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Speaking Our Peace, a new hour-long 
documentary from Studio 0 of the 
National Film Boal'd, combines the 
directorial talents of Bonnie Shen- Klein 
(Not A Love Story) and Terri Nash IIfYou 
Love This Planet) with the scriptwriting 
skills of Gloria Demers (Behind The 
Vei/). The result is a carefully structured 
and provocative essay on the current 
global crisis seen through the eyes of 
dedicated women working for lasting 
peace. The strength of the film lies in the 
range of its analysis and the inspiring 
personalities of the women featured in 
it. 

The opening images shot at Green ham 
Common, England, establish not only 
the decentralized, grass-roots basis for 
'a different vision of peace' but also the 
contrasting iconography and methods 
by which that vision is expressed. As 
thollsands of women surround the fence 
that surrounds the U.S. Air Force base 
(home of 32 nuclear missiles) , their 
songs, flowers , banners, vitality and 
obvious affection for one another make 
the enclosed hi-tech hardware and 
buildings seem s teri le, worthless, and 
completely out of place. We know, of 
course, that these and other nuclear 
nissiles are stockpiled "to keep the 

. peace" - or so the militaris t vision of 
peace-kee ping would have us believe . 
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To counter that perspective , the film 
makers simult aneously unravel the 
extensive web of militarism while 
weaving their own network of insights, 
linkages and human bonds. 

Militarism depends on a populace 
that is both deferential to authority and 
s teeped in fear and distrust of some 
"o ther." Speaking Our Peace confronts 
both these psychological tendencies by 
highlighting women peace activists 
who challenge existing power structures 
a nd concep ts, and who effectively 
establ ish communication links with 
women around the world. Dr. Ursula 
Franklin, a physicist and professor of 
engineering at the University of Toronto, 
pinpoints the difference between mili
tarism - a "threat system," "a way of 
saying do what I say or else" - and 
feminism, which is "an experience that 
integrates diversity," " that tries to en
hance cooperation and respect diffe
rences." As one of the founders of the 
Canadian peace organization The Voice 
of Women /La Voix des femmes in 1960, 
Dr. Franklin goes to the heart of the 
problem by discussing militarism's need 
for the concept of enemy. "We have to 
realize," she says, "how essentia l the 
concept of enemy is for those who are 
mutual enemies. You can see how well 
it has served both the Soviet Un ion and 
the United States, because for both it has 
provided the excuse for not dealing 
wi th a perfectly legitimate dissent and 
the nee d for reorganizing their social 
structures." Given the post-war techno
logica l transformations in the Soviet 
Union and the United States, Dr. Frank
lin argues that "in both cases, the 
external e nemy was a lovely possibility 
of not dea ling with urgent social pro
blems, and both wou ld find it horribl e if 

the other side would give up . They 
would have to look for another enemy." 

To show us the human face of this 
"enemy," Speaking Our Peace travels to 
Moscow, following the activities of two 
Canadian peace-activists who seek to 
establish communication links with 
wome n behind the Iron Curtain. Murie l 
Duckworth, a community organizer from 
Halifax and a long-time friend of Dr. 
FI'anklin , and Kathleen Wallace-
Deering, a Vancouver women who 
works with Project Ploughshares, talk 
with Soviet women like Mira Petrovskaya 
of the USSR Institute for U.S . and Canada 
Studies, and Olga Lisikova , a pilot in 
World War Two who flew rescue mis
sions into the besieged Leningrad. 
Archival footage reveals the terrible 
suffering of the Soviet people fighting 
the Nazis - in which more than 22 mil-
lion Russians died . As narrator Margot 
Kidder tells us, "War is not an unknown 
to the Russian people. It is not something 
that happened to someone else, in some 
other p lace." This context underscores 
the sincerity of Petrovskaya's remark 
that "the Soviet Un ion had a very terrible 
experience with the war and people 
don't want it, nobody's prepar~ng to 
fight. People are preparing to defend 
themselves." Lisikova adds that "the 
Soviet people are not afraid of American 
people , or Canadian people , or European 
people" but there are "certain indivi
duals in the West" who have "a patho
logica l ha.tred to the socialist countries" 
and "they are trying to persuade their 
own people that the Soviet people is 
differe nt from th e m , which it 's no!. " 

