
From: "Dessart Veronique, CEC Brussels" <ved@cec-kek.be>
Subject: Final Communiqué Nuclear Issues, Brussels 5-6 October
Date: Fri, 6 Oct 2000 15:50:45 +0200 

COMMUNIQUE
October 6, 2000

An international gathering of church representatives met in Brussels on Oct
5 and 6, 2000 to explore effective church responses to the current NATO
review of its nuclear arms control and security policies.  Present were
American, Canadian, and European church staff with responsibility for public
policy issues, individuals from related denominational and ecumenical
committees and institutions, and representatives of the Canadian Council of
Churches, the Conference of European Churches, the National Council of the
Churches of Christ in the USA, and the World Council of Churches. They were
assisted by researchers in security and arms control, and benefitted from a
session with a senior NATO official.

The consultation reminded the churches that the end of the Cold War has not
meant an end to the threat of nuclear conflict and nuclear proliferation.
While the recent Non-Proliferation Treaty Review Conference ended with "an
unequivocal undertaking by the nuclear weapon states to accomplish the total
elimination of their nuclear arsenals," many other recent developments
undermine progress toward nuclear disarmament. Notably, the defeat of the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty in the US Senate, the nuclearization of South
Asia, and the retention of Cold War-era nuclear postures by the United
States and Russia have tended instead  towards the indefinite retention and
even the spread of nuclear capabilities. The looming prospect of missile
defence deployment threatens further damage to nuclear arms control and
disarmament efforts.

As part of the review process, NATO will over the next few months be making
key decisions that will do much to determine the future of nuclear weapons
and nuclear arms control and disarmament efforts. With that in mind, the
consultation agreed:
1. to recommend to the ecumenical community that it should engage directly
with the current NATO Review process with a view to encouraging NATO states
and NATO itself to conform to the obligations undertaken in the Non
Proliferation Treaty; and
2. to impress upon churches the need to re-energise their peace witness and,
within the framework of the Decade to Overcome Violence to undertake
education, public awareness activity, and advocacy regarding the continuing
threat of nuclear weapons.

For more information contact Salpy Eskidjian, Program Executive,
International Relations, World Council of Churches.
Tel: 41 22 791 6111
E-mail: disarm@wcc-coe.org <mailto:disarm@wcc-coe.org>
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To: icnd, mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Nuclear posture review
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: A:\abolish.344.doc;
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament

Dear Colleagues:

Since our January meeting I have been in conversation with Lisa Wright (National Council of Churches) and Pat 
Conover (United Church of Christ) about the possibility of a statement by religious leaders on the U.S. nuclear posture.  
Although they have both been too busy with other responsibilities to devote much time to this matter, they have given 
me comments on successive drafts of a statement.  The latest version is attached.  At our April 10 meeting we will 
discuss what to do with it.  

The Department of Defense is in the midst of a nuclear posture review with a mandate to report to Congress by 
December 2001.  This is tied in with an overall strategic review that the Bush Administration has underway.  Guesses 
are that results of this review will begin to be released in May or June.  Possibly the official nuclear posture review will 
be completed and released in June or July, well before the congressional deadline.

Several civic sector organizations, such as Union of Concerned Scientists, Federation of American Scientists, and 
Center for Defense Information, are developing a statement on the U.S. nuclear posture for release in May or June.

If we are going to have any influence on the debate on nuclear posture, we would also need to get something out by the 
latter part of May or early June.  Among the options we might consider are the following.

(1) Do nothing with .  Among the reasons are (a) we don't have time to do this properly, (b) there are too many 
statements floating around now for heads of communion to sign (such as on Vieques, the federal budget, and land 
mines), (c) the views of the religious community on nuclear disarmament are already known.

(2) During the remainder of April participants in the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament could refine my 
draft.  The revised draft could then be circulated to heads of communion the first two or three weeks in May (after these 
other statements are out of the way).  The statement could be released at a news conference toward the end of May or 
early June.   Participants in the news conference would be interfaith.  Among others Bob Edgar would be an important 
participant because of his position as general secretary of the National Council of Churches and his 20 year involvement 
with nuclear disarmament issues.

(3) We could gather a collection of individual letters from heads of communion, stating the denomination's position on 
nuclear disarmament and making recommendations on the U.S. nuclear posture.  Presumably these letters would be 
drafted by staff involved in the Interfaith Committee.  The letters could be released as a package toward the end of May 
or early June.

We will discuss these alternatives at the April 10 meeting.  If you can't be there and want to offer your views in advance, 
please reply to all.

Shalom,
Howard



2. "EU Seeks to Fill U.S. Role in Koreas," The Washington Post, March 24, 2001

by William Droziak

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/articles/A54009-2001Mar24.html

STOCKHOLM, March 24 -- European Union leaders announced today that they will dispatch
their own team of mediators to help invigorate the peace process between North and South
Korea and fill a breach left by the Bush administration's decision to postpone talks with the
North.

Sweden's Prime Minister Goran Persson said he will soon travel to the region in the company of
two other European envoys to hold discussions with the leaders of both Koreas about how to
expedite reconciliation between their countries and to defuse the nuclear missile threat posed by
the North.

"The aim is to express support for the process started by [South Korean President] Kim Dae
Jung, a process aimed at bringing to an end one of the last conflicts with origins in the Second
World War," said Persson, whose country holds the rotating presidency of the European Union.

The decision by the 15 EU leaders, who concluded a two-day summit here, breaks from their
past deference to U.S. leadership when dealing with the Korean peninsula and other Asian
trouble spots. European officials said there was unanimity that a bold new initiative was required
to compensate for any delay caused by a policy review in Washington.

"It's becoming clear that the new U.S. administration wants to take a more hard-line approach
toward North Korea," said Sweden's Foreign Minister Anna Lindh. "That means that Europe
must step in to help reduce tension between the two Koreas, not least because the outside world
is so worried about North Korean missiles."

Just before leaving office in January, aides to former President Bill Clinton say, they were close
to a deal that would have curbed North Korea's testing program for long-range missiles and
fortified safeguards to thwart development of nuclear weapons. But President Bush has
expressed skepticism about those negotiations and demanded a reassessment of the proposed
agreement before deciding whether to proceed.

Bush has voiced distrust about making any deals with North Korea's leader, Kim Jong Il. And
Secretary of State Colin L. Powell, while not disavowing the engagement policy of the previous
U.S. administration, contends that any agreement regarding the nuclear missile threat must be
scrupulously checked.

Powell said there are strong objections within the Bush administration to a perceived lack of
verification procedures that must be clarified with Kim's government. "We're going to make sure
that he understands that some of the things he has put on the table are not ready to be picked up
because we have to work on how one would monitor and verify the kinds of things he is talking
about," Powell told a group of newspaper editors Friday.



The ambivalence shown by the Bush administration has dismayed the leaders of both Koreas.
Senior EU officials said Kim Dae Jung told them he came away deeply disappointed from recent
talks with Bush in Washington. He said he feared the hesitation in the U.S. capital might lead to
the demise of his "sunshine policy" of peaceful reconciliation with the North, which was
launched last June when he signed a joint declaration with the North Korean leader at their first
summit meeting in Pyongyang, the North Korean capital.

With North Korea hinting it might feel compelled to abandon its moratorium on missile testing
and resume its nuclear program, suspicions have grown in Europe that the Bush administration
seeks to kill chances of an agreement in order to sustain the "rogue state" threat from North
Korea that it has cited as a prime motivation for building a missile defense system.

EU officials said the European leaders agreed over dinner here Friday night that it is important to
maintain a dialogue with Pyongyang and instill new momentum in the Korean peace process,
even at the risk of antagonizing the Bush administration.

The officials said the idea of a European initiative was first broached by Kim Dae Jung during a
visit here after he was awarded the Nobel Peace Prize earlier last year. They said Kim Dae Jung
stepped up his pleas for an EU role after his disappointing talks with Bush in Washington two
weeks ago.

North Korea affirmed its support when Deputy Foreign Minister Choi Su Hon delivered a formal
invitation to the Swedish government Thursday night asking that a European mediation team be
sent to Pyongyang.

Persson said he plans to travel to both Korean capitals before the end of May. He will be
accompanied by the EU's foreign policy czar, Javier Solana, and its external affairs
commissioner, Chris Patten. Their mandate is to achieve "early results" that could lead to a
second summit between the two Korean leaders and lay down a timetable for reunification of the
divided peninsula.

In the meantime, Britain and Germany have opened embassies in Pyongyang, with other
European countries expected to follow suit. The EU will also consider an expansive package of
development aid for North Korea as an incentive to improve respect for human rights there.
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X-Lotus-FromDomain: MCC
From: Rachelle_Schlabach@mail.mcc.org
To: rschlabach@mcc.org
Date: Fri, 23 Mar 2001 17:26:23 -0500
Subject: Final version of sign-on letter

Thanks to you all for signing onto the following letter - we had around 20
signatures total.

Rachelle Schlabach
MCC Washington Office
110 Maryland Ave., NE #502
Washington, D.C. 20002
Phone: 202-544-6564, ext. 6
Fax: 202-544-2820

     March 23, 2001

President George W. Bush
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

Dear President Bush,

As members of the faith community, we are writing to encourage you to take
concrete steps toward peace on the Korean peninsula. As your administration
reviews its policy toward North Korea, we strongly advocate for continued
engagement, as laid out by former Defense Secretary William Perry. Such a
process could lead toward normalization of US-DPRK relations and eventual Korean
reunification.

Significant advances toward peace have been made in the past several years, most
notably last June?s historic summit between Chairman Kim Jong Il and President
Kim Dae Jung. President Kim has made clear his commitment to the "sunshine
policy," an approach that you reaffirmed during his visit to Washington earlier
this month. North Korea?s response, while still relatively limited in scope, has
been nonetheless remarkable after fifty years of enmity. A number of nations,
including Canada and some of our European and Asian allies, have already
established full diplomatic relations with the DPRK.

We urge you to seize this historic opportunity to end the last remaining
conflict of the Cold War era. The military confrontation on the Korean peninsula
can best be eased through a negotiated, monitored de-escalation on both sides of
the DMZ. North Korea has shown that reductions of tension are also in its
interests. Patient, small gestures of goodwill will allow North Korea the
political space necessary to respond in kind. These steps could include removal
of the DPRK from the State Department?s list of terrorist nations, more frequent
high-level meetings, changes in the U.S.?s landmine policy, or increased
humanitarian assistance, among other possibilities.

By contrast, unilateral moves toward a missile defense system, disregard for the
1994 Agreed Framework or an unwillingness to negotiate on missile concerns will
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reverse painstakingly incremental gains, furthering tension and insecurity on
all sides. If your administration chooses to pursue the path of diplomacy, you
stand an excellent chance of reaching a comprehensive agreement that would
render missile defense unnecessary, saving American taxpayers billions and
creating an unprecedented degree of security in Northeast Asia.

As citizens and members of faith communities, we believe that we can also play a
role in achieving reconciliation and peace. The churches of both North and South
Korea have been instrumental in working toward peace and reunification between
the two nations. For nearly twenty years, dialogues and consultations have been
taking place that have brought Korean Christians from both sides of the border
together. U.S. churches, particularly those with significant Korean-American
membership, have been active in promoting this dialogue, as well as the critical
issue of family reunification. Faith-based groups have also taken the lead in
providing humanitarian assistance to victims of famine in North Korea, with
demonstrated success in improved nutrition as well as more direct access to all
areas of the country.

As the Seoul-based National Council of Churches in Korea has stated, "the way to
realize a peaceful order in today?s world is to guarantee the security and peace
of North Korea, in its relatively difficult position, to cooperate in economic
development, and to help North Korea develop amicable relations with other
countries without isolating itself from today?s changed world order."

We recognize that many problems persist in working with the North Korean
government. Yet the consequences for failing to do so are even greater, as North
Korea will see little incentive to cease missile production or aggressive
military posturing. By contrast, a careful and consistent approach to diplomacy
with the DPRK will continue to lead toward long-lasting peace on the peninsula.

Sincerely,

David Radcliff
Director, Brethren Witness
Church of the Brethren General Board

Rev. Michael J. Dodd
Director
Columban Fathers Justice and Peace Office

Martin Garate
Associate General Secretary for International Programs
American Friends Service Committee

Howard W. Hallman
Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice

Murray Polner
Chair
Jewish Peace Fellowship

Ken Sehested
Executive Director
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Baptist Peace Fellowship of North America

Betsy Headrick McCrae
Program Director for East Asia
Mennonite Central Committee

Sang Jin Choi
Director
Action for Peace through Prayer & Aid

Rev. Peter Ruggere
Maryknoll Office of Global Concerns

Gary Baldridge
Co-coordinator, Global Missions
Cooperative Baptist Fellowship

Edward W. Stowe
Legislative Secretary
Friends Committee on National Legislation

Asaph Young Chun
President and Founding Chairman
Institute for Strategic Reconciliation, Inc.

Syngman Rhee
President, Presbyterian Churches of USA
Former President, National Council of Churches of Christ in the USA
Chair, International Board of Trustees, Institute for Strategic Reconciliation,
Inc.

Inhwa Sohn
President, National Council of Korean Presbyterian Churches of America
Chair, U.S. Board of Trustees, Institute for Strategic Reconciliation, Inc.

Joel J. Heim
Moderator
Disciples Peace Fellowship

Janet Chisholm and Richard Deats
Interim Co-Executive Directors
Fellowship of Reconciliation

Sae Kim
Former President
Korean-American Cultural Center

Sae Park
Treasurer
Korean-American Cultural Center

Bishop C. Dale White
United Methodist Bishop
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Juliane Min
Centreville, Virginia

(See attached file: Draft letter 2.doc)

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\Draft letter 2.doc"
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Date: Sun, 25 Mar 2001 08:08:52 -0500
From: Lonnie & Fran Turner <76622.637@compuserve.com>
Subject: Sign-on letter re. North Korea
Sender: Lonnie & Fran Turner <76622.637@compuserve.com>
To: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>

Please add our office to the letter.

Rev. Lonnie Turner
Cooperative Baptist Fellowship
Washington Office
1233 Massachusetts Ave., SE
Washington, D.C.  20003

Phone 202.675.0687
Fax 202.675.0689
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To: Rachelle_Schlabach@mail.mcc.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Final version of sign-on letter
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <85256A18.007B13E0.03@mail.mcc.org>
References: 

Rachelle,

If it's not too late, please add Lonnie Turner's name to the letter.

Howard

###

Please add our office to the letter.

Rev. Lonnie Turner
Cooperative Baptist Fellowship
Washington Office
1233 Massachusetts Ave., SE
Washington, D.C.  20003

Phone 202.675.0687
Fax 202.675.0689
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From: Rina.Radov@CliffordChance.com
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: On behalf of Guy Quinlan - Nuclear non-proliferation
Date: Tue, 27 Mar 2001 16:55:04 +0100
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2650.21)

 

Thank you for the alert on the threatened cuts to the Nunn-Lugar programs.
(My-email is functioning again, after being down for a few days).  I'll
relay the word to the UU congregations on our list.

Peace,

Guy C. Quinlan

*******

This message and any attachment are confidential and may be privileged or otherwise protected from disclosure.  If you 
are not the intended recipient, please telephone or email the sender and delete this message and any attachment from 
your system.  If you are not the intended recipient you must not copy this message or attachment or disclose the contents 
to any other person.

For further information about Clifford Chance please see our website at http://www.cliffordchance.com or refer to any 
Clifford Chance office.
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To: Rachelle_Schlabach@mail.mcc.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Final version of sign-on letter
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <85256A18.007B13E0.03@mail.mcc.org>
References: 

Rachelle,

If it's not too late, please add Lonnie Turner's name to the letter.

Howard

###

Please add our office to the letter.

Rev. Lonnie Turner
Cooperative Baptist Fellowship
Washington Office
1233 Massachusetts Ave., SE
Washington, D.C.  20003

Phone 202.675.0687
Fax 202.675.0689
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Date: Tue, 27 Mar 2001 18:57:18 -0800 (PST)
From: Terri McQueen <maxandlil@yahoo.com>
Subject: Re: Hallman Reunion 2004
To: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>

Howard - I'm sorry it has taken so long for us to
respond to your e-mail.  We are actually very excited
about the reunion being in D.C. for 2004.  Our kids
will be 6 and 8 then so they will be the perfect ages
to take in some fun and educational sites while we are
there.  
Either weekend would work for us...of course, the
earlier weekend would be more economical, but I'm sure
the fireworks would be and awesome experienc.  
We'll see you in a few months!

Terri McQueen (Hallman)
--- "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> wrote:
>   Dear Cousins -- First, Once Removed, Whatever,
> 
> Last fall Jeanette Spencer and Marge Knutson visited
> us while on a trip to
> Washington and the Amish country, and to see Ben
> Spencer.   They had such a
> good time in Washington that I raised the question
> of having the Hallman
> 2004 Reunion in the nation's capitol.  They thought
> it might be a
> possibility.  Now I pose the question to the rest of
> you, even though it's
> a long ways off.
> 
> The best location would be a Holiday Inn two short
> blocks from the Air and
> Space Museum on the Washington Mall.  The rest of
> the Smithsonian museums
> and the U.S. Capitol are within a reasonable walk.
> Ben works for the
> Smithsonian, so he could provide guidance on what to
> see.
> 
> One set of dates would be the three nights of
> Friday, July 2 through
> Sunday, July 4, 2004.   This would add an extra day
> to our typical reunion,
> but there are lots of things to do in Washington. 
> These dates would enable
> people to see the July 4th fireworks at the
> Washington Monument.  Also,
> there is a folklife festival on the Mall those days.
>  We could also try to
> arrange a special visit to the White House on
> Saturday (I'm not sure I can
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> guarantee "special", but maybe).  Likely Congress
> will be adjourning early
> on July 2, but those who want to see Congress in
> session could come early.
> Also, those who want a longer visit in Washington
> could come earlier or
> stay longer.
> 
> Hotel rates would be higher than what we have been
> paying.  Their current
> rate for family reunions is a flat rate of $139/day
> +14% tax, which can be
> up to five persons in a room with two doubles and a
> folding bed, or a room
> with a king size bed.  They think this might rise to
> $159 by 2004.
> However, for the 4th of July weekend it would go up
> to $179 in 2004.   This
> isn't absolute, and I didn't attempt to negotiate a
> three-day rate, or to
> ask if a longer stay could get a lower rate, but
> it's an approximation.
> Our typical Saturday evening banquet might run
> $30+/person.
> 
> We could get a lesser rate by scheduling the reunion
> the previous week,
> that is, Friday, June 25 and Saturday, June 26 in
> our usual pattern.   The
> folklife festival would be on by then, and people
> could come early and stay
> longer if they wanted to.  We could also find a more
> outlying location, but
> that would present transportation logistics to get
> to the Mall.
> 
> There's no need for a decision until we gather in
> North Carolina this
> summer.  But I want to throw out this possibility
> for your consideration.
> You can reply to me or reply to all.   Also, if you
> know any more family
> e-mail addresses, please forward the message to them
> and let me know the
> additions.
> 
> I'm looking forward to seeing all of you in June.
> 
> With best regards,
> Howard
> 
> 6508 Wilmett Road
> Bethesda, MD 20817
> Phone: 301 897-3668
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> Fax: 301 896-0013
> E-mail: mupj@igc.org
> 
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Date: Tue, 27 Mar 2001 19:22:07 -0500
From: Carolyn Harris <caroharris@boo.net>
Reply-To: caroharris@boo.net
X-Mailer: Mozilla 4.5 [en]C-CCK-MCD {TLC;RETAIL}  (Win95; U)
X-Accept-Language: en
To: cashc54525@aol.com, Trinacarter1@aol.com, JamiDeise@aol.com,
        unblink@earthlink.net, mupj@igc.org, cathleenpetree@earthlink.net,
        slape@abac.com, tsupple@erols.com, LWS678@aol.com, Pullpoint@aol.com,
        doug_messier@yahoo.com
Subject: Drago Society Screenwriter Group

Dear Classmates:

If you would like to join this writers' group, send a blank email
message to v-AD07E39B5E70331C@listbot.com

There is no charge, and most of the members met in screenwriting courses
at The Writer's Center.  

Doug_Messier@yahoo.com has set up the list for the Drago group.

Best wishes to all.

Carolyn
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Date: Tue, 27 Mar 2001 19:33:56 -0500
From: Carolyn Harris <caroharris@boo.net>
Reply-To: caroharris@boo.net
X-Mailer: Mozilla 4.5 [en]C-CCK-MCD {TLC;RETAIL}  (Win95; U)
X-Accept-Language: en
To: cashc54525@aol.com, Trinacarter1@aol.com, JamiDeise@aol.com,
        unblink@earthlink.net, mupj@igc.org, cathleenpetree@earthlink.net,
        slape@abac.com, tsupple@erols.com, LWS678@aol.com, Pullpoint@aol.com,
        doug_messier@yahoo.com
Subject: Drago Society Writer's Group

Dear classmates,

If you would like to join a local screenwriting group, please send a
blank email message to

v-AD07E39B5E70331C@listbot.com

Write Drago Society Writer's Group in the subject line.

doug_messier@yahoo.com set up the list and can answer questions if you
have them.  

There is no membership charge, and most members met in screenwriting
classes at The Writer's Center.  The group meets periodically.

Best wishes to all.

Carolyn

e meeting everyone.  Let me know if I can help.  I wish you
all professional success.

carolyn

MAR 01 ATTENDEES

ADAM KULAKOW’S

WRITING THE HOLLYWOOD
SCREENPLAY

AKulakow@aol.com

Cherie Ashcroft
202 637-7034
cashc54525@aol.com

Jayne Bertovich
Bethesda
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Trina Carter
301 263-9576
Trinacarter1@aol.com

Rob Cramer
Pullpoint@aol.com

Jami Deise
301 765-5026
JamiDeise@aol.com

Louise Farmer Smith
202 543-2899
unblink@earthlink.net

Howard Hallman
301 897-3668
mupj@igc.org

Carolyn Harris
301-657-3731
caroharris@boo.net

Cathleen Petree
301 562-9138
Cathleenpetree
@earthlink.net

Tim Slaper
202 547-3377
slape@abac.com

Todd Supple
301 595-2482
tsupple@erols.com

Linda Warren
703 978-5395
LWS678@aol.com
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From: "vmoore4474" <vmoore4474@email.msn.com>
To: <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: 10-10-10 - from Mission Information Line Response
Date: Wed, 28 Mar 2001 09:09:27 -0600
Organization: Microsoft Corporation
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 5.00.3018.1300
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.00.3018.1300
X-OriginalArrivalTime: 28 Mar 2001 15:07:33.0955 (UTC) FILETIME=[D13A6130:01C0B798]

The link I promised you for information on 10-10-10:

 http://gbgm-umc.org/mission/news/br000324.html

Thank you for contacting the Mission Information Line and allowing me to
serve you.

Vera Moore
800 UMC GBGM
General Board of Global Ministries
The United Methodist Church
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From: "vmoore4474" <vmoore4474@email.msn.com>
To: <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Conference Committee on Mission Personnel 
Date: Wed, 28 Mar 2001 09:10:49 -0600
Organization: Microsoft Corporation
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 5.00.3018.1300
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.00.3018.1300
X-OriginalArrivalTime: 28 Mar 2001 15:08:56.0413 (UTC) FILETIME=[026078D0:01C0B799]

Your Conference Contact should be listed here:

 http://gbgm-umc.org/mission/opportunities/ccmp.html

Please let me know if you have difficulty making contact within your
Conference.

Thank you for contacting the Mission Information Line and allowing me to
serve you.

Vera Moore
800 UMC GBGM
General Board of Global Ministries
The United Methodist Church



1. "U.S. Reviewing Aid Meant To Contain Russia's Arsenal" 
New York Times - March 29, 2001 - By Judith Miller

The White House is starting a comprehensive review of all American aid
programs to Russia set up to stop the spread of nuclear, biological and
chemical weapons, a senior administration official said yesterday.

The broad review, initiated by National Security Council officials who have
previously been critical of some of these programs, is likely to change
significantly how Washington spends more than $760 million a year trying to
dismantle former Soviet nuclear, biological and chemical complexes and
prevent unconventional weapons and hazardous materials from being either
sold to rogue states and terrorist groups or stolen by them.

The senior official said that several of the programs, such as the
Department of Energy's $173 million program to strengthen the security and
accounting for fissile material at nuclear weapons storage sites, appeared
to be "very effective." Others, several administration officials said, may
not be money well spent, like the more than $6 billion long- term effort to
help Russia and the United States dispose of 34 metric tons of
weapons-grade plutonium each. Programs deemed ineffective could be sharply
reduced, or even scuttled, officials said.

The review comes at a time of growing tension between Russia and the United
States fueled by the administration's discovery of a suspected Russian spy
in the top ranks of the F.B.I., its determination to build a shield against
nuclear missiles, and its criticism of Russia for selling nuclear
technology to Iran.

The administration's adoption of what it calls a "realistic" or
"unsentimental" approach to Russia has prompted Russian officials to accuse
Washington of being out of step with the times, intent on reviving cold war
policies, and abandoning the previous administration's effort to treat
Russia as a partner.

Hence, the administration's review of nonproliferation policies risks
heightening tensions with Russia at a time of great internal change in that
country.

It could also fuel concerns among Democrats and other critics of President
Bush's more conservative stance toward Russia that the administration might
use the review to punish Russia for selling technology to Iran or to
justify deep cuts in nonproliferation programs. The senior administration
official stressed yesterday that the review was aimed at improving the
quality, effectiveness and transparency of the nonproliferation programs.

Its goal is not to punish Russia or undermine American commitment to
helping Russia safeguard dangerous weapons material and prevent the theft,



diversion or sale of unconventional weapons and expertise.

"This is not a challenge to Russia or an effort to dismantle
nonproliferation programs," the official said. "This is about enabling the
progress we've made to continue and making nonproliferation programs even
more effective. We want to strengthen nonproliferation."

The review is examining dozens of programs run mainly by the State
Department, Pentagon and Department of Energy that have poured millions of
dollars into Russia and the former Soviet republics since the cold war.
Most were created by the Clinton administration, but a few began as
Congressional initiatives backed by former President George Bush.

The wide-ranging programs have tried to help Russia dismantle its vast
unconventional weapons complexes, safeguard nuclear and other hazardous
materials and prevent the former Soviet scientists who produced them from
selling their products and skills to rogue states and terrorist groups.

The review is parallel to a broad review of Russia policy by the White
House recently but separate from it. The nonproliferation review will be
conducted by senior officials at the National Security Council and is
expected to last six to eight weeks, officials said. In the meantime, the
official said, the programs will continue.

Officials said it was also separate from the across-the-board cuts in
fiscal 2002 budgets that the Office of Management and Budget has asked
agencies to make to accommodate President Bush's proposed tax cuts.

According to the review's "terms of reference," portions of which were read
to a New York Times reporter, it will explore, among other things, the
"cost-benefit ratio" of each major program and how well it serves America's
national interest, whether Russia and other countries should shoulder a
larger share of its cost, and whether the program should have a "sunset"
provision to ensure it does not continue after its objectives have been
met. It will also evaluate whether Russia has been sufficiently supportive
of the program and examine whether there are other programs that might
better serve nonproliferation goals or better ways of coordinating the
programs.

While the official was reluctant to discuss the administration's attitudes
towards specific programs in advance of the review, he said that the
"scorecard" of the Department of Defense's Cooperative Threat Reduction
programs, which received $458 million from Congress in this fiscal year,
was "pretty impressive." By the end of 2000, an administration official
said, those programs, among other things, had deactivated 5,288 missile
warheads, destroyed 419 long-range nuclear missiles and 367 silos,
eliminated 81 bombers, 292 submarine missile launchers and 174 submarine
missiles, and sealed 194 nuclear test holes and sites in Russia and other



former Soviet republics.

The official also praised the Department of Energy's program that permits
the United States to buy and convert 500 metric tons of highly enriched
uranium, the equivalent of 25,000 warheads, to low-enriched uranium that
can be used as commercial fuel in nuclear reactors. Administration
officials said that since the agreement was reached in 1994, about 110
metric tons of such uranium has been purchased and converteded.

Administration officials and other experts criticized two programs — the
Department of Energy's $6 billion effort to dispose of Russian and American
plutonium, to which Congress has appropriated $280 million to date, and its
Nuclear Cities Initiative. Established in September, 1998 to stop the brain
drain from Russia's vast, closed nuclear cities and reduce the size of the
massive complexes, the program has been pummeled on Capitol Hill. In fiscal
2000, Congress halved the initiative's budget and placed other conditions
on spending.

The impending review received a strong endorsement yesterday from an
influential Democrat who helped pioneer nonproliferation programs with
post-Communist Russia. Former Senator Sam Nunn of Georgia said that any new
administration "should take a comprehensive look at programs to reduce the
threat of weapons, materiel, and know-how coming out of the Soviet Union."
The programs, he added, "need better cooperation and to fit into a broader
strategic picture."

Mr. Nunn, who now chairs the Nuclear Threat Initiative, a private group
financed by Ted Turner to reduce the threat of nuclear and other
unconventional weapons, presided this week over a conference in Atlanta on
nonproliferation challenges in Russia. He said that both Russian and
American participants would "favor strengthening those programs," despite
some frank discussion of their weaknesses.

Senator Nunn said that he hoped the review would give such programs a
higher priority in the new administration.

Howard Baker, the former Senate majority leader from Tennessee whom
President Bush has nominated as ambassador to Japan, urged the
administration not to cut money for nonproliferation programs in testimony
before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee yesterday.

Senator Baker was co-chairman of an Energy Department-backed task force
that recommended that $30 billion be spent over 8 to 10 years to help
secure or neutralize Russia's nuclear weapons-usable material and keep its
scientists conducting legitimate work.

Ronald F. Lehman II, a former director of the Arms Control and Disarmament
Agency in the Reagan and Bush administrations and a champion of cooperation



with Russia in nonproliferation, told the committee that all of the
programs would benefit greatly from a "bold review" and a "clearer vision
of goals, strategy, and priorities."

A concern among Democrats was articulated by Kenneth N. Luongo, a former
Clinton administration official who is executive director of the Russian
American Nuclear Security Advisory Council, which promotes American-Russian
cooperative security initiatives. He said that while he welcomed a review
in principle, he feared that it might not be fair and might reflect the
administration's biases. "A prejudiced review that looks at what can be
eliminated, and not what can be improved, is missing an enormous
opportunity and is likely to further rile relations with Russia," he said. 
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Date: Wed, 28 Mar 2001 12:31:22 -0800 (PST)
From: Doug Messier <doug_messier@yahoo.com>
Subject: Re: Drago Society Screenwriter Group
To: caroharris@boo.net, cashc54525@aol.com, Trinacarter1@aol.com,
  JamiDeise@aol.com, unblink@earthlink.net, mupj@igc.org,
  cathleenpetree@earthlink.net, slape@abac.com, tsupple@erols.com,
  LWS678@aol.com, Pullpoint@aol.com

Hi everyone.

If you received a separate invitation to the Drago
Society list directly from me, then please respond to
that. I don't think the code that Carolyn send you
will work. I think it was meant especially for her.

If you didn't receive a separate invitation, please
hold on. Once I get the initial list of invitees
sorted out, I will invite others in.

Sorry about the confusion.

Doug Messier

--- Carolyn Harris <caroharris@boo.net> wrote:
> 
> Dear Classmates:
> 
> If you would like to join this writers' group, send
> a blank email
> message to v-AD07E39B5E70331C@listbot.com
> 
> There is no charge, and most of the members met in
> screenwriting courses
> at The Writer's Center.  
> 
> Doug_Messier@yahoo.com has set up the list for the
> Drago group.
> 
> Best wishes to all.
> 
> Carolyn

__________________________________________________
Do You Yahoo!?
Get email at your own domain with Yahoo! Mail. 
http://personal.mail.yahoo.com/?.refer=text
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To: ListBot Verifier <v-744016D588BC61E2@listbot.com>
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: You have been asked to join Drago Society Writer's Group
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <985904055.25112.qmail@ech>
References: 

Yes, I would like to join.

Howard Hallman



10330.04a.txt[5/10/2017 12:09:30 PM]

Date: 29 Mar 2001 22:14:15 -0000
Mailing-List: ListBot mailing list contact dragodc-help@listbot.com
Delivered-To: forwarder for dragodc@listbot.com
From: ListBot Verifier <v-744016D588BC61E2@listbot.com>
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: You have been asked to join Drago Society Writer's Group

The list owner of:

"Drago Society Writer's Group"

has invited you to join their mailing list at ListBot.

YOU MUST REPLY TO THIS MESSAGE TO JOIN THE LIST.

== Simply reply with a blank message to join. ==

The list owner has included the following welcome message:
===========================================================
Greetings.

Carolyn Harris, your classmate from the recent screenwriting class at The
Writers Center, has asked me to invite you onto the Drago Society mailing
list. 

The Drago Society is a local screenwriting group formed in mid 1998. We
meet periodically to read scenes, discuss story ideas, and talk about the
art of screenwriting. We typically meet at different people's homes
throughout the Metro area.

If you wish to be apprised of our events, please sign up as indicated. If
not, that's fine and I wish you happy screenwriting.

Doug Messier DS
===========================================================

This verification message is used to confirm that we are able to send
you mail, and protects you in case someone forges a subscription
request in your name.  If you believe this was a forged subscription
request, ignore this message and you will not be added to the mailing
list.

If you are having problems using the reply function in your e-mail
client, the address to respond to is:

v-744016D588BC61E2@listbot.com

ListBot puts YOU in control, letting you manage all of your list
subscriptions from a single web site. Visit
http://www.listbot.com/cgi-bin/subscriber if you wish to unsubscribe
or manage your list subscription for this or other ListBot lists.
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Visit this list's home page at: http://dragodc.listbot.com

Thanks!

Sincerely,

The ListBot Team
http://www.listbot.com/
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Date: 30 Mar 2001 13:47:34 -0000
Mailing-List: ListBot mailing list contact dragodc-help@listbot.com
From: ListBot <thebot@listbot.com>
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: Account Activated

Thank you for replying to the verification.
Congratulations, your ListBot account has been activated!
You have been added to dragodc@listbot.com.

This is a discussion list.  In order to send mail to the list, you
need to address your message to:  dragodc@listbot.com
When replying to list messages, use the "reply to all" feature
of your email program to send the response back to the list.

ListBot puts YOU in control, letting you manage all of your list
subscriptions from a single web site. If you ever want to unsubscribe
from any ListBot mailing list, please visit
http://www.listbot.com/cgi-bin/subscriber and use the login info you
provided at signup:

E-mail: mupj@igc.org
ListBot Password: had-tic

Thanks!

Sincerely,

The ListBot Team
http://www.listbot.com/



10330.06.txt[5/10/2017 12:09:30 PM]

To: phil
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: EarthLink bill
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Phil,

I'm confused about the EarthLink bill.  We paid them on March 5 for the February billing.  I sent you this information 
about the March bill, but I don't have a record of receiving a check from you.  If not, please send me a check for $15.95 
right away so that they will receive it before the next billing period.

Thanks,
Howard

P.S.  Yes, we had a good board meeting.

###

March 19, 2000

To: phil
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: "EarthLink/MindSpring Invoice #42209874, Please Read"
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Phil,

I got the same letter via e-mail.  Our payment did pass in the mail.  Here's the next billing.  Pay only $15.95.  If we do it 
right away, we won't have the overlap.

Thanks,
Howard

>From: invoice.inquiry@mindspring.com
>Date: Sat, 17 Mar 2001 01:18:41 -0500 (EST)
>To: mupj@igc.org
>Subject: "EarthLink/MindSpring Invoice #42209874, Please Read"
>X-Hercules-ID: mupj@igc.org
>
>   Remit To:                                   Account Number:  2028691
>                                                       Page:    1
>   EarthLink Inc.                                Invoice Date:  03/13/01
>   P.O. Box 7645                               Invoice Number:  42209874
>   Atlanta, Ga. 30357-0645 USA
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>
>
>
>   Bill To:                                   Due upon receipt.
>                                              Current charges are late if
>   Howard W. Hallman                          not received by 04/04/01
>   Methodists United for Peace wi
>   1500 16th St., NW
>   Washington, DC 20036
>
>
>
>________________________________________________________________________________
>
>
>Date     Description                           Qty      Price       Amount
>-------- ----------------------------------------- ------------- ------------
>         Previous Balance                                             31.90
>02/21/01 Check # 1285                                                 15.95CR
>                                                                 ------------
>         Adjusted Beginning Balance                                   15.95
>
>03/13/01 non-automated payment                1.00        1.00         1.00
>
>
>         mupj (Howard W. Hallman)                                    
>
>03/13/01 Mar 13-Apr 12:Standard monthly       1.00       14.95        14.95
>03/12/01 Feb 13-Mar 12:Hours used            10.00
>                                                                 ------------
>                                                   Current Chgs:      15.95
>                                                                 ------------
>                                                   Balance Due:       31.90
>                                                                 ============
>
>   Please pay upon receipt and be sure to include your account number
>   2028691 with your payment. Any previous balance may be considered
>   past due at this time.
>
>   Refer your friends to EarthLink and we'll give you a free month 
>   of service (up to $19.95).  For details, go to 
>   http://www.earthlink.com/benefits/referrals/freeaccess.html
>
>    
>   We provide several tools: adress change/plan change/method of payment
>   mailbox maintenance and much more to help  manage your Earthlink account        more effectively. These tools may 
be found at:
>     http://www.mindspring.com/acct-mgmt/index.html
>
>
>   If you think there is an error on your invoice, please write to us via
>   email at invoice.inquiry@mindspring.com or US mail at the address above
>   within 30 days of the invoice date to dispute the erroneous charge. 
>   We'll be happy to clarify your invoice or correct any erroneous charges.
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>
    Remit To:                                   Invoice Number:  42209874
>                                                         Page:  2
>   EarthLink Inc.                                Invoice Date:  03/13/01
>   P.O. Box 7645                               Account Number:  2028691
>________________________________________________________________________________
>



10330.07.txt[5/10/2017 12:09:30 PM]

To: joe@fcnl.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: White House contact
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Joe,

If you're still looking for a White House contact to set up a meeting on the de-alerting letter, I have a name to share with 
you.  Tim Goeglein, deputy director, White House Office of Public Liaison, spoke to a meeting of United Methodists on 
Monday.  He seems to be a liaison with religious groups for matters beyond the faith-based initiative but that's probably 
not his full-time assignment.  He's from Indiana, worked for Dan Coates, and is a Missouri Synod Lutheran.

Good luck,
Howard



10330.08.txt[5/10/2017 12:09:30 PM]

To: jfp@igc.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: De-alerting letter
Cc: dave@fcnl.org, kathy@fcnl.org
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Jay,

I'm wondering how you're coming with the letter on de-alerting from religious leaders in Oregon to your two senators.

This past weekend I met Steve Speicher, assistant to United Methodist Bishop Paul of Oregon, at a conference in the 
D.C. area.  He said that he hadn't heard from you.  He thinks that Bishop Paup would likely sign such a letter.   Steve 
will be away from Oregon until April 12.

Thanks for what you're doing.

Howard



10330.09.txt[5/10/2017 12:09:30 PM]

From: Starman Wendy <wstarman@wesleysem.edu>
To: "'mupj@igc.org'" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: our video showing
Date: Thu, 29 Mar 2001 14:39:23 -0500
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2448.0)

Howard,

I am thrilled to be working with you to strengthen both our efforts for
nuclear arms control.  Although our paths are different the mountain is the
same - right!  Anyhow, Barbara is pleased that we can work with your
organization and we thank you ahead of time for sending out notice to your
members concerning our video showing, following your agenda.

Could you provide me with the exact time of meeting; the room # and location
of meeting; the time we would be presenting; and how many attend regularly.

FYI....our video is titled Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative: A
Partnership for Peace
A joint production between the Center for Defense Institute and our
Initiative - It is good, your audience will find the video to be well put
together and entertaining!

Let me know what I can do from this end and this is a GO!

Thanks,
Erica Newport
Congregational Outreach Assistant
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To: Starman Wendy <wstarman@wesleysem.edu>
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: our video showing
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <DC1977460103D311B0DE0060943F439F636EC3@WESLEY-EXCH1>
References: 

At 02:39 PM 3/29/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Could you provide me with the exact time of meeting; the room # and location
>of meeting; the time we would be presenting; and how many attend regularly.

Erica,

The Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament will meet from 1:00 to 2:30 p.m. on Tuesday, April 10 in 
Conference Room 4 at the Methodist Building, 100 Maryland Avenue, NE, Washington, DC.  You are welcomed to 
attend.

I will announce that you will show your video at 2:30 for those who wish to remain.  The United Methodists General 
Board of Church and Society has VCRs and monitors available if you would like to borrow one.  You should make your 
own arrangements.

Wendy is on our mailing list, so you can see what we are doing in my communications.

Shalom,
Howard
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From: orders@writersstore.com (Orders at The Writers Store)
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: Your Order #fdrw0785
Date: Wed, 28 Mar 2001 22:52:34 +0000

Thank you for your order!  This letter is your electronic receipt.
You will receive a printed invoice with your order.

Order Information:
Order #fdrw0785
Received at Wed Mar 28 15:52:34 2001

Billing Address:
Howard W. Hallman  
6508 Wilmett Road
  
Bethesda, MD 20817 USA
Daytime phone: 301 897-3668
Evening phone: 
E-mail address: mupj@igc.org

Shipping Address (if different):
Howard Hallman
6508 Wilmett Road
  
Bethesda, MD 20817 USA
301 897-3668

You were referred by Friend
You were asked if you had spoken to a sales consultant. Your response: No

Comments or special instructions:
Here enter any instructions - comments - promotional items - or upgrade info:    

You ordered the following items:
1 Final Draft 5.0 for Windows and Macintosh - dual platform CD @ 199.95

Including shipping charges of 0.00 and tax of 0.00, your grand total was 199.95.  This amount was charged to your 
VisaCard.

If you have any questions about this order, please feel free to e-mail us at sales@writersstore.com or from the US and 
Canada call 800-272-8927 or International callers use 310-441-5151.
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Date: Wed, 28 Mar 2001 20:52:49 -0500 (EST)
From: pkginfo@ups.com
X-Authentication-Warning: galileo2.ups.com: pkginfo set sender to pkginfo@ups.com using -f
To: MUPJ@IGC.ORG
Subject: UPS Ship Notification, 1Z7454600347533348

UPS Ship Notification

This notice is to alert you that a shipment is in transit to:
HOWARD W. HALLMAN
6508 WILMETT ROAD
BETHESDA, MD 20817 US

The shipment was sent on 2001-03-28 by:
THE WRITERS STORE
2040 WESTWOOD BLVD
LOS ANGELES, CA 90025 6329 US
and is scheduled for delivery on 2001-04-04

Any reply to this E-mail will not be received by UPS or shipper.

This shipment was processed on a UPS OnLine compatible shipping system.
To learn more about the benefits of shipping with UPS OnLine, please see:
http://www.ups.com/bussol/solutions/index.html

Shipment Detail:
Total Packages in Shipment:  1
Tracking# for Shipment: 1Z7454600347533348

You can track your shipment at any time from the following URL:
http://wwwapps.ups.com/etracking/tracking.cgi?tracknum=1Z7454600347533348

Or go to http://wwwapps.ups.com/etracking/tracking.cgi and enter the tracking number.

