ly/3Se80fP. 
9. Doyle Rice, “Nuclear War between US, Russia Would Leave 5 Billion Dead 
from Hunger, Study Says,” USA Today, August 15, 2022, https://bit.ly/3LK-
poWQ. 
10. Alexander Ward and Lara Seligman, “U.S. Ambassador: Finland and Swe-
den in NATO by Christmas,” Politico, September 22, 2022, https://politi.co/3d-
FuWp8. 
11. For a petition urging continued arms control negotiations with Russia, see 
“Support Biden’s Call for Negotiations on a New Arms Reduction Agreement,” 
Arms Control Association, accessed September 25, 2022, https://bit.ly/3dH-
VsOJ.
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Blonde: The Movie Sheds 
Light on Realities of Sexual 
Exploitation and Abortion

By Liliana Zamora

On September 28th 2022, Netflix, along with Plan B 
Entertainment, released a movie based on Blonde: 
A Novel by Joyce Carol Oates. This novel and its 
film adaptation are an interpretation of the trag-
ic and violent life of Marilyn Monroe. In Blonde: 

The Movie, Monroe is shown to have a traumatic childhood, as 
she is abandoned by her father and is both physically and verbal-
ly abused by her mother. Monroe’s childhood subsequently affects 
her whole adult life, as she searches for the love that she was never 
given as she grew up. As portrayed in the film, Monroe is sexual-
ly exploited multiple times as she works to be accepted into roles 
that would further her acting career. This film depicts her forceful 
drugging and coercion into having sexual relations with men who 
did not have her consent. 

Monroe is also shown to have multiple consensual relationships 
with different men. During her relationship with her first boy-
friend, Monroe becomes pregnant. Although initially joyful and 
excited, she begins to picture herself becoming a mother, and, 
influenced by her traumatic experiences of her own mother, she 
decides to arrange an abortion. After changing her mind and re-
gretting that decision, Monroe is forced to have an abortion by the 
people in the Hollywood industry. Later in her life on the screen, 
she finds out she is pregnant again by a different man — this time 
her husband. Monroe, unfortunately, suffers a miscarriage. Later 
in Blonde: The Movie, Monroe is drugged and then forced to have 
another abortion against her will after becoming pregnant by a 
third man, who did not care to have the baby. In this film, Mon-
roe experiences horrific violence and trauma from being sexually 
manipulated, drugged against her will, and forced to murder her 
own babies. 

While the original novelist, Joyce Carol Oates, wrote this story 
mostly based upon fiction and alleged rumors of Monroe’s life, 
this account is not far from the truth for women who have been 

victims of such violent and horrific acts. Women in the entertain-
ment industry often feel forced to accept sexual advances in pro-
fessional environments in order to further their careers. Women 
are frequently coerced or forced to kill their unborn children in 
the name of convenience and image. In the film, Monroe is shown 
having a poor and unstable childhood with no support or stable 
love; this causes a toxic foundation for relationships throughout 
her life. Monroe, often against her own will, remains stuck in a cy-
cle of abuse. 

In the film, Monroe appears to have had two abortions in total, 
both against her own will. Monroe did not have a say in those vi-
olent acts against her body. Abortion is often painted as empow-
ering, but such a perspective ignores the horrific realities of the 
abortion industry. Coerced abortion is a real phenomenon, and it 
is the complete opposite of empowerment. Women in these situa-
tions are left isolated, depressed, and scarred from the traumas that 
surround having an abortion. But the women who experience co-
erced abortions after sexual exploitation are not alone. They are not 
unloved or unworthy because of what has happened to them. These 
vulnerable women are intrinsically valuable and worthy. Their ba-
bies are not forgotten and were not an inconvenience for existing. 
The worth of these babies is not lessened by the violence that is 
forced upon them. 