To reveal human similarities, the 
camera singles out Soviets engaged in 
those dai ly activities that link us a ll : 
selecting food a t the market , the care of 

• 
children, th e joys of Russian couples on 
holiday. The shots would be cliched 
were it not for the necessity of countering 
th e notion of a dehumanized "Soviet 
menace" so well -constructed in the 
West. Of course , as Dr. Franklin notes : 
" If people like us talk about the u se less
ness and senselessness of the arms race, 
and the senselessness of that concept of 
an e nomy, in this 'win/ lose ', 'either/or' 
pic ture, if you aren't against the enemy 
you must be for it . You cannot be against 
the institution of the enemy." Author 
and peace activist Margaret Laurence 
adds that "it seems so strange to me that 
some of the peace groups, and many 
individuals such as myself, are said by 
some people to be taken part in subver
sive activities. If peace is subversive, in 
God's name what is war?" 

Having established a basis for shifting 
the terms of the debate - from East-West 
polarization, to militarism vs. peaceful 
communication and cooperation , the 
second half of the film concentrates on 
the extent to which World War Three 
has already begun. As narrator Kidder 
informs us : "In the half-hour since this 
film began, the military around the 
world has spent $45 million dollars. In 
that same length of time, a thousand 
children have died of starvation, one 
every two seconds." Solanges Vincent, 
author of two books on economic policy, 
examines th e links between militarism 
and economic dependance in the Third 
World - a relationship by which client 
states serve to benefit the suppliers of 
food , equipment and arms. The relative 
"peace of exploitation", a "peace of 
domination and repression" can 't last. 
Says Solanges Vincent, "Without a more 
equal sharing of resources, there' ll be 
no peace , no matter how much we 
protest against the Cruise or th e MX." 

But World War Three' s victims are not 
onlv th e starving poor, left to die in 
order to feed the militarv mac hine . 
Darl en e Ke ju , a n activist from the Mar
shall Islands, te lls of th e effects o n he r 
people of th e nu clear tes tin g co ndu cted 
in th e south Pac ific by til e U. S. milital'v 
be tween 1946 and i958 . Besides th ~ 
multipl e tum ors, the inedible fruit a nd 
fish , a nd th e displaceme nt of the p eople 
from islands va por ized by bombing, 
Ke ju d escribes a new phenom e non of 
foe tal abnorma lities linke d to nuclear 
pollution: th e birth of what are being 
call ed "je lly-fish babies" that are "nothing 
like a hum an at all ." Following her 
fright e ning description , the narra tion 
reminds us th a t "we all now canV' a 
sm a ll a mount of cance r-causing pl~to
nium in our bodies" a s a result ofwodd
wide nuclear tes ting. "World \Var Three 
is already claiming its v ictims." 

One of th e hallmarks of th e work of 
Studio 0 is that its films in ev itabl y c ircle 
bac k to foc u s on th e Canadian ' link to 
whatever iss ues are b e ing explore d . In 
thi s case, Dr . Rosalie BertelL a b io
s ta ti s tic ian a nd Roman Ca th ol ic run, 
raises th e iss ue of uranium mining a nd 
millin g - a cen tral process in the ll1anu
fa c tu re of nu c lear weapons . Canada , the 

c \\'orld 's largest exporter of ura niunl . is 
thus not on ly contributin g to w o rld 
wide nuclea r pollution in a ll its forms, 
but is a lso contamin a tin g its O\,vn peo
ple. Speaking Our Pea ce takes us to 
Elliott Lake , Ont o where the mining of 

F~~~=~~~:::~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~I ,g u~all1um has so polluted the Se rpent a. River and the surrounding lands that 
the area will remain radioactive "for 
much longer than the entire span of 
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recorded history ." Similarly, at Port 
Hope, Ont., home of Eldorado Nuclear 
Ltd. where uranium is refined for use in 
nuclear power plants, the nuclear 
wastes spilled into the lake have ruined 
a once-vital source of clean drinking 
water and sports-fishing . Even Scarbo
rough , Ont. , is revealed to be a "random 
victim of the nuclear age" - a subdivision 
whose residents have recently dis
covered that their homes are located on 
radioactive soil contaminated by radium 
wastes buried there years ago. The sight 
of Dr. Bertell holding a ticking geiger 
counter over the soil in a "normal"
looking backyard is both eerie and up
setting. The fear in the residents' eyes as 
they watch her speaks volumes. 