You can find UPS contact information at 
http://www.ups.com/using/custserv/contact.html

Additional Detail:
UPS Service Level:  GROUND
Shipment Weight:    1.70 LBS 

This E-mail contains proprietary information and may be confidential.  If you are not the intended recipient of this E-
mail, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this message is strictly prohibited.  If 
you received this message in error, please delete it immediately.

This E-mail was automatically generated by UPS E-mail services at the Shipper's request. Any reply to this E-mail will 
not be received by UPS or Shipper.  Please contact Shipper directly if you have questions about the referenced package 
or you wish to discontinue this notification service.



X-Sender: abolition2000@mail.abolition2000.org 
Date: Thu, 29 Mar 2001 09:50:23 -0700 
To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com, abolition-caucus@yahoogroups.com 
From: Carah Lynn Ong 
Subject: (abolition-usa) 6/7 March 2001 ACC Conference Call 
Sender: owner-abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com 
Reply-To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com
6/7 March 2001 ACC Conference Call  Minutes

Present:  Janet Bloomfield, John Burroughs, Jackie Cabasso, Carah Ong, Alice Slater
Apologies:  David, Akira, Alyn, Hiro
Facilitator:  Jackie
Notetaker:  Carah

Mailing
Alice and Carah gave an update on mailing.  Carah sent Stephanie Fraser all the necessary
materials to do the draft layout.  Alice generously offered to pay Stephanie for doing the layout as
well as to mail it to all Network members.  An opinion poll, designed by Stephanie, will also be
included in the mailing.  The mailing should go out by mid- March

Outreach Worker

27 resumes were received.  8 or 9 were interviewed, the process is still underway, but a decision
will be made soon.  Alice will keep the ACC updated.

Open Global council Meeting

Janet has spoken with Rachel Julian who is organizing the Leeds conference.  They have given
A2K an opening on the Sunday morning, but it would be simultaneous with a Global Network
and PSR meeting.  Anyone who comes to the GN meeting from abroad, will receive an invitation
to the open GC meeting from Rachel when they register.

Alice suggested having an Abolition 2000 workshop or luncheon meeting on Saturday for people
who would like to find out more about Abolition 2000 and may not necessarily be able to attend
the open GC meeting.  If a panel or workshop is not already set up, A2000 should sponsor a
workshop linking Star Wars and nuclear weapons.  Alice will talk to Bruce.

Janet is also arranging with Rachel to charter a bus from Leeds to Saffron Walden.  The Quakers
have generously offered their meeting house for two days without charge.  There are homestays
available and Janet will also coordinate Bed and Breakfast/hotel stays for those who wish them.

John suggested inviting French colleagues.   Carah will send an invitation to the French groups. 
Carah will also repost the invitation.

Janet will be able to further develop the invitation when she returns to the UK.



Loose Draft Saffron Walden Agenda, 7-8 May
 (some ideas to cover during the meeting)
1.  energizing the GC
2.  incorporating the Space issue into our issue
3.  linking national campaigns
4.  upcoming SSOD
5.  brainstorm and strategize

Janet and Jackie will post a draft agenda for comment

For Next Call:
Open GC Meeting
- materials
- agenda

Email Problems

Carah reported that approximately 50 members have dropped from the caucus in the last 3 to 4
works.  John proposed that a couple of members of the GC work with Carah to advise and and
make recommendations for to solve this problem.  Jackie will send an open email request to the
Global Council .  Carah and Janet will meet to find out if there is a way to find out who exactly is
joining and leaving the list.

items to discuss
-promote discussions of strategy
-reduce news item postings
-reduce action alerts
-what type of forum can we all operate in
-how to deal with members who continue to post multiple and/or irrelevant messages

Long-term Development Worker

Jackie and Janet will continue to develop this.

Annual General Meeting

 Carah reported that IPPNW-Kenya is developing a proposal.  The ACC will collect various
proposals and discuss at the open GC meeting in Saffron Walden.

Next Call:

3/4 April -- same time
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X-Originating-IP: [165.247.81.82]
From: "Ira Shorr" <irashorr@hotmail.com>
To: mupj@igc.org
Cc: brinkprogram@backfromthebrink.net
Subject: Fwd: Re: De-alerting in Kansas
Date: Fri, 30 Mar 2001 10:50:22 -0500
X-OriginalArrivalTime: 30 Mar 2001 15:50:22.0721 (UTC) FILETIME=[21287710:01C0B931]

Howard-

Here is Bill Beachy's answer.  Looks like he's moving ahead on the letter-

Ira

>From: Topekacpj@aol.com
>To: irashorr@hotmail.com
>Subject: Re: De-alerting in Kansas
>Date: Thu, 29 Mar 2001 11:53:08 EST
>
>Ira--
>     Yes, we plan to get religious on at least a letter; similar to what we
>successfully did in the CTBT campaign.
>     I've talked with Howard a couple times about this and I think I saw 
>more
>material from him in my mail stack.
>     I'll be getting you our proposal soon.
>     --Bill Beachy
>
>In a message dated 3-28-01 2:51:20 PM Central Standard Time,
>irashorr@hotmail.com writes:
>
><< Hi Bill,
>
>  Howard Hallman asked if you were planning to do organizing around a 
>sign-on
>  letter for religious leaders in Kansas to your Senators (based on the
>  national religious sign-on letter we got to Bush).
>
>  Are you interested in starting with just that piece?  If not, Howard 
>wants
>  to try and contact some of his contacts in the faith community.
>  Let me know--
>
>  Thanks-
>
>  Ira >>

_________________________________________________________________
Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.com
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From: "H&M Recinos" <MREC@erols.com>
To: "Howard Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: concept paper 
Date: Sun, 1 Apr 2001 19:04:43 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.71.1712.3
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.71.1712.3

I used this concept paper for CSAP,  which got us in the door for the grant
you are helping us with.

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\concept paper.doc"
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From: "H&M Recinos" <MREC@erols.com>
To: "Howard Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Thanks
Date: Sun, 1 Apr 2001 19:08:02 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.71.1712.3
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.71.1712.3

I sent the concept paper in the last e-mail by attachment.  I do what to say
how much it meant to us that you shared last night with Casa del Pueblo.
Also,  thanks a great deal for all your help.   I have a friend who is a
partner of Vinson and Elkins Law firm; he has placed his personal aid at our
disposition to produce a final copy of the proposal as well as reproduce it,
when the time arrives.       Paz,  Harold Recinos
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To: dealert
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Religious leaders letter in the states
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Colleagues,

I would like to update you on where we stand in various states with the letter from religious leaders to senators on de-
alerting.

Indiana.  We have sign-ons from United Methodist Bishop Woodie White, Episcopal Bishop Catherine Waynick, and 
Regional Minister Rev. C. Edward Weisheimer of the Christian Church of Indiana.  We are still waiting to hear from the 
following persons (and our contact): president of Bethany Seminary (Greg Laszakovits); Father Hesburgh (Esther 
Pank); a Friends leader (Kathy Guthrie); Lutheran bishop (Mark Brown),  Presbyterian executive presbyters (Catherine 
Gordon).  I would hope that we can have enough of them by the end of the week so that we can get the letter into 
circulation.

Those of us with contacts in Indiana can circulate the letter to our networks.  We need to decide who will collect the 
names.  I suggest that we ask Jane Haldeman to help with this.  What do you think?  Once we have sufficient names, I 
will ask Bishop White to send the letter with all the names to Senator Lugar and Senator Bayh.   I will also explore 
whether Bishop White would be willing to seek an appointment with Lugar for a small delegation of heads of 
judicatories.

Nebraska.   The Interchurch Ministries of Nebraska is trying to get two signers from each of the judicatories in 
Nebraska.  When that's done, they will send it to the two senators.  They will then use the letter as an action alert to ask 
individual religious leaders to write their own letters to the senators.

Oregon.  Jay Penniman of FCNL is taking the initiative.  I haven't been able to find out where he stands.  I met Steve 
Speiser, assistant to United Methodist Bishop Paup, at a conference in the D.C. area last week.   Jay hadn't been in touch 
with Speiser, although I had given Jay his name.  Speiser believes that Bishop Paup would sign the letter if asked.  I've 
done nothing with other Oregon contacts since Jay said he would take the lead.

Rhode Island.  The Rhode Island Council of Churches has converted the letter into an action alter, requesting religious 
leaders to contact their senators on de-alerting.

Virginia.  The Virginia Council of Churches is circulating the letter for signatures, will send it to the two senators, and 
will seek an appointment with Senator Warner.

Kansas.   Bill Beachy of the Topeka Center for Peace and Justice has agreed to circulate the letter among religious 
leaders and get it to the two senators.  Ira Shorr is in touch with him.

Colorado.  Bob Kinsey of the Peace Justice Task Force, Rocky Mountain Conference, United Church of Christ is 
circulating the letter for signatures and will submit it to the two senators.

Alaska.  The Alaska Christian Conference is circulating the letter for signatures and will get it to the two senators.

New Mexico.  The executive director of the New Mexico Conference of Churches is too busy until mid-April to deal 
with the de-alerting letter but will consider it then.  Esther is in touch with NETWORK about some grassroots activities 
in New Mexico.
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Tennessee.  I have picked up information about the Nashville Peace and Justice Center, which works with the faith 
community, and will make contact next week.

Pennsylvania.  I have learned that a group of secular and religious leaders organized by Dan Fine of PSR in Pittsburgh 
met with Senator Spector's staff to talk about de-alerting, national missile defense, and other nuclear disarmament 
issues.   Elsewhere in Pennsylvania I have been unable to find anyone within the faith community to take the lead.

So we are making progress but still have a long way to go.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
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Importance: Normal
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Howard, Thanks for this report.
One suggestion I would like to make to the close the feedback loop.
 Can you ask everyone getting these signatures to send a copy to the Brink
Campaign, we will then forward them to FCNL who is keeping comprehenseive
list to add to the 70 original signers. Thanks. Esther

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2001 12:14 PM
To: glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org; david@fcnl.org; kathy@fcnl.org;
irashorr@hotmail.com; brinkprogram@backfromthebrink.net
Subject: Religious leaders letter in the states

Dear Colleagues,

I would like to update you on where we stand in various states with the
letter from religious leaders to senators on de-alerting.

Indiana.  We have sign-ons from United Methodist Bishop Woodie White,
Episcopal Bishop Catherine Waynick, and Regional Minister Rev. C. Edward
Weisheimer of the Christian Church of Indiana.  We are still waiting to
hear from the following persons (and our contact): president of Bethany
Seminary (Greg Laszakovits); Father Hesburgh (Esther Pank); a Friends
leader (Kathy Guthrie); Lutheran bishop (Mark Brown),  Presbyterian
executive presbyters (Catherine Gordon).  I would hope that we can have
enough of them by the end of the week so that we can get the letter into
circulation.

Those of us with contacts in Indiana can circulate the letter to our
networks.  We need to decide who will collect the names.  I suggest that we
ask Jane Haldeman to help with this.  What do you think?  Once we have
sufficient names, I will ask Bishop White to send the letter with all the
names to Senator Lugar and Senator Bayh.   I will also explore whether
Bishop White would be willing to seek an appointment with Lugar for a small
delegation of heads of judicatories.

Nebraska.   The Interchurch Ministries of Nebraska is trying to get two
signers from each of the judicatories in Nebraska.  When that's done, they
will send it to the two senators.  They will then use the letter as an
action alert to ask individual religious leaders to write their own letters
to the senators.
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Oregon.  Jay Penniman of FCNL is taking the initiative.  I haven't been
able to find out where he stands.  I met Steve Speiser, assistant to United
Methodist Bishop Paup, at a conference in the D.C. area last week.   Jay
hadn't been in touch with Speiser, although I had given Jay his name.
Speiser believes that Bishop Paup would sign the letter if asked.  I've
done nothing with other Oregon contacts since Jay said he would take the
lead.

Rhode Island.  The Rhode Island Council of Churches has converted the
letter into an action alter, requesting religious leaders to contact their
senators on de-alerting.

Virginia.  The Virginia Council of Churches is circulating the letter for
signatures, will send it to the two senators, and will seek an appointment
with Senator Warner.

Kansas.   Bill Beachy of the Topeka Center for Peace and Justice has agreed
to circulate the letter among religious leaders and get it to the two
senators.  Ira Shorr is in touch with him.

Colorado.  Bob Kinsey of the Peace Justice Task Force, Rocky Mountain
Conference, United Church of Christ is circulating the letter for
signatures and will submit it to the two senators.

Alaska.  The Alaska Christian Conference is circulating the letter for
signatures and will get it to the two senators.

New Mexico.  The executive director of the New Mexico Conference of
Churches is too busy until mid-April to deal with the de-alerting letter
but will consider it then.  Esther is in touch with NETWORK about some
grassroots activities in New Mexico.

Tennessee.  I have picked up information about the Nashville Peace and
Justice Center, which works with the faith community, and will make contact
next week.

Pennsylvania.  I have learned that a group of secular and religious leaders
organized by Dan Fine of PSR in Pittsburgh met with Senator Spector's staff
to talk about de-alerting, national missile defense, and other nuclear
disarmament issues.   Elsewhere in Pennsylvania I have been unable to find
anyone within the faith community to take the lead.

So we are making progress but still have a long way to go.

Shalom,
Howard

Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org

Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
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laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.
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X-Originating-IP: [165.247.87.4]
From: "Ira Shorr" <irashorr@hotmail.com>
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: Re: Religious leaders letter in the states
Date: Mon, 02 Apr 2001 13:45:10 -0400
X-OriginalArrivalTime: 02 Apr 2001 17:45:10.0933 (UTC) FILETIME=[AA177450:01C0BB9C]

Thanks Howard,

Good work.

Ira

>From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
>To: glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org, david@fcnl.org, kathy@fcnl.org,        
>irashorr@hotmail.com, brinkprogram@backfromthebrink.net
>Subject: Religious leaders letter in the states
>Date: Mon, 02 Apr 2001 12:13:38 -0400
>
>Dear Colleagues,
>
>I would like to update you on where we stand in various states with the
>letter from religious leaders to senators on de-alerting.
>
>Indiana.  We have sign-ons from United Methodist Bishop Woodie White,
>Episcopal Bishop Catherine Waynick, and Regional Minister Rev. C. Edward
>Weisheimer of the Christian Church of Indiana.  We are still waiting to
>hear from the following persons (and our contact): president of Bethany
>Seminary (Greg Laszakovits); Father Hesburgh (Esther Pank); a Friends
>leader (Kathy Guthrie); Lutheran bishop (Mark Brown),  Presbyterian
>executive presbyters (Catherine Gordon).  I would hope that we can have
>enough of them by the end of the week so that we can get the letter into
>circulation.
>
>Those of us with contacts in Indiana can circulate the letter to our
>networks.  We need to decide who will collect the names.  I suggest that we
>ask Jane Haldeman to help with this.  What do you think?  Once we have
>sufficient names, I will ask Bishop White to send the letter with all the
>names to Senator Lugar and Senator Bayh.   I will also explore whether
>Bishop White would be willing to seek an appointment with Lugar for a small
>delegation of heads of judicatories.
>
>Nebraska.   The Interchurch Ministries of Nebraska is trying to get two
>signers from each of the judicatories in Nebraska.  When that's done, they
>will send it to the two senators.  They will then use the letter as an
>action alert to ask individual religious leaders to write their own letters
>to the senators.
>
>Oregon.  Jay Penniman of FCNL is taking the initiative.  I haven't been
>able to find out where he stands.  I met Steve Speiser, assistant to United
>Methodist Bishop Paup, at a conference in the D.C. area last week.   Jay
>hadn't been in touch with Speiser, although I had given Jay his name.
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>Speiser believes that Bishop Paup would sign the letter if asked.  I've
>done nothing with other Oregon contacts since Jay said he would take the 
>lead.
>
>Rhode Island.  The Rhode Island Council of Churches has converted the
>letter into an action alter, requesting religious leaders to contact their
>senators on de-alerting.
>
>Virginia.  The Virginia Council of Churches is circulating the letter for
>signatures, will send it to the two senators, and will seek an appointment
>with Senator Warner.
>
>Kansas.   Bill Beachy of the Topeka Center for Peace and Justice has agreed
>to circulate the letter among religious leaders and get it to the two
>senators.  Ira Shorr is in touch with him.
>
>Colorado.  Bob Kinsey of the Peace Justice Task Force, Rocky Mountain
>Conference, United Church of Christ is circulating the letter for
>signatures and will submit it to the two senators.
>
>Alaska.  The Alaska Christian Conference is circulating the letter for
>signatures and will get it to the two senators.
>
>New Mexico.  The executive director of the New Mexico Conference of
>Churches is too busy until mid-April to deal with the de-alerting letter
>but will consider it then.  Esther is in touch with NETWORK about some
>grassroots activities in New Mexico.
>
>Tennessee.  I have picked up information about the Nashville Peace and
>Justice Center, which works with the faith community, and will make contact
>next week.
>
>Pennsylvania.  I have learned that a group of secular and religious leaders
>organized by Dan Fine of PSR in Pittsburgh met with Senator Spector's staff
>to talk about de-alerting, national missile defense, and other nuclear
>disarmament issues.   Elsewhere in Pennsylvania I have been unable to find
>anyone within the faith community to take the lead.
>
>So we are making progress but still have a long way to go.
>
>Shalom,
>Howard
>
>
>Howard W. Hallman, Chair
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice
>1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
>Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
>
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
>laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.

_________________________________________________________________
Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.com



10402.06.txt[5/10/2017 12:09:31 PM]



10402.07.txt[5/10/2017 12:09:31 PM]

Date: Mon, 02 Apr 2001 12:49:12 -0500
From: brenda hardt <bbhardt@mail.esc4.com>
X-Mailer: Mozilla 4.75 [en] (Win98; U)
X-Accept-Language: en
To: PeaceWithJustice Ministry Message <aahardt@mail.esc4.com>
Subject: MANDELA'S FIRST MEMO TO THOMAS FRIEDMAN (fwd)

Sent: Sunday, April 01, 2001 8:37 PM
Subject: MANDELA'S FIRST MEMO TO THOMAS FRIEDMAN (fwd)

MANDELA'S FIRST MEMO TO THOMAS FRIEDMAN
MEMO
March 28, 2001

To: Thomas L. Friedman (columnist New York Times)
From: Nelson Mandela (former President South Africa)

Dear Thomas,

I know that you and I long for peace in the Middle East, but before you
continue to talk about necessary conditions from an Israeli perspective,
you need to know what's on my mind. Where to begin? How about 1964. Let
me
quote my own words during my trial. They are true today as they were
then:

"I have fought against white domination and I have fought against black
domination. I have cherished the ideal of a democratic and free society
in
which all persons live together in harmony and with equal opportunities.
It
is an ideal which I hope to live for and to achieve. But if needs be, it
is
an ideal for which I am prepared to die."

Today the world, black and white, recognise that apartheid has no
future.
In South Africa it has been ended by our own decisive mass action in
order
to build peace and security. That mass campaign of defiance and other
actions could only culminate in the establishment of democracy.

Perhaps it is strange for you to observe the situation in Palestine or
more
specifically, the structure of political and cultural relationships
between
Palestinians and Israelis, as an apartheid system. This is because you
incorrectly think that the problem of Palestine began in 1967. This was
demonstrated in your recent column "Bush's First Memo" in the New York
Times on March 27, 2001.
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You seem to be surprised to hear that there are still problems of 1948
to
be solved, the most important component of which is the right to return
of
Palestinian refugees.

The Palestinian-Israeli conflict is not just an issue of military
occupation and Israel is not a country that was established "normally"
and
happened to occupy another country in 1967. Palestinians are not
struggling
for a "state" but for freedom, liberation and equality, just like we
were
struggling for freedom in South Africa.

In the last few years, and especially during the reign of the Labour
Party,
Israel showed that it was not even willing to return what it occupied in
1967; that settlements remain, Jerusalem would be under exclusive
Israeli
sovereignty, and Palestinians would not have an independent state, but
would be under Israeli economic domination with Israeli control of
borders,
land, air, water and sea.

Israel was not thinking of a "state" but of "separation". The valua of
separation is measured in terms of the ability of Israel to keep the
Jewish
state Jewish, and not to have a Palestinian minority that could have the
opportunity to become a majority at some time in the future. If this
takes
place, it would force Israel to either become a secular democratic or
bi-national state, or to turn into a state of apartheid not only de
facto,
but also de jure.

Thomas, if you follow the polls in Israel for the last 30 or 40 years,
you
clearly find a vulgar racism that includes a third of the population who
openly declare themselves to be racist. This racism is of the nature of
"I
hate Arabs" and "I wish Arabs would be dead". If you also follow the
judicial system in Israel you will see there is discrimination against
Palestinians, and if you further consider the 1967 occupied territories
you
will find there are already two judicial systems in operation that
represent two different approaches to human life: one for Palestinian
life
and the other for Jewish life. Additionally there are two different
approaches to property and to land. Palestinian property is not
recognised
as private property because it can be confiscated.

As to the Israeli occupation of the West Bank and Gaza, there is an
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additional factor. The so-called "Palestinian autonomous areas" are
bantustans. These are restricted entities within the power structure of
the
Israeli apartheid system.

The Palestinian state cannot be the by-product of the Jewish state, just
in
order to keep the Jewish purity of Israel. Israel's racial
discrimination
is daily life of most Palestinians. Since Israel is a Jewish state,
Israeli
Jews are able to accrue special rights which non-Jews cannot do.
Palestinian Arabs have no place in a "Jewish" state.

Apartheid is a crime against humanity. Israel has deprived millions of
Palestinians of their liberty and property. It has perpetuated a system
of
gross racial discrimination and inequality. It has systematically
incarcerated and tortured thousands of Palestinians, contrary to the
rules
of international law. It has, in particular, waged a war against a
civilian
population, in particular children.

The responses made by South Africa to human rights abuses emanating from
the removal policies and apartheid policies respectively, shed light on
what Israeli society must necessarily go through before one can speak of
a
just and lasting peace in the Middle East and an end to its apartheid
policies.

Thomas, I'm not abandoning Mideast diplomacy. But I'm not going to
indulge
you the way your supporters do. If you want peace and democracy, I will
support you. If you want formal apartheid, we will not support you. If
you
want to support racial discrimination and ethnic cleansing, we will
oppose
you. When you figure out what you're about, give me a call.
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*************
PERSPECTIVES
*************

Helms' Man at Armageddon and the State Department
By David Krieger



       When Jesse Helms, the Neanderthal chair of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, calls
someone "a treasured friend," "a brilliant thinker and writer," and "the kind of man with whom I
would want to stand at Armageddon," warning buzzers should sound throughout the land.  This
is the way Helms describes John Bolton, Bush's nominee to be the Under Secretary of State for
Arms Control and International Security.  Helms further describes Bolton as "a man with the
courage of his convictions, he says what he means and means what he says." Here are some of
the things Bolton says: "there is no such thing as the United Nations," and "by any accepted
definition of customary international law and practice, the Republic of China [that is, Taiwan] is
a [sovereign] state."  The former statement may come as a surprise to the other member states of
the United Nations.  China will view the latter statement as fighting words.  At Senate hearings
on his confirmation, Bolton couldn't say one way or the other whether the 1972 Anti-Ballistic
Missile Treaty was still in force.  When asked about this by Senator Biden, Bolton replied, "I
need to sit in a library for a few hours and do the intellectual heavy lifting to come to a firm
conclusion."  You can pretty well bet that after he's done that "intellectual heavy lifting," he'll be
Helms' boy at the State Department, working on killing long-standing arms control treaties,
wreaking havoc in the world in the name of US "national interests," and generally racing forward
toward Helms' unsettling vision of standing together with him at Armageddon. 

The Guardian Calls US "Ultimate Rogue State"

       The Guardian, a UK news source, called the US the "ultimate rogue state" in a special report
on 30 March 2001.  The editorial pointed out that the Bush administration "has dangerously upset
the strategic balance by proposing a new national missile defense system while scrapping another
treaty, the key ABM [Anti-Ballistic Missile] accord with Russia."  Further, the special report
stated, "It has attacked Iraq while signaling elsewhere, notably in the Balkans, that it will reduce
its commitment to shared security, especially through the UN.  It has gone out of its way to
antagonize Russia and done much to convince China that it must ready itself for war." 
(source:  Guardian Newspapers Limited, 30 march 2001)

Top Ten Reasons Why the US Should Keep Nuclear Weapons
By Carah Ong

Recently, a Canadian PR firm published a report on how to deliver the message of abolishing
nuclear weapons to younger generations.  The research was compiled for IPPNW.  In response to
the report, the list below was compiled to resonate with younger people.  The list appears on the
Foundation's website at: http://www.wagingpeace.org/students/index.html .  It may be reprinted
with attribution given to the Nuclear Age Peace Foundation and the author.  

o  Having "smart bombs" is better than having "smart kids."
o  Not everyone in the US really NEEDS healthcare.
o  No one needs shelter in a nuclear winter.
o  What good is to be the most powerful country in world if you can't destroy it many times over?
o  The radioactive legacy of the Nuclear Age will give cancer researchers, doctors and



environmentalists indefinite job security.
o  Since when did threatening indiscriminate mass murder become immoral?
o  Long-term, high-risk, expensive ($5.8 trillion on nuclear weapons to date) investments
ALWAYS have a good return.
o  There are many mammals on the endangered species list, humans might as well be one of
them.
o  Why cooperate with other countries when you can bomb them if you don't get your way?
o  Incineration, radiation poisoning and cancer aren't really bad ways to die.

*********************
NON-PROLIFERATION
*********************

US Should Help Russia Secure Nuclear Weapons and Materials

    Former US Senator Howard Baker, co-chair of a US Energy Department Task Force, said on
27 March that Russia's nuclear weapons storage facilities are in poor shape and the US must help
secure them for its own security.  Baker remarked, "It really boggles my mind that thousands of
nuclear weapons are poorly stored and the world isn't in a state of hysteria."

  After the collapse of the Soviet Union, more than 40,000 nuclear weapons and some 1,000
metric tons of nuclear materials were left without the infrastructure of the USSR to ensure their
security.  There is increasing international concern that with the deterioration of the Russian
military, weapons could be stolen and sold to hostile groups.  Baker told the US Senate Foreign
Relations Committee that the only thing the US cannot do is nothing.  If the US does not assist
Russia in this matter, no one will.  He added that "Russia does not have the resources to do
address the task itself." 

       The panel concluded that US budget levels for non-proliferation programs were inadequate
and proposed funding a up to $3 billion a year for the next 10 years to secure nuclear weapons
and materials in Russia.  According to Baker, Russia and the US have a "special responsibility"
to ensure the nuclear arsenal is safe because they invented the nuclear age and "now we have to
see whether we can live with it."  The Bush administration is proposing to cut funding of
non-proliferation projects, such as the Nunn-Lugar programs.
(source:  Reuters, 28 March 2001)

****************
STAR WARRIORS
****************

US Space Command Now in Charge of Cyber Warfare

The US Space Command, headquartered in Colorado, recently became the military unit in charge
of preparing for cyber-battle, or what the Pentagon calls "computer network defense" and its
offensive counterpart, "computer network attack."  Air Force General Ralph E. Ebhart, who



heads the US Space Command, said the following about preparing to wage war in cyber space:
"The sad part of this is that although we worry about state-sponsoredŠcapabilities out there from
other nations, this is an area where terrorists can certainly play, this is an area where [drug]
cartels can play."   Ebhart also stated that any country could use computer networks and software
development for military purposes, but in addition to China, he worries most about North Korea,
Iran and Iraq developing these kinds of capabilities.
(source:  The Washington Times, 29 March 2001)

"The Airborne Laser (ABL) is for real, and we are proceeding toward a shoot-down
demonstration for late 2003." 
-Air Force Col. Ellen Pawlikowski, 1 March 2001

Rumsfeld Report on Avoiding a Space Pearl Harbor

"Report of the Commission to Assess United States National Security Space Management and
Organization," a new report from US Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld highlighting US
military plans for outer space, is available at:  http://www.defenselink.mil

***************************************
BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE SYSTEMS
***************************************

"If the NMD [national missile defense] is deployed in the United States, we will have to forget
about reductions of strategic offensive weapons."
-Yuri Kapralov, Director of Russian Security and Disarmament, 11 March 2001

"The NMD [national missile defense] program is, in essence, a US program of unilateral nuclear
expansion.  China will not allow its legitimate means of self-defense to be weakened or even
taken away by anyone in anyway."
-Sha Zukang, Director General of Arms Control, Chinese Foreign Ministry, 15 March 2001

"If they continue to provoke military confrontation with North Korea--following this path to
war--we will have no other option but to respond with firm resolve."
-Commentary on North Korea's official Korean Central News Agency responding to US-Japan
joint development of a theater missile defense system, 28 March 2001

Russia Won't Immediately Abandon ABM Treaty

On 12 March, Russia announced that it would not immediately abandon the 1972 Anti-Ballistic
Missile (ABM) Treaty if the US begins deploying the national missile defense shield, which
Russia opposes.  According to Colonel-General Leonid Ivashov, head of the Russian Defense
Ministry's International Cooperation Department, "Russia will not precipitate the collapse of the
ABM.  We will consult with European and other states and try to stop the process even after the
United States clearly begins to deploy the system."



(source:  Reuters, 12 March 2001)

Germany Shifts Policy on Missile Defense

In a marked shift on missile defense policy, German Chancellor Gerhard Schroeder stated, "With
regard to the planned national missile defense (NMD), it would be necessary first of all to discuss
specific needs.  What threat scenarios are seen and how should we respond to them--with a
purely national defense system or with a system that also includes Europe and does not exclude
Russia?  Only then a decision should be made on building the system and how to build it."  Until
recently, Germany and France have been the most outspoken critics among allies of the US plans. 
However, now the German Chancellor proposes that Germany should take part in the technology
and funding of an alliance missile defense system.  France continues to oppose NMD as a
destabilizing venture in military technology.  French Foreign Minister Hubert Vedrine has
promoted the idea of Russia, China and Europe collectively urging the US to halt its NMD plans.
(source:  UPI, 2 March 2001)

US Denies Asking South Korea for Support on NMD

  South Korean Foreign Minister Lee Joung-binn recently stated that the US asked South Korea
for support of the controversial national missile defense system.  Lee stated in a policy forum,
"During the consultations to prepare for the Korea-US summit, the United States asked us to
agree to their plan to promote the National Missile Defense (NMD)."  According to Lee, after
South Korea disagreed with the US plan, US officials denied that they had made any request for
support or that South Korea had expressed its support.

      Although South Korea appeared to oppose the missile shield in February when it issued a
joint statement with Russia, South Korea quickly retracted from the statement.  A spokesman for
the Foreign Ministry, Kim Euy-taek, stated that the country's position is that "it's inappropriate to
discuss it at this time" and the country did not intend to convey opposition to the shield as of yet. 
The US has been involved in the Korean peninsula since the 1950-53 Korean War and maintains
some 37,000 troops in South Korea. 
(source:  Reuters, 23 March 2001)

Bush Administration Misses Deadline on Radar Construction Site

     Pentagon officials announced on 16 March that the Bush administration let a deadline pass
without notifying Congress of any intent to begin constructing a radar on Shemy Island, Alaska. 
According to the officials, in order to begin building, contracts would need to be in place by
mid-April and Congress required notification by 16 March.  No notification was made because
there has not yet been a decision to proceed with construction.  To proceed with construction of
the radar site would mark the beginning of the proposed national missile defense system, and
Pentagon officials said that the Bush administration is still examining its options.



(source:  CNN, 16 March 2001)

*******************
NUCLEAR ENERGY
*******************

Russia Plans Floating Nuclear Power Plant

      Minatom, Russia's atomic energy agency, announced on 14 March that it will build a floating
nuclear power plant in Severodvink, a military port on Russia's northern border.  The country has
repeatedly expressed a desire to build a floating nuclear plant in order to supply power to its
northern and eastern regions where weather conditions make it difficult to construct land plants. 
Opponents of the sea-based nuclear power plant argue that while building such plants is feasible,
there is concern over Russia's ability to build and operate them safely.  Russia currently has 10
nuclear plants that produce approximately 12 percent of the nation's energy supply.
(source:  AP, 14 March 2001)

German Protesters Stop Waste Shipment

       Anti-nuclear protesters chained themselves to rail tracks forcing a train carrying nuclear
waste to retreat near the end of its journey in northern Germany on 28 March.  The train,
traveling from the French nuclear reprocessing plant at La Hague, was forced to retreat to
Dahlenburg for refueling and maintenance as riot police freed protesters who had attached
themselves to the rail tracks.  On 27 March, police used a water cannon and detained nearly 600
people protesting the shipment. 

      Recently France has mounted pressure on Germany to reduce a backlog of German waste at
La Hague reprocessing plant.  In response, German Chancellor Gerhard Schroeder lifted a ban on
nuclear waste transports imposed in 1998 on safety grounds and two transports are expected per
year.  The transports are part of a deal made with the electricity industry in 2000 to phase out
Germany's 19 nuclear power plant reactors by 2025.
(source:  ENN, 28 March 2001)

*******************
NUCLEAR MATTERS
*******************

Pacific Atoll Near Collapse

   Recent reports from the French Atomic Energy Commission (CEA) admit that the rock of
Mururoa Atoll is threatened with collapse because of sustained nuclear testing.  Between 1966
and 1996, France exploded 178 nuclear bombs on Mururoa and Fangataufa Atolls.  137 of those
were below ground explosions and 41 were atmospheric. 



   An official spokesman for the CEA stated:  "We are observing an acceleration of the natural,
seaward progression of certain perimeter areas in the northeastern zone, as well as compression
at the surface.  There has definitely been a weakening of the atoll rock that has been amplified by
the nuclear tests."  The atoll has been dotted with seismic sensors, linked to Paris by satellite, to
give early warning should a major collapse occur.

        For many years, environmentalists and anti-nuclear activists have warned that the Atoll
could collapse and release radioactive debris because of the French nuclear testing.  Matt
Robson, Disarmament Minister of New Zealand, said that New Zealand first expressed concerns
as early as 1973 and had known about the damage when a report was released in 1998.  In 1999,
the International Geomechanical Commission released a report on plutonium "hotspots" and the
risk of portions of the atoll collapsing, possibly causing tidal waves.  New Zealand announced
that it will formally ask the French Government to explain the reports of the atoll's possible
collapse.
(source:  New Zealand Herald, 1 March 2001)

Pakistan Evolves Nuclear Doctrine

   Pakistan announced that it has evolved a three-point "nuclear doctrine."  Reportedly, the
doctrine includes a moratorium on further tests, a commitment by the country to keep its nuclear
program to a "middle level" and a ban on the export of weapons or technology.  A daily
newspaper in Pakistan reported that Pakistani Foreign Minister Abdul Sattar shared the contents
of the doctrine with Japanese officials during a recent trip to Tokyo.  The Islamabad Policy
Research Institute noted that the paper "formerly codified what the country has been saying all
along."  The paper noted that Pakistan's commitment to a moratorium on further tests was subject
to India not provoking it by further tests.
(source:  The Hindu, 20 March 2001)

*******************
FAQ OF THE MONTH
*******************

What is the link in the NPT between nuclear weapons and nuclear energy?

The Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) was signed on July 1, 1968 and entered into force
on March 5, 1970. Its initial duration was 25 years. In 1995 it was extended indefinitely, with a
review conference to be held every five years.  At the heart of the NPT is a central bargain in
which the Non-Nuclear Weapons States (NNWS) agreed to refrain from acquiring nuclear
weapons.  In exchange the Nuclear Weapons States (NWS) pledged to end the nuclear arms race
and to negotiate nuclear disarmament (Article VI). As an incentive, the NNWS were promised
assistance with research, production and use of nuclear energy for "peaceful" purposes (Article
IV). Each NNWS also agreed to accept "safeguards" under the auspices of the International
Atomic Energy Agency.  These safeguards do not apply to the NWS. The treaty defined a NWS
as one that had manufactured and exploded a nuclear weapon or other nuclear explosive device



prior to January 1, 1967.  However, any country with a nuclear reactor can in theory produce a
nuclear weapon.

Do you have a question you would like answered?  Send it to Carah Ong at research@napf.org . 

For answers to other frequently asked questions, please visit our website at:
http://www.wagingpeace.org/krieger-morefaq.html

*******************
NUCLEAR INSANITY
*******************

Rumsfeld Stuck in Cold War Time Warp

     In an interview with the London Sunday Telegraph, US Secretary of Defense Donald
Rumsfeld called Russia "an active proliferator," sparking uproar in Moscow.  Rumsfeld accused
Russia of transferring sensitive technology to countries the US has branded "states of concern"
such as North Korea, Iran and Iraq.  Russia's Foreign Ministry responded by saying:

 "The reason for these groundless, Cold War-style accusations becomes clear when these two
exponents [Rumsfeld and his deputy Paul Wolfowitz] of military theory start listing the fragile
'reasons' for the creation of a national missile defenseŠIt would appear that the new Pentagon
leadership is experiencing some difficulty in adapting to the realities of the post-confrontational
periodŠAfter eight years outside the corridors of power, senior members of the US military
agencies appear not to understand how much the world has changed during this time."
(source:  Reuters, 20 March 2001)

Center for Security Policy Demonstrates Re-emerging Cold War Mentality

   The Center for Security Policy in Washington DC recently published a report entitled "Critical
Mass:  Getting the Bush Nuclear Review Right" by Frank Gaffney.  The report issued
recommendations to the Bush administration with regards to the US nuclear posture review,
which must take place this year.  Gaffney has been one of the most outspoken cheerleaders for
US missile defense deployment.

During his campaign, President Bush stated that he would be willing to make unilateral cuts in
the US nuclear arsenal.  Shortly after taking office, Bush ordered Secretary of Defense Donald
Rumsfeld to assess how deep the cuts could be.  Gaffney's report, however, stated "The greatest
danger of all would be if the United States were to be seen to have so diminished its deterrent
capabilities as to make the world 'safe' for nuclear war."  Of notable interest, Gaffney stated that
"Deterrence is not a science but an art."  He also stated that "it is unnecessary and would be
unwise to make further 'deep' reductions below the roughly 3500 US nuclear warheads America
planned to retain under the START II Treaty until such time as the beneficial effects of such
anti-missile deployments are demonstrated in the diminution of proliferation and related threats



to this country, her allies and interests." 

       Despite announcing their formal "de-targeting" of one another, the US and Russia currently
keep some 4,500 nuclear weapons on "hair-trigger" alert, which can be easily re-targeted and
launched at a moment's notice.  Much of the international community has called on the US and
Russia to de-alert their nuclear forces because of the danger of an accidental or unauthorized
nuclear launch.  However, in his report, Gaffney calls "this sort of thinking reckless in the
extreme" and recommends that the Bush administration not de-alert US nuclear forces, even
though Bush campaigned on this proposal. 

   Other recommendations from Gaffney to the Bush administration include "Don't underwrite
Russian nuclear modernization, hare-brained [sic] US disarmament studies," and "Do take
seriously the need for a credible deterrent over the long-term."  For a full copy of the report,
please email Carah Ong at research@napf.org.
(source:  Center for Security Policy, Washington DC, Publication No. 01-D20, 19 March 2001)

*****************
NAPF HAPPENINGS
*****************

Foundation Launches Joint Project with INESAP

Moving Beyond Missile Defense, a three-year joint project of the International Network of
Engineers and Scientists Against Proliferation (INESAP) and the Nuclear Age Peace Foundation,
held its first international workshop in Santa Barbara, California,  March 19-21, 2001.  It was the
first in a series of workshops that will take place in several different international regions,
including Northeast Asia, Europe, South Asia and the Middle East.

For three days, 17 experts in science, technology and security policy gathered to discuss the
technological and geopolitical problems as well as the negative impacts of missile defenses on
international security. Participants in the Moving Beyond Missile Defense workshop argued that
deployment of a US missile defense system could provoke new arms races, including in outer
space.  Following are the preliminary recommendations of the workshop that will be further
explored by an International Study Group and in the regional workshops. 

o   The best alternative to ballistic missile defense is the complete abolition of nuclear weapons
and all weapons of mass destruction, and the international control and disarmament of ballistic
missiles and other delivery systems.  An international missile control regime should be
established with practical steps such as improved information exchange on missiles and missile
launches, a missile test ban and missile free zones.

o  The 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile treaty, which prohibits the US and Russia from developing
and deploying a national missile defense, must be preserved until a more comprehensive
international framework can be established.



o  The weaponization of outer space should be prevented by an international agreement.

o  Cooperation among all states should be supported and the demonization of particular countries
and their peoples should be opposed.  In particular, diplomatic efforts with countries such as Iran,
Iraq, North Korea and Libya should continue.

o  Security must be fundamentally redefined from the military dimensions of national interests to
the fulfillment of human and environmental needs.

      Video clips and articles of the workshop are available on the Nuclear Age Peace Foundation's
website at www.wagingpeace.org.

People for Peace Campaign

The Foundation's membership campaign, People for Peace, is already underway and will
continue through September 30th.  Foundation members represent an integral part of our success. 
For nearly 20 years, our members have been, and continue to be, very important to us and to our
shared goals.  Our members join the Foundation for a number of reasons:  to help create a nuclear
weapons-free world; a desire to see life continue for future generations; and a desire to be part of
something that positively affects all livings things, everywhere.    People also join because they
want to become engaged in the foremost issues of our time.  Mostly though, people join the
Nuclear Age Peace Foundation because they believe that together we can make a difference.  In
other words, the more voices, the more impact. The more impact, the more action taken.  The
more action taken, the further along we are to our shared goals.  Each voice counts.  YOU CAN
MAKE A DIFFERENCE.

There are numerous levels of membership.  From free on-line membership, that entitles you to
our electronic newsletter, The Sunflower, to student, individual, family, supporting, sponsoring
and sustaining memberships.  Won't you please join us? 
If you would like to participate in the People for Peace campaign, please contact JP Wilson,
Director of Communications, at the Foundation at (805) 965-3443 or by e-mail at
communications@napf.org.  Stay tuned for a progress report!

Swackhamer Peace Essay Contest

Attention High School Students and Educators!

      The Nuclear Age Peace Foundation is seeking entries for the 2001 Swackhamer Peace Essay
Contest.  The topic this year is "Who is your choice for the most important peace hero of the 20th
Century? Write an essay supporting your choice and describing the qualities that make that
person a peace hero."  All essays must be submitted by June 1, 2001.  The contest is open to all
high school students. First Prize will receive $1,500, Second Prize $1,000, Third Prize $500.  To
read complete contest rules, please visit: http://www.wagingpeace.org/awards/swackrules.html



   Send entries to:
Nuclear Age Peace Foundation
Swackhamer Peace Essay Contest
PMB 121 1187 Coast Village Road, Suite 1
Santa Barbara, California 93108-2794
Tel:  (805) 965-3443 o Fax: (805) 568-0466
 
Please no e-mail entries.