Whether all these events happened in Marilyn Monroe’s real life 
or not, Blonde: The Movie sheds light on the violence committed 
against women and their bodies and against their unborn babies 
and their bodies. May we support women and be advocates for 
their empowerment, and may we defend all human life. May we 
stand for the human rights of the most vulnerable and abused. And 
any time we encounter a woman or baby who has unfortunately 
experienced these horrific acts, may we show them authentic love 
and support.

media review
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A  practice common in schools across America during the 
1950s was to perform what was known as “duck-and-cov-
er” drills. For those not familiar with the practice, these 
drills required students to quickly crawl under their desks. 
The drills were done as practice for a protective measure 

in the event of a nuclear attack. At the time, the Cold War between 
the United States and the Soviet Union was in full swing. The Unit-
ed States had first built atomic bombs in 1945, and in 1949, the 
Soviet Union had successfully detonated its first atomic weapon.1 

Though these duck-and-cover drills seem a bit farcical now, the 
fear of an imminent nuclear attack was in the air and people felt the 
need to do something to prepare. Today, the Cold War has ended 
and those drills are in the past. However, the threat of a nuclear 
weapon being used remains. The need for disarmament is not an 
idealistic carryover from a bygone age, but an imperative for the 
welfare of the world.

Currently, nine countries possess nuclear weapons.2 Current U.S. 
policy puts the responsibility of deciding if or when to use nuclear 
weapons solely on the president.3 U.S. policy also states that the 
United States may use nuclear weapons in response to a non-nucle-
ar attack.4 Presumably such a decision would not be taken lightly 
and would hopefully be used only as a last option. Still, with only a 
single finger on “the button,” the risks remain highly dependent on 
whose hand that finger is attached to.

Looking at the state of things, the immediate decommissioning 
of all nuclear weapons would be an unlikely first step in a project 
of total disarmament. Nevertheless, several policies could be put in 
place to reduce the likelihood of a nuclear catastrophe. 

Adopting a “no-first-use” policy could be the first step to taking 
the use of nuclear force off the table in most situations.5 This type of 
policy, as the name would imply, commits a country to never being 
the first to use nuclear weapons in a conflict.

Treaties and more diplomatic solutions could be revisited and 
hashed out, always keeping in mind that it is vital both for all coun-
tries party to treaties and for the entire planet that any potential 
nuclear attack be avoided. 

The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) 
first signed in 1968, committed several countries with nuclear 
weapons to not aid other countries in the acquisition or produc-
tion of such weapons.6 Most countries that today possess nuclear 
weapons – China, France,  Russia, the United Kingdom, and the 
United States – have signed the NPT. As the treaty states: “Each 
nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty undertakes not to transfer 
to any recipient whatsoever nuclear weapons or other nuclear ex-
plosive devices or control over such weapons or explosive devices 
directly, or indirectly.”7 

However, three countries that possess nuclear weapons – Israel, 
India, and Pakistan – have declined to take part in the NPT. North 
Korea, which once signed the agreement, withdrew in 2003.8  Iran 
pursuing nuclear programs, despite signing the NPT, is also a con-
cern. 

In 2015, an agreement between Iran and several other nations 
was adopted. The treaty committed Iran to limiting its develop-
ment of materials that could be used to make nuclear weapons. 
The deal was based on the promise of Iran to limit work that could 
potentially lead to the development of nuclear arms, including 
restrictions on creating and possessing enriched uranium, in ex-
change for the lifting of U.S. and EU-imposed economic sanctions. 
The United States pulled out of the deal in 2018, however, which 
gave Iran the opportunity to expand their nuclear-related activ-
ities.9 Negotiations have been in the works to strike a new deal, 
though they have been unable to come to a productive agreement 
as of yet.10 There have been other important international nuclear 
treaties, including the New Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (New 
START), an agreement between the United States and Russia to 
limit both nations’ nuclear forces.11

With much ambiguity about what the future holds, finding and 
taking steps to disarm the world of nuclear weapons remains nec-
essary for the safety and well-being of all across the planet. 

Notes
1. Sarah Pruitt, “How 'Duck-and-Cover' Drills Channeled America's Cold 
War Anxiety,” History, March 26, 2019, https://bit.ly/3Ug583s. 
2. “How Many Countries Have Nuclear Weapons and How Many Are 
There?” International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons, accessed Sep-
tember 13, 2022, https://bit.ly/3dhsoxr.  
3. “Whose Finger Is on the Button?” Union of Concerned Scientists, Septem-
ber 22, 2017, https://bit.ly/3DsgZFE. 
4. Daryl G. Kimball, “Biden Policy Allows First Use of Nuclear Weapons,” 
Arms Control Association, April 2022, https://bit.ly/3dmSSxq. 
5. “No-First-Use Policy Explained,” Union of Concerned Scientists, May 7, 
2020, https://bit.ly/3QPJDDM.  
6. Lawrence D. Freedman, “Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 
Weapons,” Britannica, accessed September 13, 2022, https://bit.ly/3qLOX0o. 
7. “Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT),” United Na-
tions Office for Disarmament Affairs, accessed September 13, 2022, https://
bit.ly/3xyr00i. 
8. Freedman, “Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.”
9. John Whitehead, “Choosing the Least Bad Option: Restoring the Iran 
Nuclear Agreement,” Rehumanize International blog, September 15, 2022, 
https://bit.ly/3LtqCG8. 
10. Jennifer Hansler, “Iran's Response to Nuclear Deal 'Not Constructive,' US 
State Department Says,” CNN, September 1, 2022, https://cnn.it/3DtOyXX. 
11. “New START Treaty,” U.S. Department of State, accessed September 13, 
2022, https://bit.ly/2VnRRM2.
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T he lethal effects of nuclear weapons in wartime are well 
known. What is less appreciated is how nuclear weapons can 
kill and hurt people in other ways, through their production, 
their testing, and the waste they create.

