TO TEACH WHAT JESUS TAUGHT: A CALL TO FIDELITY by (Rev.) Emmanuel Charles McCarthy
 
   God intervenes radically only in response to a radical attitude on the part of the believer-radical not in regard to political means but in regard to faith; and the believer who is radical in his faith has rejected all means other than those of faith. The appeal to and use of violence in Christian action increase in exact proportion to the decrease in faith...Unbelief is the true root of the Christian championship of violence. – Jacques Ellul                          
 
The issue of whether Jesus teaches by word and deed a Way of Nonviolent Love of friends and enemies is settled. He does! All attempts today to justify violence from the life of Jesus or His teachings are devoid of spiritual and intellectual merit. That is not opinion; that is fact.
 
CALCULATED INATTENTIVENESS
 
Fortunately in our time spiritual leaders have all but ceased the farcical effort of trying to morally validate the violence of Christians by reference to Jesus and His teachings. Presently, the strategy of preference is calculated inattentiveness to the nonviolence of Jesus and the nonviolent nature of the love that He teaches to His disciples as divine and salvific. Christian Churches in our day do not, as in days past, try to explain away Jesus ' teaching of Nonviolent Love by torturously proving that He did not really mean what He said. No, in our day they just ignore it and replace it with some philosophical conceptualization of reality and its Source, which they then raise to an equivalent or superior status to the teaching of Jesus, e.g.,” It is a God-given natural right to kill those who are trying to kill you. Killing other human beings is a tragic necessity in the present state of a fallen humanity with its immoral societies. To do what is natural or necessary cannot be sinful-on to homicide in good Christian conscience!" In this strategy Jesus' teaching on the subject does not get a hearing, except to be haughtily dismissed as simplistic ideal-ism. He is allowed to enter the picture after the decision to kill has been made but only to be worshipped or perhaps to be called upon as a divine support person for the local teams’ homicide.
 
If we assume, as it is proper to do, the most religious leaders in the Catholic, Orthodox, Protestant and Evangelical Churches are not CEOs running multi-million dollar corporations or subsidiaries thereof, but are men and women who believe in Jesus and want to teach what Jesus taught to the world as best they can-then why are they not doing it where homicidal violence and enmity are concerned! My judgment is that at root there are there are two reasons: either they do not know but have no idea to teach it in their communities without creating tormenting worlds of moral and spiritual chaos for their fellow Christians-and themselves.
 
EVASION BY SEMINARIES
 
Since most seminaries do not offer a single course in the history, theology or spirituality of Christian Nonviolence, it is almost inevitable that most men and women being ordained from these seminaries will know little to nothing of the subject, will not have had it integrated into the rest of their formal theological education, e.g., was sacramentology, pneumatology and ecclesiology, etc., and will therefore not emphasize in their ministry what was not emphasized in their preparation for ministry. Based upon thirty-seven years of teaching Gospel nonviolence, I can assure readers that the average bishop, minister and priest is as non-informed or misinformed on this subject as the average Christian. An occasional mention of Gandhi's or Martin Luther King, Jr.'s nonviolent civil disobedience within the context of a Peace and Justice course or a momentary tip of the hat to "Peace Churches" within the context of a Church History course or a student thesis here or there on Dorothy Day or A.J.Muste, etc., is the only contact with the subject that seminaries normally have available to their students.
 
The specific question of why seminaries throughout the world persist in their curricular evasion of the Nonviolent Jesus and his teaching of Nonviolent Love is a question that pleads for a thorough investigation but is beyond the scope of this article. However, the consequence of this steadfastness in avoidance is that for a large majority of bishops, ministries and priests Jesus' nonviolence is-a non-thought. This allows most of them to preach with their whole strength a Gospel that includes following Christ while simultaneously executing the heinous and un-
Christ-like acts that all wars demand of their participants. A priest told me several years ago that he had given a fellow priest who was dying a set of audiotapes of my retreat on Gospel Nonviolence. When after a week he returned to visit him, he asked him what he thought of the tapes. With visible emotion the dying priest replied, "Why didn't they tell me about this forty years ago!"
 
But what of those Christian religious leaders who are leaders who are aware that Jesus taught a Way of Nonviolent Love of friends and enemies, yet still do not teach it! What about those pastors who know that Jesus firing a machine gun is not an authentic Christian icon (image) and that a follower of Jesus unleashing a barrage of bullets at human targets is an equally unauthentic Christian witness! What about those overseers of the spiritual and moral well-being of the various Christian communities who realize that in order to pick up the gun you have to put down the Gospel but who remain silent or diplomatically ambiguous on the issue!
 
Some twenty-five years ago a Catholic bishop said to me, "Just war! What just war! No such thing exists. But we must not tell this to the people". Now at a distance, the easiest judgment to make on this man is that he is just a blatant hypocrite, posturing as an authoritative teacher of the Gospel when in fact he is intentionally withholding an important dimension of it. But, when seen close up he is a man of intelligence and of more than ordinary compassion. He simply does not see how he for his people-or a Pope and an Ecumenical Council for the entire Church- could teach that Christians cannot not follow Jesus by participating in the military, without having nation after nation turn on its Christian population like enraged beasts. Lest it be thought that he was submitting a far-fetched argument to rationalize his own hypocrisy, I would here note the late biblical scholar John L.McKenzie’s comment on the same subject:
 
  The statement of the renunciation of violence as a means of dealing with other people is clear enough. Christians have never questioned either that Jesus said it or that it admits no qualification. Christians have simply decided they cannot live according to these sayings of Jesus. To put it more accurately, they have decided that they do not wish to live according to there sayings...If the Roman Catholic Church were to decide to join the Mennonites in refusing violence, I doubt whether our harmonious relations with the government would endure the day after the decision. 
                     