***********************
ACTIONS YOU CAN TAKE
***********************

Appeal to End the Nuclear Weapons Threat to Humanity

        The Foundation's Appeal to End the Nuclear Weapons Threat to Humanity continues to
receive signatures from around the world.  Have you signed the Appeal yet? To read the text of
the Appeal, view prominent signers, including comments made by many of them and add your
signature, please visit the Foundation's website at:
http://www.wagingpeace.org/endthenuclearthreat.html

Write Your Congressional Representative!

      On 3 January 2001, Congresswoman Lynn Woolsey (D-CA) submitted a bill, HR 17, to the
107th US Congress welcoming the Model Nuclear Weapons Convention and calling on the US
President to begin multilateral negotiations leading to the early conclusion of a nuclear weapons
convention.  The Bill has already been co-sponsored by 17 additional members of Congress.  US
citizens, please call or write your Congressional Representative today, urging them to become a
co-sponsor of HR 17.  You can use this opportunity to speak to your representative about nuclear
weapons abolition.  The full text of the resolution can be found at: http://thomas.loc.gov , key
word "nuclear disarmament."

Stop the Militarization of Space!

      Join the Global Network Against Weapons and Nuclear Power in Outer Space in Leeds, UK
for an international conference to "Keep Space for Peace" on 4-6 May.  The Global Network is
also coordinating an international day of protest on 13 October 2001.  You can join in by
organizing an action in your community in solidarity with groups all over the world.  A similar
day of protest was held in 2000 and was supported by protests in 16 countries.  For more
information, please contact Bruce Gagnon at globalnet@mindspring.com or visit
http://www.space4peace.org .



National Mobilization Against Star Wars!

        Join Project Abolition for a national mobilization against Star Wars from 10-12 June in
Washington DC. Tell President Bush, Congress and their Corporate Sponsors to stop Star Wars,
stop the militarization of space and abolish nuclear weapons now.  For more information, please
contact Kevin Martin at kmartin@fourthfreedom.org or visit http://www.projectabolition.org

Bush Pulls Plug on Climate Issue

In November 2000, global warming talks at The Hague collapsed, leaving the Kyoto Protocol on
life support.  In an anti-environmental move, US President Bush has pulled the plug saying that
the Kyoto agreement's mandatory reductions in greenhouse gasses, principally carbon dioxide
(CO2), from burning fossil fuels is too expensive and unwise as the country is facing an energy
crisis.  The move demonstrates the Bush administration's flagrant disregard for the environment,
putting US economic interests above the interests of the world. Take action!  US residents, please
call or write your congressional representatives and tell them to urge President Bush to abide by
the Kyoto Protocol and commit to reducing greenhouse emissions.  Outside the US, write to your
elected officials encouraging them to implement the Kyoto protocols and urge President Bush not
to jettison the treaty.

************
RESOURCES
************

Visit the new and improved website of the Nuclear Age Peace Foundation at
Http://www.wagingpeace.org

Order a Nuclear Age Peace Foundation T-shirt!  Visit
http://napf.org/secure/tshirts.html

Take a journey through the Nuclear Age.  Visit the Nuclear Files at Http://www.nuclearfiles.org

"The Missile Defence Debate:  Guiding Canada's Role," a report from the Liu Centre for the
study of global issues at the University of British Columbia is available online at:
http://www.liucentre.ubc.ca/report/Defencereport.html

The Citizens' Nuclear Information Center (CNIC) has created a leaflet on international marine
transportation of Japanese nuclear materials.  To view the leaflet and other information about
Japanese nuclear materials, visit the CNIC website at: http://www.cnic.or.jp

The new edition of the Acronym Institute's newsletter, "Disarmament Diplomacy" (No. 54,
February 2001) is now available online at http://www.acronym.org.uk/dd54.htm

"The Arms Control Reporter," the newsletter of the Institute for Defense and Disarmament



Studies, is now available online at: http://www.idds.org/openindex.html

"Ballistic Missile Defense and the Asia-Pacific," a new publication from the Pacific Campaign
for Disarmament and Security, is available online at:
http://www.island.net/~pcdsres or email pcdsres@island.net

"Report of the Commission to Assess United States National Security Space Management and
Organization," a new report from US Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld highlighting US
plans for outer space, is available at:  http://www.defenselink.mil
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X-Mailer: Novell GroupWise 5.5.3
Date: Tue, 03 Apr 2001 12:54:44 -0400
From: "Catherine Gordon" <cgordon@ctr.pcusa.org>
To: <Mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Indiana Signon on Dealerting

Howard,

The three Presbyters agreed to sign on.

Reverend Lorna Kuyk, Executive Presbyter, Presbytery of Ohio Valley
Sue Berry, General Presbyter, Wabash Valley Presbytery
Jill Hudson, Executive Presbyter, Whitewater Valley Presbytery

Let me know if you need any other information.

Catherine
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To: dealert
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Indiana Signon on Dealerting
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

We have Presbyterians as initial signers of the Indiana letter on de-alerting.

Howard

X-Mailer: Novell GroupWise 5.5.3
>Date: Tue, 03 Apr 2001 12:54:44 -0400
>From: "Catherine Gordon" <cgordon@ctr.pcusa.org>
>To: <Mupj@igc.org>
>Subject: Indiana Signon on Dealerting
>
>Howard,
>
>The three Presbyters agreed to sign on.
>
>Reverend Lorna Kuyk, Executive Presbyter, Presbytery of Ohio Valley
>Sue Berry, General Presbyter, Wabash Valley Presbytery
>Jill Hudson, Executive Presbyter, Whitewater Valley Presbytery
>
>Let me know if you need any other information.
>
>Catherine
>
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To: mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Meeting on April 10
Cc: 
Bcc: icnd
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Colleagues:

The Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament will meet at 1:00 p.m. on Tuesday, April 10 in Conference Room 4 
at the Methodist Building, 100 Maryland Avenue, NE, Washington, D.C.  From 1:00 to 2:30 we will consider such 
issues as de-alerting, national missile defense, Nunn-Lugar program, and the nuclear posture review and will discuss our 
activities for grassroots mobilization and advocacy in Washington.

At 2:30 for those who can stay longer, Erica Newport of the Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative will present a 20 
minute video made with assistance from the Center for Defense Information.  This is the Initiative that started at the 
Washington National Cathedral and is now sponsored by the Churches' Center for Theology and Public Policy, based at 
Wesley Theological Seminary.

I hope to see you then.

Shalom,
Howard
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X-Mailer: Novell GroupWise 5.5.3
Date: Tue, 03 Apr 2001 13:05:23 -0400
From: "Catherine Gordon" <cgordon@ctr.pcusa.org>
To: <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Meeting on April 10

Howard,

I have a problem with 2nd Tuesdays as the Latin American Working group
meets at this time as well.  I was wondering if we could see if a different
time would be suitable for others at the next meeting.

Catherine
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To: "Catherine Gordon" <cgordon@ctr.pcusa.org>
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Meeting on April 10
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <sac9caa5.008@GERIZIM.ctr.lan>
References: 

At 01:05 PM 4/3/01 -0400, you wrote:
>Howard,
>
>I have a problem with 2nd Tuesdays as the Latin American Working group
>meets at this time as well.  I was wondering if we could see if a different
>time would be suitable for others at the next meeting.
>
>Catherine

####

Catherine,

Sure, we'll check on this at next week's meeting.  When we picked the second Tuesday of each month for the Interfaith 
Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, nobody was there who knew when the Latin American Working Group meets.

What would work for you?  The Third Tuesday?  or some other time?

Howard
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Reply-To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
From: "Brink Campaign" <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
To: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Indiana Signon on Dealerting
Date: Tue, 3 Apr 2001 02:17:01 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook IMO, Build 9.0.2416 (9.0.2910.0)
Importance: Normal
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.00.2919.6600

Thanks, Howard.
E

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2001 11:57 AM
To: glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org; david@fcnl.org; kathy@fcnl.org;
irashorr@hotmail.com; brinkprogram@backfromthebrink.net
Subject: Indiana Signon on Dealerting

We have Presbyterians as initial signers of the Indiana letter on
de-alerting.

Howard

X-Mailer: Novell GroupWise 5.5.3
>Date: Tue, 03 Apr 2001 12:54:44 -0400
>From: "Catherine Gordon" <cgordon@ctr.pcusa.org>
>To: <Mupj@igc.org>
>Subject: Indiana Signon on Dealerting
>
>Howard,
>
>The three Presbyters agreed to sign on.
>
>Reverend Lorna Kuyk, Executive Presbyter, Presbytery of Ohio Valley
>Sue Berry, General Presbyter, Wabash Valley Presbytery
>Jill Hudson, Executive Presbyter, Whitewater Valley Presbytery
>
>Let me know if you need any other information.
>
>Catherine
>
Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org

Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.
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Reply-To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
From: "Brink Campaign" <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
Subject: The latest news  from the Brink Campaign
Date: Tue, 3 Apr 2001 02:36:15 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook IMO, Build 9.0.2416 (9.0.2910.0)
Importance: Normal
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.00.2919.6600

-----Original Message-----
From: Brink Campaign [mailto:prgrm@backfromthebrink.net]
Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2001 2:31 AM
Subject: The latest news from the Brink Campaign

Dear Brink Campaign Supporters,

Here’s an update on our efforts to get nuclear weapons off high alert.
Topics in this Up-date include:
 Congressional Resolutions and Grassroots Efforts
 Tim Barner, formerly of 20/20 Vision, joins the Campaign.
 Congressional Briefing report
 Religious Leaders Appeal to the President
 Reverend Bob Edgars, President National Council of Churches editorial in
USA Today 4/2/2001 on de-alerting.
 Speakers Available for Spring/Summer Speakers Tour
 Women for Responsible Security Conference, Carter Center, Atlanta, June
23-24.

· CONGRESSIONAL RESOLUTIONS – In the House, Representative Markey is seeking
Republican co-sponsors before dropping a resolution similar to last years.
In the Senate, language is being drafted for a resolution calling on the
President to work with the Russians to get nuclear weapons off high alert.
Again, the goal early on is to try for Republican support.  A Senate defense
aide told the campaign “the time was ripe” to promote de-alerting because of
“increasing concern about the Russian’s ability to control their nuclear
weapons.”
 GRASSROOTS EFFORT: Hand-written notes to key House and or Senate members
right now would enhance efforts to get a Republican co-sponsor in both the
House and Senate. Contact prgrm@backfromthebrink.net to find out in which
states your efforts will have the most effect.

 We are pleased to announce that Tim Barner, formerly with 20/20 Vision,
will be acting as a consultant for the Brink Campaign on this project.

 State Action- The Resolutions Committee of the California Democratic Party
pass a Resolution calling for Democratic members of the California
Congressional Delegation to work for an agreement that would take the United
Sates and Russia immediately off hair trigger nuclear alert” due to the
efforts of the Orange County Alliance for Peace organized by Tim Carpenter.
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Good Work.

· CONGRESSIONAL BRIEFING- Brink Campaign board member Bruce Blair spoke on
de-alerting to some 75 House Congressional staffers on March 5, in a
briefing organized by Friends Committee on National Legislation (FCNL) and
Council for a Livable World.

· RELIGIOUS LEADERS APPEAL TO PRESIDENT – With the help of FCNL, more then
seventy U.S. religious leaders signed a letter appealing to President Bush
to follow-through on his campaign pledge to remove nuclear weapons from
high-alert.  The letter, requesting a meeting with administration officials,
was delivered to the President in late January.  Last week the letter was
delivered to defense aides of every member of Congress.
See attached editorial (facilitated by the Brink Campaign) in USA Today,
4/2/2001 from Reverend Bob Edgar, President of the National Council of
Churches.
 GRASSROOTS COMPONENT: We continue to encourage state and local faith-based
leaders to sign-on to the Religious Leaders Appeal as a way of getting
messages to members of Congress. For a copy of the Campaign’s “Tips on
Working with the Religious Leaders Appeal in Your Community," contact the
Campaign.

· NEW RESOURCES: Briefing Book – the Brink Campaign, in conjunction with the
Project on Participatory Democracy has produced a comprehensive overview of
de-alerting.  (contact the office for copies) .  The book has been sent to
every member of Congress, national security staff, as well as to
organizations and individuals nationwide. To get your free copy, or to order
in bulk, contact bradm@backfromthebrink.net.

· THE BUSH ADMINISTRATION – The administration is in the process of
conducting a reevaluation of US nuclear weapons policy.  The  “directive” is
likely to include a proposal for significant reductions in the US
arsenal—possibly including a de-alerting component--and a “robust” national
missile defense system (NMD).  But NMD development is likely to block
progress in getting other nuclear weapons states to de-alert or reduce their
arsenals.  The directive is not expected to be ready for a couple of months.
The release of the proposal will provide an opportunity to promote
de-alerting in the media.
 The Brink Campaign has developed a set of “TALKING POINTS” on the effects
of NMD on nuclear weapons on hair-trigger alert. For more information,
contact the Campaign.

· Nuclear Force Posture Review – this Department of Defense review isn’t due
to go to Congress until December, but in a letter to the Campaign the DOD
said the review would “include an examination of de-alerting.”

· The Brink Campaign would like to TAKE THE MESSAGE TO YOUR HOMETOWN. Ira
Shorr or Esther Pank are willing to come to your community to call attention
to what Senator Sam Nunn (Ret-GA) calls the “clear and present danger,” of
having nuclear weapons on hair-trigger alert. Contact
prgrm@backfromthebrink.net.

· WOMEN FOR RESPONSIBLE SECURITY CONFERENCE  at the Carter Center, Atlanta,
GA June 23-24. For scholarship information contact
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prgrm@backfromthebrink.net. To register contact Peace Links website at
www.peacelinks.org

BE SURE TO VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT WWW.BACKFROMTHEBRINK.ORG to order new
resources.

STAY TUNED for information on an up-coming Congressional Grassroots Message
Campaign.

Ira Shorr, Director    Esther Pank, Field Coordinator
**************************************************************
Esther Pank
Back from the Brink Campaign
6856 Eastern Avenue, NW, # 322
Washington DC 20012
202.545.1001 ph
202.545.1004 fax
brinkprogram@backfromthebrink.net
www.backfromthebrink.org

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\USA TODAY.doc"



USA TODAY
4/2/2001
Letter-to-the-Editor

The latest spy scandal has damaged U.S.-Russian relations, part of
increasing Cold War-style tensions with Russia, China and North Korea
(''More Russian agents target U.S.,'' News, March 23).
But in a world with nuclear weapons on hair-trigger alert, this isn't
just a
question of chillier rhetoric; it's a barometer of nuclear danger.
This is why I and 70 American religious leaders made an interfaith
appeal to
President Bush to work with Russia to take nuclear weapons off high
alert.
Nearly 5,000 U.S. and Russian nuclear weapons -- equivalent to 100,000
Hiroshima bombs -- are now primed for launch at a moment's notice.
Thirteen Days, the recent film about the Cuban missile crisis, showed
that
in 1962, we had 13 days to prevent a nuclear exchange, and needed every
second of them. Today, we have minutes.
In 1995, scientific rockets launched by Norway triggered a false alarm
in
Russia, bringing it within minutes of launching ''retaliatory'' nuclear
strikes at the United States. Since then, Russia's aging early-warning
satellite system has deteriorated even further, and if another false
alarm
occurred today, we might not be so lucky.
As then-candidate Bush said last year, ''keeping so many weapons on high
alert may create unacceptable risks of accidental or unauthorized
launch.''
Retired Air Force general George Lee Butler, former commander of U.S.
nuclear forces and one of many military leaders who endorses standing
down
nuclear weapons, has said we ''cannot at once hold sacred the mystery of
life while we retain the capacity to destroy it.''
If a general can view nuclear issues in moral and spiritual terms, so
can
people of faith.
One doesn't need to be a nuclear strategist to advocate this simple,
practical precaution against nuclear war. One simply needs the moral
vision
to take a small step back from the brink.
Rev. Bob Edgar, general secretary
National Council of Churches USA
New York, N.Y.



From: Spencersage2@aol.com 
Date: Wed, 4 Apr 2001 14:24:19 EDT 
Subject: (no subject) 
To: mupj@igc.org
 X-Mailer: AOL 6.0 for Windows US sub 10523 

Dear Howard and Carlee,

It was good to see you Monday evening.   We arrived safely last night.   We
are glad to be back.   The eye doctor called and Ken's operation is changed
to next Tuesday afternoon.   He had a pile of mail so he is glad to have time
to get that cleared off his desk.

Ernestene had sent an e-mail about Ed.   Sunday Ed was in need of help so
Ernestene took him to the hospital.   He needed more blood and then they took
scans of his GI tract and found he had several ulcers that are bleeding.   
They are not sure why --it may be the medicine or something entirely
different.   Anyway he is not feeling so well.   I have not called over  not
have I had any more e-mail.   Their e-mail is:  halledee@aol.com.   If I hear
more I will let you know.

It is cold here too.   We are ready for spring.   

Keep in touch.   Jeanette
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From: Starman Wendy <wstarman@wesleysem.edu>
To: "'Howard W.  Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Meeting on April 10
Date: Thu, 5 Apr 2001 11:36:54 -0400 
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2448.0)

Dear Howard,

I wanted to write and express our gratitude for your assistance!  We were
smiles all over after reading the message you sent to the members of your
organization for our video viewing.  You are truly committed to the cause
and it shows!  We will see you Apr. 10th with bells on our shoes!  Have a
great week and many thanks from our project to yours!

Sincerely,
Erica Newport
Outreach Asst.
NR/DI

ps....are your meetings open to anyone interested in nuclear arms control?  

> -----Original Message-----
> From: Howard W.  Hallman [SMTP:mupj@igc.org]
> Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2001 11:54 AM
> To: mupj@igc.org
> Subject: Meeting on April 10
> 
> Dear Colleagues:
> 
> The Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament will meet at 1:00 p.m. on
> Tuesday, April 10 in Conference Room 4 at the Methodist Building, 100
> Maryland Avenue, NE, Washington, D.C.  From 1:00 to 2:30 we will consider
> such issues as de-alerting, national missile defense, Nunn-Lugar program,
> and the nuclear posture review and will discuss our activities for
> grassroots mobilization and advocacy in Washington.
> 
> At 2:30 for those who can stay longer, Erica Newport of the Nuclear
> Reduction/Disarmament Initiative will present a 20 minute video made with
> assistance from the Center for Defense Information.  This is the
> Initiative
> that started at the Washington National Cathedral and is now sponsored by
> the Churches' Center for Theology and Public Policy, based at Wesley
> Theological Seminary.
> 
> I hope to see you then.
> 
> Shalom,
> Howard
> 
> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
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> Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
> 
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
> laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
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To: Starman Wendy <wstarman@wesleysem.edu>
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Meeting on April 10
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <DC1977460103D311B0DE0060943F439F636ED3@WESLEY-EXCH1>
References: 

At 11:36 AM 4/5/01 -0400, you wrote:
>
>ps....are your meetings open to anyone interested in nuclear arms control?  
>

Erica,

Our meetings are mainly for representatives of faith-based organizations working on nuclear disarmament issues.  
However, we have some informal advisers from civic-sector organizations who meet with us.

Howard
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To: ealsgaard@umc-gbcs.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Proposed article for Christian Social Action
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: A:\abolish.343.doc;
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Erik,

I am submitting for your consideration for Christian Social Action the attached article entitled "Nuclear Disarmament: 
What Then Shall We Do?"

The article draws upon the General Conference resolution entitled "Saying No to Nuclear Deterrence" and relates the 
recommendations to current public policy issues.  It also draws up a set of practical steps contained in the Final 
Document of the 2000 NPT Review Conference.

I write as one who has worked for nuclear disarmament steadily since 1984.  Methodists United for Peace with Justice, 
which I chair, came into existence in 1987 in response to the UM bishops' "In Defense of Creation".  We proposed 
resolutions on this topic to the 1988, 1992, 1996, and 2000 General Conferences and shepherded them to adoption, 
usually on the consent calendar.  

As you may be aware, I have worked closely with Robin Ringler over the years and with the network of conference 
peace with justice coordinators.  And also with Jaydee Hanson.  I also serve as chair of the Interfaith Committee for 
Nuclear Disarmament, a coalition of about 35 denominational offices and religious associations.

If you would like to discuss my article, please call me at 301 896-0013.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: ealsgaard@umc-gbcs.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Correction
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Erik,

I have a correction to make in the article on Nuclear Disarmament I sent you yesterday.  On page 4 in the last sentence 
of the section on Nuclear Testing the correct word is "relentlessly".  I mistakenly added "un".  Please make this 
correction.

Howard
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From: Erik Alsgaard <EAlsgaard@UMC-GBCS.ORG>
To: "'Howard W.  Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Correction
Date: Fri, 6 Apr 2001 10:46:37 -0400 
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)

Correction noted.

Thanks!

Xapis,

Erik

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Friday, April 06, 2001 8:07 AM
To: Erik Alsgaard
Subject: Correction

Erik,

I have a correction to make in the article on Nuclear Disarmament I sent
you yesterday.  On page 4 in the last sentence of the section on Nuclear
Testing the correct word is "relentlessly".  I mistakenly added "un".
Please make this correction.

Howard

Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org

Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
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To: ronfoster
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: VIM project
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Ron,

I asked Hal Recinos if there could be a project at Casa del Pueblo for a VIM team from out of town.  He replied, "Paint 
the sanctuary."  He thinks he knows where he can borrow some scaffolding.  With that in place the job might be 
completed in a week by a reasonably sized crew.  Casa del Pueblo has showers and a kitchen if the VIM team wants to 
do urban camping on site.   There are no beds there, so cots or sleeping bags would have to be obtained.  An alternative 
would be for them to come when Wesley Seminary is in recess and use the dormitory.

If you are interested, give Hal a call at Wesley Seminary: 202 885-8600. 

I also have an inquiry in with the Foundry Housing Mission, which one Saturday a month does housing repairs for 
elderly residents.

Shalom,
Howard
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X-Sender: mupj@pop2.igc.org
X-Mailer: QUALCOMM Windows Eudora Light Version 3.0.3 (32)
Date: Fri, 06 Apr 2001 15:15:37 -0400
To: ograbc@aol.com, ken@bpfna.org, tiller64@starpower.net, bpinguel@afsc.org,
        "Jim Matlack" <denhartz@erols.com>, glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org,
        dradcliff_gb@brethren.org, washofc@aol.com, tlheath@churchwomen.org,
        redgar@ncccusa.org, lisaw@ncccusa.org, heathern@ncccusa.org,
        bgrieves@dfms.org, jmskipper@aol.com, thart@dfms.org, epf@peacenet.org,
        stuwhis@enter.net, disarm@forusa.org, joe@fcnl.org, kathy@fcnl.org,
        david@fcnl.org, lydia@fcnl.org, marsusab@aol.com,
        J._Daryl_Byler@mcc.org, CHouleMM@aol.com, jcoode@maryknoll.org,
        dave@paxchristiusa.org, slisherness@unidial.com, jow@mindspring.com,
        cgordon@ctr.pcusa.org, lwyolton@prodigy.net, rlabush@rac.org,
        uuawo@aol.com, egbertl4pj@yahoo.com, stiefr@ucc.org, conoverp@ucc.org,
        jhanson@umc-gbcs.org, gpowers@nccbuscc.org,
        WorldPeaceMakers@compuserve.com, mupj@igc.org, dkelli@iiit.org,
        mpf@forusa.org, ccosby@dhm.disciples.org, blythe-goodman@erols.com,
        sdeboe@cmsm.org, dwinston@bpf.org, Murraylou2@CS.com,
        dshank@sojourners.com, sroyster@sistersofmercy.org, csjp@igc.org,
        kenanddavida@starpower.net, wstarman@wesleysem.edu,
        cctpp@wesleysem.edu, 76622.637@compuserve.com, gbaldridge@cbfnet.org,
        ronsider@esa-online.org, guy.quinlan@cliffordchance.com, mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Nuclear posture review

To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament

Dear Colleagues:

Since our January meeting I have been in conversation with Lisa Wright
(National Council of Churches) and Pat Conover (United Church of Christ)
about the possibility of a statement by religious leaders on the U.S.
nuclear posture.  Although they have both been too busy with other
responsibilities to devote much time to this matter, they have given me
comments on successive drafts of a statement.  The latest version is
attached.  At our April 10 meeting we will discuss what to do with it.  

The Department of Defense is in the midst of a nuclear posture review with
a mandate to report to Congress by December 2001.  This is tied in with an
overall strategic review that the Bush Administration has underway.
Guesses are that results of this review will begin to be released in May or
June.  Possibly the official nuclear posture review will be completed and
released in June or July, well before the congressional deadline.

Several civic sector organizations, such as Union of Concerned Scientists,
Federation of American Scientists, and Center for Defense Information, are
developing a statement on the U.S. nuclear posture for release in May or June.

If we are going to have any influence on the debate on nuclear posture, we
would also need to get something out by the latter part of May or early
June.  Among the options we might consider are the following.

(1) Do nothing with .  Among the reasons are (a) we don't have time to do
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this properly, (b) there are too many statements floating around now for
heads of communion to sign (such as on Vieques, the federal budget, and
land mines), (c) the views of the religious community on nuclear
disarmament are already known.

(2) During the remainder of April participants in the Interfaith Committee
for Nuclear Disarmament could refine my draft.  The revised draft could
then be circulated to heads of communion the first two or three weeks in
May (after these other statements are out of the way).  The statement could
be released at a news conference toward the end of May or early June.
Participants in the news conference would be interfaith.  Among others Bob
Edgar would be an important participant because of his position as general
secretary of the National Council of Churches and his 20 year involvement
with nuclear disarmament issues.

(3) We could gather a collection of individual letters from heads of
communion, stating the denomination's position on nuclear disarmament and
making recommendations on the U.S. nuclear posture.  Presumably these
letters would be drafted by staff involved in the Interfaith Committee.
The letters could be released as a package toward the end of May or early
June.

We will discuss these alternatives at the April 10 meeting.  If you can't
be there and want to offer your views in advance, please reply to all.

Shalom,
Howard

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\abolish.344.doc"

Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org

Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
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Reply-To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
From: "Brink Campaign" <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
To: "Howard Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Fr. Hesburgh
Date: Fri, 6 Apr 2001 00:53:27 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook IMO, Build 9.0.2416 (9.0.2910.0)
Importance: Normal
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.00.2919.6600

I have made contact with Fr. H's office. His assistant and I will talk early
next week.
I've just checked with Kathy G.
Have a good weekend,
Esther

Esther Pank
Back from the Brink Campaign
6856 Eastern Avenue, NW, # 322
Washington DC 20012
202.545.1001 ph
202.545.1004 fax
brinkprogram@backfromthebrink.net
www.backfromthebrink.org
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X-Mailer: Novell GroupWise 5.2
Date: Fri, 06 Apr 2001 12:01:46 -0500
From: "Greg Laszakovits" <glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org>
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: Re: Indiana Signon on Dealerting

Howard,
I received your voicemail regarding the president of Bethany signing on.  He has not responded--I will follow up with 
him.

Greg

Greg Laszakovits
Director, Washington Office
Church of the Brethren
337 North Carolina, SE
Washington, DC  20003
202.546.3202

>>> "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> 04/03/01 11:57AM >>>
We have Presbyterians as initial signers of the Indiana letter on de-alerting.

Howard

X-Mailer: Novell GroupWise 5.5.3
>Date: Tue, 03 Apr 2001 12:54:44 -0400
>From: "Catherine Gordon" <cgordon@ctr.pcusa.org>
>To: <Mupj@igc.org>
>Subject: Indiana Signon on Dealerting
>
>Howard,
>
>The three Presbyters agreed to sign on.
>
>Reverend Lorna Kuyk, Executive Presbyter, Presbytery of Ohio Valley
>Sue Berry, General Presbyter, Wabash Valley Presbytery
>Jill Hudson, Executive Presbyter, Whitewater Valley Presbytery
>
>Let me know if you need any other information.
>
>Catherine
>
Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org 

Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
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To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: April 10 meeting of Interfaith Committee
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <NEBBKJHCMLACLOPKCPPBAEBMCCAA.prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
References: 

Esther,

I don't remember whether I sent you a reminder that the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament is meeting on 
Tuesday, April 10 from 1:00 to 2:30 p.m. in Conference Room 4 of the Methodist Building.  I hope you can attend 
because we will be discussing de-alerting.

There will be a half-hour extension at 2:30 to view a video from the Disarmament Initiative that started at the National 
Cathedral and is now at Wesley Seminary.  You are welcome then, too.

Howard
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From: "Final Draft Requests" <requests@finaldraft.com>
To: <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Subscribe Newsletter
Date: Fri, 6 Apr 2001 10:29:01 -0700
List-Software: LetterRip Pro 3.0.7 by Fog City Software, Inc.

Please save a copy of this message for future reference.

The following address has been added to the NewsLetter list: 

     <mupj@igc.org>

You will receive individual messages from the list. To instead receive 
digest versions of the messages, send the following command to 
requests@finaldraft.com:

    subscribe digest newsletter

You can send messages to the list and your messages will be sent to the 
other list subscribers. Send messages to:

    NewsLetter <newsletter@finaldraft.com>

To send a request, enter the command in the body of the message and send 
it to:

    Final Draft Requests <requests@finaldraft.com>

To receive help, send the following command to requests@finaldraft.com:

    help

To be removed from the list, send the following command to 
requests@finaldraft.com:

    unsubscribe newsletter
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Date: Sat, 07 Apr 2001 15:28:55 -0500
From: lmehall@attglobal.net
Reply-To: lmehall@attglobal.net
X-Mailer: Mozilla 3.04 (Win95; I)
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Cancellation

Dear Howard,
   I was anticipating your note after my mom's conversation with Carlee
about the death of this relative.  I am sorry you are not coming!  I did
have a great lunch menu planned.  Our lake is full, and everything is
beautiful out here!  You will have to bring Carlee another time.  We are
off to 4:00 p.m. mass!  Take Care!  Lynette



From: Murraylou2@cs.com 
Date: Fri, 6 Apr 2001 17:09:54 EDT 
Subject: Re: Nuclear posture review 
To: mupj@igc.org 
X-Mailer: CompuServe 2000 6.0 for Windows US sub 352 

Why not release an interfaith position paper with alternatives immediately after the Bush
administration publishes its own?

Murray Polner 
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Date: Sat, 7 Apr 2001 08:19:23 -0700 (PDT)
From: Egbert Lawrence <egbertl4pj@yahoo.com>
Subject: Re: Nuclear posture review  comments from Larry Egbert
To: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Cc: UUAWO@aol.com

Howard, 
   Thanks for this outline.  I would (at this time and
before our discussion Tuesday) suggest we make a
statement and get our religious leaders to sign. 
There is a huge tradition here, as you say, but
repetition is crucial.  Sometimes, we need to repeat,
REPEAT, REE-PEE-T!! And, after repeating, say it
again.  
   Besides, most denominations have peasants running
around doing the grunt work so the additional labor
involved for the leaders is negligible.  
   See you Tuesday.   PEACE!   Larry
--- "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> wrote:
> To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament
> 
> Dear Colleagues:
> 
> Since our January meeting I have been in
> conversation with Lisa Wright
> (National Council of Churches) and Pat Conover
> (United Church of Christ)
> about the possibility of a statement by religious
> leaders on the U.S.
> nuclear posture.  Although they have both been too
> busy with other
> responsibilities to devote much time to this matter,
> they have given me
> comments on successive drafts of a statement.  The
> latest version is
> attached.  At our April 10 meeting we will discuss
> what to do with it.  
> 
> The Department of Defense is in the midst of a
> nuclear posture review with
> a mandate to report to Congress by December 2001. 
> This is tied in with an
> overall strategic review that the Bush
> Administration has underway.
> Guesses are that results of this review will begin
> to be released in May or
> June.  Possibly the official nuclear posture review
> will be completed and
> released in June or July, well before the
> congressional deadline.
> 
> Several civic sector organizations, such as Union of
> Concerned Scientists,
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> Federation of American Scientists, and Center for
> Defense Information, are
> developing a statement on the U.S. nuclear posture
> for release in May or June.
> 
> If we are going to have any influence on the debate
> on nuclear posture, we
> would also need to get something out by the latter
> part of May or early
> June.  Among the options we might consider are the
> following.
> 
> (1) Do nothing with .  Among the reasons are (a) we
> don't have time to do
> this properly, (b) there are too many statements
> floating around now for
> heads of communion to sign (such as on Vieques, the
> federal budget, and
> land mines), (c) the views of the religious
> community on nuclear
> disarmament are already known.
> 
> (2) During the remainder of April participants in
> the Interfaith Committee
> for Nuclear Disarmament could refine my draft.  The
> revised draft could
> then be circulated to heads of communion the first
> two or three weeks in
> May (after these other statements are out of the
> way).  The statement could
> be released at a news conference toward the end of
> May or early June.
> Participants in the news conference would be
> interfaith.  Among others Bob
> Edgar would be an important participant because of
> his position as general
> secretary of the National Council of Churches and
> his 20 year involvement
> with nuclear disarmament issues.
> 
> (3) We could gather a collection of individual
> letters from heads of
> communion, stating the denomination's position on
> nuclear disarmament and
> making recommendations on the U.S. nuclear posture. 
> Presumably these
> letters would be drafted by staff involved in the
> Interfaith Committee.
> The letters could be released as a package toward
> the end of May or early
> June.
> 
> We will discuss these alternatives at the April 10
> meeting.  If you can't
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> be there and want to offer your views in advance,
> please reply to all.
> 
> Shalom,
> Howard
> 

> ATTACHMENT part 2 application/msword
name=abolish.344.doc; x-mac-type=42494E41;
x-mac-creator=4D535744
> 
> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
> Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
> 
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a
> membership association of
> laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any
> Methodist denomination. 

__________________________________________________
Do You Yahoo!?
Get email at your own domain with Yahoo! Mail. 
http://personal.mail.yahoo.com/
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From: "Lisa Wright" <lisaw@ncccusa.org>
To: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Agenda for April 10
Date: Mon, 9 Apr 2001 13:44:26 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook IMO, Build 9.0.2416 (9.0.2910.0)
Importance: Normal
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.2106.4

Howard - this has become a conflict for me as well.  I'd vote to move - bad
times (on a regular basis) are Wednesdays 10-12; 2nd & 4th Thurs. 3-5; 2nd &
4th Tuesdays 1-3, and then random times the rest of the week.  I think 3rd
Tuesdays look OK for now.

Lisa

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Monday, April 09, 2001 1:11 PM
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: Agenda for April 10

To:  Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament

Dear Colleagues:

Here is the agenda for tomorrow's meeting (April 10).  Our regular business
will run from 1:00 to 2:30 p.m.  Then we will have an opportunity to view a
video developed by the Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative.

One item of business is our meeting date.  Catherine Gordon of the
Presbyterian Office points out that our second-Tuesday schedule conflicts
with the regular meeting of the Latin America Working Group.  Would another
date be possible for us?  Such as the third Tuesday of each month from 1:00
to 2:30 p.m.?  If you aren't coming to the meeting and want to comment on
meeting date, please reply to me.

Shalom,
Howard

###

Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament
Meeting of Tuesday, April 10, 2001
Methodist Building, Conference Room 4

Agenda

1:00 to 2:30 p.m.
1. Introductions
2. Strategic review
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 a. Bush Administration
 b. Religious statement on nuclear posture review
3. Upcoming legislative issues
 a. De-alerting
 b. National missile defense
 c. Nunn-Lugar
 d. Appropriations
 e. Other
4. Grassroots Mobilization
5. Schedule for future meetings

2:30 - 3:00 p.m.
Presentation of video by Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative
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Reply-To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
From: "Brink Campaign" <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
To: "Greg Laszakovits" <glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org>
Cc: "Kathy Guthrie" <kathy@fcnl.org>, "Howard Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Brink Sign on letter
Date: Mon, 9 Apr 2001 04:20:25 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook IMO, Build 9.0.2416 (9.0.2910.0)
Importance: Normal
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.00.2919.6600

Hi Greg,
I'm just checking in to see if you have had a response from the president of
Bethany Seminary?

Kathy Guthrie had a recent conversation with the President of Earlham
college who has agreed to sign on. He in turn has apparently already been in
touch with Parker Marden, President of Manchester College (we understand
that to be a Brethren college), and Shirley Showater, President of Goshen
College about developing a peace college consortium of sorts to work on
nuclear weapons issues.

Could you follow up with President Parker Marden?

At this point the following revs have signed on: United Methodist Bishop
Woodie White;  Episcopal Bishop, Bishop Catherine Waynick; Regional Minister
Reverend C. edward Weisheimer of the 'Chirstwill put us in a strong position
to move ahead.

Hope you are having a good spring.

Esther
************************
Esther Pank
Back from the Brink Campaign
6856 Eastern Avenue, NW, # 322
Washington DC 20012
202.545.1001 ph
202.545.1004 fax
brinkprogram@backfromthebrink.net
www.backfromthebrink.org
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To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>, "Greg Laszakovits" <glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Brink Sign on letter
Cc: "Kathy Guthrie" <kathy@fcnl.org>
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <NEBBKJHCMLACLOPKCPPBOECHCCAA.prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
References: 

At 04:20 AM 4/9/01 -0400, Brink Campaign wrote:
>Hi Greg....
>At this point the following revs have signed on: United Methodist Bishop
>Woodie White;  Episcopal Bishop, Bishop Catherine Waynick; Regional Minister
>Reverend C. Edward Weisheimer of the [correction by Howard] Christian Church of Indiana. 

Howard adds:

Also,the three Presbyters in Indiana agreed to sign on: Reverend Lorna Kuyk, Executive Presbyter, Presbytery of Ohio 
Valley; Sue Berry, General Presbyter, Wabash Valley Presbytery; Jill Hudson, Executive Presbyter, Whitewater Valley 
Presbytery
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To: mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Agenda for April 10
Cc: 
Bcc: icnd
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

To:  Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament

Dear Colleagues:

Here is the agenda for tomorrow's meeting (April 10).  Our regular business will run from 1:00 to 2:30 p.m.  Then we 
will have an opportunity to view a video developed by the Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative.

One item of business is our meeting date.  Catherine Gordon of the Presbyterian Office points out that our second-
Tuesday schedule conflicts with the regular meeting of the Latin America Working Group.  Would another date be 
possible for us?  Such as the third Tuesday of each month from 1:00 to 2:30 p.m.?  If you aren't coming to the meeting 
and want to comment on meeting date, please reply to me.

Shalom,
Howard

###

Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament
Meeting of Tuesday, April 10, 2001
Methodist Building, Conference Room 4

Agenda

1:00 to 2:30 p.m.
1. Introductions
2. Strategic review
 a. Bush Administration
 b. Religious statement on nuclear posture review
3. Upcoming legislative issues
 a. De-alerting
 b. National missile defense
 c. Nunn-Lugar
 d. Appropriations
 e. Other
4. Grassroots Mobilization
5. Schedule for future meetings

2:30 - 3:00 p.m.
Presentation of video by Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative
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From: "Bob and Elaine Tiller" <tiller64@starpower.net>
To: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Agenda for April 10
Date: Mon, 9 Apr 2001 21:25:04 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 5.00.2314.1300
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.00.2314.1300

Well, Hoard, something has come up at work, and I can not make it to the
meeting.  Very sorry.

Bob Tiller

----- Original Message -----
From: Howard W. Hallman <mupj@igc.org>
To: <mupj@igc.org>
Sent: Monday, April 09, 2001 1:11 PM
Subject: Agenda for April 10

> To:  Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament
>
> Dear Colleagues:
>
> Here is the agenda for tomorrow's meeting (April 10).  Our regular
business
> will run from 1:00 to 2:30 p.m.  Then we will have an opportunity to view
a
> video developed by the Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative.
>
> One item of business is our meeting date.  Catherine Gordon of the
> Presbyterian Office points out that our second-Tuesday schedule conflicts
> with the regular meeting of the Latin America Working Group.  Would
another
> date be possible for us?  Such as the third Tuesday of each month from
1:00
> to 2:30 p.m.?  If you aren't coming to the meeting and want to comment on
> meeting date, please reply to me.
>
> Shalom,
> Howard
>
> ###
>
>
> Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament
> Meeting of Tuesday, April 10, 2001
> Methodist Building, Conference Room 4
>
> Agenda
>
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> 1:00 to 2:30 p.m.
> 1. Introductions
> 2. Strategic review
> a. Bush Administration
> b. Religious statement on nuclear posture review
> 3. Upcoming legislative issues
> a. De-alerting
> b. National missile defense
> c. Nunn-Lugar
> d. Appropriations
> e. Other
> 4. Grassroots Mobilization
> 5. Schedule for future meetings
>
> 2:30 - 3:00 p.m.
> Presentation of video by Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative
>
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X-Sender: vhall110@pop.southwind.net (Unverified)
X-Mailer: QUALCOMM Windows Eudora Version 4.3.1
Date: Mon, 09 Apr 2001 21:57:46 -0500
To: bhallman@slb.com, cpepper@towerhill.org, Dibaby911@aol.com,
        "DKNUTSONR@aol.com" <DKNUTSONR@aol.com>,
        Edward Brueggemann <edbruegge@mediaone.net>, halledee@aol.com,
        EAABurns@aol.com, JEMSO615@aol.com, mupj@igc.apc.org,
        Spencersage@aol.com, LMEHALL@ibm.net, MMBruegg@aol.com,
        PAULNLISH@aol.com, maxandlil@yahoo.com
From: Jeanette Hallman <vhall110@southwind.net>
Subject: Birthday

Hi Everyone:  Aunt Helen's birthday is Friday April 13th and she will be 
95. If you would like to send a card her address is 1901 East 23rd, Rm 311, 
Hutchinson, Ks. 67502
             HAPPY EASTER TO ALL           Love Jeanette
Jeanette Hallman
110 Downing Rd.
Hutchinson, KS  67502
316-663-4355
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To: dosmith6@juno.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Paying Casa del Pueblo
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Dwight,

Here is a copy of a message I sent on March 19 to you and Ron regarding payment to Casa del Pueblo.  It didn't go 
through to you because I didn't have your new address.

Howard

### 

Dear Ron and Dwight,

I met today with Dr. Hal Recinos, pastor of Casa del Pueblo, because I am going to help them with grant writing.  In the 
process I gained a better understanding of their needs.   One need is to pay off their van, for monthly payments are a 
drain on current income.

I'm not sure where we are with our payments to Casa del Pueblo from the Building for the Future Fund.  The last report 
I have shows that we have paid $2,006 of the original allocation of $3,300.  I don't know whether another payment has 
been made.  Nor do I know whether there was reimbursement to George Patrick for supplies for our January work.  
Whatever is the case I suggest that we pay the balance of the $3,300 allocation (which they have requested) and the 
$1,000 allocated for 2001.  This sum would go to help pay for their van, which is the kind of capital expense appropriate 
for Building for the Future Fund.

If you have any questions, please call me at 301 897-3668.

Shalom,
Howard
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From: David Culp <david@fcnl.org>
To: "Howard W. Hallman " <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Bush's Nuclear Weapons Policy
Date: Tue, 10 Apr 2001 16:29:12 -0400
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2448.0)

Bush's Nuclear Weapons Policy: the Good, the Bad, and the Ugly

by David Culp, Friends Committee on National Legislation

Behind closed doors at the Pentagon and the White House, the Bush
administration has begun a review of the nation's nuclear weapons policy.