The United States’ creation of its vast nuclear weapons arsenal 
has harmed many beyond the tens of thousands of people killed by 
the wartime use of nuclear weapons at Hiroshima and Nagasaki. 
The harm caused by US nuclear weapons production and testing 
has frequently fallen on oppressed and vulnerable people. With 
grim symmetry, many of these victims of US nuclear policy have 
been members of the original victims of US foreign policy, Native 
American nations.

Over the decades, Native American nations have variously been 
forced from their land so that land could be used for nuclear-relat-
ed activities; have had their health and lands damaged by the pro-
duction of nuclear weapons; have been harmed by nuclear testing; 
and have had their land targeted for nuclear waste disposal. 

Dispossessed of Land. The original US effort to build nuclear 
weapons, the Manhattan Project, involved appropriating areas 
within the United States for Project activities. 

One such area was Hanford, a small town in southeastern Wash-
ington close to the Columbia River.1 Hanford was also home to 
the Wanapum Nation, while the Nez Perce, Yakama, and Umatilla 
Nations used the Columbia River basin for fishing and other pur-
poses. Nez Perce elder Veronica Taylor recalled Hanford as being 
“kind of like a farmer’s market, where people came and traded 
goods and materials and foods with each other.”2 

In 1943, General Leslie Groves, the Manhattan Project’s head, 
decided Hanford would be the location of nuclear reactors to 
produce plutonium, one of the elements used to make nuclear 
weapons. The residents of Hanford and a neighboring town were 
required to relocate. Although white residents were given some 
compensation for the military takeover of the area, Native Amer-
icans were not.3 Rex Buck, Jr., a Wanapum Nation member whose 
family was displaced by the Manhattan Project, says his relatives 
received the vague explanation “that in order to protect the United 
States of America, they were going to do something here.”4 

Harmed by Weapons Production. Both during the Manhattan 
Project and afterwards, building nuclear weapons has generally 
required the metal uranium. Uranium can serve as the “fuel” to 

power a nuclear weapon or can be used in a nuclear reactor, such as 
those built at Hanford, to create the other fuel for nuclear weapons, 
plutonium.5 Mining and processing uranium is a dangerous pro-
cess, though, because of the potential for exposure to radioactive 
or otherwise toxic material.

US nuclear weapons production drew on uranium mined from 
land in Arizona, New Mexico, and Utah that belonged to the 
Navajo Nation. Such uranium mining, which lasted from World 
War II until the 1980s, also employed Navajo as workers. Miners 
received little protective gear, however, and uranium debris cre-
ated from the mining would contaminate Navajo communities, 
including water supplies.6 

Industrial refining of uranium also harmed the Navajo Nation. 
Radioactive waste produced by refining (or “milling”) uranium in 
the southwest contaminated water in Navajo land. An especially 
severe 1979 incident led to 94 million gallons of waste spilling into 
a local river; some drinking water subsequently had radioactivity 
levels 7,000 times the accepted legal limit.7 In the decades following 
the start of uranium mining on their land, cancer rates doubled 
within the Navajo Nation.8 

Contamination occurred at Hanford as well. The former home of 
the Wanapum and others ultimately became the site of nine nucle-
ar reactors. The Hanford reactors produced plutonium for the “Fat 
Man” bomb dropped on Nagasaki and for subsequent bombs built 
during the Cold War.9 Hanford’s nuclear activities also produced 
significant amounts of radioactive or otherwise hazardous waste 
that contaminated the land and the Columbia River.10 Decades af-
ter the last Hanford reactor shut down in 1987, the area was still 
undergoing environmental clean-up operations and waste was still 
contaminating the Columbia.11 

