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From: PRODUCEDBY@aol.com
Date: Thu, 22 Nov 2001 00:18:38 EST
Subject: Re: Query
To: mupj@igc.org
X-Mailer: AOL 5.0 for Mac sub 40

In a message dated 11/19/01 9:34:08 AM, mupj@igc.org writes:

<< Eastwood >>

We hate Shirley Maclaine
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To: PRODUCEDBY@aol.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Query
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <169.45a1c92.292de4ae@aol.com>
References: 

At 12:18 AM 11/22/01 EST, you wrote:
>
>In a message dated 11/19/01 9:34:08 AM, mupj@igc.org writes:
>
><< Eastwood >>
>
>We hate Shirley Maclaine

Dear Friends,

All right!  Don't be bound by my suggestions for possible actors and actresses.  Think of your favorate older actors and 
actresses who would be fun together.  For instance, although Bill Cosby isn't quite 70, the script could be adapted to 
this younger age.  Picture your favorates in the roles of SPRING CHICKENS and give the script a read.

If you want to take this next step, let me know, and I'll send the script.

Howard W. Hallman
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From: WILLNORTH@aol.com
Date: Sat, 24 Nov 2001 11:46:24 EST
Subject: ALTERNATIVE GIFTS PROGRAM
To: andrewsa@saic.com, beverly@erols.com, dosmith6@juno.com,
        gene.vincent@starpower.net, HolRonFost@aol.com, jcm@duncanallen.com,
        JFNORTH@aol.com, kiki@wizard.net, mupj@igc.org
X-Mailer: AOL 5.0 for Mac sub 39

Outreach Committee Members
We agreed at the last meeting to arrange for an alternative gifts opportunity 
for BUMC to be set up by Dec 2. Several of you agreed to get me suggestions 
re gifts such as "10 meals at $25.00 at Bethesda Cares." We agreed to have 
alternative gift possibilities for Bethesda Cares, CMMC, Casa del Pueblo, 
SOME, Africa University. I should have a short write up about the 
organization and the gift purpose. If you have any display material that I 
can use, that would be helpful. I will get Christmas decorated card blanks 
with the following text:
[A gift of (so many somethings) has been made in your honor to (e.g. Bethesda 
Cares) by (name of giver). May this gift bring you the joy of Christmas as it 
serves those in need."
Alternative Gifts Program of the Bethesda United Methodist Church.] 

I'll also include in the card a brief description of the receiving 
organizations
Checks to BUMC. The gift giver can pick up a card to send. We'll have a 
record sheet to track who gave how much to which organization. You can put 
any display material in my box or give it to me Sunday.
Text to me, the sooner the better via email to:
willnorth@aol.com
Thanks
Haven
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To: WILLNORTH@aol.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: ALTERNATIVE GIFTS PROGRAM
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <15b.4958ca5.293128e0@aol.com>
References: 

Haven,

Thanks for the reminder.  Here is a draft for Casa del Pueblo.  Edit it as you choose.

Howard

###

Casa del Pueblo Community Program

The Casa del Pueblo United Methodist Church, located at 1459 Columbia Road, NW in Washington, D.C., operates a 
Community Program serving residents of the Mount Pleasant/Columbia Heights community.  It is oriented towards the 
needs of the Latino immigrants, especially refugees from El Salvador.

Casa del Pueblo has two main programs aimed at children and youth from low-income families.  The After-School 
and Summer Safe Haven Program serves between 45 and 50 children daily during the school year and 70 to 80 
children during the summer.  The Youth Violence and Community Renewal Program focuses upon violence prevention 
and intervention.  It provides youth mentors and operates an improvisational theater.

Donations of $10, $25, and more will help purchase supplies for the After School Program.  A scholarship for the 
summer program is $150 per child.
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From: Joe Volk <joe@fcnl.org>
To: "'Howard W. Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>, Joe Volk <joe@fcnl.org>, 
        lisaw@ncccusa.org, gpowers@nccbuscc.org
Subject: RE: Meeting with Frank Miller
Date: Mon, 26 Nov 2001 11:45:25 -0500
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)

11-26-01

Howard,

These notes fit with my notes and recollection of the meeting.  While I
think your closing comment is a good response to what Miller said, I would
recommend separating the notes from the comment by using two different
emails.  This would keep the Miller report contained to reporting what we
heard..."just the facts."  Then your editorial (with which I'm in
substantial agreement) could be a followup.