Originally slated to be finished in April, the completed review is now not
expected until May or June. Why? First, the administration has been slow in
staffing the executive branch. Second, political advisors in the White House
are arguing for a delay in announcing expensive military programs until the
tax-cut bill has cleared the Senate.

While the specifics have not been decided, the Bush policies are known in
general. For peace activists they can be described as the good, the bad, and
the ugly.

The Good: Strategic Reductions and De-alerting

  "While the President will seek to persuade Russia to join us
in further reducing nuclear arsenals, he is also prepared to lead by
example. The President proposes to maintain our nuclear arsenal with the
lowest number of nuclear weapons consistent with our present and future
national security needs."

  Office of Management and Budget, A Blueprint for New
Beginnings, 2001, p. 54.
 
The administration is expected to announce unilateral reductions in the
strategic nuclear arsenal. There is broad agreement, from the Joint Chiefs
of Staff to Greenpeace, that the nuclear arsenal is too large. The U.S. now
has 7,000 deployed strategic nuclear warheads under START I (Strategic Arms
Reduction Treaty). That number was determined by the Reagan administration
to be what was needed to deter the combined forces of the Soviet Union and
its Warsaw Pact allies.
 
START II would have further cut the arsenal in half. However, that treaty
was not ratified in its final form because of disagreements between the
Clinton administration and the Senate Republican leadership.

To break the arms control logjam, the Bush administration is considering
unilateral reductions. The Pentagon brass had already agreed to eliminate
4,500 strategic warheads (from 7,000 to 2,500 warheads) as part of a START
III agreement that the Clinton administration was considering. How many
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warheads to eliminate will be a major part of the debate inside the Bush
administration.

  ". . . the United States should remove as many weapons as
possible from high-alert, hair-trigger status--another unnecessary vestige
of Cold War confrontation.  . . . today, for two nations at peace, keeping
so many weapons on high alert may create unacceptable risks of accidental or
unauthorized launch. So, as President, I will ask for an assessment of what
we can safely do to lower the alert status of our forces."

  George W. Bush, Washington, May 23, 2000.

The Bush review may also recommend "de-alerting," i.e. taking off
hair-trigger alert, some of our nuclear weapons. The U.S. and Russia each
have 2,500 missiles on hair-trigger alert. A Russian president has about six
minutes and a U.S. president about 22 minutes to decide to launch a nuclear
counterstrike from receiving a report of an attack.

The dangers inherent in the crumbling of the Russian military infrastructure
concern Republicans as well as Democrats. In 1991, President George Bush,
Defense Secretary Dick Cheney and Joint Chiefs of Staff chairman Colin
Powell authorized the de-alerting of thousands of nuclear weapons as the
Warsaw Pact unraveled. In 2001, President George W. Bush, Vice President
Cheney and Secretary of State Powell may do the same.

The Defense Department has committed to include de-alerting in its nuclear
review in a February 2001 letter to the Friends Committee on National
Legislation, as Bush promised during the campaign. 

The Bad: Tactical Nuclear Weapons

  "Future warfare scenarios may require low-yield nuclear
options.  . . . the President should issue a directive outlining that
protecting the national interest requires . . . tactical nuclear weapons to
deter the use of nuclear, chemical, and biological weapons against U.S.
troops, regardless of where they are located."

  Heritage Foundation, Priorities for the President, chap. 10,
2001.
 
There are sharp contradictions among Bush officials over the role of
tactical, or short-range, nuclear weapons. Some officials, with opinions
parallel to the Heritage Foundation's point of view, would like to find new
battlefield roles for tactical nuclear weapons. These new roles could
include authorizing the use of tactical weapons, or "mini-nukes," against
non-nuclear states possessing chemical or biological weapons. Other nuclear
scenarios include destroying underground command bunkers in countries like
North Korea and Iraq. The most extreme proposals include the development of
new nuclear weapons. This would require the resumption of underground
testing and would destroy any prospect for a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.

On the other hand, Secretary of State Powell is known to have little use for
nuclear weapons on the battlefield. As chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
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in the first Bush administration, he tried to eliminate all U.S. tactical
nuclear weapons.

The Ugly: Missile Defense

  "America must build effective missile defenses, based on the
best available options, at the earliest possible date."

  George W. Bush, Washington, May 23, 2000.

There is complete agreement within the administration on deploying a missile
defense system. However on the second-tier questions, such as what kind of
system to deploy and how quickly to deploy, there is disagreement.

Will the system be a limited, land-based system, as proposed by Clinton, or
will it include sea-based and space-based systems?

Who would the U.S. try to protect? The United States only? European allies?
Japan, South Korea, Taiwan and Australia?

What are we trying to protect against? A limited number of missiles from a
country like North Korea? China's ballistic missiles?

The answers to these questions will determine the system's price tag. The
limited Clinton program was estimated to cost $60 billion. The system some
Republicans are advocating could approach $200 billion--a lot of money, even
in Washington. And who will pay for the system? American taxpayers only? Or
will U.S. allies be asked to help pay for missile defense?

Most importantly for peace advocates, what will happen to the Anti-Ballistic
Missile (ABM) treaty? Some Republicans argue for scrapping the treaty by
giving the Russians the required six-months notice this summer. The Russians
have repeatedly threatened to withdraw from arms reduction treaties if the
U.S. annuls the ABM treaty.

The Bush administration is realizing that the political costs for deploying
a missile system are at the front end, while the benefits, if any, are many
years down the road. There is no system that can be deployed before the end
of the first Bush term. The elaborate sea- and space-based systems being
pushed by missile defense advocates would not be in place until after a
possible second Bush term.

However, it appears almost certain that President Bush will agree to
implement a missile defense plan. That decision can be expected to provoke a
political firestorm of opposition here and in Europe. As details become
available, the debate will become sharpened. Congress may be asked to vote
on deployment of a missile defense system as part of the regular Pentagon
budget bills as soon as this summer.

In the short term, peace advocates should be pressing their representative
and senators to oppose missile defense as unworkable, as a waste of billions
of dollars, and as a threat to arms control agreements.

What to Do
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The nuclear policy changes, both good and bad, do not have a legislative
vehicle in Congress yet.  However, the policies will be debated and
influenced by the 50 members of the House Armed Services Committee and the
24 members of the Senate Armed Services Committee. If you are represented by
one of those members, you should contact them and join the debate. If not,
you should express your opinions to your representative and senators and ask
them to talk with their colleagues on the committees.

Activists should press members of the two Armed Services Committees for:
*  Sharp reductions in the strategic nuclear arsenal.
*  "De-alerting," or taking the nuclear arsenals off hair-trigger
alert.
*  Opposing any new roles for tactical, or battlefield, nuclear
weapons.

On missile defense, the congressional committees that draft the annual
military spending bills may be voting on parts of the Bush administration's
new plans in June and July. There is a better than 50 percent chance that
you are represented by a representative or senator on one of these four key
committees: House Armed Services Committee, House Appropriations Committee,
Senate Armed Services Committee, and Senate Appropriations Committee.

Conclusion

The Bush administration is likely to unveil its nuclear weapons policy
sometime in May or June, with much military fanfare. Peace advocates should
be leaders in the coming debate by writing letters-to-the-editor, contacting
key members of Congress, and encouraging others to join the public
discussion by praising the positive and criticizing the negative.

David Culp is a legislative representative with the Friends Committee on
National Legislation in Washington. He has lobbied for over ten years on
nuclear weapons issues. If you would like to receive regular e-mail updates
on nuclear disarmament, send him a note at <david@fcnl.org>. More
information on these topics is available on FCNL's website at
<www.fcnl.org>.
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To: blythe-goodman@erols.com, epf.peacenet.org, david@fcnl.org, kathy@fcnl.org, lisaw@ncccusa.org, 
rlabush@rac.org, egbertl4pj@yahoo.com, wstarman@wesleysem.edu
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Draft for responding to Bush
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: A:\10411.01;
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Colleagues,

Here is a draft of message to all participants in the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament on how to deal with 
Bush's nuclear policy review.  Does this accurately reflect what we discussed at yesterday's meeting?  What additions or 
changes do you suggest?

I would like your response by the close of business on Thursday, April 12 so that I send it out to everybody on Friday.

Howard

###

Draft

To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament

Dear Colleagues:

At the April 10 meeting of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament we discussed how the faith community 
should deal with the review of U.S. nuclear policy by the Bush Administration.  There was a consensus that a sign-on 
statement for heads of communions was not the best approach because of the difficulty in gaining agreement on a 
complex subject and because several other sign-on statements on foreign policy issues are in the works.   Rather we 
should engage in pro-active preparation to respond to Bush's policy recommendations.

The Bush strategic review is likely to be completed and results announced toward the end of May or early June.  Some 
of the conclusions will appear in the defense budget, scheduled for submission to Congress on May 15.  The Bush 
policy is likely to contain some matters we approve, such as de-alerting and a commitment to reduce strategic nuclear 
weapons to 2,500 warheads (from present 7,000 allowed under START I).  It will also advocate a strong commitment to 
layered missile defense and possibly withdrawal from the ABM Treaty, preparation so to resume nuclear testing, and 
new weapon development, which we oppose.  It is unlikely to lay out a detailed program for the total elimination of 
nuclear weapons.  (For more on expectations, see attached analysis by David Culp).

At our meeting we decided that we should develop a media strategy to respond to Bush's nuclear policies, both public 
media and denominational media.  We will want to reiterate the long-term commitment of religious organizations to 
seek the complete elimination of nuclear weapons.  We should praise Bush's policies that we support, such as de-
alerting and strategic reductions, but may ask for greater de-alerting and deeper cut than he proposes.  We should state 
our opposition to policies we disagree with.  We should especially call for a fuller commitment to a step-by-step 
program of total nuclear disarmament.

We suggest that denominational staff working on nuclear issues should start preparation now for the response that their 
top leadership might make in late May or June.  The draft statement that I circulated should be adapted to a background 
piece that can be drawn on in developing statements.  Each denomination can add in its own policies and can work out 
its own approach for getting the response into its network of publications and alerts.  Together we can develop sample 
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op-ed pieces, letters to the editor, bulletin inserts.

Collectively we should develop an approach for gaining exposure in the public media.  This might encompass a joint 
news conference, denominational news releases, placement of op-ed pieces in major newspapers, letters to the editor, 
reaching radio and TV outlets, getting a reporter to write a feature story on how the views of faith-based organizations 
(the "in" term) differ from Bush's policies, getting members of Congress to put our statements into the Congressional 
Record.  We can asked for a meeting with President Bush and his top staff.  We can call for public hearings by 
Congress.  We might consider holding citizen hearings jointly with civic-sector organizations.   Other ideas will be 
welcomed.  We can develop our media plan by e-mail exchange and discuss it at the next meeting of the Interfaith 
Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, which will be the third Tuesday, May 15.  

Please let me know what you think of these ideas and what you are willing to undertake within your denomination.

Shalom,
Howard
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X-Sender: epf@pop.igc.org
X-Mailer: QUALCOMM Windows Eudora Light Version 3.0.6 (32)
Date: Thu, 12 Apr 2001 07:34:04 -0400
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
From: Episcopal Peace Fellowship <epf@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Follow up from April 10 meeting

Howard,

I think the message is fine (with a couple of editings) and an accurate
report of the Tuesday discussion.  I say send it out to the gang.  I'll do
what I can.

I spent half an hour in the Episcopal Church's Government Relations office
after I left the conference room, and made some headway in our work, I
think...this is not a good week to try and do too much in a church
situation!  Using the NR/DI materials with some supplemental Episcopal
Church information, I think we'll be able to reach a bunch of middle level
and grassroots Episcopalians this spring and enlist them in the effort to
get discussion and advocacy re-started (it never stopped in some places,
but mostly it's quiet). We may target the key states and senators already
identified if you think that's a particularly good idea - or we may just go
with wide-spread geographical distribution.  I'd be helped by having your
advice/preference on this aspect please. I lean toward somewhere in between
if we can pull it off.

Beyond that, I'm not sure how much I'll be able to do in the next couple of
months.  I will talk with Bill Stuart-Whistler and the EPF Council about
how to stay plugged in to the Interfaith Committee and how to make best use
of the resources for the cause.

And I'll see you around!  Thanks for all you're doing, and have done, and
no doubt will do. It's making a difference.

peace,
mary
******************************************8
Re the message to the whole group:
The editings I would suggest are minor. 
In the third paragraph, "but may ask for greater de-alerting and deeper
cutS (or deeper cutting)..."

In the fourth paragraph, "draft statement that I circulated PREVIOUSLY WILL
BE adapted..."  I think it has to be a finished background paper when it
goes out. We should not lead recipients to think they have to revise the
paper itself before using it however they want to use it - there's too much
to do and too few people to do it and denominational staff especially won't
do anything with it at all if it isn't a finished thing when they get it.

At 01:37 PM 4/11/01 -0400, you wrote:
>
>Dear Colleagues,
>



10412.01.txt[5/10/2017 12:09:33 PM]

>Here is a draft of message to all participants in the Interfaith Committee
>for Nuclear Disarmament on how to deal with Bush's nuclear policy review.
>Does this accurately reflect what we discussed at yesterday's meeting?
>What additions or changes do you suggest?
>
>I would like your response by the close of business on Thursday, April 12
>so that I send it out to everybody on Friday.
>
>Howard
>
>###
>
>Draft
>
>To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament
>
>Dear Colleagues:
>
>At the April 10 meeting of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament
>we discussed how the faith community should deal with the review of U.S.
>nuclear policy by the Bush Administration.  There was a consensus that a
>sign-on statement for heads of communions was not the best approach because
>of the difficulty in gaining agreement on a complex subject and because
>several other sign-on statements on foreign policy issues are in the works.
>  Rather we should engage in pro-active preparation to respond to Bush's
>policy recommendations.
>
>The Bush strategic review is likely to be completed and results announced
>toward the end of May or early June.  Some of the conclusions will appear
>in the defense budget, scheduled for submission to Congress on May 15.  The
>Bush policy is likely to contain some matters we approve, such as
>de-alerting and a commitment to reduce strategic nuclear weapons to 2,500
>warheads (from present 7,000 allowed under START I).  It will also advocate
>a strong commitment to layered missile defense and possibly withdrawal from
>the ABM Treaty, preparation so to resume nuclear testing, and new weapon
>development, which we oppose.  It is unlikely to lay out a detailed program
>for the total elimination of nuclear weapons.  (For more on expectations,
>see attached analysis by David Culp).
>
>At our meeting we decided that we should develop a media strategy to
>respond to Bush's nuclear policies, both public media and denominational
>media.  We will want to reiterate the long-term commitment of religious
>organizations to seek the complete elimination of nuclear weapons.  We
>should praise Bush's policies that we support, such as de-alerting and
>strategic reductions, but may ask for greater de-alerting and deeper cut
>than he proposes.  We should state our opposition to policies we disagree
>with.  We should especially call for a fuller commitment to a step-by-step
>program of total nuclear disarmament.
>
>We suggest that denominational staff working on nuclear issues should start
>preparation now for the response that their top leadership might make in
>late May or June.  The draft statement that I circulated should be adapted
>to a background piece that can be drawn on in developing statements.  Each
>denomination can add in its own policies and can work out its own approach
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>for getting the response into its network of publications and alerts.
>Together we can develop sample op-ed pieces, letters to the editor,
>bulletin inserts.
>
>Collectively we should develop an approach for gaining exposure in the
>public media.  This might encompass a joint news conference, denominational
>news releases, placement of op-ed pieces in major newspapers, letters to
>the editor, reaching radio and TV outlets, getting a reporter to write a
>feature story on how the views of faith-based organizations (the "in" term)
>differ from Bush's policies, getting members of Congress to put our
>statements into the Congressional Record.  We can asked for a meeting with
>President Bush and his top staff.  We can call for public hearings by
>Congress.  We might consider holding citizen hearings jointly with
>civic-sector organizations.   Other ideas will be welcomed.  We can develop
>our media plan by e-mail exchange and discuss it at the next meeting of the
>Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, which will be the third
>Tuesday, May 15.  
>
>Please let me know what you think of these ideas and what you are willing
>to undertake within your denomination.
>
>Shalom,
>Howard
>
>###
>
>From: David Culp <david@fcnl.org>
>To: "Howard W. Hallman " <mupj@igc.org>
>Subject: Bush's Nuclear Weapons Policy
>Date: Tue, 10 Apr 2001 16:29:12 -0400
>X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2448.0)
>
>Bush's Nuclear Weapons Policy: the Good, the Bad, and the Ugly
>
>
>by David Culp, Friends Committee on National Legislation
>
>
>Behind closed doors at the Pentagon and the White House, the Bush
>administration has begun a review of the nation's nuclear weapons policy.
>
>Originally slated to be finished in April, the completed review is now not
>expected until May or June. Why? First, the administration has been slow in
>staffing the executive branch. Second, political advisors in the White House
>are arguing for a delay in announcing expensive military programs until the
>tax-cut bill has cleared the Senate.
>
>While the specifics have not been decided, the Bush policies are known in
>general. For peace activists they can be described as the good, the bad, and
>the ugly.
>
>
>The Good: Strategic Reductions and De-alerting
>
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>               "While the President will seek to persuade Russia to join us
>in further reducing nuclear arsenals, he is also prepared to lead by
>example. The President proposes to maintain our nuclear arsenal with the
>lowest number of nuclear weapons consistent with our present and future
>national security needs."
>
>               Office of Management and Budget, A Blueprint for New
>Beginnings, 2001, p. 54.
> 
>The administration is expected to announce unilateral reductions in the
>strategic nuclear arsenal. There is broad agreement, from the Joint Chiefs
>of Staff to Greenpeace, that the nuclear arsenal is too large. The U.S. now
>has 7,000 deployed strategic nuclear warheads under START I (Strategic Arms
>Reduction Treaty). That number was determined by the Reagan administration
>to be what was needed to deter the combined forces of the Soviet Union and
>its Warsaw Pact allies.
> 
>START II would have further cut the arsenal in half. However, that treaty
>was not ratified in its final form because of disagreements between the
>Clinton administration and the Senate Republican leadership.
>
>To break the arms control logjam, the Bush administration is considering
>unilateral reductions. The Pentagon brass had already agreed to eliminate
>4,500 strategic warheads (from 7,000 to 2,500 warheads) as part of a START
>III agreement that the Clinton administration was considering. How many
>warheads to eliminate will be a major part of the debate inside the Bush
>administration.
>
>               ". . . the United States should remove as many weapons as
>possible from high-alert, hair-trigger status--another unnecessary vestige
>of Cold War confrontation.  . . . today, for two nations at peace, keeping
>so many weapons on high alert may create unacceptable risks of accidental or
>unauthorized launch. So, as President, I will ask for an assessment of what
>we can safely do to lower the alert status of our forces."
>
>               George W. Bush, Washington, May 23, 2000.
>
>The Bush review may also recommend "de-alerting," i.e. taking off
>hair-trigger alert, some of our nuclear weapons. The U.S. and Russia each
>have 2,500 missiles on hair-trigger alert. A Russian president has about six
>minutes and a U.S. president about 22 minutes to decide to launch a nuclear
>counterstrike from receiving a report of an attack.
>
>The dangers inherent in the crumbling of the Russian military infrastructure
>concern Republicans as well as Democrats. In 1991, President George Bush,
>Defense Secretary Dick Cheney and Joint Chiefs of Staff chairman Colin
>Powell authorized the de-alerting of thousands of nuclear weapons as the
>Warsaw Pact unraveled. In 2001, President George W. Bush, Vice President
>Cheney and Secretary of State Powell may do the same.
>
>The Defense Department has committed to include de-alerting in its nuclear
>review in a February 2001 letter to the Friends Committee on National
>Legislation, as Bush promised during the campaign. 
>
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>
>The Bad: Tactical Nuclear Weapons
>
>               "Future warfare scenarios may require low-yield nuclear
>options.  . . . the President should issue a directive outlining that
>protecting the national interest requires . . . tactical nuclear weapons to
>deter the use of nuclear, chemical, and biological weapons against U.S.
>troops, regardless of where they are located."
>
>               Heritage Foundation, Priorities for the President, chap. 10,
>2001.
> 
>There are sharp contradictions among Bush officials over the role of
>tactical, or short-range, nuclear weapons. Some officials, with opinions
>parallel to the Heritage Foundation's point of view, would like to find new
>battlefield roles for tactical nuclear weapons. These new roles could
>include authorizing the use of tactical weapons, or "mini-nukes," against
>non-nuclear states possessing chemical or biological weapons. Other nuclear
>scenarios include destroying underground command bunkers in countries like
>North Korea and Iraq. The most extreme proposals include the development of
>new nuclear weapons. This would require the resumption of underground
>testing and would destroy any prospect for a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.
>
>On the other hand, Secretary of State Powell is known to have little use for
>nuclear weapons on the battlefield. As chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
>in the first Bush administration, he tried to eliminate all U.S. tactical
>nuclear weapons.
>
>The Ugly: Missile Defense
>
>               "America must build effective missile defenses, based on the
>best available options, at the earliest possible date."
>
>               George W. Bush, Washington, May 23, 2000.
>
>There is complete agreement within the administration on deploying a missile
>defense system. However on the second-tier questions, such as what kind of
>system to deploy and how quickly to deploy, there is disagreement.
>
>Will the system be a limited, land-based system, as proposed by Clinton, or
>will it include sea-based and space-based systems?
>
>Who would the U.S. try to protect? The United States only? European allies?
>Japan, South Korea, Taiwan and Australia?
>
>What are we trying to protect against? A limited number of missiles from a
>country like North Korea? China's ballistic missiles?
>
>The answers to these questions will determine the system's price tag. The
>limited Clinton program was estimated to cost $60 billion. The system some
>Republicans are advocating could approach $200 billion--a lot of money, even
>in Washington. And who will pay for the system? American taxpayers only? Or
>will U.S. allies be asked to help pay for missile defense?
>
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>Most importantly for peace advocates, what will happen to the Anti-Ballistic
>Missile (ABM) treaty? Some Republicans argue for scrapping the treaty by
>giving the Russians the required six-months notice this summer. The Russians
>have repeatedly threatened to withdraw from arms reduction treaties if the
>U.S. annuls the ABM treaty.
>
>The Bush administration is realizing that the political costs for deploying
>a missile system are at the front end, while the benefits, if any, are many
>years down the road. There is no system that can be deployed before the end
>of the first Bush term. The elaborate sea- and space-based systems being
>pushed by missile defense advocates would not be in place until after a
>possible second Bush term.
>
>However, it appears almost certain that President Bush will agree to
>implement a missile defense plan. That decision can be expected to provoke a
>political firestorm of opposition here and in Europe. As details become
>available, the debate will become sharpened. Congress may be asked to vote
>on deployment of a missile defense system as part of the regular Pentagon
>budget bills as soon as this summer.
>
>In the short term, peace advocates should be pressing their representative
>and senators to oppose missile defense as unworkable, as a waste of billions
>of dollars, and as a threat to arms control agreements.
>
>What to Do
>
>The nuclear policy changes, both good and bad, do not have a legislative
>vehicle in Congress yet.  However, the policies will be debated and
>influenced by the 50 members of the House Armed Services Committee and the
>24 members of the Senate Armed Services Committee. If you are represented by
>one of those members, you should contact them and join the debate. If not,
>you should express your opinions to your representative and senators and ask
>them to talk with their colleagues on the committees.
>
>Activists should press members of the two Armed Services Committees for:
>*       Sharp reductions in the strategic nuclear arsenal.
>*       "De-alerting," or taking the nuclear arsenals off hair-trigger
>alert.
>*       Opposing any new roles for tactical, or battlefield, nuclear
>weapons.
>
>On missile defense, the congressional committees that draft the annual
>military spending bills may be voting on parts of the Bush administration's
>new plans in June and July. There is a better than 50 percent chance that
>you are represented by a representative or senator on one of these four key
>committees: House Armed Services Committee, House Appropriations Committee,
>Senate Armed Services Committee, and Senate Appropriations Committee.
>
>
>Conclusion
>
>The Bush administration is likely to unveil its nuclear weapons policy
>sometime in May or June, with much military fanfare. Peace advocates should
>be leaders in the coming debate by writing letters-to-the-editor, contacting
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>key members of Congress, and encouraging others to join the public
>discussion by praising the positive and criticizing the negative.
>
>
>David Culp is a legislative representative with the Friends Committee on
>National Legislation in Washington. He has lobbied for over ten years on
>nuclear weapons issues. If you would like to receive regular e-mail updates
>on nuclear disarmament, send him a note at <david@fcnl.org>. More
>information on these topics is available on FCNL's website at
><www.fcnl.org>.
>
>
>
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X-Sender: dkimball@[63.106.26.66]
X-Mailer: Windows Eudora Pro Version 3.0 (32)
Date: Wed, 11 Apr 2001 16:01:37 -0400
To: dkimball@clw.org
From: Daryl Kimball <dkimball@clw.org>
Subject: NMD/START wkg. grp. follow-up, next meeting

April 11, 2001

TO: Coalition members and friends

RE: summary and "to-do" list from NMD/Deep Cuts Wkg Grp Mtg, April 3;
updated calendars of events

FR: Daryl Kimball, Executive Director

Thanks to everyone who contributed to last week's very well attended
NMD/Deep Cuts Working Group Meeting.

The next meeting is scheduled for May 4 at 9:30am to 11:00am at UCS, 1707 H
St. NW. From 10:45am-11:30am at the next meeting, pollster Mark Mellman
will brief us on the results of recent polling and focus groups on NMD and
related nuclear weapons issues.

Coalition working group meetings are open to Coalition members and
like-minded groups. Due to space limitations, PLEASE, NO MORE THAN TWO
PERSONS PER GROUP, PREFERRABLY ONLY ONE.

The following is:

* an overview of the working group discussion;
* the final edition of our draft "talking points" concerning the expected
Bush Administration package of proposals on missile defenses and unilateral
reductions; and
* an updated calendar of NMD-related events.

Thank you,

- DK

****************

SUMMARY of NMD/Deep Cuts Wkg. Grp. Meeting, April 3, 2001

I.  Speaker: Mort Halperin, former Director of Policy Planning, DOS

        Dr. Halperin analyzed the expected Bush' proposal on unilateral nuclear
reductions, standing-down nuclear weapons, and he discussed the political
and technical difficulties facing Bush as he tries to move forward with a
robust NMD system. (Contact Daryl Kimball or Victoria Samson if you missed
the meeting and would like a summary or his remarks.)
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II. NMD

A.  Recent events

        Discussion of John Donnelly's Defense Week estimate of cost of existing MD
programs at $100b plus; next NMD flight test expected by mid-summer;
reactions to Bush decision not to pursue talks w/North Korea at this time.

B.  Embassy visits

        Christine Kucia and Victoria Samson reported on mtgs. w/representatives of
British, Canadian, and German embassies. The purpose was to communicate the
breadth of technological problems and the nature of Congressional opinion
on the issue. Overall, there's  a holding pattern: all are waiting to see
what Bush proposes before they come out for/against his NMD plans. The
Russian BMD proposal will probably be debated (at the earliest) at the NATO
Foreign Ministers meeting this May. Additional meetings will be scheduled.

C.  Legislation

        With the completion of key nuclear policy reviews by the Bush
Administration as soon as June, the May-June period will be crucial time
for NMD and Deep Cuts-related activities.

        John Isaacs and Daryl Kimball reported that most Hill offices are waiting
for White House action on this subject. If anything develops, it will be
after Congress' April recess. In the meantime, disucussions are ongoing
with key offices about insisting that the four common sense NMD criteria
must be met before NMD deployed.  David Culp reported that there may be
opportunities to affect NMD policy through the military construction
appropriations process.  Kimball reported that Representative Dennis
Kucinich (D-OH) is pulling together a "summit" meeting on NMD in  mid-April.

D.  Grassroots Field Activities

        Several membership-based organizations are organizing a 3-day  "NMD Days
of Action" (Project Abolition & Disarmament Clearinghouse) with a June 10
rally in Lafayette Park and June 11-12 training/hill visits.  There will be
a meeting on April 12 at 9:30 to discuss details of this and other
grassroots NMD activities. Project Abolition will assemble an organizing
packet on NMD. 

The Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers will produce a brochure on NMD by
mid-summer (in the style of the Coalition's 1998-1999 CTBT brochure).

        On May 1-3, UCS will be bring scientists to Washington for briefings and
meetings with Congressional members on NMD and nuclear weapons issues.
  
III. Deep Cuts

        Tom Collina reported that representatives of UCS, CDI, NRDC, and FAS met
with senior Administration officials on the NPR on 21 March.  Decisions on
the NPR will be made by the White House in early summer and definitely
before August.  In the review process, the Pentagon is taking the lead and
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organizing the other agencies:  DOE is providing inputs; DOS is dealing
with allies and other countries, plus changes to the ABM treaty; and the
intell community is looking at the threat. The whole range of WMD policy
issues is under consideration.

        Collina reported that UCS, FAS, CDI, and NRDC are putting together an "NGO
NPR," an alternative version of the Bush Administration's nuclear posture
review. It will be completed by approximately June, probably before the
official version is published.  A press briefing will be held 18 April to
on key issue related to the subject. Contact Tom Collina
<tcollina@ucsusa.org> for details.

        Daryl proposed that those organizations planning to deal with the Bush
nuclear package should work together to develop a mini-media plan based on
the set of "talking points" that have been developed. (See attached
"talking points.") That sub-group will meet on Friday, April 20 at 9:30am
at 100 Maryland Ave. NE. (Contact Daryl Kimball for details.)

NEXT NMD/DEEP CUTS WORKING GROUP MEETING: Friday, May 4, 9:30-11:30 am @
UCS, 1707 H St. NW 

***************

April 2001

RE: Draft talking points on expected Bush proposal for layered-NMD and
unilateral offensive reductions/de-alerting

The following is a draft set of talking points/position paper on the
expected Bush proposal for a layered-NMD combined with unilateral offensive
reductions/de-alerting. The purpose of this paper is to help develop a
common response from the arms control/disarmament community and our allies
in government. 

Thanks to the members of the Coalition's NMD/Deep Cuts Working Group for
their contributions and suggestions.

- DK

DRAFT

"The Pros and Cons of Bush Administration Policy on Strategic Nuclear
Reductions and Deployment of a Layered-NMD"

The Bush administration's intention to build and deploy a national missile
defense (NMD) system appears likely to be part of a package of US proposals
that will include unilateral reductions in nuclear arsenals and the
de-alerting of nuclear missiles.

We applaud steps that will reduce the current threat to the United States
from the mistaken launch of nuclear-armed missiles from Russia — the
greatest single threat to US security today. The Bush administration needs
to reduce the possibility of mistaken launch by taking US nuclear forces
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off hair-trigger alert and inviting Russia to do the same.  Those forces
should then be removed from service through deep reductions in the
excessively large nuclear stockpiles 
of the US and Russia.  

We would urge that any nuclear reductions taken in parallel by both sides
be followed up by agreements that make these reductions transparent,
irreversible and verifiable.  Otherwise, nuclear warheads taken out of
service will wind up in storage, ready to be re-deployed in a crisis.  This
situation would not be conducive to continuing the US-Russian arms
reduction process.

The ultimate goal of any unilateral initiative by the Bush administration
to reduce/de-alert US forces is to get Russia to reciprocate.  Herein lies
the rub.  The parallel pursuit of national missile defense will in fact
make Moscow less inclined to follow Bush's lead.  If the United States
pursues a NMD system as President Bush proposes, Russia would feel
compelled to keep a larger number of strategic nuclear forces on higher
level of alert to preserve their ability to respond to a US first strike.  

Although no one thinks a US first strike is even remotely likely, military
planners and political leaders of states with histories of adversarial
relations respond to capabilities, not just intentions. A push for national
missile defenses is likely to undercut the possibility of permanent, deep
reductions in US and Russian nuclear weaponry, and could foreclose the
possibility of removing US and Russian missiles from their current,
dangerous hair-trigger alert status.

Moreover, there is no reason that these conflicting policies need be
advanced at the same time.  The need to respond to the threat of mistaken
nuclear launch from Russia is clear and immediate, as is the response
itself: dealerting and reductions.  But there is no NMD system to deploy,
and there may not be for a decade or more.  Thus pushing NMD now, when
there is no prospect of a workable system, only serves to undercut more
promising paths to global security.

Possible negative ramifications of building a national missile defense system:

·   Spur Russia to keep its nuclear weapons on hair-trigger alert, thus
perpetuating the risk of accidental nuclear war. National missile defenses
(and their potential for expansion) could lead Russian military planners to
believe the U.S. has an increased capability for an offensive first-strike
attack. 
 
·   A surprise first-strike could theoretically destroy most Russian
strategic nuclear missiles and then US missile defenses could deal with the
remaining weapons that could be fired in retaliation. US missile defenses
combined with an accurate quick-strike capacity will only make Russia feel
more vulnerable and prone to feel they must launch their own missiles at
the first sign of an attack.  One false warning could be catastrophic.  (In
fact, last year US officials advised Russia that it could continue to
maintain its arsenal on hair-trigger alert as a response to US NMD
deployment.)  It could also discourage the Russians from making deeper cuts
in their nuclear arsenals.
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·   Spur the Chinese, whose current liquid-fueled missiles cannot be
launched quickly, to modernize their arsenal for hair-trigger launch, as
well as encourage them to increase the size of 
their strategic nuclear arsenal.

·   Lead to the unraveling of the Nonproliferation regime.  If Russia
responds to a US NMD system by pulling out of the START treaties-as they
have said they would do-the Nonproliferation treaty is at risk.  The NPT
states would see the end of US-Russia arms control as a breach of the NPT
agreement where non-weapon states agree not to build weapons if the
weapon-states continue efforts to reduce their weapons.  This could lead to
nations withdrawing from the treaty and possibly exploring their nuclear
options.

·    Increased nuclear activity in South Asia.  Once China builds up its
forces, India and then Pakistan are likely to respond.  The domino effect
could then lead to arms buildups in South Korea, North Korea and Japan.

The Bush Administration should avoid further destabilization of the
existing deterrence/arms control framework by exercising American restraint
on NMD and respect for the ABM Treaty, combined with more aggressive
American and Russian arms reductions and a steady transition away from Cold
War nuclear deterrence policies. We support the Bush proposal for
unilateral U.S. nuclear force reductions and urge that he follow-up with an
agreement with Russia to make these reductions transparent, verifiable and
irreversible. While these talks proceed, both countries should pursue
immediate, bilateral de-alerting and de-activation of weapons scheduled for
removal from the active arsenals as a first step towards taking all nuclear
weapons off hair-trigger alert.

************

Projected NMD Developments Timeline, April 2001

Also on-line at <http://www.clw.org/coalition/nmdcalendar.htm> 

April -- Deadline for Bush administration decision to begin preparatory
construction work at Shemya Island in 2001. Activity violating the ABM
Treaty could occur in 2001 but would be unlikely to take place before
summer 2002.

April/May -- Bush Administration FY2002 budget proposal and a possible
FY2001 supplemental will be delivered to Congress

April 4 -- Press briefing: Coyle, Biden to speak on NMD and its
technological difficulties

April 4 -- Belgian Foreign Minister Michel visits Washington

April 9-27 -- UN Disarmament Commission, Geneva

April 15 -- Deadline for Pentagon report on long-range plan for nuclear forces
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April 24 -- Global Green USA Conference: Toward a Sustainable and Secure
World: Advancing Russian and U.S. Initiatives in Reducing Weapons of Mass
Destruction

April 24 -- Australian Defense Minister Reith visits Washington

May -- General elections in the United Kingdom

May/June -- Earliest date by which Bush Administration might unveil the
broad outlines of its planned NMD program

May 1 -- 10 a.m. - Senate Appropriations Energy and Water Development
Subcom to hold hearings on proposed budget estimates for FY02 of certain
DOE programs relating to Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy, science,
and nuclear issues. SD-124

May 8 -- 10 a.m. - Senate Appropriations Interior Subcom to hold hearings
on proposed budget estimates for FY02 for DOE. SD-124

May 14-June 13 -- 62nd Session of the ABM Treaty Standing Consultative
Commission, Geneva

May 14-June 29 -- Conference on Disarmament, Part II, Geneva

May 29-30 -- NATO Foreign Ministers meeting in Budapest

May-July -- Likely time for committee markup and floor action on the FY
2002 Defense Authorization bill

June 7-8 -- NATO Defense Ministers meeting in Brussels

June 10-12 -- Project Abolition Conference and Training Days on NMD

June 14-15 -- Semi-annual presidential meeting with European Union
officials. Discussions are also underway about Bush visit to European
capitals and convening a NATO summit in Brussels in the same period

June 18-20 -- Carnegie Nonproliferation Conference

June 27 -- G-8 Foreign Affairs Sous-Sherpas Plenary Meeting, Genoa

Mid-summer -- Approxiamte date for next NMD integrated flight test

July 18 -- G-8 Foreign Ministerial Meeting, Genoa

July 20-22 -- G-8 Summit, Genoa

July 30-Sept 14 -- Conference on Disarmament, Part III, Geneva

September 11 -- 56th United Nations General Assembly Begins, New York

August 24-Oct 5 -- United Nations General Assembly General Debate, New York

Sept.-Dec. 2001 -- Approximate date of completion of the Nuclear Posture
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Review. (Congressionally-mandated deadline is December 1, but the NPR and
more focused policy reviews on NMD could be completed sooner.)

late 2001-2002 -- Approximate dates of intercept tests 5, 6, 7: The
production-version booster, now more than a year behind schedule, will
first be used in the sixth intercept test

December 6-7 -- NATO Foreign Ministers meeting; NATO Defense Ministers
meeting; EU-U.S. summit

December 11-12 -- Convention on Conventional Weapons (CCW) 2nd Review
Conference, Geneva

December 18-19 (T)-- NATO Organization North Atlantic Council Defense
Ministerial, Brussels

Late 2005 or 06 -- Estimated date for initial operating capability for NMD
system, with 20 interceptors in Alaska

2007-8 -- 100 interceptors scheduled to be on-line in Alaska in "enhanced"
C-1 capability.

____________________________________

Daryl Kimball, Executive Director
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Avenue NE, Suite 505
Washington, DC 20002
(ph) 202-546-0795 x136 (fax) 202-546-7970
website <http://www.crnd.org>
____________________________________



April 2001

RE: Draft talking points on expected Bush proposal for layered-NMD and
unilateral offensive reductions/de-alerting

The following is a draft set of talking points/position paper on the
expected Bush proposal for a layered-NMD combined with unilateral offensive
reductions/de-alerting. The purpose of this paper is to help develop a
common response from the arms control/disarmament community and our allies
in government. 

Thanks to the members of the Coalition's NMD/Deep Cuts Working Group for
their contributions and suggestions.

- DK

DRAFT

"The Pros and Cons of Bush Administration Policy on Strategic Nuclear
Reductions and Deployment of a Layered-NMD"

The Bush administration's intention to build and deploy a national missile
defense (NMD) system appears likely to be part of a package of US proposals
that will include unilateral reductions in nuclear arsenals and the
de-alerting of nuclear missiles.

We applaud steps that will reduce the current threat to the United States
from the mistaken launch of nuclear-armed missiles from Russia — the
greatest single threat to US security today. The Bush administration needs
to reduce the possibility of mistaken launch by taking US nuclear forces
off hair-trigger alert and inviting Russia to do the same.  Those forces
should then be removed from service through deep reductions in the
excessively large nuclear stockpiles 
of the US and Russia.  

We would urge that any nuclear reductions taken in parallel by both sides
be followed up by agreements that make these reductions transparent,
irreversible and verifiable.  Otherwise, nuclear warheads taken out of
service will wind up in storage, ready to be re-deployed in a crisis.  This
situation would not be conducive to continuing the US-Russian arms
reduction process.

The ultimate goal of any unilateral initiative by the Bush administration
to reduce/de-alert US forces is to get Russia to reciprocate.  Herein lies
the rub.  The parallel pursuit of national missile defense will in fact
make Moscow less inclined to follow Bush's lead.  If the United States
pursues a NMD system as President Bush proposes, Russia would feel



compelled to keep a larger number of strategic nuclear forces on higher
level of alert to preserve their ability to respond to a US first strike.  

Although no one thinks a US first strike is even remotely likely, military
planners and political leaders of states with histories of adversarial
relations respond to capabilities, not just intentions. A push for national
missile defenses is likely to undercut the possibility of permanent, deep
reductions in US and Russian nuclear weaponry, and could foreclose the
possibility of removing US and Russian missiles from their current,
dangerous hair-trigger alert status.

Moreover, there is no reason that these conflicting policies need be
advanced at the same time.  The need to respond to the threat of mistaken
nuclear launch from Russia is clear and immediate, as is the response
itself: dealerting and reductions.  But there is no NMD system to deploy,
and there may not be for a decade or more.  Thus pushing NMD now, when
there is no prospect of a workable system, only serves to undercut more
promising paths to global security.

Possible negative ramifications of building a national missile defense system:

·   Spur Russia to keep its nuclear weapons on hair-trigger alert, thus
perpetuating the risk of accidental nuclear war. National missile defenses
(and their potential for expansion) could lead Russian military planners to
believe the U.S. has an increased capability for an offensive first-strike
attack. 
 
·   A surprise first-strike could theoretically destroy most Russian
strategic nuclear missiles and then US missile defenses could deal with the
remaining weapons that could be fired in retaliation. US missile defenses
combined with an accurate quick-strike capacity will only make Russia feel
more vulnerable and prone to feel they must launch their own missiles at
the first sign of an attack.  One false warning could be catastrophic.  (In
fact, last year US officials advised Russia that it could continue to
maintain its arsenal on hair-trigger alert as a response to US NMD
deployment.)  It could also discourage the Russians from making deeper cuts
in their nuclear arsenals.

·   Spur the Chinese, whose current liquid-fueled missiles cannot be
launched quickly, to modernize their arsenal for hair-trigger launch, as
well as encourage them to increase the size of 
their strategic nuclear arsenal.

·   Lead to the unraveling of the Nonproliferation regime.  If Russia
responds to a US NMD system by pulling out of the START treaties-as they
have said they would do-the Nonproliferation treaty is at risk.  The NPT
states would see the end of US-Russia arms control as a breach of the NPT
agreement where non-weapon states agree not to build weapons if the



weapon-states continue efforts to reduce their weapons.  This could lead to
nations withdrawing from the treaty and possibly exploring their nuclear
options.

·    Increased nuclear activity in South Asia.  Once China builds up its
forces, India and then Pakistan are likely to respond.  The domino effect
could then lead to arms buildups in South Korea, North Korea and Japan.