Members of Native American nations lament this contamination 
of land so important to them. Taylor says that many of her fellow 
Nez Perce “don’t want to come over here and dig roots anymore [in 
the Hanford area] because of…what has happened to the ground.” 
Gabriel Bohnee of the Nez Perce Nation’s Environmental Resto-
ration and Waste Management Office comments, “The environ-
ment was sacrificed in the name of global power.”12

Harmed by Nuclear Testing. Most Cold War-era testing of nuclear 
weapons by the United States occurred at what was known as the 
Nevada Test Site, located about 65 miles northwest of Las Vegas.13 

essay

“Sacrificed in the Name of Global Power”: 
How US Nuclear Policy Harmed Native 

American Nations
By John Whitehead

7



The test site is also located on the territory of the Shoshone Nation, 
which shares land with Nevada and Idaho.14 From the 1950s to the 
1990s, over 900 nuclear weapons tests were carried out on Shoshone 
land.15 Ian Zabarte, the Principal Man of the Western Bands of the 
Shoshone Nation, comments that this US nuclear testing made the 
Shoshone “the most bombed nation on earth.”16 

Nuclear testing, especially above-ground testing, creates huge 
amounts of dangerous radioactive fallout.17 A 2009 study estimated 
620 kilotons of fallout affected Nevada, Arizona, and Utah during 
the decades of US nuclear testing. The Shoshone would have been 
especially vulnerable to fallout, as they hunt and eat the region’s 
wildlife and would ingest contaminated meat that way.18

Zabarte notes that multiple members of his extended family have 
had cancer and other health problems; one uncle died from cancer. 
Regarding the tests’ fallout, he comments, “The pine trees we use 
for food and heating were exposed, the plants we use for food and 
medicine were exposed, the animals we use for food were exposed. 
We were exposed.”19

Targeted for Nuclear Waste Disposal. The nuclear weapons-relat-
ed activities that exposed Native Americans and their land to so 
much harm have left a legacy. More than 500 abandoned uranium 
mines remain on Navajo land and continue to pose dangers.20 Only 
a few years ago, the EPA reported that contaminated groundwater 
at Hanford continues to be a hazard.21

Another aspect of this legacy is government and corporate efforts 
to store nuclear waste on Native American lands. Such lands pre-
sumably have been targeted partly because environmental regula-
tions are weaker in Native American lands and partly because the 
poverty and relative lack of political power among Native Ameri-
can nations makes them less able to resist further contamination of 
their land. They have resisted, however, and such resistance con-
tinues today.22

One ongoing struggle is over efforts to turn Yucca Mountain, on 
Shoshone land in Nevada, into a storage site for nuclear waste. The 
Shoshone, as well as the state of Nevada, have resisted this plan.23 
Preventing waste stored in the mountain from contaminating the 
environment would require installing titanium drip shields so wa-
ter does not corrode the storage containers—and then maintaining 
such protection for centuries. As Zabarte comments, “Are we going 
to trust [that] America is going to be around to put in drip shields 
in 100 years?”24

The Biden administration also currently opposes the Yucca 
Mountain plan. The danger that nuclear waste will be stored there 
remains a real possibility, however, until Congress passes appro-
priate laws preventing nuclear waste from being stored on Native 
American lands.25

Beyond preventing nuclear waste dumping, other specific public 
policy steps could help lessen the damage to Native American na-
tions from US nuclear activities: 

• Existing hazardous sites, such as uranium mines or the 
Hanford site, need to be adequately cleaned and contained. 
For more information on efforts to address uranium mines, 
see the work of the organization Clean Up the Mines. 

• Compensation to those harmed by nuclear testing and 
uranium mining should be expanded. A federal bill 
(H.R.5338/S.2798) introduced in 2021 aims to do this.

Please consider contacting your representatives in the House 
and Senate to urge them to support efforts to prevent nuclear waste 
storage on Native American land, to clean up existing hazardous 
sites, and to provide compensation to those harmed by various as-
pects of nuclear weapons production.