As its title suggests, Speaking Our 
Peace is a very verbal film ; the visuals 
do not transcend the function of illus
trating the narration or simply docu
mentingthe speakers. While this style is 
perhaps appropriate to the film's pur
pose, it does at times make for a prepon
derance of talking-heads. Nevertheless, 
it is important what we learn of the 
work of these dedicated women, and 
Studio D plans a series of sr'orter films 
focusing on each of the wo en here. 

Unfortunately, the weake t section of 
Speaking Our Peace appears near its 
end, with the introduction of Ottawa 
mayor Marian Dewar, who urges women 
to take up issues beyond partisan politics 
and to work toward resolving polarized 
issues through face-to-face communi
cation. While the inclusion of Dewar is 
intended to illustrate a different style 
for using power within the political 
system - a style which emphasizes real 
talk and personal respect between 
adversaries - this section seems some
how misplaced. Following as it does 
upon the horrific, faceless and unceasing 
workings of global militarism, Dewar's 
message appears simplistic . 

Moreover, by ending the film with a 
figure whose political role (no matter 
what her individual style ) is solidly 
within the political mainstream, the 
filmmakers go against the grain of their 
own argument, which (unless I have 
misunderstood), is, in part, voiced early 
on by one of the women at Greenham 
Common - Helen Johns. In describing 
the women who initiated the now
legendary and on-going demonstration , 
Johns says: "They were deeply con
cerned women who couldn't any longer 
expect politicians or leade rs of groups 
to do things for them, and they decided 
to do something for themselves ." 

By examining the insanity of m ilitarism, 
by documenting the insights and vision 
of several women who dare to speak 
their peace, and by revealin g the terrible 
ex tent to which Wo rld War Three is 
already claiming its victims, Speaking 
Our Peace inspires action . And p rovid es 
an effective argument against the notion 
tha t the current nuclea r arms bu ild-up 
is somehow for our "pl'otection ." 

Joyce Nelson • 
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Paul Donovan)s 

Def-Con 4 

Here 's some thing nice for a change: a 
Canadian exploitation movie that isn 't 
dead on its feet. Def-Con 4 is an ultra
low-budget, action flick that moves right 
along and even displays flashes of intel
ligence now and then . It isn 't way up 
there with, say, Night of the Living Dead, 
or even on a par with early Cronen berg. 
It's got problems all over the place and 
its strengths aren 't really as strong as 
they should be, but, if you've got a taste 
for schlock in the first place , Def-Con 4 
is good enough to make the problems 
worth putting up with. 

Its greatest strength is its storyline. 
Basically, it's the science-fiction standard 
about the post-nuclear-holocaust good 
guys trying to get to safety and running 
afoul of the newly-created slave state, 
which makes it fairly predictable and, if 
you know science fiction, fairly trite . But 
Def-Con 4 doesn't arrive at its slave state 
until it's almost hit.lf over and it uses its 
build-up time well, creating a set of 
dramatic crises that are enjoyable in 
themselves and that develop character 
and reverse our expectations to give 
weight to what comes later. 

We start with three astronauts going 
quietly mad in an armed satellite. Cap
tain Walker (John Walsch) is the hero
type - cool, calm and conventionally 
handsome, yet he's the one who doesn't 
want to push the button when World 
War III starts. Jordan (Kate Lynch) 
should be the love interest, but she's 
written and played (excellently on both 
counts) with a sardonic comic edge that, 
early on, makes it clear that she's not 
going to melt into anybody's arms. The 
astronauts should be our group hero, 
but when the ship semi-crashes two 
months after the bombs have stopped 
falling, Jordan goes into a coma and 
Walker gets killed right away. This leaves 
Howe (Tim Choate), the twitchy techie, 
to fulfill the role of hero and he's no Mad 
Max. Faced with the realities of canni
balism and capture by Vinny (Maury 
Chaykin ), a barbarous lout who keeps a 
pr ivate-school girl locked in his base
ment, h e persists in attempts at civilized 
behavoir. 