The Bush Administration should avoid further destabilization of the
existing deterrence/arms control framework by exercising American restraint
on NMD and respect for the ABM Treaty, combined with more aggressive
American and Russian arms reductions and a steady transition away from Cold
War nuclear deterrence policies. We support the Bush proposal for
unilateral U.S. nuclear force reductions and urge that he follow-up with an
agreement with Russia to make these reductions transparent, verifiable and
irreversible. While these talks proceed, both countries should pursue
immediate, bilateral de-alerting and de-activation of weapons scheduled for
removal from the active arsenals as a first step towards taking all nuclear
weapons off hair-trigger alert.
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From: Starman Wendy <wstarman@wesleysem.edu>
To: "'Howard W.  Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: A Great Big Thanks.....
Date: Wed, 11 Apr 2001 09:27:41 -0400
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2448.0)

Dear Howard,

Thank you for inviting us to present our video yesterday.  We believe it was
a valuable opportunity.  If possible, could you fax or email us a list of
the attendees and their organization/institution.  We made some fantastic
contacts and hope to stay in touch with the participants.

Many thanks and best of luck on your agenda,
Erica Newport 

fax #:  202-885-8605
email:  wstarman@wesleysem.edu

> -----Original Message-----
> From: Howard W.  Hallman [SMTP:mupj@igc.org]
> Sent: Monday, April 09, 2001 1:11 PM
> To: mupj@igc.org
> Subject: Agenda for April 10
> 
> To:  Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament
> 
> Dear Colleagues:
> 
> Here is the agenda for tomorrow's meeting (April 10).  Our regular
> business
> will run from 1:00 to 2:30 p.m.  Then we will have an opportunity to view
> a
> video developed by the Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative.
> 
> One item of business is our meeting date.  Catherine Gordon of the
> Presbyterian Office points out that our second-Tuesday schedule conflicts
> with the regular meeting of the Latin America Working Group.  Would
> another
> date be possible for us?  Such as the third Tuesday of each month from
> 1:00
> to 2:30 p.m.?  If you aren't coming to the meeting and want to comment on
> meeting date, please reply to me.
> 
> Shalom,
> Howard
> 
> ###
> 
> 
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> Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament
> Meeting of Tuesday, April 10, 2001
> Methodist Building, Conference Room 4
> 
> Agenda
> 
> 1:00 to 2:30 p.m.
> 1. Introductions
> 2. Strategic review
>  a. Bush Administration
>  b. Religious statement on nuclear posture review
> 3. Upcoming legislative issues
>  a. De-alerting
>  b. National missile defense
>  c. Nunn-Lugar
>  d. Appropriations
>  e. Other
> 4. Grassroots Mobilization
> 5. Schedule for future meetings
> 
> 2:30 - 3:00 p.m.
> Presentation of video by Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative
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Date: Wed, 11 Apr 2001 08:50:06 -0700 (PDT)
From: Egbert Lawrence <egbertl4pj@yahoo.com>
Subject: Response from Larry Egbert re: Draft for responding to Bush
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>

Dear Howard, 
   As far as I can see, the discussion yesterday
covered these ideas.  I am willing to continue pushing
for a Unitarian Universalist response especially when
it comes to particular votes in the Congress.  
   I have a feeling about David's the BAD and the UGLY
while I agree with his thought yesterday that we
should officially send thanks for the GOOD.  The UUA
will write such a letter with thanks for taking the
nuclear weapons off high alert.  I am not sure whether
we should send a thank you to Bush for just having
said this last year.  
   Concerning the BAD and the UGLY, I think we should
think about organizing our faith groups for a clear
and powerful protest when we hear that testing is
going to be renewed.  We are having training in civil
disobedience here tonight.  Want an invitation?
   Thanks again.  PEACE!   Larry 
--- "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> wrote:
> Dear Colleagues,
> 
> Here is a draft of message to all participants in
> the Interfaith Committee
> for Nuclear Disarmament on how to deal with Bush's
> nuclear policy review.
> Does this accurately reflect what we discussed at
> yesterday's meeting?
> What additions or changes do you suggest?
> 
> I would like your response by the close of business
> on Thursday, April 12
> so that I send it out to everybody on Friday.
> 
> Howard
> 
> ###
> 
> Draft
> 
> To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament
> 
> Dear Colleagues:
> 
> At the April 10 meeting of the Interfaith Committee
> for Nuclear Disarmament
> we discussed how the faith community should deal
> with the review of U.S.
> nuclear policy by the Bush Administration.  There
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> was a consensus that a
> sign-on statement for heads of communions was not
> the best approach because
> of the difficulty in gaining agreement on a complex
> subject and because
> several other sign-on statements on foreign policy
> issues are in the works.
>   Rather we should engage in pro-active preparation
> to respond to Bush's
> policy recommendations.
> 
> The Bush strategic review is likely to be completed
> and results announced
> toward the end of May or early June.  Some of the
> conclusions will appear
> in the defense budget, scheduled for submission to
> Congress on May 15.  The
> Bush policy is likely to contain some matters we
> approve, such as
> de-alerting and a commitment to reduce strategic
> nuclear weapons to 2,500
> warheads (from present 7,000 allowed under START I).
>  It will also advocate
> a strong commitment to layered missile defense and
> possibly withdrawal from
> the ABM Treaty, preparation so to resume nuclear
> testing, and new weapon
> development, which we oppose.  It is unlikely to lay
> out a detailed program
> for the total elimination of nuclear weapons.  (For
> more on expectations,
> see attached analysis by David Culp).
> 
> At our meeting we decided that we should develop a
> media strategy to
> respond to Bush's nuclear policies, both public
> media and denominational
> media.  We will want to reiterate the long-term
> commitment of religious
> organizations to seek the complete elimination of
> nuclear weapons.  We
> should praise Bush's policies that we support, such
> as de-alerting and
> strategic reductions, but may ask for greater
> de-alerting and deeper cut
> than he proposes.  We should state our opposition to
> policies we disagree
> with.  We should especially call for a fuller
> commitment to a step-by-step
> program of total nuclear disarmament.
> 
> We suggest that denominational staff working on
> nuclear issues should start
> preparation now for the response that their top
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> leadership might make in
> late May or June.  The draft statement that I
> circulated should be adapted
> to a background piece that can be drawn on in
> developing statements.  Each
> denomination can add in its own policies and can
> work out its own approach
> for getting the response into its network of
> publications and alerts.
> Together we can develop sample op-ed pieces, letters
> to the editor,
> bulletin inserts.
> 
> Collectively we should develop an approach for
> gaining exposure in the
> public media.  This might encompass a joint news
> conference, denominational
> news releases, placement of op-ed pieces in major
> newspapers, letters to
> the editor, reaching radio and TV outlets, getting a
> reporter to write a
> feature story on how the views of faith-based
> organizations (the "in" term)
> differ from Bush's policies, getting members of
> Congress to put our
> statements into the Congressional Record.  We can
> asked for a meeting with
> President Bush and his top staff.  We can call for
> public hearings by
> Congress.  We might consider holding citizen
> hearings jointly with
> civic-sector organizations.   Other ideas will be
> welcomed.  We can develop
> our media plan by e-mail exchange and discuss it at
> the next meeting of the
> Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, which
> will be the third
> Tuesday, May 15.  
> 
> Please let me know what you think of these ideas and
> what you are willing
> to undertake within your denomination.
> 
> Shalom,
> Howard
> > From: David Culp <david@fcnl.org>
> To: "Howard W. Hallman " <mupj@igc.org>
> Subject: Bush's Nuclear Weapons Policy
> Date: Tue, 10 Apr 2001 16:29:12 -0400
> X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2448.0)
> 
> Bush's Nuclear Weapons Policy: the Good, the Bad,
> and the Ugly
> 
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> 
> by David Culp, Friends Committee on National
> Legislation
> 
> 
> Behind closed doors at the Pentagon and the White
> House, the Bush
> administration has begun a review of the nation's
> nuclear weapons policy.
> 
> Originally slated to be finished in April, the
> completed review is now not
> expected until May or June. Why? First, the
> administration has been slow in
> staffing the executive branch. Second, political
> advisors in the White House
> are arguing for a delay in announcing expensive
> military programs until the
> tax-cut bill has cleared the Senate.
> 
> While the specifics have not been decided, the Bush
> policies are known in
> general. For peace activists they can be described
> as the good, the bad, and
> the ugly.
> 
> 
> The Good: Strategic Reductions and De-alerting
> 
>   "While the President will seek to persuade Russia
> to join us
> in further reducing nuclear arsenals, he is also
> prepared to lead by
> example. The President proposes to maintain our
> nuclear arsenal with the
> lowest number of nuclear weapons consistent with our
> present and future
> national security needs."
> 
>   Office of Management and Budget, A Blueprint for
> New
> Beginnings, 2001, p. 54.
>  
> The administration is expected to announce
> unilateral reductions in the
> strategic nuclear arsenal. There is broad agreement,
> from the Joint Chiefs
> of Staff to Greenpeace, that the nuclear arsenal is
> too large. The U.S. now
> has 7,000 deployed strategic nuclear warheads under
> START I (Strategic Arms
> Reduction Treaty). That number was determined by the
> Reagan administration
> to be what was needed to deter the combined forces
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> of the Soviet Union and
> its Warsaw Pact allies.
>  
> START II would have further cut the arsenal in half.
> However, that treaty
> was not ratified in its final form because of
> disagreements between the
> Clinton administration and the Senate Republican
> leadership.
> 
> To break the arms control logjam, the Bush
> administration is considering
> unilateral reductions. The Pentagon brass had
> already agreed to eliminate
> 4,500 strategic warheads (from 7,000 to 2,500
> warheads) as part of a START
> III agreement that the Clinton administration was
> considering. How many
> warheads to eliminate will be a major part of the
> debate inside the Bush
> administration.
> 
>   ". . . the United States should remove as many
> weapons as
> possible from high-alert, hair-trigger
> status--another unnecessary vestige
> of Cold War confrontation.  . . . today, for two
> nations at peace, keeping
> so many weapons on high alert may create
> unacceptable risks of accidental or
> unauthorized launch. So, as President, I will ask
> for an assessment of what
> we can safely do to lower the alert status of our
> forces."
> 
>   George W. Bush, Washington, May 23, 2000.
> 
> The Bush review may also recommend "de-alerting,"
> i.e. taking off
> hair-trigger alert, some of our nuclear weapons. The
> U.S. and Russia each
> have 2,500 missiles on hair-trigger alert. A Russian
> president has about six
> minutes and a U.S. president about 22 minutes to
> decide to launch a nuclear
> counterstrike from receiving a report of an attack.
> 
> The dangers inherent in the crumbling of the Russian
> military infrastructure
> concern Republicans as well as Democrats. In 1991,
> President George Bush,
> Defense Secretary Dick Cheney and Joint Chiefs of
> Staff chairman Colin
> Powell authorized the de-alerting of thousands of
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> nuclear weapons as the
> Warsaw Pact unraveled. In 2001, President George W.
> Bush, Vice President
> Cheney and Secretary of State Powell may do the
> same.
> 
> The Defense Department has committed to include
> de-alerting in its nuclear
> review in a February 2001 letter to the Friends
> Committee on National
> Legislation, as Bush promised during the campaign. 
> 
> 
> The Bad: Tactical Nuclear Weapons
> 
>   "Future warfare scenarios may require low-yield
> nuclear
> options.  . . . the President should issue a
> directive outlining that
> protecting the national interest requires . . .
> tactical nuclear weapons to
> deter the use of nuclear, chemical, and biological
> weapons against U.S.
> troops, regardless of where they are located."
> 
>   Heritage Foundation, Priorities for the President,
> chap. 10,
> 2001.
>  
> There are sharp contradictions among Bush officials
> over the role of
> tactical, or short-range, nuclear weapons. Some
> officials, with opinions
> parallel to the Heritage Foundation's point of view,
> would like to find new
> battlefield roles for tactical nuclear weapons.
> These new roles could
> include authorizing the use of tactical weapons, or
> "mini-nukes," against
> non-nuclear states possessing chemical or biological
> weapons. Other nuclear
> scenarios include destroying underground command
> bunkers in countries like
> North Korea and Iraq. The most extreme proposals
> include the development of
> new nuclear weapons. This would require the
> resumption of underground
> testing and would destroy any prospect for a
> Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.
> 
> On the other hand, Secretary of State Powell is
> known to have little use for
> nuclear weapons on the battlefield. As chairman of
> the Joint Chiefs of Staff
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> in the first Bush administration, he tried to
> eliminate all U.S. tactical
> nuclear weapons.
> 
> The Ugly: Missile Defense
> 
>   "America must build effective missile defenses,
> based on the
> best available options, at the earliest possible
> date."
> 
>   George W. Bush, Washington, May 23, 2000.
> 
> There is complete agreement within the
> administration on deploying a missile
> defense system. However on the second-tier
> questions, such as what kind of
> system to deploy and how quickly to deploy, there is
> disagreement.
> 
> Will the system be a limited, land-based system, as
> proposed by Clinton, or
> will it include sea-based and space-based systems?
> 
> Who would the U.S. try to protect? The United States
> only? European allies?
> Japan, South Korea, Taiwan and Australia?
> 
> What are we trying to protect against? A limited
> number of missiles from a
> 
=== message truncated ===

__________________________________________________
Do You Yahoo!?
Get email at your own domain with Yahoo! Mail. 
http://personal.mail.yahoo.com/



Newsletter Article for Faith-Based Groups

Stepping Back From the Brink by Taking Nuclear Weapons Off Hair-Trigger Alert

Think the threat of nuclear war is a thing of the past?  Think again 

Within faith-based communities, policies concerning nuclear weapons raise profound questions
about our moral responsibilities, the integrity of God’s creation, and human destiny.  These
moral questions persist as long as the threat of nuclear war continues.

The threat is still with us, and is actually growing as cold-war style tensions rise with Russia,
China and North Korea.  In a world with nuclear weapons, this isn’t just a question of chillier
rhetoric; it’s a barometer of nuclear danger. 

The U.S. and Russia still have approximately 4,400 nuclear weapons on high-alert, “hair-trigger”
status.  These weapons are poised to be launched within minutes of an apparent attack. Policy
makers on both sides have just minutes to decide whether to fire their nuclear missiles. One
mistake, one miscalculation could lead to nuclear war.  

We have already come too close to this ultimate catastrophe.  In 1995, Russia mistakenly
identified a scientific rocket as a nuclear missile flying toward Moscow.  The Russians came
within minutes of launching their nuclear missiles at U.S. cities. 

Since then the continued deterioration of Russia’s radar and early warning systems and poor
conditions of Russian facilities, substandard training and pay, and low morale of Russian
military personnel increase the likelihood of mistakes.  The security of the United States—and
the world—now rests with an increasingly fragile Russian military infrastructure.  Military
accidents—tragically all too common in Russia and the U.S.--remind us that we are just one
accident away from nuclear war

Deploying a National Missile Defense system will only increase the danger. NMD will present the
Russians with the perception that the U.S. could deliver a one-two punch to their nuclear forces—a quick-
first strike attack that would destroy most of Russia’s nuclear weapons, and a defensive shield to handle
the small number of Russian weapons that are left.  To overwhelm an NMD shield, Russia must plan to
launch massively and quickly in a crisis or on warning of an attack. It might even move them to
shorten the decision-making time for launching their nuclear missiles. 

Over 70 American religious leaders have recently made an interfaith appeal to President Bush to
work with Russia to stand down these nuclear weapons. Lengthening the time needed to launch
missiles from minutes to hours, to days, is like putting a safety lock on nuclear weapons. It
would provide a critical margin of safety, allowing U.S. and Russian officials more time to make
an accurate assessment of any threat.
 
One method of “standing down” these weapons, endorsed by General George Lee Butler, USAF
(Ret.), former Commander of all U.S. strategic nuclear forces, is by separating nuclear warheads
from their missiles.  General Butler also said, “we cannot at once hold sacred the mystery of life
while we retain the capacity to destroy it.”



As Rev. Bob Edgar, general secretary of the national Council of Churches, wrote in USA Today,
“If a general can view nuclear issues in moral and spiritual terms, so can people of faith. One
doesn’t need to be a nuclear strategist to advocate this simple, practical precaution against
nuclear war.  One simply needs a moral vision to take a small step back from the brink.”

To protect the world from nuclear disaster, the United States can and should take the lead by
working with Russia to get all nuclear weapons off hair-trigger alert.  You can help make this a
reality by getting involved in this critical issue. 

For more information: Contact Back From the Brink, a national campaign working with
organizations and individuals to educate on the need to stand down nuclear weapons.  For a free
video and information packet call 1-877-55BESAFE or visit their web site at
www.backfromthebrink.org.





List of Religious Leaders to whom Newsletter Article is being sent. 
USA Today Letter-to-the-Editor signed by Bob Edgars attached.

These organizations have participated with the Campaign in some way. 

Annette Kane, National Council of Catholic Women

Greg Laszatavitis, Church of the Brethren, Washington Office

Darryl Byler, Mennonite Central Committee

Lonnie Turner, Cooperative Baptist Fellowship, Washington Office

Guy Quinlan, UU Disarmament Committee, NY, NY

Joe Gerson, AFSC, Massachusetts

Larry Egbert, UUA Disarmament Office, WDC

Nancy Small, Pax Christi, USA

Rachel Labush, Religious Action Center for Reformed Judaism

Reverend Robert Palotti, Hartford Diocesan Justice and Peace Office

Sr. Marie, Sisters of St. Joseph for Peace

Pat Kenoyer, Sisters of Loretto

Kathleen McCabe, The Sisters of St. Francis of Philadelphia

Tiffany Heath, Church Women United

Heather Nolan, Church World Service

Lisa Wright, National Council of Churches

Carroll Houle, Maryknoll Office for Global Concerns

Ron Steif, Untied Church of Christ
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Date: Sun, 15 Apr 2001 15:45:13 -0500 (CDT)
To: mupj@igc.org
From: orders@www.hallmark.com
Subject: Your Hallmark E-Card has been viewed

Hi Howard W. Hallman,

HALLEDEE@aol.com just read the e-card you sent from Hallmark.com.  Our thanks again for sending it.  We hope 
you'll be back to send more of our e-cards and paper cards.  Don't miss our gifts, gift certificates, fresh flowers, cookies 
- all kinds of things we sell online.  Want a shortcut?

http://gifts.hallmark.com
http://flowers.hallmark.com
http://www.hallmark.com/hmk/Website/pass_gifts.jsp

About that e-card.  If you want to see it again yourself, you still can.  Just click this link or copy and paste it into the 
address line of your Web browser:
http://ecardview.hallmark.com/hmk/Website/greeting.jsp?id=EG0092-665118-1393459

Jan Scott
Hallmark.com
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Date: Fri, 13 Apr 2001 12:03:53 -0500
From: Kevin Martin <kmartin@fourthfreedom.org>
X-Mailer: Mozilla 4.7 [en] (Win98; U)
X-Accept-Language: en
To: Howard Hallman <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: June 10 - 12 actions in DC

Dear Howard,

How are you? It's been awhile since we've been in contact.  I write
regarding the June 10-12 anti-Star Wars, pro-nuclear abolition events
we're organizing in DC.  In case you haven't gotten them, attached are
the Call and flier for the events. They're also available on our website
at <www.projectabolition.org>.

Can Methodists United for Peace and Justice and/or the Interfaith
Coalition for Nuclear Disarmament endorse our events?  Can you help
spread the word to mobilize folks for the rally on the 10th and the
lobby days on the 11th and 12th?  I'd love to hear your thoughts on how
we can build these events.

In Peace,

Kevin

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\Call for a National Mobilization and Days of Action for 
email.doc"

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\flier with graphic for June action.doc"

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\kmartin.vcf"
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From: David Culp <david@fcnl.org>
To: "Persons Interested in Mini-Nukes (E-mail)" <blank@fcnl.org>
Subject: (abolition-usa) Wash. Post:  U.S. Studies Developing New Nuclear Bomb
Date: Mon, 16 Apr 2001 09:05:05 -0400
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2448.0)
Sender: owner-abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com
Reply-To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com

U.S. STUDIES DEVELOPING NEW NUCLEAR BOMB

By Walter Pincus
Washington Post
Sunday, April 15, 2001; Page A02

The Defense Department is studying whether to develop a new,
low-yield nuclear weapon with an earth-penetrating nose cone that
could knock out hardened or deeply buried targets such as
leadership bunkers and command centers, according to
administration and congressional sources.

Such a weapon has long been sought by nuclear weapons scientists
and some military strategists, including key members of the Bush
administration, as a way of reaching targets that are hidden deep
underground without incurring huge collateral damage. Advocates
also say that by developing such smaller nuclear weapons, the
United States could safely reduce its current stockpile of 6,000
much more powerful warheads.

Interest in low-yield weapons has been rising with concern that
Iraq's Saddam Hussein could hide his biological and chemical
arsenals in underground bunkers. Another hardened target that has
drawn attention is Russia's long-term construction of a nuclear
war command center under Yamental mountain.

One senior adviser to Defense Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld said
that the Iraqi leader would not be deterred by current U.S.
nuclear weapons "because he knows a U.S. president would not drop
a 100-kiloton bomb on Baghdad" and destroy the entire city and
its population to reach his weapons of mass destruction.

The prospect that the Pentagon would recommend that the Bush
administration develop a new, low-yield nuclear weapon has become
the focus of attention for groups committed to traditional arms
control. The Federation of American Scientists (FAS) plans to
release a report this week that argues "that adding low-yield
warheads to the world's nuclear inventory simply makes their
eventual use more likely."

A report on the Pentagon study is to be sent to Congress in July.
Seven years ago, Congress barred research and development of a
low-yield precision-guided nuclear weapon, out of concern that it
would blur the line between conventional and nuclear weapons.
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But an amendment last year to the defense authorization bill by
Sens. John W. Warner (R-Va.) and Wayne Allard (R-Colo.) required
the Pentagon to study how to defeat hardened and deeply buried
targets. The Defense Department was specifically asked to
determine what weapons might be needed, including low-yield
nuclear devices. The Energy Department, which controls the
nuclear labs, is assisting the Pentagon.

The July report is due at the same time a review of U.S.
strategic nuclear deterrence policy, ordered by Rumsfeld, could
be completed. That study deals with offensive and defensive
systems, nuclear as well as conventional, administration sources
said.

In a paper presented last month, Paul Robinson, head of Sandia
Nuclear Laboratories, said he believed "low-yield weapons with
highly accurate delivery systems" would be desirable "for
deterrence in the non-Russian world." Robinson, however, said the
devices could help decision-makers "contemplate the destruction
of some buried or hidden targets while being mindful of the need
to minimize collateral damage."

Stephen M. Younger, chief of nuclear weapons research at Los
Alamos National Laboratory, suggested in a paper last summer that
accurate, low-yield nuclear weapons could be better suited to
attacking buried, concrete bunkers and mobile missiles than
today's U.S. arsenal of silo-busting weapons that each have the
explosive power of 30 Hiroshima bombs.

To destroy moderately hard targets, such as missile silos,
Younger urged the development of low-yield weapons to be placed
on highly accurate missiles. A new, five-kiloton warhead -- with
less than half the destructive power of the Hiroshima bomb --
would vaporize a 30-foot-thick silo door if it were delivered by
a precise missile, he wrote.

A new nuclear bomb has not been developed in the United States
since the 1980s, and nuclear testing was halted in 1992. Each
year the Energy Department spends about $4.5 billion in its
stockpile stewardship program that keeps warheads safe and
secure. Tiny elements of nuclear materials are exploded in
"sub-critical" tests, which are allowed under the testing
moratorium because they do not create a nuclear chain reaction.

Because many tested U.S. weapon designs exist from the period
before the moratorium, one senior U.S. weapons scientist said
recently that a low-yield weapon could be developed without
testing. He added that with information developed on earth
penetration for the Pershing II intermediate-range missile in the
1980s and the B-61 more recently, "we could build [a low-yield
earth penetrator] tomorrow; it is not hard to do."

Critics say such a weapon would not be able to penetrate deep
enough to keep radioactive debris from getting into the
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atmosphere. The FAS study, by Princeton University theoretical
physicist Robert W. Nelson, argues that "in order to be fully
contained, nuclear explosions at the Nevada Test Site must be
buried at a depth of 650 feet for a five-kiloton explosive."

Based on that analysis, Nelson concludes: "This mission does not
appear possible, without causing massive radioactive
contamination. No American president would elect to use nuclear
weapons in this situation -- unless another country had already
used nuclear weapons against us."

The government nuclear weapons scientist said a one-kiloton
warhead would have to dig down only 175 feet for its radioactive
material to remain contained.

Copyright © 2001 The Washington Post Company

-
 To unsubscribe to abolition-usa, send an email to "majordomo@xmission.com"
 with "unsubscribe abolition-usa" in the body of the message.
 For information on digests or retrieving files and old messages send
 "help" to the same address.  Do not use quotes in your message.
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To: mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Follow up from April 10 meeting
Cc: 
Bcc: icnd
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Colleagues,

I want to report to you on several matters considered at the April 10 meeting of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament.

Bush Nuclear Policy

We discussed how to deal with the nuclear posture review the Bush Administration has underway.  We decided not to 
go for an interfaith sign-on statement.  Instead we will encourage a series of denomination and religious association 
responses with common themes.  We will develop a coordinated media strategy.  This is elaborated in a separate 
message.

Legislation

It isn't clear when and how our issues will come into focus in Congress.  We will have to be prepared to act quickly on 
amendments and resolutions dealing with missile defense, de-alerting, and other matters.  Coming out of our March 
meeting with Ken Myers of Senator Lugar's staff, we have decided to do grassroots work in three states to reach three 
important chairs to urge full funding of the Nunn-Lugar Program: Senator Warner (R-VA), chair of Senate Armed 
Services, Senator Roberts (R-KS), chair of the key subcommittee, and Representative Stump (R-AZ, 3rd District), chair 
of House Armed Services.  More on this later.

Meeting Date

Because there is a conflict with the regular meeting of the Latin America Working Group on the second Tuesday of 
each month, we decided to change our meeting date to the third Tuesday from 1:00 to 2:30 p.m.   The next meeting will 
therefore be on Tuesday, May 15.  For the June 19 meeting we are tentatively planning to arrange for a briefing on 
Bush's nuclear policy by experts from the civic sector.  Those of you who can't make every meeting may want to mark 
June 19 on your calendar.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Responding to Bush nuclear policy
Cc: 
Bcc: icnd
X-Attachments: A:\abolish.335.doc;
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

To:  Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament

Response requested

Dear Colleagues:

The Bush Administration has a strategic review underway, including a review of the U.S. nuclear posture.  Conclusions 
of this review and recommended policies may be released in late May or early June.

Participants in the April 10 meeting of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament concluded that rather than 
developing a single interfaith advocacy statement on U.S. nuclear posture, we should encourage a coordinated response 
of various denominations and religious associations.  To achieve maximum impact, we should emphasize similar themes 
and should carry out a coordinated media strategy for release of our responses.

Query: Will you participate in this endeavor?  If  you are denominational staff, will you start developing a response that 
relates your denomination's policy to what President Bush is likely to recommend?  Will you alert your head of 
communion or other appropriate leader that this is in the works?  If you are an officer or an employee of a peace 
fellowship or some other unofficial association, will you get your organization ready to speak out?  Please let me know 
your response.

COMMON THEMES

From President Bush's campaign speeches and information coming from Administration officials, we can anticipate 
major features of the Bush nuclear policy.  Our response can praise elements we support and criticize policies we 
disagree with.  We can also reaffirm our vision of a world free of nuclear weapons and outline steps to get there that 
aren't contained in the Bush nuclear policy.

Praise for Positive Steps

De-alerting.  It seems likely that the Bush policy will call for some measures to reduce the alert status of the nuclear 
arsenal.  We can praise this action.  If de-alerting is incomplete, we can call for further action along these lines.

Strategic arms reduction.  There are indications that President Bush will favor reduction of strategic weapons to 2,500 or 
so warheads, down from current 7,000 deployment under START I.  This might occur partly through unilateral 
initiative.  We can praise this step but also recommend even deeper cuts.

Criticism of Undesirable Policies

National missile defense.  It is certain that the Bush nuclear policy will have a commitment to vigorous, layered national 
missile defense.  It may also call for U.S. withdrawal from the Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty.  We should renew 
our opposition to missile defense and state our support for the ABM Treaty because of the restraint it exercises on the 
nuclear arms race.

Nuclear weapon development and testing.  There is speculation that President Bush may call for preparing the Nevada 
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test site for the possible resumption of nuclear testing.  We should strongly oppose this.  We should also object to any 
proposal for the design of new nuclear weapons, such as "mini-nukes".

Concern for Lack of Vision

The United States has a commitment to nuclear disarmament under Article VI of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation 
Nuclear Weapons (NPT), reaffirmed in the Final Document of the 2000 NPT Review Conference.  However, it seems 
unlikely that the Bush nuclear policy will outline a plan for the total elimination of nuclear weapons.  We should 
respond by restating our commitment to this goal and outlining practical steps for achieving it.  We can ask that a 
nuclear disarmament plan be incorporated into the official U.S. nuclear policy.

It also seems unlikely that the Bush nuclear policy will offer a comprehensive approach to global nuclear non-
proliferation.  We should respond by outlining appropriate elements and indicating that they are a surer approach to 
protecting the U.S. homeland from attack than the extremely expensive and unproven missile defense.

MEDIA STRATEGY

We should develop and implement a common media strategy to get our views before the public.  This will be considered 
in a separate memo.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

We should assemble background information to assist organizational staff in preparing statements for their leader, such 
as the following items.  Sources of some are referenced, others  I will send separately so that you can start a file.

"Bush's Nuclear Weapons Policy: the Good, the Bad, and the Ugly" by David Culp (to be forwarded via e-mail)

De-alerting
"Short Fuse to Catastrophe: The Case for Taking Nuclear Weapons off Hair-Trigger Alert"
(20 p.) by Back  from the Brink.  Other material at www.backfromthebrink.org. 
Religious leaders letter on de-alerting to President Bush (available at www.fcnl.org).

Strategic arms reduction
Background piece by Howard Hallman (attachment)
Material from arms control organizations

National Missile Defense
Religious leaders letter on NMD (available at www.umc-gbcs.org)
Talking points from Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers (now in draft)

Total Nuclear Disarmament
Statements from world religious leaders and organizations (to be sent)
Each denomination has its own statements
Practical steps from the Final Report of the 2000 NPT Review Conference (to be sent)

Non-proliferation Strategy
Outline of elements (to be developed)
Briefing book being prepared by Council for a Livable World

Sample Material (to be prepared)
Paragraphs on different issues
Op-ed pieces on various topics
Letters to the editor
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Again, please let me know what you are prepared to do.   In the meantime I will send further background material to 
you.  We can make an impact if we work together.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Bush's Nuclear Weapons Policy
Cc: 
Bcc: icnd
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament

Here's a background piece on Bush's nuclear weapons policy by David Culp.

Howard

>From: David Culp <david@fcnl.org>
>To: "Howard W. Hallman " <mupj@igc.org>
>Subject: Bush's Nuclear Weapons Policy
>Date: Tue, 10 Apr 2001 16:29:12 -0400
>X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2448.0)
>
>Bush's Nuclear Weapons Policy: the Good, the Bad, and the Ugly
>
>
>by David Culp, Friends Committee on National Legislation
>
>
>Behind closed doors at the Pentagon and the White House, the Bush
>administration has begun a review of the nation's nuclear weapons policy.
>
>Originally slated to be finished in April, the completed review is now not
>expected until May or June. Why? First, the administration has been slow in
>staffing the executive branch. Second, political advisors in the White House
>are arguing for a delay in announcing expensive military programs until the
>tax-cut bill has cleared the Senate.
>
>While the specifics have not been decided, the Bush policies are known in
>general. For peace activists they can be described as the good, the bad, and
>the ugly.
>
>
>The Good: Strategic Reductions and De-alerting
>
>  "While the President will seek to persuade Russia to join us
>in further reducing nuclear arsenals, he is also prepared to lead by
>example. The President proposes to maintain our nuclear arsenal with the
>lowest number of nuclear weapons consistent with our present and future
>national security needs."
>
>  Office of Management and Budget, A Blueprint for New
>Beginnings, 2001, p. 54.
> 
>The administration is expected to announce unilateral reductions in the
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>strategic nuclear arsenal. There is broad agreement, from the Joint Chiefs
>of Staff to Greenpeace, that the nuclear arsenal is too large. The U.S. now
>has 7,000 deployed strategic nuclear warheads under START I (Strategic Arms
>Reduction Treaty). That number was determined by the Reagan administration
>to be what was needed to deter the combined forces of the Soviet Union and
>its Warsaw Pact allies.
> 
>START II would have further cut the arsenal in half. However, that treaty
>was not ratified in its final form because of disagreements between the
>Clinton administration and the Senate Republican leadership.
>
>To break the arms control logjam, the Bush administration is considering
>unilateral reductions. The Pentagon brass had already agreed to eliminate
>4,500 strategic warheads (from 7,000 to 2,500 warheads) as part of a START
>III agreement that the Clinton administration was considering. How many
>warheads to eliminate will be a major part of the debate inside the Bush
>administration.
>
>  ". . . the United States should remove as many weapons as
>possible from high-alert, hair-trigger status--another unnecessary vestige
>of Cold War confrontation.  . . . today, for two nations at peace, keeping
>so many weapons on high alert may create unacceptable risks of accidental or
>unauthorized launch. So, as President, I will ask for an assessment of what
>we can safely do to lower the alert status of our forces."
>
>  George W. Bush, Washington, May 23, 2000.
>
>The Bush review may also recommend "de-alerting," i.e. taking off
>hair-trigger alert, some of our nuclear weapons. The U.S. and Russia each
>have 2,500 missiles on hair-trigger alert. A Russian president has about six
>minutes and a U.S. president about 22 minutes to decide to launch a nuclear
>counterstrike from receiving a report of an attack.
>
>The dangers inherent in the crumbling of the Russian military infrastructure
>concern Republicans as well as Democrats. In 1991, President George Bush,
>Defense Secretary Dick Cheney and Joint Chiefs of Staff chairman Colin
>Powell authorized the de-alerting of thousands of nuclear weapons as the
>Warsaw Pact unraveled. In 2001, President George W. Bush, Vice President
>Cheney and Secretary of State Powell may do the same.
>
>The Defense Department has committed to include de-alerting in its nuclear
>review in a February 2001 letter to the Friends Committee on National
>Legislation, as Bush promised during the campaign. 
>
>
>The Bad: Tactical Nuclear Weapons
>
>  "Future warfare scenarios may require low-yield nuclear
>options.  . . . the President should issue a directive outlining that
>protecting the national interest requires . . . tactical nuclear weapons to
>deter the use of nuclear, chemical, and biological weapons against U.S.
>troops, regardless of where they are located."
>
>  Heritage Foundation, Priorities for the President, chap. 10,



10416.06.txt[5/10/2017 12:09:34 PM]

>2001.
> 
>There are sharp contradictions among Bush officials over the role of
>tactical, or short-range, nuclear weapons. Some officials, with opinions
>parallel to the Heritage Foundation's point of view, would like to find new
>battlefield roles for tactical nuclear weapons. These new roles could
>include authorizing the use of tactical weapons, or "mini-nukes," against
>non-nuclear states possessing chemical or biological weapons. Other nuclear
>scenarios include destroying underground command bunkers in countries like
>North Korea and Iraq. The most extreme proposals include the development of
>new nuclear weapons. This would require the resumption of underground
>testing and would destroy any prospect for a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.
>
>On the other hand, Secretary of State Powell is known to have little use for
>nuclear weapons on the battlefield. As chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
>in the first Bush administration, he tried to eliminate all U.S. tactical
>nuclear weapons.
>
>The Ugly: Missile Defense
>
>  "America must build effective missile defenses, based on the
>best available options, at the earliest possible date."
>
>  George W. Bush, Washington, May 23, 2000.
>
>There is complete agreement within the administration on deploying a missile
>defense system. However on the second-tier questions, such as what kind of
>system to deploy and how quickly to deploy, there is disagreement.
>
>Will the system be a limited, land-based system, as proposed by Clinton, or
>will it include sea-based and space-based systems?
>
>Who would the U.S. try to protect? The United States only? European allies?
>Japan, South Korea, Taiwan and Australia?
>
>What are we trying to protect against? A limited number of missiles from a
>country like North Korea? China's ballistic missiles?
>
>The answers to these questions will determine the system's price tag. The
>limited Clinton program was estimated to cost $60 billion. The system some
>Republicans are advocating could approach $200 billion--a lot of money, even
>in Washington. And who will pay for the system? American taxpayers only? Or
>will U.S. allies be asked to help pay for missile defense?
>
>Most importantly for peace advocates, what will happen to the Anti-Ballistic
>Missile (ABM) treaty? Some Republicans argue for scrapping the treaty by
>giving the Russians the required six-months notice this summer. The Russians
>have repeatedly threatened to withdraw from arms reduction treaties if the
>U.S. annuls the ABM treaty.
>
>The Bush administration is realizing that the political costs for deploying
>a missile system are at the front end, while the benefits, if any, are many
>years down the road. There is no system that can be deployed before the end
>of the first Bush term. The elaborate sea- and space-based systems being
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>pushed by missile defense advocates would not be in place until after a
>possible second Bush term.
>
>However, it appears almost certain that President Bush will agree to
>implement a missile defense plan. That decision can be expected to provoke a
>political firestorm of opposition here and in Europe. As details become
>available, the debate will become sharpened. Congress may be asked to vote
>on deployment of a missile defense system as part of the regular Pentagon
>budget bills as soon as this summer.
>
>In the short term, peace advocates should be pressing their representative
>and senators to oppose missile defense as unworkable, as a waste of billions
>of dollars, and as a threat to arms control agreements.
>
>What to Do
>
>The nuclear policy changes, both good and bad, do not have a legislative
>vehicle in Congress yet.  However, the policies will be debated and
>influenced by the 50 members of the House Armed Services Committee and the
>24 members of the Senate Armed Services Committee. If you are represented by
>one of those members, you should contact them and join the debate. If not,
>you should express your opinions to your representative and senators and ask
>them to talk with their colleagues on the committees.
>
>Activists should press members of the two Armed Services Committees for:
>*  Sharp reductions in the strategic nuclear arsenal.
>*  "De-alerting," or taking the nuclear arsenals off hair-trigger
>alert.
>*  Opposing any new roles for tactical, or battlefield, nuclear
>weapons.
>
>On missile defense, the congressional committees that draft the annual
>military spending bills may be voting on parts of the Bush administration's
>new plans in June and July. There is a better than 50 percent chance that
>you are represented by a representative or senator on one of these four key
>committees: House Armed Services Committee, House Appropriations Committee,
>Senate Armed Services Committee, and Senate Appropriations Committee.
>
>
>Conclusion
>
>The Bush administration is likely to unveil its nuclear weapons policy
>sometime in May or June, with much military fanfare. Peace advocates should
>be leaders in the coming debate by writing letters-to-the-editor, contacting
>key members of Congress, and encouraging others to join the public
>discussion by praising the positive and criticizing the negative.
>
>
>David Culp is a legislative representative with the Friends Committee on
>National Legislation in Washington. He has lobbied for over ten years on
>nuclear weapons issues. If you would like to receive regular e-mail updates
>on nuclear disarmament, send him a note at <david@fcnl.org>. More
>information on these topics is available on FCNL's website at
><www.fcnl.org>.
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>
>
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To: Kevin Martin <kmartin@fourthfreedom.org>
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: June 10 - 12 actions in DC
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <3AD73179.A4FD103C@fourthfreedom.org>
References: 

At 12:03 PM 4/13/01 -0500, you wrote:
>Can Methodists United for Peace and Justice and/or the Interfaith
>Coalition for Nuclear Disarmament endorse our events?  

Dear Kevin,

The Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament is a coalition facilitator and doesn't issue statements in its own name 
or endorse various activities.

Methodists United for Peace with Justice generally endorses only activities where we have played a role in planning.  At 
the moment we are using our limited resources to promote grassroots lobbying of Congress and the Bush Administration 
on several nuclear disarmament issue.  We are concentrating particularly on about 20 states where one or more senators 
are a swing vote on our issues.  Therefore, we won't be able to take on the task of promoting participation in your June 
event.

However, I'll watch your mobilization with great interest.  I hope it is successful.

Shalom,
Howard
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X-Sender: dkimball@[63.106.26.66]
X-Mailer: Windows Eudora Pro Version 3.0 (32)
Date: Mon, 16 Apr 2001 16:53:24 -0400
To: dkimball@clw.org
From: Daryl Kimball <dkimball@clw.org>
Subject: N-Testing Update: FAS mini-nukes report; more on DOE budget

April 16, 2001

TO: Coalition members and friends

FR: Daryl Kimball

RE: Nuclear Testing Update -- FAS report assails case for mini-nukes; NIF
debate 2001

FAS ARTICLE CRITICIZES MINI-NUKES, PROMPTS NEWS COVERAGE

According to an analysis by the Federation of American Scientists, the aim
of using low-yield earth-penetrating nuclear weapons to destroy deep
bunkers without releasing dangerous fallout that can kill the surrounding
population is not technologically feasible. 

As our updates have documented and as new Washington Post article reports,
some nuclear weapons developers  advocate developing and testing new small
nuclear weapons as a way to destroy deeply buried bunkers containing enemy
leaders or biological weapons.

But the FAS study, performed by Princeton University physicist Robert
Nelson, finds this to be technologically impossible. "No earth-burrowing
missile can penetrate deep enough into the earth to contain an explosion
with a nuclear yield even as small as 1 percent of the Hiroshima weapon.
The explosion simply blows out a massive crater of radioactive dirt, which
rains down on the local region with especially intense and deadly fallout,"
says Nelson. 

Nearly ten years ago, the first Bush Administration decided to end the
production of new warhead types and nuclear testing for new warhead types.
Also, in 1993, Congress mandated that the Department of Energy not conduct
research and development on nuclear weapon types with of yield of 5
kilotons or less. (See:
http://www.fcnl.org/issues/arm/sup/tesban_nukfurse_2.htm ) 

Now, these policies are under review. The FY 2001 National Defense
Authorization Act requires, in part, that the Administration report on "the
active and inactive nuclear weapons stockpile that will be required for
implementing the U.S. national and military strategy, including any plans
for replacing or modifying warheads." There is also a Congressional
requirement for a Defense and Energy Department report to assess
requirements and options for defeating "hardened and deeply buried targets"
and to make recommendations to seek any necessary modifications to existing
law. (See: http://www.fcnl.org/issues/arm/sup/min_confreprt_10600.htm ) 
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Some Senators like Jon Kyl argued against ratification of the CTBT because
it would prevent the United States from making its "...arsenal relevant to
a world of rogue actors with dug-in, hardened shelters and WMD capabilities
that will likely require new weapons designs." The extent of official Bush
administration support for new types of nuclear weapons is not clear.

We should expect Senator Kyl and other members of Congress to push for
further R&D on such weapons in the fiscal 2002 Defense Authorization bill.

Attached below is an excerpt of the Nelson paper which is published in the
latest FAS Public Interest Report
<http://www.fas.org/faspir/2001/v54n1/weapons.htm>, as well as a Washington
Post and a London Times article on the subject.

Please also note that the final paragraph in the Washington Post article
says that "... [a] government nuclear weapons scientist said a one-kiloton
warhead would have to dig down only 175 feet for its radioactive material
to remain contained." Actually, based on Nevada Test Site data, a weapon
has to be buried by approximately 400 feet or more to contain a one kt
explosion; 175 foot depth would more likely maximize the size of the crater.