The terrible harm US nuclear policy has caused to Native American 
nations is part of a long history, both of the United States’ many injus-
tices toward these nations and of nuclear-armed nations building up 
their own power at the expense of more vulnerable people.26 Weapons 
of mass destruction and racial injustice are intertwined threats to life.
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A Pro-Life Case 
for Life-Saving Care

By Naomi Wick

N avigating the world ‘post-Roe’ looks different for a lot of 
people. For some, there’s little or no change in the day-
to-day activities of life. For activists involved in the abor-
tion debate, the decision has elicited either joy or anger: 
pro-lifers celebrated the news, while pro-choicers took to 

the streets in protest. For some, however, a post-Roe world means 
rebooking physician appointments after the pharmacy denies stan-
dard medications, even for those who are not pregnant.¹ 

While the statement “Abortion is Healthcare” may be dubious, 
there’s no doubt that prescription drugs such as methotrexate, 
when used to treat illness, are healthcare. Amidst many states en-
acting laws against chemical abortion pills, some of the chemicals 
that factor into ending the life of a prenatal child are lifesaving for 
treating certain illnesses. Mifepristone, or RU486, is one of the key 
players in a non-surgical (chemical) abortion, while is deadly for 
preborn babies, it is useful in treat-
ment for Cushing’s syndrome.² For 
people with Cushing’s syndrome, 
RU486 is used to reduce corti-
sol production. If left untreated, 
people with Cushing’s syndrome 
or disease face a myriad of symp-
toms, some of which can lead to 
additional lasting health problems. 
Methotrexate is an anti-rheumatic drug that is used to treat an as-
sortment of ailments, from Rheumatoid Arthritis to certain types 
of cancer. Chemotherapy is, by definition, an umbrella term that 
describes drug treatment to kill cancerous or otherwise harmful 
cells in the body. There’s an assortment of drugs used for this treat-
ment plan, and all of them can be harmful to a preborn child if 
the mother undergoes treatment during her pregnancy.³ However, 
their use may still be permissible; according to the ethical criteria 

of the principle of double effect, if the intention behind the treat-
ment is to save the mother’s life, then even though her child may be 
harmed in the process, the primary good effect of saving the life of 
the mother outweighs the unintended harm to her child.

In other words: under the Consistent Life Ethic, all human lives 
are equally precious. As human beings, the preborn should be pro-
tected — but a preborn child’s protection from harm should not 
impose a death sentence upon their mother. With that foundational 
understanding, the principle of double effect justifies any medical 
treatment that targets a physical disease or illness threatening the 
life of the mother, even if it might result in the loss of a pregnancy.⁴ 

Doctors don’t approach prescription medicines lightly, and they 
factor in a combination of lifestyle and possible side effects for their 
patients. Even still, some patients in conservative states say that 
their doctors are choosing not to prescribe medications that may 

potentially harm a preborn child, 
even if the patient is not pregnant 
or planning on becoming pregnant. 
There must be solutions to these 
new predicaments; for example, 
instead of patients showing up to 
the pharmacy only to be declined 
necessary prescriptions, office 
managers should make time to call 

the patients that may be affected by new regulations before the pa-
tients take the time and energy to visit the pharmacy. People living 
with chronic illnesses don’t always have the flexibility to go back 
and forth between doctors offices, pharmacists, insurance com-
panies, and back to the doctor again to troubleshoot medication 
disruptions. As pro-lifers, we have to be compassionate to these 
struggles as we seek to build a world beyond Roe, where both the 
born and preborn are protected. Women who use these medicines 

As human beings, the preborn should 
be protected — but a preborn child’s 
protection from harm should not impose 
a death sentence upon their mother.
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to lead healthy lives should have full support from their physicians. 
Patients — specifically those suffering from invisible illnesses — 
have long since needed to be their own advocates. This is the un-
due burden, the excess effort in achieving fair and uncompromised 
healthcare to lead long, healthy lives. What would the world look 
like if pregnant women didn’t have to consider the stigma of seek-
ing treatment for their medical conditions? What would the world 
look like if pregnant women had full support from their doctors 
and specialists, from their churches, community, family, friends?

The loss of a preborn baby is always a tragedy, whether accidental 
or intentional. That being said, a woman facing significant medical 
challenges needs and deserves support and understanding from 
those around her. Following criteria of the principle of double ef-
fect, it is permissible for a pregnant woman to undergo chemo-
therapy, or medication for Cushing’s Syndrome, or treatment for 
Rheumatoid Arthritis. Lay aside from the ever-present fear mon-
gering from pro-abortion media sources that claim pro-life people 
only care about babies before they are born, and let’s truly “love 
them both.”
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