When Howe , Vinny and J .J. (Lenore 
Zann i, th e girl in the basement, set off 
for the space caps ul e, they get captured 
by the minions of J.J .'s ex-boyfriend, 
Gid eon (Kevin King ), preppy psychotic 
and leader of the slave -state . It's here 
th a t the story turns predictable, but 
wri te r-director Paul Donovan keep s on 
try ing for surprises large and small . The 
public hanging w ith Gideon offe ring to 
le t one of his victims go free if he' ll pull 
th e cord on the others is no cliched 
situation , nor is Howe' s response: he 
agrees to do it to save his skin , not 
because he sees it as a way to free the 
others . A fairl y standard manhandle
the -female-prisoners shot turns comic 
when Vinny, bound, stares hungrily at 
Jordan 's breast and the camera holds on 
her barely-perceptible amazed and dis
gusted reaction , typical of the quirky 
humor that runs through the picture. 
The revolt of the slaves, almost guaran
teed to succeed in the world of the B 
movie, fails utterly. The final show
down: villain with his knife at the 
heroine's throat telling hero he hasn't 

the guts to do anything about it, turns 
out, for the only time in living memory, 
exactly as the villain predicts. The sur
prises run all through the movie and 
they're its second big strength. 

The third is enthusiasm . Though Def
Can 4 looks like it was made for next to 
nothing, that only really works against it 
a couple of times : in the shots of the too
fake severed hand and the foil-lined, 
red-lit tunnel meant to be part of the 
capsule in:erior. For the rest, Donovan, 
or somebody, came up with an effective 
way to show World War III using only 
simple computer graphics and TV 
screens going from picture to snow and 
the art department did good jobs on 
Vinny's armored house and home-made 
tank and on Gideon's shantytown. Make
up and costume departments likewise 
did convincing work and the actors are, 
for the most part, well-cast (especially 
Jeff Pustil as the no . 2 thug) and uni
formly enthusiastic . 

But I said the film has problems and it 
has . Some of them are endemic to the 
low-budget movie, like the wooden
ness of John Walsch and the high
school amateurism of Kevin King, who 
is so much the posturing little boy you 
can't imagine how he ever got to be 
leader, or the miscasting of Lenore Zann 
who is simply too old for the role. But 
most of them seem to stem from flaws 
in both writing and directing. There 
is a lack of coverage in some sequen
ces, leaving them a bit too flat to 
work. Some scenes, notably the mob 
panting for the public hanging, go on too 
long and reveal that the crowd isn't 
really as worked up as it's supposed to 
be. More to the paint, some of Donovan's 
ideas misfire. Venal Vinny steps com
pletely out of character in refusing to 
save himself by hanging the others and 
later joins the good guys. We are shown 
a book he's writinl'( and it 's meant to 

show he has some sort of soul, but it's far 
too little and far too late. Similarly, we're 
never shown what changesHowe into a 
fighter, though we are given a good 
scene of his first act of personal violence, 
showing how very hard for him it is to 
kill. 

Occasionally, there's a scene which 
just doesn't work at all. Jordan's sur
reptitious attempt to give Gideon a 
lethal injection might have worked in a 
movie where she was the trusted physi
cian, but here , with mutual distrust 
their only emotion, his trap has no point 
and makes ' him look as stupid as she 
does for falling for it. At the end, Dono
van's handling of the final confrontation 
cheats us of the pleasure of a splashy 
end for the villain (being vaporized in an 
A-blast is not, in villain terms, a parti
cularly splashy end) and denies the 
hero his final trial and triumph so that, 
in retrospect, the movie seems to lack a 
strong center. 

Despite the flaws, Def-Con 4 still 
manages to be more interesting and ori
ginal than anything recently churned 
out by our usual crew of schlockmeisters 
and, if Donovan keeps this up-Def-Con 
is his third feature - then Ws very likely 
he can create, with co-producers B.A. 
Gillian and Maura O'Connell, something 
well worth watching next time. 

Andrew Dowler • 
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