NIF DEBATE 2001

Late last month, a federal district court ruled that halted government
reviews of the $4 billion National Ignition Facility (NIF) Project. The
ruling comes as the result of a suit filed by NRDC (the Natural Resources
Defense Council) and a Livermore-based organization, Tri-Valley Cares,
which have been calling for an open and unbiased review of the project
since its inception in 1995. See NRDC press release below.

And last week, John Gordon, head of the National Nuclear Security
Administration, presented a report to Congress that claims that, "the NIF
project team is capable of managing the project so as to assure a high
probability of successful execution." However, the report fails to provide
a five-year budget plan for the nation's stockpile stewardship program, a
final condition for release of $69 million of the total fiscal 2001
appropriation of $197.3m for NIF. The report states the five-year cost
figures will be available after President Bush completes a "strategic
review of national security-related activities." See Contra Costa Times
article below.

This year, DOE and the NNSA have requested $245m for NIF. For more on the
role of NIF in the stockpile stewardship program, see
<http://www.clw.org/coalition/briefv4n16NIF.htm>

CTBTO LAUNCHES NEW WEB SITE

The Preparatory Commission for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty
Organization (CTBTO PrepCom) has launched a new version of its public web
site. The <http://www.ctbto.org> aims to provide accurate, appropriate and
timely information about the Preparatory Commission's mandate and
activities to the general public and special interest groups, within a
user-friendly and easily accessible structure.
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For those of you who are counting, as of this week, 160 states have signed
the CTBT, 76 have ratified, including 31 of the 44 states necessary for the
Treaty's entry into force. A second conference on accelerating the entry
into force of the Treaty will take place in New York this September.

- DK

NOTE: Further information on the CTBT is available on the Coalition web
site http://www.crnd.org. For previous editions of the Coalition's "Nuclear
Testing Update," see <http://www.clw.org/coalition/n-testing.htm>

IN THIS UPDATE: 

1. "Low-Yield Earth-Penetrating Nuclear Weapons," by Rob Nelson, FAS Public
Interest Report, January/February 2001, Volume 54, Number 1.

2. "Pentagon Studies Developing New Nuclear Bomb," By Walter Pincus,
Washington Post, April 15, 2001

3. "US studies plan for missile to blast bunkers," by Ben Macintyre in
Washington, The Times (London), April 16, 2001

4. "Nuclear Weapons Funding Up, Nonproliferation, Cleanup Down," BY GEORGE
LOBSENZ, Energy Daily, April 10, 2001

5. "Lab laser funding in limbo," By Peter Felsenfeld, Contra Costa Times,
April 13, 2001

6. "Public Interest Groups Convince U.S. Court to Halt Biased Reviews of
National Ignition Facility Project," NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL --
PRESS RELEASE, March 28, 2001

**************

1. FAS Public Interest Report, January/February 2001, Volume 54, Number 1 

http://www.fas.org/faspir/2001/v54n1/weapons.htm

"Low-Yield Earth-Penetrating Nuclear Weapons"

By Robert W. Nelson 

Despite the global sense of relief and hope that the nuclear arms race
ended with the Cold War, an increasingly vocal group of politicians,
military officials and leaders of America's nuclear weapon laboratories are
urging the US to develop a new generation of precision low-yield nuclear
weapons. Rather than deterring warfare with another nuclear power, however,
they suggest these weapons could be used in conventional conflicts with
third-world nations. 

Critics argue that adding low-yield warheads to the world's nuclear
inventory simply makes their eventual use more likely. In fact, a 1994 law
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currently prohibits the nuclear laboratories from undertaking research and
development that could lead to a precision nuclear weapon of less than 5
kilotons (KT), because "low-yield nuclear weapons blur the distinction
between nuclear and conventional war." 

Last year, Senate Republicans John Warner (R-VA) and Wayne Allard (R-CO)
buried a small provision in the 2001 Defense Authorization Bill that would
have overturned these earlier restrictions. Although the language in the
final Act was watered down, the Energy and Defense Departments are still
required to undertake a study of low-yield nuclear weapons that could
penetrate deep into the earth before detonating so as to "threaten hard and
deeply buried targets."

Legislation for long-term research and actual development of low-yield
nuclear weapons will almost certainly be proposed again in the current
session of Congress. 

As described in detail below, however, the use of any nuclear weapon
capable of destroying a buried target that is otherwise immune to
conventional attack will necessarily produce enormous numbers of civilian
casualties. No earth-burrowing missile can penetrate deep enough into the
earth to contain an explosion with a nuclear yield even as small as 1
percent of the 15 kiloton Hiroshima weapon. The explosion simply blows out
a massive crater of radioactive dirt, which rains down on the local region
with an especially intense and deadly fallout. 

Moreover, as Congress understood in 1994, by seeking to produce usable
low-yield nuclear weapons, we risk blurring the now sharp line separating
nuclear and conventional warfare, and provide legitimacy for other nations
to similarly consider using nuclear weapons in regional wars. 

**************

2. "Pentagon Studies Developing New Nuclear Bomb," By Walter Pincus,
Washington Post, April 15, 2001

The Defense Department is studying whether to develop a new, low-yield
nuclear weapon with an earth-penetrating nose cone that could knock out
hardened or deeply buried targets such as leadership bunkers and command
centers, according to administration and congressional sources.

Such a weapon has long been sought by nuclear weapons scientists and some
military strategists, including key members of the Bush administration, as
a way of reaching targets that are hidden deep underground without
incurring huge collateral damage. Advocates also say that by developing
such smaller nuclear weapons, the United States could safely reduce its
current stockpile of 6,000 much more powerful warheads.

Interest in low-yield weapons has been rising with concern that Iraq's
Saddam Hussein could hide his biological and chemical arsenals in
underground bunkers. Another hardened target that has drawn attention is
Russia's long-term construction of a nuclear war command center under
Yamental mountain.
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One senior adviser to Defense Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld said that the
Iraqi leader would not be deterred by current U.S. nuclear weapons "because
he knows a U.S. president would not drop a 100-kiloton bomb on Baghdad" and
destroy the entire city and its population to reach his weapons of mass
destruction.

The prospect that the Pentagon would recommend that the Bush administration
develop a new, low-yield nuclear weapon has become the focus of attention
for groups committed to traditional arms control. The Federation of
American Scientists (FAS) plans to release a report this week that argues
"that adding low-yield warheads to the world's nuclear inventory simply makes
their eventual use more likely."

A report on the Pentagon study is to be sent to Congress in July. Seven
years ago, Congress barred research and development of a low-yield
precision-guided nuclear weapon, out of concern that it would blur the line
between conventional and nuclear weapons.

But an amendment last year to the defense authorization bill by Sens. John
W. Warner (R-Va.) and Wayne Allard (R-Colo.) required the Pentagon to study
how to defeat hardened and deeply buried targets. The Defense Department
was specifically asked to determine what weapons might be needed, including
low-yield nuclear devices. The Energy Department, which controls the
nuclear labs, is assisting the Pentagon.

The July report is due at the same time a review of U.S. strategic nuclear
deterrence policy, ordered by Rumsfeld, could be completed. That study
deals with offensive and defensive systems, nuclear as well as
conventional, administration sources said.

In a paper presented last month, Paul Robinson, head of Sandia Nuclear
Laboratories, said he believed "low-yield weapons with highly accurate
delivery systems" would be desirable "for deterrence in the non-Russian
world." Robinson, however, said the devices could help decision-makers
"contemplate the destruction of some buried or hidden targets while being
mindful of the need to minimize collateral damage."

Stephen M. Younger, chief of nuclear weapons research at Los Alamos
National Laboratory, suggested in a paper last summer that accurate,
low-yield nuclear weapons could be better suited to attacking buried,
concrete bunkers and mobile missiles than today's U.S. arsenal of
silo-busting weapons that each have the explosive power of 30 Hiroshima bombs.

To destroy moderately hard targets, such as missile silos, Younger urged
the development of low-yield weapons to be placed on highly accurate
missiles. A new, five-kiloton warhead -- with less than half the
destructive power of the Hiroshima bomb -- would vaporize a 30-foot-thick
silo door if it were delivered by a precise missile, he wrote.

A new nuclear bomb has not been developed in the United States since the
1980s, and nuclear testing was halted in 1992. Each year the Energy
Department spends about $4.5 billion in its stockpile stewardship program
that keeps warheads safe and secure. Tiny elements of nuclear materials are
exploded in "sub-critical" tests, which are allowed under the testing
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moratorium because they do not create a nuclear chain reaction.

Because many tested U.S. weapon designs exist from the period before the
moratorium, one senior U.S. weapons scientist said recently that a
low-yield weapon could be developed without testing. He added that with
information developed on earth penetration for the Pershing II
intermediate-range missile in the 1980s and the B-61 more recently, "we
could build [a low-yield earth penetrator] tomorrow; it is not hard to do."

Critics say such a weapon would not be able to penetrate deep enough to
keep radioactive debris from getting into the atmosphere. The FAS study, by
Princeton University theoretical physicist Robert W. Nelson, argues that
"in order to be fully contained, nuclear explosions at the Nevada Test Site
must be buried at a depth of 650 feet for a five-kiloton explosive."

Based on that analysis, Nelson concludes: "This mission does not appear
possible, without causing massive radioactive contamination. No American
president would elect to use nuclear weapons in this situation -- unless
another country had already used nuclear weapons against us."

The government nuclear weapons scientist said a one-kiloton warhead would
have to dig down only 175 feet for its radioactive material to remain
contained.

**************

3. "US studies plan for missile to blast bunkers," by Ben Macintyre in
Washington

The Times (London), April 16, 2001
 
MILITARY strategists in America are studying the possibility of developing
a nuclear weapon that could penetrate the Earth's surface and destroy
subterranean targets, including arms dumps and command centres, without
causing huge civilian casualties.
 
Research into such a weapon, which has the backing of several senior
members of the Bush Cabinet, has been spurred by the belief that foes such
as Saddam Hussein of Iraq could hide arsenals of chemical and biological
agents in underground bunkers beyond the reach of existing weapons. Another
potential target causing concern in the Defence Department is Russia's
construction of a nuclear war command centre beneath Yamental Mountain. 

The "low-yield" bomb would have a nose-cone capable of penetrating hundreds
of feet into the Earth before detonation. The Pentagon is expected to send
Congress a study on the potential uses of the weapon this summer.
 
Nuclear testing was halted in America in 1992 and no new nuclear bomb has
been developed since the 1980s. In 1993 Congress prevented research and
development on low-yield, precision-guided nuclear weapons on the ground
that they could straddle the line between conventional and nuclear weapons
and thus complicate arms control.
 
Supporters of the new weapon say, however, that it would allow America to
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press ahead with reducing its stockpile of more powerful conventional
warheads. C. Paul Robinson, director of the Sandia National Laboratories,
told a Nuclear  Security Decisionmakers' Forum last month that such weapons
could play a crucial role in preventing rogue states from storing or using
weapons of mass destruction. "The highest goal is to deter aggression," he
said. 

President Bush pledged unilateral cuts in warheads and missiles during the
election campaign as part of a revised strategic doctrine that will
emphasise a more robust defence but a more streamlined nuclear offensive
capability.
 
Defence officials maintain that the new weapon is necessary because Saddam
is aware that no American President would authorise the use of conventional
nuclear warheads to attack his weapons systems if this meant killing
thousands of civilians. The new weapon is designed to home in on "hardened
targets" in underground concrete bunkers, strictly limiting so-called
collateral damage.
 
Some scientists argue that there is already sufficient scientific data to
build a low-yield, Earth-penetrating nuclear weapon without recourse to
further testing. "We could build it tomorrow. It's not hard to do," one
senior weapons scientist told The Washington Post.
 
The newspaper said that the head of the Department of Energy's Sandia
Nuclear Laboratories had written that "low- yield weapons with highly
accurate delivery systems" could allow America to "contemplate the
destruction of some buried or hidden targets while being mindful of the
need to minimise collateral damage".
 
Opponents say that the warheads would never be able to penetrate deeply
enough to ensure that radioactivity does not leak into the atmosphere.
Supporters maintain that a one-kiloton warhead would have to penetrate only
175ft into the Earth to ensure that its radioactive material was contained.
 
Critics counter that a fivekiloton explosive would have to detonate 650ft
below the Earth's surface for all radioactive debris to be contained. A
study for the Federation of American Scientists concluded: "This mission
does not appear possible without causing massive radioactive contamination."
 
In another futuristic military development, the Bush Administration is
pushing ahead with the testing of pilotless planes, known as UCAVs or
uninhabited combat air vehicles.

**************

4. "Nuclear Weapons Funding Up, Nonproliferation, Cleanup Down," BY GEORGE
LOBSENZ, Energy Daily, April 10, 2001
 
The Energy Department Monday proposed sharply boosting spending on nuclear
weapons and security in fiscal year 2002 while seeking deep cuts in
nonproliferation and radioactive cleanup programs-reductions likely to draw
strong fire on Capitol Hill.
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Energy Secretary Spencer Abraham said the increases for weapons and
security were part of the Bush administration's pledge to "reassert the
importance of national security."
 
Altogether, the department said it would ask Congress to increase weapons
spending by the National Nuclear Security Administration to $5.3 billion,
up $230.7 million, or 4.6 percent, from the current year budget. That
includes an additional $129.2 million, or 14 percent, for directed
stockpile work, and an extra $54.2 million, or 13.2 percent, for safeguards
and security in the weapons complex.
 
On the recommended reductions in cleanup and nonproliferation funding, DOE
said both programs were under review to determine ways to improve
effectiveness and efficiency. Otherwise, DOE offered few explanations for
the cuts other than that money was being taken from some sites and programs
to fund higher-priority initiatives in others.
 
The cleanup and nonproliferation rollbacks are not surprising in that they
have been rumored for weeks, and advocacy groups already are campaigning
against them on Capitol Hill. 

DOE appears to face an uphill battle in pushing the cleanup cuts, which
face opposition from influential Republicans with DOE weapons facilities in
their districts, including Sen. Pete Domenici of New Mexico, Rep. Doc
Hastings of Washington and the powerful South Carolina delegation.
 
Overall, the department proposed cutting cleanup in its nuclear weapons
complex-known as the defense environmental restoration and waste management
program-by $417.2 million to $4.54 billion, an 8.4 percent reduction from
current-year spending of $4.96 billion.
 
Among the sites taking big hits were the Savannah River Site in South
Carolina, which is in line for a $39.5 million decrease for near-term
cleanup operations to be completed before 2006, and a $116.7 million
reduction for long-term cleanup. The cuts follow a high-profile warning
from federal safety oversight officials that Savannah River's high-level
waste storage tanks are
running out of space and that the problem could crimp waste disposal
operations and lead to use of leaky tanks.
 
Also cut significantly were the Mound site in Ohio, which was earmarked for
a $19.6 million cut, and the Idaho National Engineering and Environmental
Laboratory, which stands to lose $40.4 million for near-term cleanup and
$26.9 million for long-term cleanup.
 
The Rocky Flats plutonium site in Colorado was a winner, with DOE providing
a $9.2 million bump to speed its effort to complete cleanup by the end of
this decade.
 
Hanford saw a $56.1 million decrease for near-term cleanup, but a $56.8
million boost for design, procurement and construction of a high-level
radioactive waste treatment plant at the Washington site.
 
On nonproliferation, DOE proposed a reduction of $100.1 million, or 11.5
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percent, from current-year funding of $873.8 million. That includes a $30.9
million cut-roughly 20 percent-in the Materials Protection, Control and
Accounting program, which recently won strong endorsement from a
blue-ribbon DOE advisory panel for its work in improving storage and
security for Russian plutonium and high-enriched uranium.
 
The only nonproliferation program to get a boost was fissile materials
disposition, including $19.2 million extra for disposal of high-enriched
uranium at Savannah River.

**************

5. "Lab laser funding in limbo," By Peter Felsenfeld, Contra Costa Times,
April 13, 2001
 
WALNUT CREEK, Calif. - A U.S. Department of Energy report this week
certified the National Ignition Facility has overcome managerial flaws, but
failed to address one important requirement set forth by Congress.

The report, which NIF proponents hoped would put an end to ongoing funding
issues, has instead raised new questions about the massive laser project's
future.

In an unusual move last fall, legislators held back $69 million dollars
from NIF's 2001 budget allocation because the project was reportedly four
years behind schedule and $1 billion over budget. Before releasing the
money, Congres required certification that six concerns had been met.
 
In response, Air Force Gen. John Gordon, who heads the DOE's National
Nuclear Security Administration, presented a glowing progress report Monday
that concludes, "the NIF project team is capable of managing the project so
as to assure a high probability of successful execution."
 
While addressing congressional concerns about cost overruns, construction
schedule and technical issues, Gordon, could not provide a five-year budget
plan for the nation's stockpile stewardship program, a final condition for
release of funds.
 
The report states long-term figures will be available only after President
Bush completes a "strategic review of national security-related activities."

"Funding for the National Ignition Facility will be included in this plan,"
the report states.
 
NIF, which is under construction at Lawrence Livermore Laboratory, is
considered a cornerstone of the stockpile stewardship program, which the
DOE says aims to test the reliability of nuclear weapons without exploding
them. Critics contend the program amounts to a cleverly concealed strategy
to develop new nuclear devices.
 
The 192-beam laser is designed to replicate pressures and temperatures only
found in the sun and nuclear explosions.
 
The original appropriations bill contains vague language outlining the
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procedure for evaluating the certification, and no clues for examining an
incomplete report.
 
Gordon's certification comes at a time when Congress is on hiatus and most
legislators are away from Washington. Both Rep. Ellen Tauscher, D-Alamo, a
chief NIF supporter, and Sen. Pete Domenici, R-N.M., perhaps its most vocal
opponent, declined to comment on Gordon's report.
 
Uncertainty surrounding the certification represents the latest twist in
NIF's troubled journey toward full funding. Two project reviews intended to
bolster the laser were thwarted by Federal District Court Judge Emmet G.
Sullivan following legal challenges by environmental groups.
 
Although the certification could proceed without the reviews, NIF critics
hoped the lawsuits would force legislators to re-evaluate the project.
 
"We're confident that some members of Congress will be disturbed," said
Christopher Paine, a senior researcher for the Natural Resources Defense
Council, who co-filed the suit.
 
NIF also lost critical laser glass shipments in February as the
certification deadline neared. Responding to protests in Japan, Hoya Corp.,
the company responsible for supplying half of NIF's 3,100 optic plates,
suspended shipments to the Lawrence Livermore Lab.

**************

6. NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL -- PRESS RELEASE

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE, March 28, 2001

CONTACT: Christopher Paine at 804-244-5013 or Thomas Cochran at 202-289-2372

"Public Interest Groups Convince U.S. Court to Halt Biased Reviews of
National Ignition Facility Project"

WASHINGTON – A federal district court ruling today that halted government
reviews of the $4 billion National Ignition Facility Project is a major
victory for NRDC (the Natural Resources Defense Council), which has been
calling for an open and unbiased review of the project since its inception
in 1996. Specifically, NRDC and its coplaintiff, Tri-Valley CAREs of
Livermore, California, contended that the Department of Energy has
repeatedly violated the Federal Advisory Committee Act (FACA), which
requires that government advisory committees be balanced with respect to
the viewpoints represented and that the process be open to the public. The
NIF Project, based at the Lawrence Livermore Laboratory, is a part of the
Department of Energy's Stockpile Stewardship program, which ensures the
reliability of U.S. nuclear weapons.

The goal of the NIF Project is to achieve thermonuclear ignition in the
laboratory by compressing fusion materials with the light from 192
high-powered lasers. NRDC says the project is plagued by serious gaps in
scientific knowledge and technology that make the achievement of its
primary mission -- ignition of a tiny microfusion capsule -- a bad and very
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expensive bet. NRDC and its coplaintiff further argued that the DOE
regularly packs its NIF Project advisory committees with participants who
have conflicts of interest and therefore cannot make unbiased
recommendations. NRDC has long recommended that construction of the NIF
be approached gradually, in stages, with demonstrated technical success at
each stage being the primary arbiter, along with cost, in determining
whether the massive project should be continued.

"Today's order vindicates NRDC's contention that DOE has continually
violated FACA in its effort to avoid an open and unbiased review that would
expose the serious flaws in the NIF Project," said NRDC Senior Researcher
Christopher Paine. "We hope that Congress will take note of this fact, take
a close look at alternatives to completing the project that will reduce its
huge financial and technical risks, and reconsider its priority within the
overall stockpile stewardship program."

The court today issued an order preliminarily enjoining the Department of
Energy "from further funding, supporting, or permitting work on developing"
the recommendations of the DOE's current NIF Status Review Committee. The
court also barred DOE from "preparing a consensus report derived from [the
recent] set of meetings" of the committee. 

Federal District Court Judge Emmet G. Sullivan found that the plaintiffs
"have demonstrated the requisite likelihood of success on their claims that
the Federal Advisory Committee Act (FACA) applies" to both the August 2000
NIF "Rebaseline Validation Review," which DOE used last fall to obtain
continued funding for the troubled project, and to the current "NIF Status
Review Committee," whose findings DOE was hoping to use to obtain release
of the $69 million in additional construction funding that the Congress
withheld last year, pending further review of the project's performance and
various risk-reducing alternatives to completing it as originally planned.
If DOE responds to Congress about the committees' work to date, the court
ordered the agency to include a disclaimer noting that it "did not comply
with any of FACA's requirements to ensure the committee is open to the
public, balanced in points of view represented, and not inappropriately
influenced by any special interest."

The court rejected DOE's contention that these committees do not involve
"policy issues" that bring them within the purview of FACA, and also
rejected DOE's attempt to "avoid FACA" by permitting non-federal employees
to participate as members, while allegedly supposedly barring them from
participating in the committee's ultimate deliberations," noting that the
two functions –"information gathering" and "advice giving" – "naturally
interrelate and can only be divided artificially."

  ###

The Natural Resources Defense Council is a national, non-profit
organization of scientists, lawyers and environmental specialists dedicated
to protecting public health and the environment. Founded in 1970, NRDC has
more than 400,000 members nationwide, served from offices in New York,
Washington, Los Angeles and San Francisco. More information is available
through NRDC's Web site at www.nrdc.org.
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____________________________________

Daryl Kimball, Executive Director
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Avenue NE, Suite 505
Washington, DC 20002
(ph) 202-546-0795 x136 (fax) 202-546-7970
website <http://www.crnd.org>
____________________________________
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To: jwinkler@umc-gbcs.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Honoring Senator Lubar
Cc: david@fcnl.org
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: A:\icnd.087.doc;
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Jim,

Following up our in-the-hall conversation, I am sending the attached draft of "An Expression of Appreciation" for 
Senator Lugar from the United Methodist General Board of Church and Society.  You may edit as you choose.

We suggest that you and Bishop Ives (if possible) present a framed version to Senator Lugar at reception some time in 
June.  It might also be appropriate to have a prominent United Methodist  from the political world offer tribute to 
Senator Lugar.   For example, Lee Hamilton, former congressman, chair of the House Foreign Affairs Committee, a 
faithful United Methodist, and now serving as president of the Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars.

We suggest that other denominational offices be asked to be cosponsors of the reception and have their names appear on 
the invitation.

Would the General Board of Church and Society be able to pay the costs, including printing and mailing the invitation 
and refreshments? 

David Culp of FCNL suggests that the Mott House garden would be the best location for the reception because it is 
convenient and pleasant on a summer evening and because politicians are used to going there.  He also has suggestions 
on who to invite.

With your approval, I would like to set up a committee to oversee the planning and execution of  this event.  I suggest 
that David would be a good chair, for he suggested it in the first place and has lots of good ideas.  You could designate 
one or more persons from your staff to work with him.  We could add a couple more from the faith community.  I am 
willing to make the initial contact with Senator Lugar's office and will keep in touch with the working committee.

Please let me know of what you think of these ideas.  Would you have a preference on a date?

Shalom,
Howard
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X-Sender: epf@pop.igc.org
X-Mailer: QUALCOMM Windows Eudora Light Version 3.0.6 (32)
Date: Tue, 17 Apr 2001 08:57:14 -0400
To: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
From: Episcopal Peace Fellowship <epf@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Attachment on strategic arms reduction

I am - how can I let go of an issue that's occupied at least part of me
virturally all my adult life!!! Besides, I've still got work to do with
Bill Stuart-Whistler through this transition. Thanks, Howard.

peace,
mary

At 08:10 AM 4/16/01 -0400, you wrote:
>Mary,
>
>If you're still collecting these things, here's the attachment on strategic
>arms reduction.
>
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From: James Winkler <JWinkler@UMC-GBCS.ORG>
To: "'Howard W.  Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Honoring Senator Lubar
Date: Tue, 17 Apr 2001 18:11:26 -0400
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)

Dear Howard:
Many thanks for this update.  I agree with all you have written with one
caveat:  I would really like for the event to take place in the UM Building.
A prime reason I would spend GBCS money to honor  Lugar is because he is UM.
I'm glad to hear members of Congress are familiar with the Mott House but I
want to make them more familiar with the UM Building.

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Tuesday, April 17, 2001 8:54 AM
To: James Winkler
Cc: david@fcnl.org
Subject: Honoring Senator Lubar

Dear Jim,

Following up our in-the-hall conversation, I am sending the attached draft
of "An Expression of Appreciation" for Senator Lugar from the United
Methodist General Board of Church and Society.  You may edit as you choose.

We suggest that you and Bishop Ives (if possible) present a framed version
to Senator Lugar at reception some time in June.  It might also be
appropriate to have a prominent United Methodist  from the political world
offer tribute to Senator Lugar.   For example, Lee Hamilton, former
congressman, chair of the House Foreign Affairs Committee, a faithful
United Methodist, and now serving as president of the Woodrow Wilson
International Center for Scholars.

We suggest that other denominational offices be asked to be cosponsors of
the reception and have their names appear on the invitation.

Would the General Board of Church and Society be able to pay the costs,
including printing and mailing the invitation and refreshments? 

David Culp of FCNL suggests that the Mott House garden would be the best
location for the reception because it is convenient and pleasant on a
summer evening and because politicians are used to going there.  He also
has suggestions on who to invite.

With your approval, I would like to set up a committee to oversee the
planning and execution of  this event.  I suggest that David would be a
good chair, for he suggested it in the first place and has lots of good
ideas.  You could designate one or more persons from your staff to work
with him.  We could add a couple more from the faith community.  I am
willing to make the initial contact with Senator Lugar's office and will
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keep in touch with the working committee.

Please let me know of what you think of these ideas.  Would you have a
preference on a date?

Shalom,
Howard
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To: david@fcnl.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Jim Winkler re honoring Senator Lubar
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dave,

Please note Jim Winkler's response.

I know how you feel about the Mott House versus the Methodist Building.  However, I understand Jim's feelings, too.  
With a stand-up reception, I believe that we can get a decent crowd into those two combined conference rooms. We can 
tailor the number of invitations to get full crowd but not a huge overflow.

What do you think?

Howard

>From: James Winkler <JWinkler@UMC-GBCS.ORG>
>To: "'Howard W.  Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>
>Subject: RE: Honoring Senator Lubar
>Date: Tue, 17 Apr 2001 18:11:26 -0400
>X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)
>
>Dear Howard:
>Many thanks for this update.  I agree with all you have written with one
>caveat:  I would really like for the event to take place in the UM Building.
>A prime reason I would spend GBCS money to honor  Lugar is because he is UM.
>I'm glad to hear members of Congress are familiar with the Mott House but I
>want to make them more familiar with the UM Building.
>
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X-Apparently-From: <davidculp@yahoo.com>
From: "David Culp" <davidculp@yahoo.com>
To: "'Howard W.  Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Jim Winkler re honoring Senator Lubar
Date: Wed, 18 Apr 2001 10:12:29 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook CWS, Build 9.0.2416 (9.0.2910.0)
Importance: Normal
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.50.4522.1200

>  What do you think?

I think it's fine to use the UM building if people are willing to
do the extra work to get a good turn-out.

(Also, you've got Lugar's name wrong in the subject line.)

David

_________________________________________________________

Do You Yahoo!?

Get your free @yahoo.com address at http://mail.yahoo.com
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To: James Winkler <JWinkler@UMC-GBCS.ORG>
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Honoring Senator Lugar
Cc: david@fcnl.org
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <619BD1E95646D311B69D0008C79FE32D44D541@CHURCH2>
References: 

At 06:11 PM 4/17/01 -0400, you wrote:
>Dear Howard:
>Many thanks for this update.  I agree with all you have written with one
>caveat:  I would really like for the event to take place in the UM Building.
>A prime reason I would spend GBCS money to honor  Lugar is because he is UM.
>I'm glad to hear members of Congress are familiar with the Mott House but I
>want to make them more familiar with the UM Building.

Jim,

The Methodist Building is fine with me.  David Culp is willing to accept it, but he thinks it will require greater 
promotion.  I assume that all of us together can handle this.

If you want me to, I can contact Lugar's staff to tell them what we want to do and to  find a date in June when the 
senator will be available.  David has suggested Thursday, June 21 at 6:00 p.m., but we may need some flexibility?  
What dates are available for you and the rooms?  And not available?  Are you thinking of conference rooms 2 and 3 
combined?  Will Bishop Ives be in town some time in June?  Or could he come for this event along with other business?  

I'm counting on David to chair the arrangements committee.  Can you designate one or more persons to represent 
GBCS?  You may want to be in on an initial meeting.

Thanks for your willingness to undertake this activity.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: mrec@erols.com
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Draft on project management
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: A:\Project Management.doc;
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Hal,

Attached is a first draft of the section on Project Management for the project proposal.  It has gaps, but at least it's a 
beginning.   You can edit it as you choose.

I'll see you tomorrow, Thursday, April 19 at 10:00 a.m. at the Seminary.

Howard
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To: marsusab@aol.com
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Indiana bishop signing
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Mark,

Have you heard anything from Bishop Stuck in Indiana about signing the letter on de-alerting to Senators Lugar and 
Bayh?  Now that the Easter season is past we want to get this wrapped up and the letter out to others for signing.

Here is where we stand on signings:

Signed
Bishop Woodie White, Indiana Area, United Methodist Church
The Rt. Rev. Catherine E.M. Waynick, Bishop, Episcopal Diocese of Indianapolis
The Rev. Dr. C. Edward Weishiemer, Regional Minister, Christian Church of Indiana
The Rev. Lorna Kuyk, Executive Presbyter, Presbytery of Ohio Valley
Sue Berry, General Presbyter, Presbytery of Wabash Valley
Jill Hudson, Executive Presbyter, Whitewater Valley Presbytery
Doug Bennett, President, Earlham College

Pending
President, Bethany Seminary (Greg Laszakovits)
Parker Martin, President, Manchester College (Greg)
Shirley Showalter, President, Goshen College (Esther Pank)
Father Hesburgh (Esther)
The Rev.James R. Stuck, Bishop, ELCA Indiana-Kentucky Synod (Mark Brown)

Shalom,
Howard
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To: dealert
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Indiana sign-ons
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Colleagues:

I thought we were about to close out the initial sign-ons to the letter on de-alerting to Senators Lugar and Bayh from 
Indiana religious leaders.  However, we had some late additions to try for.  My understanding of where we are and who 
has responsibility is as follows:

Signed
Bishop Woodie White, Indiana Area, United Methodist Church
The Rt. Rev. Catherine E.M. Waynick, Bishop, Episcopal Diocese of Indianapolis
The Rev. Dr. C. Edward Weishiemer, Regional Minister, Christian Church of Indiana
The Rev. Lorna Kuyk, Executive Presbyter, Presbytery of Ohio Valley
Sue Berry, General Presbyter, Presbytery of Wabash Valley
Jill Hudson, Executive Presbyter, Whitewater Valley Presbytery
Doug Bennett, President, Earlham College

Pending
President, Bethany Seminary (Greg)
Parker Martin, President, Manchester College (Greg)
Shirley Showalter, President, Goshen College (Esther)
Father Hesburgh (Esther)
The Rev.James R. Stuck, Bishop, ELCA Indiana-Kentucky Synod (Mark Brown)

Please let me know where you are with getting sign-ons.  And provide any needed corrections in names and titles.

Shalom,
Howard
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X-Mailer: Novell GroupWise 5.2
Date: Wed, 18 Apr 2001 13:18:35 -0500
From: "Greg Laszakovits" <glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org>
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: Re: Indiana sign-ons

I'm getting no response from the Bethany President.

gl

>>> "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> 04/18/01 01:57PM >>>
Dear Colleagues:

I thought we were about to close out the initial sign-ons to the letter on
de-alerting to Senators Lugar and Bayh from Indiana religious leaders.
However, we had some late additions to try for.  My understanding of where
we are and who has responsibility is as follows:

Signed
Bishop Woodie White, Indiana Area, United Methodist Church
The Rt. Rev. Catherine E.M. Waynick, Bishop, Episcopal Diocese of Indianapolis
The Rev. Dr. C. Edward Weishiemer, Regional Minister, Christian Church of
Indiana
The Rev. Lorna Kuyk, Executive Presbyter, Presbytery of Ohio Valley
Sue Berry, General Presbyter, Presbytery of Wabash Valley
Jill Hudson, Executive Presbyter, Whitewater Valley Presbytery
Doug Bennett, President, Earlham College

Pending
President, Bethany Seminary (Greg)
Parker Martin, President, Manchester College (Greg)
Shirley Showalter, President, Goshen College (Esther)
Father Hesburgh (Esther)
The Rev.James R. Stuck, Bishop, ELCA Indiana-Kentucky Synod (Mark Brown)

Please let me know where you are with getting sign-ons.  And provide any
needed corrections in names and titles.

Shalom,
Howard

Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org 

Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
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X-Originating-IP: [165.247.87.216]
From: "Ira Shorr" <irashorr@hotmail.com>
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: Re: Indiana sign-ons
Date: Wed, 18 Apr 2001 14:20:21 -0400
X-OriginalArrivalTime: 18 Apr 2001 18:20:21.0801 (UTC) FILETIME=[3AE05990:01C0C834]

Howard,
Esther is out til Friday.  She's been working on her names and will get back 
to you.
Is there a Methodist in the state we are missing (Lugar is a 
Methodist)?--forgive my unfamilarity with the denominations--

Ira

>From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
>To: glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org, david@fcnl.org, kathy@fcnl.org,        
>irashorr@hotmail.com, brinkprogram@backfromthebrink.net
>Subject: Indiana sign-ons
>Date: Wed, 18 Apr 2001 13:57:29 -0400
>
>Dear Colleagues:
>
>I thought we were about to close out the initial sign-ons to the letter on
>de-alerting to Senators Lugar and Bayh from Indiana religious leaders.
>However, we had some late additions to try for.  My understanding of where
>we are and who has responsibility is as follows:
>
>Signed
>Bishop Woodie White, Indiana Area, United Methodist Church
>The Rt. Rev. Catherine E.M. Waynick, Bishop, Episcopal Diocese of 
>Indianapolis
>The Rev. Dr. C. Edward Weishiemer, Regional Minister, Christian Church of
>Indiana
>The Rev. Lorna Kuyk, Executive Presbyter, Presbytery of Ohio Valley
>Sue Berry, General Presbyter, Presbytery of Wabash Valley
>Jill Hudson, Executive Presbyter, Whitewater Valley Presbytery
>Doug Bennett, President, Earlham College
>
>Pending
>President, Bethany Seminary (Greg)
>Parker Martin, President, Manchester College (Greg)
>Shirley Showalter, President, Goshen College (Esther)
>Father Hesburgh (Esther)
>The Rev.James R. Stuck, Bishop, ELCA Indiana-Kentucky Synod (Mark Brown)
>
>Please let me know where you are with getting sign-ons.  And provide any
>needed corrections in names and titles.
>
>Shalom,
>Howard
>
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>
>
>Howard W. Hallman, Chair
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice
>1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
>Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
>
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
>laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.

_________________________________________________________________
Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.com
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X-Originating-IP: [165.247.86.218]
From: "Ira Shorr" <irashorr@hotmail.com>
To: mupj@igc.org
Cc: brinkprogram@backfromthebrink.net
Subject: Re: Indiana sign-ons
Date: Wed, 18 Apr 2001 16:38:03 -0400
X-OriginalArrivalTime: 18 Apr 2001 20:38:04.0165 (UTC) FILETIME=[77A10B50:01C0C847]

Howard,

We just got a signature from Father Hesburgh.  I want to change the heading 
of the letter before we send to Indiana Senators--but we should talk about 
process anyway.

Thansk-

Ira

>From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
>To: glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org, david@fcnl.org, kathy@fcnl.org,        
>irashorr@hotmail.com, brinkprogram@backfromthebrink.net
>Subject: Indiana sign-ons
>Date: Wed, 18 Apr 2001 13:57:29 -0400
>
>Dear Colleagues:
>
>I thought we were about to close out the initial sign-ons to the letter on
>de-alerting to Senators Lugar and Bayh from Indiana religious leaders.
>However, we had some late additions to try for.  My understanding of where
>we are and who has responsibility is as follows:
>
>Signed
>Bishop Woodie White, Indiana Area, United Methodist Church
>The Rt. Rev. Catherine E.M. Waynick, Bishop, Episcopal Diocese of 
>Indianapolis
>The Rev. Dr. C. Edward Weishiemer, Regional Minister, Christian Church of
>Indiana
>The Rev. Lorna Kuyk, Executive Presbyter, Presbytery of Ohio Valley
>Sue Berry, General Presbyter, Presbytery of Wabash Valley
>Jill Hudson, Executive Presbyter, Whitewater Valley Presbytery
>Doug Bennett, President, Earlham College
>
>Pending
>President, Bethany Seminary (Greg)
>Parker Martin, President, Manchester College (Greg)
>Shirley Showalter, President, Goshen College (Esther)
>Father Hesburgh (Esther)
>The Rev.James R. Stuck, Bishop, ELCA Indiana-Kentucky Synod (Mark Brown)
>
>Please let me know where you are with getting sign-ons.  And provide any
>needed corrections in names and titles.
>
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>Shalom,
>Howard
>
>
>
>Howard W. Hallman, Chair
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice
>1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
>Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
>
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
>laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.

_________________________________________________________________
Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.com
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From: James Winkler <JWinkler@UMC-GBCS.ORG>
To: "'Howard W.  Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>
Cc: Frances Jett <FJett@UMC-GBCS.ORG>, Jaydee Hanson
  <JHanson@UMC-GBCS.ORG>, Mark Harrison <MHarrison@UMC-GBCS.ORG>
Subject: RE: Honoring Senator Lugar
Date: Thu, 19 Apr 2001 10:27:19 -0400
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)

Howard:
I'll be at the Virginia Annual Conference on June 21.  How about June 19 or
20?  or the week of June 25-29?  I am naming Jaydee and Mark to represent
GBCS on this.  Thanks again for all you've been doing to make this happen!
Jim

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Wednesday, April 18, 2001 11:44 AM
To: James Winkler
Cc: david@fcnl.org
Subject: RE: Honoring Senator Lugar

At 06:11 PM 4/17/01 -0400, you wrote:
>Dear Howard:
>Many thanks for this update.  I agree with all you have written with one
>caveat:  I would really like for the event to take place in the UM
Building.
>A prime reason I would spend GBCS money to honor  Lugar is because he is
UM.
>I'm glad to hear members of Congress are familiar with the Mott House but I
>want to make them more familiar with the UM Building.

Jim,

The Methodist Building is fine with me.  David Culp is willing to accept
it, but he thinks it will require greater promotion.  I assume that all of
us together can handle this.

If you want me to, I can contact Lugar's staff to tell them what we want to
do and to  find a date in June when the senator will be available.  David
has suggested Thursday, June 21 at 6:00 p.m., but we may need some
flexibility?  What dates are available for you and the rooms?  And not
available?  Are you thinking of conference rooms 2 and 3 combined?  Will
Bishop Ives be in town some time in June?  Or could he come for this event
along with other business? 

I'm counting on David to chair the arrangements committee.  Can you
designate one or more persons to represent GBCS?  You may want to be in on
an initial meeting.

Thanks for your willingness to undertake this activity.
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Shalom,
Howard

  
Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org

Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
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To: david@fcnl.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Honoring Senator Lugar
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

David,

It's go for the Lugar honor and reception.  I'll call Ken Myers to start the contact with Lugar's office.  

Since Jim can't be there Juen 21, would June 19 or 20 be okay to try?  It doesn't have to be a Thursday, does it? The 
following week I'm leaving for a family reunion on Wednesday, June 27, but I don't have to be there.  We might 
consider the week of June 11.

Please call me when you receive this so that we can talk about our preference for a date before I check what dates might 
work for Senator Lugar.

Beyond my initial efforts I look to you as chair of the event to take the lead in working out plans.  I'll help out as 
necessary.

Howard

>From: James Winkler <JWinkler@UMC-GBCS.ORG>
>To: "'Howard W.  Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>
>Cc: Frances Jett <FJett@UMC-GBCS.ORG>, Jaydee Hanson
>  <JHanson@UMC-GBCS.ORG>, Mark Harrison <MHarrison@UMC-GBCS.ORG>
>Subject: RE: Honoring Senator Lugar
>Date: Thu, 19 Apr 2001 10:27:19 -0400
>X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)
>
>Howard:
>I'll be at the Virginia Annual Conference on June 21.  How about June 19 or
>20?  or the week of June 25-29?  I am naming Jaydee and Mark to represent
>GBCS on this.  Thanks again for all you've been doing to make this happen!
>Jim
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To: KJulian@Inareaumc.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Letter on de-alerting
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Ms. Julian:

You called me three weeks ago, saying that Bishop White would sign to the letter from religious leaders to Senators 
Lugar and Bayh on de-alerting the nuclear arsenal.    We are rounding out the names of the initial signers and will put 
the letter into circulation next week.

For purpose of our written record, would you please reply to this message to confirm that Bishop White will sign? 

Other initial signers include:
The Rt. Rev. Catherine E.M. Waynick, Bishop, Episcopal Diocese of Indianapolis
The Rev. Dr. C. Edward Weishiemer, Regional Minister, Christian Church of Indiana
The Rev. Lorna Kuyk, Executive Presbyter, Presbytery of Ohio Valley
Sue Berry, General Presbyter, Presbytery of Wabash Valley
Jill Hudson, Executive Presbyter, Whitewater Valley Presbytery
Father Hesburgh, President Emeritus, Notre Dame University
Doug Bennett, President, Earlham College

Pending are:
Parker Martin, President, Manchester College 
Shirley Showalter, President, Goshen College 
The Rev.James R. Stuck, Bishop, ELCA Indiana-Kentucky Synod 

Thanks,
Howard Hallman
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To: mmoran@cbstevens.com, "Kris Hoxha" <bethesdaum@aol.com>
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Potato fund payment requested
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Mike and Kris:

Since we made a payment to the Society of St. Andrew in September,
we have made the following deposits into the Potato Fund:

October 2 $80.42
October 23  86.60
November 13  15.00 in cash
November 13 a bag of coins

If you can determine the amount of the latter from the November bank statement, you can add this to the others for a 
total amount deposited in October and November.  Then let's make another payment to the Society of St. Andrew in that 
amount.

Also, I have another bag of coins to deposit and need some more deposit slips.

Thanks,
Howard
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From: David Culp <david@fcnl.org>
To: "'Howard W.  Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Honoring Senator Lugar
Date: Thu, 19 Apr 2001 16:50:43 -0400
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2448.0)

You can ignore the last message from me.  I sent it by mistake.

>  Since Jim can't be there Juen 21, would June 19 or 20 be okay
>  to try?

That would be fine.

>  It doesn't have to be a Thursday, does it?

No.  But, I would make it a Tuesday, a Wednesday, or a Thursday.  I think
the weeks of June 11, June 18 or June 25 are good weeks.

I would not pick Tuesday, June 12 as there is a national lobby day on
missile defense that some people will be attending.

Also, Tuesday, June 19 is probably not good.  The Carnegie Edowment is
having its annual nonproliferation conference that day.

The biggest variable, of course, is Sen. Lugar's schedule.  I would try to
nail down the date this week.

My computer died today, so for the next two weeks the tephone will work
best.

Over and out,

David
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From: Rachel Labush <rlabush@rac.org>
To: Rachel Labush <rlabush@rac.org>
Subject: Sign-on letter for Religious Leaders for a Moratorium on Federal 
        Executions
Date: Thu, 19 Apr 2001 17:00:20 -0400
Importance: high
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2650.21)

                Dear Friends,
                Last December, many of you or leaders in your denominations
signed a letter from religious leaders to then-President Clinton, asking for
him to grant clemency to Juan Raul Garza and impose a federal moratorium.
That letter with signatories can be found at
http://www.federalmoratorium.org/racLettertoPresident.htm . Clinton granted
Mr. Garza a stay of execution until this summer, but did not impose a
moratorium.
                Once again, we are working with Citizens for a Federal
Moratorium on Executions to gather signatures of religious leaders who
support a moratorium. Timothy McVeigh is scheduled to be executed by the
federal government on May 16th, and Mr. Garza's execution is scheduled for
June 19. The following letter to President Bush argues that, given all the
questions surrounding the application of the death penalty, no executions
should proceed at this time. The letter is included at the bottom of this
e-mail and as an attachment in Microsoft Word.
                        Feel free to pass the letter on to interested
religious leaders around the country. Please let me know, by May 1st at the
latest, if you or someone in your denomination will be able to sign the
letter. Feel free to fax (202-667-9070), e-mail (rlabush@rac.org) or call me
(202-387-2800 x15) with full name, title and name of organization as it
should appear on the letter. I look forward to hearing from you soon.

                Many thanks,

Rachel Labush, Legislative Assistant
Religious Action Center of Reform Judaism
2027 Massachusetts Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20036
phone: 202-387-2800
fax: 202-667-9070
rlabush@rac.org
http://www.rac.org

                 <<federal moratorium letter.doc>> 

May ___, 2001

The Honorable George Walker Bush
President of the United States
The White House
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington, D.C. 20500
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Dear President Bush:

On December 4, 2000, many of us wrote to President Clinton to urge him to
declare an executive moratorium on federal executions and to grant clemency
to Juan Raul Garza.  At that time, Mr. Garza was scheduled to be the first
individual executed under the federal death penalty in nearly forty years.
Pressing the need for a moratorium on federal executions, we called upon
President Clinton to respond decisively to questions that were troubling all
Americans who care about fundamental fairness, due process and equal
protection of law. A copy of this letter of December 4 is provided under
cover of this correspondence.

As you know, on December 7, 2000, President Clinton granted a reprieve to
Mr. Garza because he concluded that "the examination of possible racial and
regional bias should be completed before the United States goes forward with
an execution in a case that may implicate the very questions raised by the
Justice Department's continuing study."   Mr. Garza now faces an execution
date of June 19, 2001.  It is our understanding that the Department of
Justice study, which now also includes participation by independent
investigators, is many months from completion. Certainly, it will be many
more months before we will know how racial and geographic disparities affect
the administration of the federal death penalty, and whether such
disparities can be eliminated.  

As we write to you, Timothy McVeigh is scheduled to be the first individual
executed under the federal death penalty since 1963.  We believe that even
those who support capital punishment will agree that no federal execution
should proceed until the questions raised by the initial DOJ survey are
answered and the nation is assured that the federal death penalty is neither
biased nor arbitrary in its application.  These questions go to the very
core of the American justice system. The purpose of a moratorium - a
sustained opportunity for a conscientious and thorough examination of the
administration of the federal death penalty - cannot be achieved while any
executions take place.
 
As Americans, we could not fail to ask President Clinton to respond to
systemic problems concerning the death penalty that have been in the news
and on the minds of so many of our fellow citizens, and have produced a
growing national support for a moratorium on executions.  However, our
letter was also clear in stating that "[t]he overwhelming majority of
communities of faith are united in their opposition to the death penalty."
By urging President Clinton to grant clemency to Mr. Garza, we expressed our
unequivocal support for rational and just alternatives to capital punishment
such as life imprisonment.  It is, above all, this message of faith that
leaders of many different religious communities deliver to you today. 

Our December 4 letter to President Clinton explained our opposition to
capital punishment, which derives from our shared and strongly held belief
in the sanctity of life and our certainty that when the government responds
to violence with violence -- even to an act as horrific as the one which
took the lives of 168 people in Oklahoma City - its action breeds more
violence.  As men and women of faith, many of whom work to bring comfort and
support to those who have suffered unspeakable grief, we know that their
pain, and the pain of a community, a state or even a nation, cannot be
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healed through the retribution of capital punishment or by vengeance.

May 16 and June 19 are fast approaching.  We appeal to you in the strongest
possible terms to grant clemency to Mr. McVeigh and Mr. Garza and to impose
a moratorium on federal executions.
 

Sincerely, 

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\federal moratorium letter.doc"
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From: "Mike Moran" <mmoran@cbstevens.com>
To: "'Howard W.  Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>, "'Kris Hoxha'" <bethesdaum@aol.com>
Cc: "David Welch (E-mail)" <David_N_Welch@ETNET.Com>
Subject: RE: Potato fund payment requested
Date: Fri, 20 Apr 2001 09:07:22 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook CWS, Build 9.0.2416 (9.0.2910.0)
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.00.2314.1300
Importance: Normal

Howard and Kris...I thought you'd already withdrawn this???  If not, Dave,
the deposits can be verified on the bank statements. Kris, I believe the
deposits are credited to Special Outreach, and the check, if needed, should
be cut from there.  Please check though...I thought this had been done??

Thanks
Mike

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Thursday, April 19, 2001 3:17 PM
To: mmoran@cbstevens.com; Kris Hoxha
Subject: Potato fund payment requested

Dear Mike and Kris:

Since we made a payment to the Society of St. Andrew in September,
we have made the following deposits into the Potato Fund:

October 2 $80.42
October 23  86.60
November 13  15.00 in cash
November 13 a bag of coins

If you can determine the amount of the latter from the November bank
statement, you can add this to the others for a total amount deposited in
October and November.  Then let's make another payment to the Society of
St. Andrew in that amount.

Also, I have another bag of coins to deposit and need some more deposit
slips.

Thanks,
Howard

Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
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Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.
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Reply-To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
From: "Brink Campaign" <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
To: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Indiana sign-ons
Date: Thu, 19 Apr 2001 22:58:19 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook IMO, Build 9.0.2416 (9.0.2910.0)
Importance: Normal
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.00.2919.6600

Hi Howard,
We did get Father Hesburgh to sign on to the Indiana letter. I haven't had a
chance yet to do follow up with S. Showalter. I have someone in Goshen
working on it and will check today to see where things are.
I also saw the message from Ira. I am confused by it, but we will figure it
out here and get back to you.
Esther

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Wednesday, April 18, 2001 1:57 PM
To: glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org; david@fcnl.org; kathy@fcnl.org;
irashorr@hotmail.com; brinkprogram@backfromthebrink.net
Subject: Indiana sign-ons

Dear Colleagues:

I thought we were about to close out the initial sign-ons to the letter on
de-alerting to Senators Lugar and Bayh from Indiana religious leaders.
However, we had some late additions to try for.  My understanding of where
we are and who has responsibility is as follows:

Signed
Bishop Woodie White, Indiana Area, United Methodist Church
The Rt. Rev. Catherine E.M. Waynick, Bishop, Episcopal Diocese of
Indianapolis
The Rev. Dr. C. Edward Weishiemer, Regional Minister, Christian Church of
Indiana
The Rev. Lorna Kuyk, Executive Presbyter, Presbytery of Ohio Valley
Sue Berry, General Presbyter, Presbytery of Wabash Valley
Jill Hudson, Executive Presbyter, Whitewater Valley Presbytery
Doug Bennett, President, Earlham College

Pending
President, Bethany Seminary (Greg)
Parker Martin, President, Manchester College (Greg)
Shirley Showalter, President, Goshen College (Esther)
Father Hesburgh (Esther)
The Rev.James R. Stuck, Bishop, ELCA Indiana-Kentucky Synod (Mark Brown)

Please let me know where you are with getting sign-ons.  And provide any
needed corrections in names and titles.



10420.02.txt[5/10/2017 12:09:36 PM]

Shalom,
Howard

Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org

Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.
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To: akulakow@aol.com
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Follow up from class
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: A:\super11c.fdr;
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Adam,

Belatedly I want to thank you for the class you taught at the Writer's Center in Bethesda last month.  I learned a lot of 
things I hope I can apply.  Since then I've acquired Final Draft software, which is most helpful.

The pages I brought to class were from a screenplay entitled "Super Wednesday", which I wrote two years ago during a 
course at the Writer's Center.  In re-reading it prior to your class, I felt that my opening was the worst part, simply too 
sluggish.  That's why I exposed it to criticism.  In case you're interested in seeing what I applied from the class, I am 
attaching the first three pages of my re-write.  It should be downloaded into Final Draft.  I don't necessarily expect any 
feedback.  I've worked over the rest and am trying to market it.  The log line is: Conflict sparks romance between a 
female detective and a supermarket manager.  The genre is romance comedy/detective story.

I hope you come again for another weekend.  If you do, I would suggest the following activities: (1) Have us view and 
analyze one or two movies in advance and go through your analysis with us.   (2) Have each us bring a work-in-progress 
from which we would present to the class (a) log line, (b) 30 second pitch, and (c) three segments, such as the opening, a 
scene from the middle (action or dialogue), and the climax or closing scene.

With best regards,
Howard
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To: mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Peace/Justice Alert #1
Cc: 
Bcc: mupjbd, umbishops, umcs, umgbcs, umconf, umpj
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Peace/Justice E-Alert #1
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
April 23, 2001

We are launching a Peace/Justice E-Alert to provide up-to-date information on legislation pending before the U.S. 
Congress and policy decisions of the Executive Branch.  We will focus particularly on issues of nuclear disarmament 
but will deal with other matters from time to time.

DE-ALERTING

Numerous experts favor de-alerting the nuclear arsenal by taking long-range, strategic weapons off hair-trigger alert.  
The United Methodist General Conference has registered its support (see Book of Resolution, 2000, p. 784).  President 
George W. Bush spoke favorably on this idea during the 2000 presidential election campaign.  Presently the Bush 
Administration has a strategic review underway that includes examination of de-alerting options.  In January more than 
60 religious leaders wrote to President Bush in favor of de-alerting (see www.fcnl.org).  You can add your voice of 
support by writing to him (White House, Washington, D.C. 20500, Attn. Dr. Condoleezza Rice.)  So far, de-alerting 
hasn't come into focus as a legislative issue, but we'll let you know when it does.  Further information is available from 
www.backfromthebrink.org.

NATIONAL MISSILE DEFENSE

In the same campaign speech President Bush advocated a vigorous national missile defense program.  Since his 
inauguration he and his top appointees have pushed for layered missile defense with deployment on land and sea and in 
the air.  The strategic review will certainly endorse this approach.

Although the idea of defending the U.S. homeland from missile attack has considerable appeal, the United Methodist 
General Conference has indicated that efforts to deploy national missile defense "are illusory, unnecessary, and 
wasteful" (p. 784).  This concern was elaborated in a recent letter from representatives of 25 religious organizations to 
President Bush, pointing out that the greatest present danger to the United States comes from Russian missiles, that de-
alerting, arms reduction, and fissile material control provide the best means for dealing with this threat.  This letter also 
indicated that there are better non-proliferation tools to respond to potential threats from small nations, including 
diplomacy, international monitoring of nuclear test explosions, fissile material control, and missile technology control 
(see www.umc-gbcs.org).

Within the next two or three months there is likely to be a resolution or amendment introduced in Congress to slow 
down the rush to deployment of national missile defense.  We'll let you known when this happens.  In the meantime you 
can write to President Bush, expressing your opposition.

The next Peace/Justice E-Alert will deal with the Nunn-Lugar Program, which provides financial assistance for 
dismantlement of Russian nuclear weapons.
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From: "CAROL Q. COSBY" <ccosby@dhm.disciples.org>
To: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Date: Mon, 23 Apr 2001 13:23:34 -0500
Subject: Re: Disciples Peace Fellowship representation
CC: jheim@cc.edu, amygopp@hotmail.com
X-Confirm-Reading-To: "CAROL Q. COSBY" <ccosby@dhm.disciples.org>
X-pmrqc: 1
Priority: normal
X-mailer: Pegasus Mail for Win32 (v3.12c)

Howard, The coordinator for the summer intern program of the 
Disciples Peace Fellowship lives in DC.  Could you send her notice 
of upcoming meetings since I can seldom come to Washington to 
attend.  She may be able to attend some of them.

Her name is Amy Gopp and her email address is 
amygopp@hotmail.com.  Her office phone (at American University) 
is 202-885-1645 and home is 202-342-1363.  Thanks.  Carol Q. 
Cosby 
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Reply-To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
From: "Brink Campaign" <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
Subject: Urgent Op-Ed on Removing the Hair-Trigger
Date: Mon, 23 Apr 2001 01:57:18 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook IMO, Build 9.0.2416 (9.0.2910.0)
Importance: Normal
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.00.2919.6600

Dear Brink Friend and Supporter,

The OP-ED piece below, which appeared in the Washington Post, April 21, 2001
describes in dramatic detail the danger(s) of having some 4,400 U.S. and
Russian nuclear weapons on hair trigger alert. To view the entire article,
go to http://washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/articles/A44210-2001Apr20.html.

The time is right to get the message contained in this Op-Ed out to a larger
audience and to the President.

Right now, the Bush administration is in the midst of developing a new
nuclear weapons policy that will guide the administration and Pentagon for
years to come. We must ensure that the future policy does not include any
weapons on hair-trigger alert. The policy must include steps the U.S. will
take to work with Russia to take all nuclear weapons off hair-trigger alert.

We encourage you to write a letter to the editor of your local paper.
Talking points might include:

        The President should work with Russia to remove all nuclear weapons from
hair-trigger alert as he pledged to
        do during his campaign.

        This would address the real nuclear missile threat that faces the U.S. and
the world today--the threat
        of accidental nuclear war from having thousands of nuclear weapons on
hair-trigger alert, poised to be
        launched in minutes.

Letters to President Bush are also encouraged: Write to President Bush, The
White House, Washington DC 20500.

If your letter-to-the-editor is published, or you receive a response from
President Bush, the Campaign would appreciate receiving a copy.

[To organizations with grassroots memberships: Please forward this message
to your contacts with a request to get letters in to local newspapers and
for your membership to write letters to President Bush.]

Keep up the good work.
Ira Shorr and Esther Pank for the Brink Campaign.
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************************
Washington Post, Saturday, April 21, 2001
REMOVE THE HAIR-TRIGGER ALERT

“Avoiding nuclear war is the most solemn, somber and awesome of all
Presidential responsibilities. Yet, throughout the long presidential
campaign of 2000, nuclear weapons were barely a blip on the political radar
screen.

Nevertheless the question facing President Bush and his new administration
is real and pressing: What to do about the approximately 4,500 to 5,000
nuclear weapons in the Russian and American arsenals that remain -- 10 years
after the Cold War -- on hair-trigger alert.

As incomprehensible as it may seem, we still live on the brink of nuclear
war, with thousands of warheads ready to be fired in a matter of minutes.
Nuclear war by accident or miscalculation remains a serious and very real
threat. How could it happen?

According to "Dateline NBC," in September 1983, just weeks after the Soviet
Union shot down Korean Airlines Flight 007, and with Soviet-American
relations at a low ebb, Col. Stanislov Petrov was on duty outside Moscow
monitoring nine Soviet satellites that were, in turn, monitoring U.S.
nuclear missile bases. Shortly after midnight Col. Petrov's worst nightmare
came true. Sirens sounded and his computer screen signaled the launch of a
single U.S. missile (possibly carrying 10 nuclear warheads) just 30 seconds
into its 25-minute flight to Moscow.

Petrov had to make an immediate assessment and relay it up the chain of
command. If a full-scale U.S. attack was underway, the decision to retaliate
would have to be made within minutes. All Petrov's systems appeared to be
working properly. Remarkably, he reported to his superior that the alarm was
false. Petrov reasoned that a U.S. attack would not begin with the firing of
a single missile. It made no sense.

And then, within seconds, his computer detected the launch of four
additional missiles causing alarms to sound at the Soviet Union's supreme
command headquarters. The Soviets now had five minutes to "use them or lose
them"  -- that is, respond with a nuclear attack o!
>f their own or risk unilateral annihilation. But Petrov held firm -- he
>says he just didn't believe an attack was underway -- and assured those up
>the command that he was seeing a false alarm.

Had the Soviets launched under the pressure, U.S. retaliation would have
been swift. Tens of millions would have been killed on both sides.

What prompted the false alarm? The satellite mistook sunlight reflecting off
a cloud for the hot plume of a missile launch -- a software glitch. Petrov
was not supposed to be on duty that night. Would another Soviet colonel have
made the same assessment Petrov did?

The 1983 incident is not the only near catastrophe in recent times. In 1995
Russian radar mistook a Norwegian research rocket for an incoming U.S.
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ballistic missile speeding toward Moscow. President Yeltsin's nuclear
"football" was activated. With only minutes to decide whether to launch a
counterattack, it was determined that a U.S. attack was not imminent.

Today the combat-ready status of the Russian and U.S. nuclear arsenals keeps
us poised on the brink. It need not be this way.

In a speech last May, then-candidate George W. Bush called for removing "as
many [nuclear] weapons as possible from high-alert status." It is imperative
that he work immediately with Russian President Vladimir Putin to do so.

De-alerting is made all the more urgent in light of the degradation of
Russia's nuclear command and control systems over the past decade of
economic and political turmoil there. De-alerting nuclear weapons increases
the margin of safety by increasing the time that military and political
leaders have to assess threats from minutes to days, or even weeks. It
would, therefore, dramatically reduce the risks of accidental or inadvertent
nuclear war.

De-alerting can be accomplished in several ways, some more readily verified
than others. Warheads can be separated from their delivery vehicles (for
example, removed from the missiles that carry them) and stored in secure
areas. This is perhaps the most easily verified method and provides the
greatest lead-time before launch. Alternatively, switches used to fire
missile motors can be pinned open, missile guidance systems or the pneumatic
mechanisms that open missile silo covers can be removed, and/or explosion
neutralizing wires can be inserted into the plutonium pits in warheads.

However it is accomplished, George W. Bush should act on his campaign
promise to de-alert nuclear weapons quickly, because the next time a Russian
or American president, or colonel, has to make the most fateful of all
decisions, we may not be so lucky.”

by: John O. Pastore is secretary and Peter Zheutlin associate program
director of International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War
*********************************************

Esther Pank
Back from the Brink Campaign
6856 Eastern Avenue, NW, # 322
Washington DC 20012
202.545.1001 ph
202.545.1004 fax
brinkprogram@backfromthebrink.net
www.backfromthebrink.org



10424.01.txt[5/10/2017 12:09:37 PM]

To: jwinkler@umc-gbcs.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Letter to Senator Lugar
Cc: david@fcnl.org
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: A:\icnd.088.doc;
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Jim,

I have talked with Ken Myers, disarmament specialist, and Amy Oberhelman, scheduler, on Senator Lugar's staff about 
our desire to recognize the senator's contributions dealing with the threats of weapons of mass destruction.  They are 
pleased.

Ms. Oberhelman says that the next step should be a letter from you to Senator Lugar, indicating the General Board's 
desire to honor him.   Attached is a draft for your consideration.  You can edit it as you choose.

After Senator Lugar has received the letter, Ms. Oberhelman would be in position to work out a date and to discuss 
other arrangements.  I'm willing to serve as a go-between during this initial phase.  After that the working committee 
can pick up responsibilities for organizing the reception, getting out invitations, etc.

Please let me know when your letter goes to Senator Lugar.  I will then follow through with Amy Oberhelman.

Shalom,
Howard

###

Draft letter from Jim Winkler

The Honorable Richard Lugar
306 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Attn: Amy Oberhelman

Dear Senator Lugar:

From time to time the United Methodist General Board of Church and Society honors prominent United Methodists who 
have made significant contributions to achieving the Board's objectives.  In this tradition we would like to give 
recognition to your efforts over many years to contain, reduce, and eliminate weapons of mass destruction.   This has 
been reflected in your initiation of the Cooperative Threat Reduction Program (which we all know as Nunn-Lugar), for 
your leadership in achieving Senate ratification of START II and the Chemical Weapons Convention, and for your 
continuing efforts to achieve the elimination of nuclear weapons.

Specifically we would like to host a reception in your honor at the Methodist Building and to present you with a 
resolution of appreciation for your efforts dealing with weapons of mass destruction.   As general secretary of the 
General Board of Church and Society, I will be joined by one of our bishops in making this presentation.

We suggest a mid-week evening in the second half of June as a possible time for this reception.   I have asked Howard 
Hallman, chair of Methodists United for Peace with Justice, one of our unofficial caucuses, to work with your staff to 
determine a mutually convenient time.
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We will look forward to this opportunity to give public recognition to your significant leadership on disarmament 
issues.

With best regards,

James Winkler
General Secretary



5.  Wall Street Journal April 23, 2001

Bush's Rebuke Of North Korea Fuels Deterioration Of Seoul Peace Initiative

By Jay Solomon, Staff Reporter of The Wall Street Journal

SEOUL, South Korea -- Amid heightened tension between the U.S. and China
over the downing of an American spy plane, frustration is mounting inside
President Kim Dae Jung's government that President Bush's Asia policies are
undercutting ties between North and South Korea.

President Kim has made his peace initiative toward reclusive North Korea a
cornerstone of his administration. Mr. Bush's advisers say they are still
reviewing the merits of engaging the communist North, with whom South Korea
remains technically at war, but a number of Mr. Kim's aides fear time is
running out, since his term ends next year.

Fueling this unease among some in Mr. Kim's government is a belief that the
Bush administration views peace on the Korean Peninsula as working against
its principal security interests. Central to this is Mr. Bush's plans to
build a national missile-defense shield, or NMD, for which North Korea's
missile program is among its primary justifications. U.S. military and
intelligence officials have also played up in recent weeks both
conventional and nuclear threats posed by North Korea's military,
re-emphasizing the Defense Department's need to maintain 37,000 troops in
South Korea.

Now, the U.S.-China standoff over an American surveillance plane that
landed on China's Hainan Island is fanning fears that a renewed Cold War
could grip North Asia. "The U.S.'s dependence upon a Cold War strategy ...
is causing the detente mood [on the Korean Peninsula] to collapse," says
Jang Sung Min, a legislator with the Millennium Democratic Party and an
aide to Mr. Kim. He fears the U.S. pursuit of NMD could only exacerbate
this tension by leading to a renewed arms race between regional powers
China, Japan and Russia.

The South Korean Foreign Ministry, while maintaining a position that it is
too early to judge Mr. Bush's policy vis-a-vis North Korea, also is
expressing skittishness about Washington's intentions. A Foreign Ministry
spokesman, Kim Euy Taek, says, "We hope that the Bush administration will
rethink its skepticism" toward North Korea after completing its review of
the Clinton team's policies toward Pyongyang.

For its part, the Bush administration doesn't accept the premise that its
actions are undermining Seoul's peace initiative. "We continue to strongly
support President Kim's policy of engagement with North Korea," a State
Department spokesman in Washington says. "We share a common concern about
the nature and level of the military threat from North Korea, and we



continue to discuss ways to deal with that."

Just three months ago, expectations were high that a peace pact could be
signed between North Korea and allies South Korea and the U.S. Former U.S.
Secretary of State Madeleine Albright had held an unprecedented meeting
with North Korea's supreme leader, Kim Jong Il, after the North sent a
senior envoy to Washington. U.S. President Bill Clinton was seriously
considering a deal in January where North Korea would scrap some weapons
programs in exchange for financial aid.

Kim Dae Jung's government followed this up by scheduling a March summit
with Mr. Bush in Washington in the hope he would pick up where his
predecessor left off. Instead, Mr. Bush voiced "skepticism" toward Kim Jong
Il's intentions and placed all talks with North Korea on hold pending the
Clinton-policy review.

This rebuke has fueled a marked deterioration in North-South relations.
Last month, Pyongyang halted peace talks with the South, a sporting
exchange has been canceled, and Kim Jong Il's proposed trip to South Korea
during the first half of the year has been delayed at least to the second
half.

Now, President Kim and his supporters are left hoping that Mr. Bush's team
will quickly wrap up their review of North Korea policy and sign on to new
peace talks. If not, however, there's a sense that little can be achieved
without Washington's imprimatur. "The longer this process takes, the longer
it will take for North-South relations to improve," says Hahn Hwa Kap, a
senior member of President Kim's Millennium Democratic Party.

Eduardo Lachica in Washington contributed to this article.



From: "Adrienne Fong" 
To: "Howard W. Hallman" 
Subject: tuesda 
Date: Tue, 24 Apr 2001 01:09:54 -0700 
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.72.3110.1 X-MimeOLE:
Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3

THANKS HOWARD!

     Got your e-mail - alert.

     It was nice to see you in D.C. last month and to meet your wife. My only complaint about our
gathering is that we didn't have enough time!

     It is always uplifting to see you and others at the gathering.
          

Adrienne
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X-Sender: jameshipkn@mail.sssnet.com
X-Mailer: QUALCOMM Windows Eudora Version 5.0
Date: Mon, 23 Apr 2001 17:57:41 -0400
To: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
From: JamesHipkins <jameshipkn@sssnet.com>
Subject: Re: Peace/Justice Alert #1

I trust this and the next can be in the Next Peace Leaf.  Do you have some 
additonal you are preparing which we can use.  Sounds good!

Jim

At 04:09 PM 4/23/01 -0400, you wrote:
>Peace/Justice E-Alert #1
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice
>April 23, 2001
>
>We are launching a Peace/Justice E-Alert to provide up-to-date information
>on legislation pending before the U.S. Congress and policy decisions of the
>Executive Branch.  We will focus particularly on issues of nuclear
>disarmament but will deal with other matters from time to time.
>
>DE-ALERTING
>
>Numerous experts favor de-alerting the nuclear arsenal by taking
>long-range, strategic weapons off hair-trigger alert.  The United Methodist
>General Conference has registered its support (see Book of Resolution,
>2000, p. 784).  President George W. Bush spoke favorably on this idea
>during the 2000 presidential election campaign.  Presently the Bush
>Administration has a strategic review underway that includes examination of
>de-alerting options.  In January more than 60 religious leaders wrote to
>President Bush in favor of de-alerting (see www.fcnl.org).  You can add
>your voice of support by writing to him (White House, Washington, D.C.
>20500, Attn. Dr. Condoleezza Rice.)  So far, de-alerting hasn't come into
>focus as a legislative issue, but we'll let you know when it does.  Further
>information is available from www.backfromthebrink.org.
>
>NATIONAL MISSILE DEFENSE
>
>In the same campaign speech President Bush advocated a vigorous national
>missile defense program.  Since his inauguration he and his top appointees
>have pushed for layered missile defense with deployment on land and sea and
>in the air.  The strategic review will certainly endorse this approach.
>
>Although the idea of defending the U.S. homeland from missile attack has
>considerable appeal, the United Methodist General Conference has indicated
>that efforts to deploy national missile defense "are illusory, unnecessary,
>and wasteful" (p. 784).  This concern was elaborated in a recent letter
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>from representatives of 25 religious organizations to President Bush,
>pointing out that the greatest present danger to the United States comes
>from Russian missiles, that de-alerting, arms reduction, and fissile
>material control provide the best means for dealing with this threat.  This
>letter also indicated that there are better non-proliferation tools to
>respond to potential threats from small nations, including diplomacy,
>international monitoring of nuclear test explosions, fissile material
>control, and missile technology control (see www.umc-gbcs.org).
>
>Within the next two or three months there is likely to be a resolution or
>amendment introduced in Congress to slow down the rush to deployment of
>national missile defense.  We'll let you known when this happens.  In the
>meantime you can write to President Bush, expressing your opposition.
>
>The next Peace/Justice E-Alert will deal with the Nunn-Lugar Program, which
>provides financial assistance for dismantlement of Russian nuclear weapons.
>
>Howard W. Hallman, Chair
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice
>1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
>Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
>
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
>laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.
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To: JamesHipkins <jameshipkn@sssnet.com>
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Peace/Justice Alert #1
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <5.0.0.25.0.20010423175646.009e8b10@mail.sssnet.com>
References: <3.0.3.32.20010423160913.0068967c@pop2.igc.org>

At 05:57 PM 4/23/01 -0400, you wrote:
>
>I trust this and the next can be in the Next Peace Leaf.  Do you have some 
>additonal you are preparing which we can use.  Sounds good!

###

Jim,

I tried to get the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament to develop a sign-on statement dealing with the Bush 
nuclear posture review.  However, they decided that it was too complex an issue to get agreement on language and to 
get heads of communion to sign.  So now I'm going to adapt this into a letter from MUPJ to President Bush.  This in 
turn could be developed into a Peace Leaf article.

I may have something ready for you within a week.  It's possible that the Peace/Justice E-Alerts will also provide 
material for Peace Leaf, but let's wait and see.

I trust that Charlotte is continuing to recuperate.  I haven't done much follow-up to decisions from our board meeting 
about board membership, the national advisory committee, etc., but I hope to get to it soon.

Shalom,
Howard 
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To: mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Bush strategic review
Cc: 
Bcc: icnd
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament

Dear Colleagues:

You may be interested in the following information that Daryl Kimball has provided about the Bush strategic review.

Shalom,
Howard

###

COMPLETION OF BUSH ADMIN. STRATEGIC REVIEW NEARS

Recent information from reliable sources indicate that the Bush
Administration still plans to complete its strategic nuclear review by
"late-May or early-June" However, it is not clear idea when or how the Bush
team will announce its plans. If the review is completed by that time, the
Administration might be ready to brief allies on it when the NATO Foreign
Ministers convene in Budapest on May 29 and when NATO Defense Ministers
meet in Brussels on June 7. These same sources say that Secretary Rumsfeld
has recently briefed the President, Powell and the NSC on the general
outlines of the options under consideration and that no decisions have been
taken yet.

On related note, Secretary of State Colin Powell is scheduled to meet with
Russian Foreign Minister Ivanov on May 17-18 here in Washington. The
purpose of the meeting will be to help prepare for a Bush-Putin summit
later in the year, but also to discuss the ABM Treaty and missile defense.
To this point in time, Bush officials have told the Russians that the ABM
Treaty is "a relic of the Cold War" that reflects an old but necessary way
of doing things at that time, and that the U.S. prefers to work with the
Russians to change the ABM Treaty, but if it has to walk away from the
Treaty, the United States will.

There are also unconfirmed rumors that the Bush administration may be
preparing to give notice that it will withdraw from the ABM Treaty shortly
after this round of consultations. While it is unclear whether such rumors
are true, it is plausible that such an announcement might be made sometime
after the upcoming round of meeting with allies and with the Russians.

For a good overview of the overall trends in Bush Administration arms
control policy to date, see Jack Mendelsohn's article, "National Security
and Arms Control under the Bush Administration," which is available from
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<<http://www.nyu.edu/globalbeat/nuclear/LAWS0301.html> >
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From: Kelly Julian <kjulian@inareaumc.org>
To: "'Howard W.  Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Letter on de-alerting
Date: Tue, 24 Apr 2001 10:47:09 -0500
X-Mailer: Microsoft Internet E-mail/MAPI - 8.0.0.4211
Encoding: 56 TEXT

Mr. Hallman,
Bishop White has agreed to sign on to the Religious Leaders Appeal regarding de-alert of nuclear arsenal.
Kelly M. Julian

Typed and sent by:
Kelly M. Julian
Administrative Assistant
to Bishop Woodie W. White
The United Methodist Church
Indiana Area
317-924-1321

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W.  Hallman [SMTP:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Thursday, April 19, 2001 1:35 PM
To: KJulian@Inareaumc.org
Subject: Letter on de-alerting

Dear Ms. Julian:

You called me three weeks ago, saying that Bishop White would sign to the
letter from religious leaders to Senators Lugar and Bayh on de-alerting the
nuclear arsenal.    We are rounding out the names of the initial signers
and will put the letter into circulation next week.

For purpose of our written record, would you please reply to this message
to confirm that Bishop White will sign? 

Other initial signers include:
The Rt. Rev. Catherine E.M. Waynick, Bishop, Episcopal Diocese of Indianapolis
The Rev. Dr. C. Edward Weishiemer, Regional Minister, Christian Church of
Indiana
The Rev. Lorna Kuyk, Executive Presbyter, Presbytery of Ohio Valley
Sue Berry, General Presbyter, Presbytery of Wabash Valley
Jill Hudson, Executive Presbyter, Whitewater Valley Presbytery
Father Hesburgh, President Emeritus, Notre Dame University
Doug Bennett, President, Earlham College

Pending are:
Parker Martin, President, Manchester College 
Shirley Showalter, President, Goshen College 
The Rev.James R. Stuck, Bishop, ELCA Indiana-Kentucky Synod 

Thanks,
Howard Hallman
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Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org

Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
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Date: Tue, 24 Apr 2001 10:49:51 -0500
From: Kevin Martin <kmartin@projectabolition.org>
Reply-To: kmartin@projectabolition.org
X-Mailer: Mozilla 4.7 [en] (Win98; U)
X-Accept-Language: en
To: Kevin Martin <kmartin@projectabolition.org>
Subject: email address change

Dear Friends,

My email address has changed to <kmartin@projectabolition.org>.
Messages sent to the old address will be forwarded for a bit, but please

make the change in your address books and listservs.

Thanks,

Kevin Martin
Director, Project Abolition

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\kmartin.vcf"
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Reply-To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
From: "Brink Campaign" <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
To: "Howard Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Indiana
Date: Tue, 24 Apr 2001 02:50:30 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook IMO, Build 9.0.2416 (9.0.2910.0)
Importance: Normal
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.00.2919.6600

Hi Howard,
This is the way he signed his letter to us.
(Rev.) Theodore M. Hesburgh, C.S.C., President Emeritus, Notre Dame
University

He signed a letter indicating that he wanted it to go to both Bayh and
Lugar. Let's talk about these signatures for Bayh also when you get a
chance.

I am still trying to catch up with Dolores regarding Shirley Showalter. Let
me know how you make out with Bishop White to transmit the letter.

Peace,
Esther

Back from the Brink Campaign
6856 Eastern Avenue, NW, # 322
Washington DC 20012
202.545.1001 ph
202.545.1004 fax
brinkprogram@backfromthebrink.net
www.backfromthebrink.org
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To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Indiana
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <NEBBKJHCMLACLOPKCPPBGEFDCCAA.prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
References: 

Esther,

The letter we have circulated is addressed to both Lugar and Bayh.  That's what the religious leaders in Indiana have 
seen and agreed to.  You may recall that we did that to show our nonpartisanship.  

When we talked about Bishop White sending the letter to Lugar, I just assumed that he would send it to Bayh as well, 
though it didn't occur to me to mention that.   Is that okay?

Howard
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Reply-To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
From: "Brink Campaign" <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
To: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Indiana
Date: Tue, 24 Apr 2001 21:25:16 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook IMO, Build 9.0.2416 (9.0.2910.0)
Importance: Normal
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.00.2919.6600

Sure.
 

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Tuesday, April 24, 2001 4:24 PM
To: prgrm@backfromthebrink.net
Subject: Re: Indiana

Esther,

The letter we have circulated is addressed to both Lugar and Bayh.  That's
what the religious leaders in Indiana have seen and agreed to.  You may
recall that we did that to show our nonpartisanship.  

When we talked about Bishop White sending the letter to Lugar, I just
assumed that he would send it to Bayh as well, though it didn't occur to me
to mention that.   Is that okay?

Howard

Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org

Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
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From: "H&M Recinos" <MREC@erols.com>
To: "Howard Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Greetings
Date: Wed, 25 Apr 2001 14:52:42 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.71.1712.3
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.71.1712.3

Howard,

Brett Brown has set up a meeting with an outfit that has high credibility in
the area of program evaluation.   Since that is a major part of the grant
expectation,  contracting with them will make the grant more competitive.  I
am trying to set up a meeting for Friday morning or afternoon with the
person who will lead it up and write the evaluation section.  Once I have a
time nailed down,  I will let you know in the event you available to give
input.   Paz,  Hal Recinos
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X-Sender: dkimball@[63.106.26.66]
X-Mailer: Windows Eudora Pro Version 3.0 (32)
Date: Wed, 25 Apr 2001 18:48:35 -0400
To: "Daryl Kimball" <dkimball@clw.org>
From: Daryl Kimball <dkimball@clw.org>
Subject: NMD/Deep Cuts Wkg Grp Mtg, 5/4 @930-1130

April 25, 2001

TO: Coalition members and friends

FR: Daryl Kimball

RE: MEETING REMINDER

On Friday, May 4, there will be an NMD/Deep Cuts Working Group meeting from
9:30 to 11:30.  The meeting is open to all Coalition member organizations
as well as like-minded NGOs outside the Coalition.  This meeting will focus
on our work related to the expected roll-out of the Bush Administration's
strategic nuclear weapons review and proposals.

Please note that this is a WORKING MEETING so be prepared to contribute to
the meeting, offer your suggestions, and volunteer to work on aspects of
our developing NMD strategy.  Also, be ready to report on projects that
your organization is undertakind or planning that may be of interest to
others.

The agenda will include:

I.  Introductions

II.  Speakers (9:30 - 10:00)

- Brett O'Brien, Democratic Policy Committee/ Office of Congressman
Gephardt, on policy proposals for preventing WMD threats.

III.  National Missile Defense (10:00 - 10:45)

- Review and discussion of our public relations and media plans related to
the Bush proposal

IV. Analysis of recent public opinion and polling on NMD (10:45 - 11:30)

- Mark Mellman, the Mellman Group

V.  Set next meeting dates and adjourn

Please contact Stacie Robinson (546-0795 ext. 137 or srobinson@clw.org) if
you have any questions or additions to the agenda.



10425.07.txt[5/10/2017 12:09:37 PM]

____________________________________

Daryl Kimball, Executive Director
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Avenue NE, Suite 505
Washington, DC 20002
(ph) 202-546-0795 x136 (fax) 202-546-7970
website <http://www.crnd.org>
____________________________________
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User-Agent: Microsoft-Outlook-Express-Macintosh-Edition/5.02.2022
Date: Wed, 25 Apr 2001 15:14:46 -0400
Subject: reunion
From: Edward Brueggemann <edbruegge@mediaone.net>
To: Howard Hallman <mupj@igc.org>

Dear Howard:

I assume that you have enough positive feedback and none tht is negative so
that we can proceed to plan as though the 2004 reunion will be in DC.  There
is no official sanctioning of the reunion so it you are willing to host and
no one is objecting, I would consider it a go.  What say ye?

edb 
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To: Edward Brueggemann <edbruegge@mediaone.net>
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: reunion
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <B70C9A66.C22%edbruegge@mediaone.net>
References: 

Dear Ed,

I've had quite a number of favorable comments about having Hallman 2004 in Washington, D.C., none negative.  Most 
seem favorable to having it on the 4th of July weekend.  Among other reasons Don Knutson will be 70 on the 4th that 
year.  However, one person thought it might be too crowded.  Another factor is that it would be $20/night more 
expensive.  I thought that I would ask around when we are in North Carolina and find out what the majority prefer.

Before I go I will have another conversation with the Holiday Inn about rates, etc.  It would therefore be helpful to learn 
from you what you think the maximum number of persons and rooms would be.  Estimate on the optimistic side.  
There's plenty of time to book it.

You can count in Jeanette and Ken Spencer for D.C. in '04.  They were here earlier this month for Ben's 40th birthday, 
and we had dinner with them.  They definitely want to come in 2004 but won't make it in 2001 because Ken is 
recovering from an eye operation.   Incidentally Ben says he can get groups into the Smithsonian before official opening 
hours.  He hasn't checked about I-Max tickets, but that may be possible, too.

About North Carolina, I assume there will be a fee for at least one meal and possibly other expenses.  Let us know how 
much.

Cordially,
Howard
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User-Agent: Microsoft-Outlook-Express-Macintosh-Edition/5.02.2022
Date: Wed, 25 Apr 2001 20:28:50 -0400
Subject: Re: reunion
From: Edward Brueggemann <edbruegge@mediaone.net>
To: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>

on 4/25/01 7:34 PM, Howard W.  Hallman at mupj@igc.org wrote:

> Dear Ed,
> 
> I've had quite a number of favorable comments about having Hallman 2004 in
> Washington, D.C., none negative.  Most seem favorable to having it on the
> 4th of July weekend.  Among other reasons Don Knutson will be 70 on the 4th
> that year.  However, one person thought it might be too crowded.  Another
> factor is that it would be $20/night more expensive.  I thought that I
> would ask around when we are in North Carolina and find out what the
> majority prefer.
> 
> Before I go I will have another conversation with the Holiday Inn about
> rates, etc.  It would therefore be helpful to learn from you what you think
> the maximum number of persons and rooms would be.  Estimate on the
> optimistic side.  There's plenty of time to book it.
> 
> You can count in Jeanette and Ken Spencer for D.C. in '04.  They were here
> earlier this month for Ben's 40th birthday, and we had dinner with them.
> They definitely want to come in 2004 but won't make it in 2001 because Ken
> is recovering from an eye operation.   Incidentally Ben says he can get
> groups into the Smithsonian before official opening hours.  He hasn't
> checked about I-Max tickets, but that may be possible, too.
> 
> About North Carolina, I assume there will be a fee for at least one meal
> and possibly other expenses.  Let us know how much.
> 
> Cordially,
> Howard
> 
> 
> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
> Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
> 
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
> laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.
You will see in a new mailing that we expect 50 adults and 25 children in 30
family units.  There will be a fee for the dinner on Saturday, also noted in
the forthcoming letter.   edb



From: "Paul Lansu" 
To: Subject: Statement on Nuclear Disarmament of Pax Christi International signed by Cardinals,
Bishops and Presidents 
Date: Thu, 26 Apr 2001 11:21:10 +0200 
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook CWS, Build 9.0.2416 (9.0.2910.0)
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.00.2314.1300 Importance: Normal
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Press Release
Executive Committee April 2001

 

Pax Christi Reinvigorates the Nuclear Disarmament Debate
Call and Statement on Nuclear Disarmament

Signed by Cardinals, Bishops and Presidents of Pax Christi International

 

Pax Christi International issued a position paper and is calling on the International Community
and the Churches to renew their commitment to nuclear disarmament. Concern on this issue must
continue to be voiced through strong public opinion raised against nuclear weapons.

 

The Call and Statement stresses the urgent need for an international nuclear disarmament
convention, and other immediate actions to move closer to abolition. Certain immediate steps
should be taken. The statement urges:

* Russia and the USA to make rapid progress towards Start III with lower limits than those
envisaged at Helsinki.
* The UK and France should take a lead here, by abandoning talk of relying on nuclear weapons
for national security, promoting a “no first use” treaty among the Nuclear Weapons States, and
announcing their intention not to replace their current arsenals at any time in the future.
* The removal of nuclear weapons from the territory of all non-nuclear European states.
* The establishment of nuclear weapon free zones where they do not yet exist, such as in the
Middle East, Central Europe and South Asia.

Among the signatories are Msgr. Michel Sabbah, Latin Patriarch of Jerusalem and current
President of Pax Christi International; and all former International Pax Christi Presidents: Franz
Cardinal König, Former Archbishop of Vienna, Godfried Cardinal Danneels, Archbishop of
Malines – Brussels, Bishop Luigi Bettazzi, Former Bishop of Ivrea. Laurent Monsengwo,
Archbishop of Kisangani and member of the Executive Committee of Pax Christi International,
signing the statement in his capacity as the President of the Symposium of the Episcopal



Conferences of Africa and Madagascar (SECAM). Among the signatories is also Amédée Grab
OSB, the recent elected new President of the Council of European Bishops’ Conferences
(CCEE). All bishop presidents of national sections also signed the statement, including (several
bishops of) the United Kingdom, France and the USA. Bishops of Japan have signed the
statement as well. Pax Christi International will continue to invite more bishops to sign the
statement. See list in attached document.

 

The Church and other religious organisations have an important role to play in informing and
mobilising public opinion on the issues confronting our common security. This statement of Pax
Christi International explicitly supports the Call of the Holy See on nuclear disarmament. It is a
follow up of the statement of more than 100 Pax Christi USA bishops questioning the morality of
nuclear deterrence in their letter of 1998 as well as on the recent appeals for nuclear disarmament
of the World Council of Churches and the international coalitions acting in favour of the total
abolition of nuclear weapons.

 

The position paper of Pax Christi International contains two sections: a background briefing, and
a statement. It is the second part, the statement, which has been signed by Cardinals, Bishops and
Presidents of our movement.

 

The Call and Statement is available in English, French, German, Dutch and Portuguese (see ref.:
SD.04.EFGDP.00 in attached documents). More info: paul@paxchristi.net                                     
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New Challenges on Nuclear Disarmament Agenda

A Call and Statement on Nuclear Disarmament

I.  Background Briefing

Pax Christi International stresses the need of the International Community and the
Churches to insist once again on the continuing threat of nuclear weapons. We are at a very
critical moment of new challenges to the international disarmament agenda. Statements
alone will not be enough. Pax Christi International appeals to public opinion to raise its
voice in the debate.

Like Pax Christi International, numerous religious bodies have a long history of addressing
nuclear weapons issues. Many have condemned nuclear weapons and called for their
abolition. In their joint statement to the NPT Review PrepCom of April 1998, Cardinal
Danneels, President of Pax Christi International, and Dr. Konrad Raiser, General Secretary
of the World Council of Churches, stated: “Nuclear weapons, whether used or threatened,
are grossly evil and therefore morally wrong. As an instrument of mass destruction,
nuclear weapons slaughter the innocent and ravage the environment.” 

In May 2000 at the conclusion of the Review Conference of the 1968 Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty (NPT), the major nuclear powers made an important new
commitment. They promised to make “an unequivocal undertaking to accomplish the total
elimination of their nuclear arsenals.” True, a commitment to nuclear abolition was and is
one of the obligations of the NPT itself (Art. VI); but the nuclear weapons states never
took it seriously. Time and again the Holy See asked for an “unequivocal commitment”
during interventions in the United Nations.  

Today, the window of opportunity for moves towards the elimination of nuclear weapons
seems to be open again. However, there is still no concrete timeframe for the total abolition
of nuclear weapons. The need for abolition exists because of a real possibility that nuclear
weapons could be used in anger for the first time since Hiroshima and Nagasaki, with
disastrous results for the whole of humanity. In recent years, we have witnessed policies by
several states to extend the role for nuclear weapons in their security policies. India and
Pakistan are the most prominent examples. The USA and the Russian Federation too are
modernizing and extending the role of nuclear weapons.

Public opinion takes little notice of the problem. This is due in part to the mistaken belief
that with the end of the cold war nuclear weapons no longer pose serious
dangers. However, the window of opportunity may be closed again if political leaders are
not pressed by public opinion “to accomplish the total elimination” soon. Notwithstanding
their proclaimed commitment to the nuclear disarmament required of them by the Nuclear
Non-Proliferation Treaty, the Nuclear Weapons States still insist that their own security



depends on retaining nuclear weapons while at the same time insisting that the security of
other states depends on their renunciation of exactly the same weapons. The incoherence of
this position is obvious and must be rectified before it is too late.

Some Special Dangers

The Churches and other religious organisations can play an important role in informing
public opinion of some of the dangers that confront our common security:

1. The likely further proliferation of nuclear weapons following the example of India and
Pakistan, where there is a danger of nuclear weapons being used inadvertently or by
miscalculation over (for example) the Kashmir dispute.
2. The danger of a nuclear strike elsewhere in the world by chance, accident or inadvertence.
3. The refusal of Cuba, Israel, India and Pakistan to accede to the NPT and to place their
nuclear facilities under comprehensive International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)
safeguards, or to accede to the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.
4. The refusal of North Korea to preserve and make available to the IAEA all information
on its nuclear material, as it is obliged to do as a party to the NPT and its safeguard
agreement with IAEA.
5. The presence, especially in Europe, of many tactical nuclear weapons.
6. The failure of the USA to ratify the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, and to rule out the
extension of the role of nuclear weapons deter attacks by other weapons of mass-
destruction and attacks by terrorist groups and so-called “rogue states,” or “states of
concern.” 
7. The announcement by Russia of its intention to increase its reliance on nuclear weapons
in response to its conventional military weakness and its sense of encirclement due to the
expansion of NATO; and by China because of the alleged threat of Theatre Missile
Defences in South East Asia.
8. The fact that the deployment of nuclear weapons provides a strong rationale for the
development and proliferation of all kinds of weaponry, especially biological and chemical
weapons, often thought of as the mass-destruction weapons “of the poor and the weak.” 
9. US plans for “National Missile Defence,” a provocative and destabilising concept which
threatens very serious damage to the arms control and disarmament efforts of other states.



II. The Elimination of Nuclear Weapons - A Statement by Pax Christi International

We call upon all states to put urgent negotiation of a nuclear disarmament convention at
the top of the international agenda. We welcome the overwhelming support given to the
“New Agenda Resolution” in the United Nations General Assembly in November 2000,
including that of most (though regrettably not all) of the states which possess nuclear
weapons.  

We see nuclear weapons abolition as a major component in the process of re-examining
our traditional ideas about security and war. Our ultimate vision is of a peace built on
common security based on justice and reconciliation. It is for all of us to work for the
elimination of war, the priority of non-violence and the establishment of a global culture of
peace.

The Holy See has summarised the measures that need to be pursued at the present time;
measures largely agreed by the expert opinion-makers:

”It should be an immediate objective of the international community to eliminate non-
strategic nuclear weapons, de-alert weapons by removing warheads from delivery vehicles,
establish a legally binding negative security assurance regime, and secure from the Nuclear
Weapons States a pledge not to be the first to use nuclear weapons.” 

Negotiations do not have to start from scratch. A detailed scheme for nuclear abolition has
been prepared and is lodged with the United Nations. We welcome the recent vote at the
United Nations affirming the need of a universal and multilaterally negotiated legally
binding instrument or a framework encompassing a mutually reinforcing set of instruments
for the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free world, although we are disappointed that
the New Agenda Resolution’s adopted text has weakened the sense of urgency present in
the earlier drafts.  

Certain immediate steps should be taken which would move us closer to abolition. We urge:

1. Russia and the USA to make rapid progress towards Start III with lower limits than
those envisaged at Helsinki.
2. The smaller Nuclear Weapons states to promote multilateral disarmament negotiations
for the purpose of reducing nuclear arsenals in order to make progress towards the global
elimination of nuclear weapons. The UK and France should take a lead here, by
abandoning talk of relying on nuclear weapons for national security, promoting a no first
use treaty among the Nuclear Weapons States, and announcing their intention not to
replace their current arsenals at any time in the future.
3. All states to ratify the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, and to promote its early entry
into force.

4. The removal of nuclear weapons from the territory of all non-nuclear European states.
5. Nuclear weapons everywhere to be taken off alert, including removing warheads from
all land-based missiles and placing them in secure internationally monitored storage.
6. A no first use pledge to be given by all nuclear weapon states, as a confidence building
measure.

7. The establishment of nuclear weapon free zones where they do not yet exist, such as in the
Middle East, Central Europe and South Asia. 



Vieux Marché aux Grains 21 / 1000 Bruxelles / Belgium

Tel.: ++32.2.502.55.50 / Fax: ++32.2.502.46.26 / hello@paxchristi.net  / www.paxchristi.net

Call and Statement on Nuclear Disarmament
List of Signatories

April 2001
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From: PVmsmagic@aol.com 
Date: Thu, 26 Apr 2001 11:47:21 EDT 
Subject: Checks 
To: mupj@igc.apc.org 
X-Mailer: AOL 6.0 for Windows US sub 10523

 A check for the 4/17 telephone bill is in the mail.

Our new general fund checks arrived today. They carry the correct address for
the organization, i.e., 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036.

In short, we can now write hundreds of checks but only if we bring in
hundreds of dollars!

Phil 
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To: PVmsmagic@aol.com
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Checks
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <13.14d7c938.28199d09@aol.com>
References: 

At 11:47 AM 4/26/01 EDT, you wrote:
>A check for the 4/17 telephone bill is in the mail. 
> 
>Our new general fund checks arrived today. They carry the correct address for  
>the organization, i.e., 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036. 
> 
>In short, we can now write hundreds of checks but only if we bring in  
>hundreds of dollars! 

Phil,

Glad to know that.  Let's replenish the general fund.  For instance, is it time for the Foundry Peace Mission annual 
contribution?

Howard
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To: recinos
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: More drafts
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: A:\Project Plan.doc; A:\Reports and Dissemination.doc;
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Hal,

Attached are fragmentary beginnings of two more sections: "B. Project Plan" and "E. Reports and Dissemination".  We 
can discuss them when we meet on Tuesday, May 1 at 10:00 a.m.

Howard
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Reply-To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
From: "Brink Campaign" <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
Subject: FW: De-alerting Special Strategy Mtg.
Date: Thu, 26 Apr 2001 03:58:39 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook IMO, Build 9.0.2416 (9.0.2910.0)
Importance: Normal
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.00.2919.6600

To Brink Supporters,

You are invited to a Special strategy session to disucss the focus of our
de-alerting work over the next few months. The meeting is on Thursday May
10, 1:30 -3:30 PM at PSR's new offices at 1875 Connecticut Avenue, NW, Suite
1021.

Understanding that our community is developing an overall response to Bush's
anticipated nuclear policy statement, partners in the the Campaign think it
would be productive to have a session that focuses on:

  1) A specific de-alerting message (short/long term)
   Context
   Criteria for developing the message
   Rationale

  2) The best way to disseminate the message.
   Media
    Editorial BoardS
    Ad Campaign
    Spokesperson responses
   Grassroots
    State strategies
    E-mail/web link campaign
    Letters-to-the-editor

Please RSVP Brink if you cannot attend. Thanks.

Food for thought:  Bush's answer to global warming? Nuclear winter.

Esther Pank
Back from the Brink Campaign
6856 Eastern Avenue, NW, # 322
Washington DC 20012
202.545.1001 ph
202.545.1004 fax
brinkprogram@backfromthebrink.net
www.backfromthebrink.org

_________________________________________________________________
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Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.com



10427.01.txt[5/10/2017 12:09:38 PM]

From: "H&M Recinos" <MREC@erols.com>
To: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: More drafts
Date: Thu, 26 Apr 2001 18:34:32 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.71.1712.3
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.71.1712.3

Great.   The evaluation people agreed to meet at Wesley at 2:00 p.m. on
Friday.  If you can make it that will be grant,  in the event you can't I
will be prepared with these materials to discuss with them the evaluation.
Paz, Hal
-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman <mupj@igc.org>
To: mrec@erols.com <mrec@erols.com>
Date: Thursday, April 26, 2001 3:50 PM
Subject: More drafts

>Hal,
>
>Attached are fragmentary beginnings of two more sections: "B. Project Plan"
>and "E. Reports and Dissemination".  We can discuss them when we meet on
>Tuesday, May 1 at 10:00 a.m.
>
>Howard
>
>
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To: "H&M Recinos" <MREC@erols.com>
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: More drafts
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <01c0cea1$10239dc0$7f002c42@mh>
References: 

At 06:34 PM 4/26/01 -0400, you wrote:
>Great.   The evaluation people agreed to meet at Wesley at 2:00 p.m. on
>Friday....

Hal,

I'll be there today.

Howard  
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To: Starman Wendy <wstarman@wesleysem.edu>
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Responding to Bush nuclear policy
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <DC1977460103D311B0DE0060943F439F636EF2@WESLEY-EXCH1>
References: 

At 01:28 PM 4/20/01 -0400, you wrote:
>Dear Howard,
>
>Hope all is well!
>
>Is it possible to get a list of the attendees from the April 10 meeting?
>Barbara Green has requested that information. Please e-mail that list when
>you get a chance.

Wendy,

Here is the information you requested.

Carol Blythe
Alliance of Baptists
302 Waterford Road
Silver Spring, MD 20901
Tel: 301 381-7569
E-mail: blythe-goodman@erols.com

Mary H. Miller
Episcopal Peace Fellowship
P.O. Box 28156
Washington, DC 20039
Tel: 202 783-3380
Fax: 202 3393-3695
E-mail: epf@peacenet.org

Kathy Guthrie, David Culp
Friends Committee on National Legislation
245 Second Street, NE
Washington, DC 20002
Tel: 202 547-6000
Fax: 202 547-6019
E-mail: kathy@fcnl.org, dave@fcnl.org

Lisa Wright
National Council of Churches
110 Maryland Avenue DE
Washington, DC 20003
Tel: 202 544-2350
Fax: 202 543-1297
E-mail: lisaw@ncccusa.org
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Lawrence Egbert
Unitarian Universalist Association
2026 P Street, NW, Suite 2
Washington, DC 20036
Tel: 202 296-4672
Fax: 202 296-4673
E-mail: uuawo@aol.com

Rachel LaBush
Religious Action Center of Reform Judaism
2027 Massachusetts Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20036
Tel: 202 387-2800
Fax: 202 667-9070
E-mail: rlabush@rac.org
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Date: Thu, 26 Apr 2001 16:19:21 -0500
From: Kevin Martin <kmartin@projectabolition.org>
Reply-To: kmartin@projectabolition.org
X-Mailer: Mozilla 4.7 [en] (Win98; U)
X-Accept-Language: en
To: Kevin Martin <kmartin@projectabolition.org>
Subject: Update on June 10-12 "Stop the New Arms Race" events in DC

Dear Friends of Peace,

The timing of our "Stop the New Arms Race" events in Washington, DC June

10-12 couldn't be better.  Word out of Washington and in the press is
the Bush Administration may soon announce their intention to deploy a
land-, sea-, and space-based Star Wars missile system and shred the
Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty.  Even if they don't announce this by
June, we know that is their plan.

I don't need to tell you these moves will ignite a new nuclear arms race

and the weaponization of outer space.  It's madness that must be
stopped!

Please plan to join us to sound the call against Star Wars and the
militarization of space and for nuclear weapons abolition.  Attached is
a registration form for the June 11 & 12 Congressional Education Days.

You needn't register for the June 10 rally at the White House, but we'd
sure like to know you're coming and bringing a busload of
peace-mongers!  The Call  and poster/flier for the event are available
on our website at http://www.projectabolition.org/
The registration materials will be posted on the site soon as well.  If
you'd like the Call or flier/poster sent to you as Word documents,
please let me know.

See you in DC June 10 - 12!

For Peace,

Kevin Martin
Director, Project Abolition
****
National Mobilization and Congressional Education Days sponsored by:
Project Abolition, Nuclear Disarmament Partnership, Fourth Freedom
Forum, Global Security Institute, The Nation Institute, Peace Action,
Peace Links, Physicians for Social Responsibility, Women's Action for
New Directions

Endorsed by the following national organizations (list in formation):
U.S. Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons, Global Network Against Weapons

& Nuclear Power in Space,  Fellowship of Reconciliation, Nuclear Age
Peace Foundation, Lawyers Committee on Nuclear Policy, DontBlowit.org,
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Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom, USA, War Resisters
League, Greenpeace USA
*****

Stop the New Arms Race
White House Rally and Congressional Education Days

Join The Nuclear Disarmament Partnership & Project Abolition
In Washington, DC
June 10-12

The Nuclear Disarmament Partnership, a joint effort of Peace Action,
Peace Links, Physicians for Social Responsibility, 20/20 Vision and
Women’s Action for New Directions in conjunction with Project Abolition
invites you to come to Washington DC to tell policy makers to stop “Star

Wars” National Missile Defense, and to instead pursue nuclear
disarmament measures leading to the complete abolition of nuclear
weapons.

What, When, Where?
Following the National Mobilization Rally with entertainment and arts in

front of the White House on Sunday afternoon, we will begin Monday
morning, June 11 with a training and briefing on Capitol Hill. We will
be making visits to Congress on Monday and Tuesday. On Monday evening we

will host an informal reception and pizza party on the Hill. Additional
events and education and networking opportunities will occur on Monday
and Tuesday.

Why join us?
This is your chance to make a difference and change our nation's nuclear

future.
At this very crucial time, the Bush Administration is preparing to
announce its intention to deploy a National Missile Defense. This Cold
War nightmare will be a complex sea, land and space based system. In
pursuit of this new version of the Reagan Star Wars plan, they will tear

up the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty, possibly provoking an arms race
with Russia and China, while wasting hundreds of billions of dollars.
Participate in our Congressional Education Days to declare your
opposition to National Missile Defense and encourage your elected
officials to pursue disarmament measures including the complete
abolition of nuclear weapons.  It is your turn to become a piece of the
solution...let your voice be heard!

How much will this experience cost?
A registration fee $25 will cover the cost of training and pizza at the
Pizza Party.  You will be responsible for your travel, lodging and food
during your stay in DC.  We will be happy to help make suggestions,
though you are ultimately responsible for arranging your own lodging.
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Please contact us as soon as possible, to let us know you are planning
to come. We want to assist you in making travel and lodging plans and
work with you in scheduling meetings with your Senators and  Member of
Congress.

See Registration Form Below

Activist Training and Congressional Education Days
June 10-12 Washington, DC

Name____________________________  Organization__________________________

Address_____________________________  City___________  State___
Zip_______

Phone____________________  Email________________________________________

Return this form to: The Nuclear Disarmament Partnership
1875 Connecticut Ave., NW  Suite 1012 Washington, DC  20009
For more information contact Kathy Crandall at 202.667.4260 ext. 240
Fax: 202.667.4201
kcrandall@disarmament.org   www.projectabolition.org
Registration Deadline: May 24, 2001
Cost is $25.00, make check payable to Physicians for Social
Responsibility

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\June Congressional Education Days Registration.doc"

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\kmartin.vcf"
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X-Sender: abolition2000@mail.abolition2000.org
Date: Thu, 26 Apr 2001 16:08:51 -0600
To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com, abolition-caucus@yahoogroups.com
From: Carah Lynn Ong <admin@abolition2000.org>
Subject: (abolition-usa) New to A2000 website
Sender: owner-abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com
Reply-To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com

New to the Abolition 2000 website:

Download a briefing paper on US plans for control and domination of 
outer space.
Space:  The New Frontier for Warfighting?  by RE White, prepared for 
Abolition 2000 Auckland

http://www.abolition2000.org
(available in pdf only)

Download, copy and distribute the new Abolition 2000 brochure!
http://www.abolition2000.org
(available in pdf only)
-- 
Carah Lynn Ong
Coordinator

Abolition 2000 Global Network to Eliminate Nuclear Weapons
PMB 121, 1187 Coast Village Road, Suite 1
Santa Barbara, California  93108-2794  USA

Tel:  805-965-3443
Fax:  805-568-0466
Email:  abolition2000@napf.org
Http://www.abolition2000.org

Join the Abolition Global Caucus, send a message to 
abolition-caucus-subscribe@egroups.com

-
 To unsubscribe to abolition-usa, send an email to "majordomo@xmission.com"
 with "unsubscribe abolition-usa" in the body of the message.
 For information on digests or retrieving files and old messages send
 "help" to the same address.  Do not use quotes in your message.
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To: mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Letter on nuclear posture review
Cc: 
Bcc: icnd
X-Attachments: A:\abl.123.doc;
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament

Dear Colleagues.

After the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament decided not to circulate a sign-on letter to President Bush 
regarding nuclear posture review, I decided to adapt the draft we had developed into a letter to the president from 
Methodists United for Peace with Justice.  I am sending it to you as an attachment.  You may want to write your own 
letter to Bush on this issue.

The Washington Post today carried a story that President Bush will make a speech next week dealing with national 
missile defense and nuclear arms reduction.   We should watch and listen and be ready to respond -- as individual 
organizations and possibly together.  Stay tuned.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: epf@peacenet.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Attachment
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Mary,

Here's the attachment from my communication on nuclear posture review.

Howard

###

METHODISTS UNITED FOR PEACE WITH JUSTICE
1500 16th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20036

April 25, 2001

The Honorable George W. Bush
The White House
Washington, DC 20500 Attn: Dr. Condoleezza Rice

Dear Mr. President:

We understand that the strategic review which your administration now has underway is encompassing a review of the 
U.S. nuclear posture.  We note that Congress, in mandating a nuclear posture review, specified that consideration should 
be given to "the relationship among United States nuclear deterrence policy, targeting, and arms control objectives."  
We believe, therefore, that the final product should contain a multi-year plan for nuclear disarmament on equal terms 
with specification of deterrence policy and targeting.

The law of the land in the form of Article VI of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) 
commits the United States and other nuclear-weapon states "to pursue negotiations in good faith on effective measures 
relating to cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date and to nuclear disarmament."  President Lyndon Johnson 
and then President Richard Nixon signed this treaty, and the U.S. Senate ratified it in March 1969 by a bipartisan vote of 
83 to 15.  Affirmative votes were registered by Senate Minority Leader Everett Dirksen and by two future Senate 
Republican leaders, Senator Howard Baker and Senator Robert Dole. 

The United States and other nuclear-weapon states recommitted themselves to Article VI when the Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty was extended indefinitely in 1995.   The United States concurred with the Final Document of the 
2000 NPT Review Conference, which contains a commitment to "an unequivocal undertaking by the nuclear-weapon 
States to accomplish the total elimination of their nuclear arsenals."

Voices of Religion

Numerous faith-based organizations and religious leaders join in the call for the total elimination of nuclear weapons.  
Thus, the Sixth Assembly of the World Council of Churches in 1983 stated:
 The Honorable George W. Bush
April 25, 2001
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Page two.

We believe that the time has come when the churches must unequivocally declare that the production and deployment as 
well as the use of nuclear weapons are a crime against humanity and that such activities must be condemned on ethical 
and theological grounds.  Furthermore, we appeal for the institution of a universal covenant to this effect so that nuclear 
weapons and warfare are delegitimized and condemned as violation of international law.

Speaking for the Holy See at the United Nations in 1997, Archbishop Renato Martino, the Holy See's Permanent 
Observer at the UN, stated:

Nuclear weapons are incompatible with the peace we seek for the 21st century.  They cannot be justified.  They deserve 
condemnation.  The preservation of the Non-Proliferation Treaty demands an unequivocal commitment to their 
abolition....The world must move to the abolition of nuclear weapons through a universal, non-discriminatory ban with 
intensive inspection by a universal authority.

In a message on January 1, 2000 His Holiness the Dalai Lama called for a step-by-step approach to external 
disarmament.  He stated, "We must first work for the total abolishment of nuclear weapons and gradually work up to 
total demilitarization throughout the world."

Many denominations in the United States have official policies calling for the elimination of nuclear weapons.  For 
instance, the National Conference of Catholic Bishops in 1993 indicated that "today, the moral task is to proceed with 
deep cuts and ultimately to abolish these nuclear weapons entirely."  They further stated, "The eventual elimination of 
nuclear weapons is more than a moral ideal; it should be a policy goal."

The United Methodist General Conference, the denomination's official governing body, in May 2000 stated the moral 
case against nuclear weapons.

We reaffirm the finding that nuclear weapons, whether used or threatened, are grossly evil and morally wrong.  As an 
instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons slaughter the innocent and ravage the environment.  When used as 
instruments of deterrence, nuclear weapons hold innocent people hostage for political and military purposes.  Therefore, 
the doctrine of nuclear deterrence is morally corrupt and spiritually bankrupt.

Therefore, we reaffirm the goal of total abolition of all nuclear weapons throughout Earth and space.

In June 2000 an interfaith group of 21 religious leaders joined 18 retired admirals and generals in a statement issued at 
the Washington National Cathedral in which they said:

The Honorable George W. Bush
April 25, 2001
Page three.

We deeply believe that the long-term reliance on nuclear weapons in the arsenals of the nuclear powers, and the ever-
present danger of their acquisition by others is morally untenable and militarily unjustifiable.  They constitute a threat to 
the security of our nation, a peril to world peace, a danger to the whole human family.

They further stated:

It is...time for a great national and international discussion and examination of the true and full implications of reliance 
on nuclear weapons, to be followed by action leading to the international prohibition of these weapons."

Practical Steps

Thus, the voices of religion and the nations of the world as expressed in the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty agree on 
the long-range goal of the total elimination of nuclear weapons.  The question is: how do we achieve that goal in a 
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practicable manner?  The 2000 NPT Review Conference provided an answer by specifying in its Final Document a 
series of  "practical steps for systematic and progressive efforts to implement Article VI."  These steps include:

v Early entry into force of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT).

v A moratorium on nuclear weapon test explosions or any other nuclear explosions pending entry into force of that 
treaty.

v Negotiation of a multilateral treaty banning the production of fissile material.

v Early entry into force and full implementation of START II and the conclusion of START III as soon as possible 
while preserving and strengthening the ABM Treaty as a cornerstone of strategic stability.

v Further efforts by the nuclear-weapon states to reduce their nuclear arsenals unilaterally.

v Further reduction of non-strategic nuclear weapons.

v Concrete agreed measures to further reduce the operational status of nuclear weapons systems.

v A diminishing role for nuclear weapons in security policies to minimize the risk that these weapons will ever be used 
and to facilitate the process of their total elimination.

The Honorable George W. Bush
April 25, 2001
Page four.

v The engagement as soon as appropriate of all the nuclear-weapon states in the process leading to the total elimination 
of their nuclear weapons.

Many of these practical steps were also recommended by the 2000 United Methodist General Conference in the attached 
resolution, "Saying No to Nuclear Deterrence".

Nuclear Posture Review

In the current nuclear posture review the United States now has an opportunity to translate its treaty commitment for the 
elimination of nuclear weapons into specific policies and a schedule of concrete steps.  Although we share the view of 
the United Methodist Council of Bishops, who in 1986 said "No" to nuclear deterrence, we recognize that official U.S. 
policy is unlikely to immediately and totally reverse its 50-year commitment to nuclear deterrence.  However, we ask 
that U.S. nuclear policy reaffirm the treaty commitment to nuclear disarmament and specify "a diminishing role for 
nuclear weapons in security policies".   This diminishing role should include a no-first-use policy by the United States 
as a transitional measure on the way to total elimination.

With these basic commitments established the U.S. nuclear policy should outline a program of practical steps that will 
be carried out in the next four years and for another four year period beyond that.  These should encompass (1) de-
alerting the entire nuclear arsenal by removing weapons from hair-trigger alert, (2) deep cuts in the strategic arsenal 
through treaty negotiation and unilateral initiatives, (3) expanding the Cooperative Threat Reduction Program (Nunn-
Lugar) to help Russia dismantle its nuclear weapons and achieve secure storage of fissile material, (4) vigorous 
international control of fissile material and ballistic missile technology, (5) use of diplomacy and financial incentives to 
curtail development of nuclear weapons and long-range missiles by small nations, (6) maintenance of the nuclear testing 
moratorium and ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty,  and (7) preservation of the Anti-Ballistic Missile 
(ABM) Treaty because of its restraining influence on strategic missile deployment.

We believe that this agenda is a far superior way to achieve security of the United States from nuclear attack than 
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national missile defense, which your administration is so vigorously pursuing.  We agreed with the United Methodist 
General Conference which has issued a call to "halt all efforts to develop and deploy strategic antimissile defense 
systems because they are illusory, unnecessary, and wasteful."

Public Participation

Finally we recommend that there be full public participation in the nuclear posture review, including public hearings by 
the Department of Defense and by appropriate committees of Congress.  We ask that a draft nuclear posture statement 
be published for widespread public discussion with provision for ample feedback before it is finally adopted.
The Honorable George W. Bush
April 25, 2001
Page five.

With the United States leading the way the world can move away from outmoded, 20th century reliance on nuclear 
weapons and can free the 21st century from the curse of human existence threatened by these terrible instruments of 
mass destruction.  This would constitute true moral progress for humankind.  Mr. President, please use the opportunity 
of the nuclear posture review to provide global leadership for this worthy, achievable goal.

 With best regards,

 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair

cc:
Vice President Richard Cheney
Secretary of Defense Don Rumsfeld
Secretary of State Colin Powell
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From: James Winkler <JWinkler@UMC-GBCS.ORG>
To: "'mupj@igc.org'" <mupj@igc.org>
Cc: AGS <AGS@UMC-GBCS.ORG>, Jeanette Middlesworth
  <JMiddlesworth@UMC-GBCS.ORG>, Mark Harrison <MHarrison@UMC-GBCS.ORG>
Subject: Sen. Lugar
Date: Fri, 27 Apr 2001 10:33:46 -0400
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)

Howard:
Below is your letter with slight alterations I have made.  The letter will
be mailed to Sen. Lugar's office today.
Jim

April 27, 2001

The Honorable Richard Lugar
306 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Attn: Amy Oberhelman

Dear Senator Lugar:

From time to time the United Methodist General Board of Church and Society
honors prominent United Methodists who have made significant contributions
to achieving the Board's objectives.  In this tradition we would like to
give recognition to your efforts over many years to contain, reduce, and
eliminate weapons of mass destruction.   This has been reflected in your
initiation of the Cooperative Threat Reduction Program (which we all know as
Nunn-Lugar), for your leadership in achieving Senate ratification of START
II and the Chemical Weapons Convention, and for your continuing efforts to
achieve the elimination of nuclear weapons.

Specifically we would like to host a reception in your honor on either June
20 or June 26 at the United Methodist Building and to present you with a
resolution of appreciation for your efforts dealing with weapons of mass
destruction.   As general secretary of the General Board of Church and
Society, I will be joined by one of our bishops in making this presentation.
While the time of day for the reception is flexible, may I suggest 5:00 or
6:00 p.m.?

I have asked Howard Hallman, chair of Methodists United for Peace with
Justice, one of our unofficial caucuses, to work with your staff to
coordinate arrangements.  We will look forward to this opportunity to give
public recognition to your significant leadership on disarmament issues.

With best regards,

James Winkler
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General Secretary
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To: raychamberlain@holston.org wvareaumc@aol.com bishop_dallas@mail.smu.edu bishop@calnevumc.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Nuclear disarmament
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: A:\abl.123.doc; A:\abolish.343.doc;
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Bishops:

As you continue your efforts to develop a policy statement for the United Methodist Council of Bishops, I would like to 
share with you two items, which I am sending as attachments.

One is a letter to President Bush regarding the nuclear posture review which is now underway and asking that nuclear 
disarmament objectives be included in the official nuclear posture of the United States.  The other is an article I have 
submitted for possible publication in Christian Social Action that surveys various steps that can be take to achieve 
nuclear disarmament.

I hope that this material may be useful to you.

Shalom,
Howard W. Hallman
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To: brinkprogram@backfromthebrink.net
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Indiana letter
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Esther,

It's 4:50 p.m. on Friday, April 27.  I've just returned to my office.  I thought you were going to e-mail me the names and 
titles of the final Indiana signers so that I can get the letter off to Bishop White.  I can send it e-mail with attachments on 
Monday, but I want to mail an original with all the names by U.S. mail.

Whatever.  Please get me the names as soon as you can.  The United Methodist Council of Bishops is meeting soon, and 
I'm afraid that Bishop White will be leaving town.

Thanks,
Howard
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Reply-To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
From: "Brink Campaign" <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
To: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Indiana letter
Date: Sun, 29 Apr 2001 23:46:36 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook IMO, Build 9.0.2416 (9.0.2910.0)
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.00.2919.6600
Importance: Normal

I continue to wait for confirmaton on the last two names. Hopefully today.
E

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Friday, April 27, 2001 4:53 PM
To: brinkprogram@backfromthebrink.net
Subject: Indiana letter

Dear Esther,

It's 4:50 p.m. on Friday, April 27.  I've just returned to my office.  I
thought you were going to e-mail me the names and titles of the final
Indiana signers so that I can get the letter off to Bishop White.  I can
send it e-mail with attachments on Monday, but I want to mail an original
with all the names by U.S. mail.

Whatever.  Please get me the names as soon as you can.  The United
Methodist Council of Bishops is meeting soon, and I'm afraid that Bishop
White will be leaving town.

Thanks,
Howard

Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org

Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
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Reply-To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
From: "Brink Campaign" <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
To: "Howard Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: FW: adding a signature
Date: Mon, 30 Apr 2001 02:25:54 -0400
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook IMO, Build 9.0.2416 (9.0.2910.0)
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.00.2919.6600
Importance: Normal

I haven't heard anything at all from the Pres. of Manchester College and so
don't think you need to wait beyond today.
Thanks. Esther

-----Original Message-----
From: Shirley H Showalter [mailto:shirleyhs@goshen.edu]
Sent: Monday, April 30, 2001 1:53 PM
To: prgrm@backfromthebrink.net
Cc: dcccogan@aol.com
Subject: adding a signature

I am willing to add my name to the letter I received from Doloris Cogan
urging Senators Lugar and Bayh to take leadership to reduce the number of
nuclear weapons on hair-trigger alert.

Shirley H. Showalter
Shirley H. Showalter
President
Goshen College
Goshen, IN 46526
phone (219) 535-7180
fax:(219) 535-7060
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From: Rachel Labush <rlabush@rac.org>
To: "'Howard W.  Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Sign-on letters 
Date: Tue, 1 May 2001 08:43:41 -0400 
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2650.21)

Dear Howard,
 Thank you for your signature. David was away for most of last week,
but now that he is back I will ambush him this morning to get his signature
for the letter on national missile defense. I hope to send you his signature
this afternoon.

Take care,
Rachel

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2001 7:59 AM
To: Rachel Labush
Subject: Re: Sign-on letters 

Rachel,

(1) You may add my name and our organization as a signer of the letter for
religious leaders for a moratorium on federal executions.  Thanks for doing
this.

(2) Will Rabbi Saperstein sign the letter to President Bush opposing
national missile defense?  Today Bush is giving a speech on NMD.
Therefore, we may want to reissue our letter.  Since I sent you the letter,
Jim Matlack, Washington representative of the American Friends Service
Committee, has joined the signers.  If you need the letter and signers
again, please let me know.

Shalom,
Howard

Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org

Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
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To: Rachel Labush <rlabush@rac.org>
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Sign-on letters 
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <23B701418684D21182F600A0C9D60D05699E43@RACSRV>
References: 

Rachel,

(1) You may add my name and our organization as a signer of the letter for religious leaders for a moratorium on federal 
executions.  Thanks for doing this.

(2) Will Rabbi Saperstein sign the letter to President Bush opposing national missile defense?  Today Bush is giving a 
speech on NMD.  Therefore, we may want to reissue our letter.  Since I sent you the letter, Jim Matlack, Washington 
representative of the American Friends Service Committee, has joined the signers.  If you need the letter and signers 
again, please let me know.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: dosmith6@juno.com, ronfoster
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: [bumc] Fwd: UMNS #207-Financial problems threaten Africa University's growth
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dwight, Ron,

Should we consider a further contribution to Africa University from our Building for the Future Fund?

Howard

 
 Date:    Mon, 30 Apr 2001 14:07:13 -0500 Reply-To: newsdesk@UMCOM.UMC.ORG
>Sender: UMNS Daily News  From: NewsDesk  Subject:      UMNS #207-Financial
>problems threaten Africa University's growth To: UMNSDN@LISTSERV.UMC.ORG   
>   Financial problems threaten Africa University's growth   April 30, 2001
>News media contact: Linda Green&#183;(615)742-5470&#183;     10-31-71B{207}
>  By Andra Stevens*   MUTARE, Zimbabwe (UMNS) -- Africa University may be
>forced to slow its growth because it doesn't have the necessary money, and
>plans to reach out to students and communities with new programs could be
>put on hold.  For the second year in a row, a wide gap exists between the
>university's income and its expenses. The challenges to the school's growth
>and long-term sustainability dominated discussion at the Africa University
>Board of Directors' April 2-4 meeting in Mutare.  "Africa University is a
>young institution with a mission to fulfill on this continent that requires
>it to grow and develop into a strong, independent, self-sustaining entity,"
>said Rukudzo Murapa, vice chancellor. "The university cannot grow as it
>should without adequate funding."  The university administration is
>projecting a budget shortfall of US$1.2 million for the 2001-2002 fiscal
>year, which begins July 1.   "Africa University has been left with no
>additional money on a recurring basis in order to deal with its budget
>needs and expansion," said James Salley, associate vice chancellor for
>institutional advancement. "Donors don't give money for operational and
>day-to-day needs. Our friends traditionally support us with gifts for our
>endowment, scholarships and capital projects."  The school plans to take
>the full 5.5 percent of annual earnings on its endowment fund in the
>2001-2002 fiscal year. That is the amount approved for spending on
>scholarships and other needs. Endowment fund earnings, combined with prior
>claim funds recently released by the church's General Council on Finance
>and Administration (GCFA) and cuts in spending, could reduce the budget
>shortfall.   The board's Executive Committee expects to have a balanced
>budget to approve in November. The university's administration has until
>then to eliminate the balance of the shortfall in the 2001-2002 budget.  
>In the longer term, United Methodist congregations will have to increase
>their apportionment giving in order for oHHAfrica University to have
>adequate resources for meeting growing operational needs and to pay for any
>academic expansion.  "The word going out to the churches is if you are ever
>going to do second-mile giving to Africa University, this is the time,"
>said the Rev. Roger Ireson, top staff executive at the United Methodist
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>Board of Higher Education and Ministry.  Apportionment giving is the
>school's main source of money for operating expenses. When the General
>Conference, the church's top lawmaking body, approved the founding of
>Africa University in 1988, it promised an annual fund of US$2.5 million
>from the United Methodist Church. The church has maintained that fund
>throughout the university's nine years of operation.       Bishop Emilio de
>Carvalho, chairman of the university's board of directors, called the
>General Conference decision disappointing and unfair to both Africa
>University and Africa as a whole. "How can we be expected to run and grow a
>university on the same funds year after year?" he asked. "The university
>has grown and it needs more money."    "Grow and prosper says the church,
>but we are not going to give you any additional help to do it," he added. 
>After the General Conference action, GCFA removed its administrative claim
>on all educational funds, including the Africa University Fund. If other
>agencies follow GCFA's example, US$180,000 could be freed up for Africa
>University in 2001-2002. The agency also promised to do all it can to help
>the school receive its full apportionment.  A record 92 percent of the
>apportioned amount for the Africa University Fund was collected last year,
>but the school is constantly balancing its operational needs against
>initiatives for future growth and development. Africa University has grown
>from 40 students studying in two faculties in 1992 to almost 800 students
>studying in five faculties today. It has more than 200 teaching and
>administrative staff members, and it boasts 18 academic and other buildings
>that must be serviced and maintained.   Increasing tuition fees and
>enrolling more students are not practical solutions in the short term,
>according to Murapa. "The macro-economic environment in Africa in general,
>and Zimbabwe in particular, presents great difficulties for institutions
>and for families, so increasing education costs would inevitably cost us
>students," he said.  Zimbabwe's annual inflation rate exceeds 50 percent.
>Postage charges have risen by 400 percent and electricity rates by 250
>percent. Telephone and fuel costs have more than doubled in the past year.
>The value of the Zimbabwe dollar against the US dollar is declining
>steadily; US$1 is worth about Z$57 officially, and it can fetch up to Z$100
>on the parallel market. The country is facing persistent foreign currency
>and fuel shortages. Unemployment is high, estimated at more than 50
>percent, and students are having difficulty paying tuition and other fees. 
>Annual undergraduate tuition is US$2,175. When medical insurance, room and
>board and other expenses are added, the total is under US$4,000. But, at
>the start of classes in both August and January, registration had to be
>extended over several weeks because many students were unable to pay the
>minimum fees. Over the past year, the number of student debtors rose by 50
>percent.  In April, Sandra K. Lackore, top staff executive at GCFA, visited
>the board of directors and university to begin exploring ways to ensure
>that the school gets the financial resources it needs.  "My goal working
>with the GCFA this year will be to have our first 100 percent-paid fund,
>and I hope that's Africa University," Lackore said.  The board of directors
>adopted a resolution reaffirming the university's intention "to create
>satellite campuses and offer distance education, particularly in West
>Africa, as an activity of high priority." However, board members indicated
>that implementing these initiatives depends on an increase in financial
>resources above the US$10 million approved by the General Conference.
>Though planning continues, the development of both the satellite campuses
>and distance education capacity will have to wait until sufficient
>financial resources are found.   Africa University is reaching out to



10501.01.txt[5/10/2017 12:10:39 PM]

>United Methodist churches, individuals and foundations, plus other funding
>sources, for support for capital projects and program initiatives. The
>school also is engaged in a strategic planning initiative with the goal of
>becoming more attractive for prospective students and for agencies and
>people that may aid in development. Student fees account for only 17
>percent of the school's income, so recruitment of a higher percentage of
>students who can pay their full educational costs is a high priority.  In
>other business, the board approved new degree programs in the Faculty of
>Education and the Faculty of Agriculture and Natural Resources, on
>condition that no new staff would be recruited.  Africa University is
>exploring additional investment in staff development; information
>technology for both teaching and administrative purposes; and academic and
>recreational facilities in order to become more efficient and effective in
>its mission.  # # #  *Stevens is Africa University's director of
>information.   
>  ************************************* 
>United Methodist News Service 
>Photos and stories also available at: 
>http://umns.umc.org     time by going to
>http://umns.umc.org/unsubscribe.html     
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