Joe

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Wednesday, November 21, 2001 10:55 AM
To: joe@fcnl.org; lisaw@ncccusa.org; gpowers@nccbuscc.org
Subject: Meeting with Frank Miller

Dear Joe, Lisa, Jerry,

I feel that we had a useful meeting with Frank Miller yesterday.   Thanks
for your participation.

Here is a draft of my notes from the meeting.  Please offer your
suggestions for changes and additions.  Then I'll circulate them to the
participants in the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament.

Shalom,
Howard

###

Draft.

Notes on a meeting with Franklin C. Miller, special assistant to the
president and senior director for defense policy and arms control, National
Security Council.  Attendees: Jerry Powers, U.S. Catholic Conference; Joe
Volk, Friends Committee on National Legislation; Lisa Wright, National
Council of Churches; and Howard Hallman, Methodists United for Peace with
Justice.  November 20, 2001.

These notes are for background only and not for publication.

Mr. Miller started by stating the view of President Bush that the Cold War
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is over.   The president's response has three components: (1) end the
notion that the United States and Russia are military rivals and draw
Russia closer to the West; (2) reduce the level of nuclear weapons; (they
will still play a role in security, for the world is not ready for nuclear
disarmament); (3) get out of the ABM Treaty, an underpinning for mutual
annihilation.  Bush's War College speech of May 1 is the best statement of
his current views.

The reductions of U.S. strategic weapons to 1,700 to 2,200 that Bush
announced while meeting with Russian President Vladimir Putin will take
place over ten years.  This is a unilateral declaration that reflects U.S.
interests and needs.   They don't want a traditional arms control treaty
with its long delays.  The arms control bureaucracy is an impediment to
progress.  Putin will subsequently announce a reduction to 1,500.  He wants
codification of the mutual reductions, so there will be more discussion.
Likely the verification and transparency provision of START I will be used.

Joe asked about the Smith provision in defense authorization that prohibits
U.S. reductions.   Miller wasn't well informed on the status on Capitol
Hill, but he said they support the Senate provision for outright repeal.

Jerry asked about what kind of targeting guidance goes with the 1,700
figure.  Miller said that the number is a presidential decision to get out
of the cold war vestige, for there is no military confrontation with Russia
anywhere.  The Pentagon will have several months to come up with a
targeting plan that reflects this number.  Reductions will include the 50
MX missiles and four Trident submarines.  However, warheads will be
retained.  Tactical nuclear weapons are not covered.

Howard asked why stop at 1,700.  Miller gave a long exposition about how
nuclear deterrence prevented war in Europe and is still a necessity of U.S.
policy.  Getting under 2,000 is a significant improvement.

Regarding de-alerting, Miller stated that the idea is cosmetically
attractive but impractical.  If you de-alert only part of the arsenal, the
remaining weapons become more vulnerable.   Total de-alerting can't be
verified.  However, not all of the 1,700 U.S. will not be on operational
alert.  Bombers will take several hours to reload their nuclear weapons.
Only some of the submarine fleet will be at sea at any one time.   Likewise
Russian subs are not at sea and mobile missiles are in their home bases.
They are working with Russia on a joint warning system and are not worried
about launching by mistake.  The commitment to de-alerting expressed in
Bush's May 2000 campaign speech does not reflect current presidential
policy.

Regarding the ABM Treaty, it is based upon mutual fear.  They'll work it
out with Russia, for Putin is pragmatic.

Lisa asked about nonproliferation policies, including the lifting of
sanctions on India and Pakistan.  Miller said they were counterproductive
because denying Pakistan assistance on conventional weapons has made them
rely more on nuclear weapons.  There is a need to rethink sanctions.  

They continue to be concerned about the spread of nuclear weapons and are
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worried about the deal between Russia and Iran.  The key is to keep fissile
material safe.  The money spent on Nunn-Lugar and other measures in the
past ten years has been a good investment.   The Clinton administration
tried but failed to help Russia shut down three nuclear power reactors that
produce plutonium as a by-product.  Now Rumsfeld opposes this initiative.

Howard asked about the possible expanding role for nuclear weapons, such as
in response to biological and chemical weapons and for use against bunkers
and caves.   Miller reaffirmed the traditional policy of nuclear deterrence
to prevent aggression against the United States by any means, including
conventional and all kinds of weapons of mass destruction.   They don't
want any nation to think it can use biological or chemical weapons against
U.S. without a strong response.  (He emphasized  "state actor".)
Therefore, they will not say "no first use".  

Joe asked whether deep cuts will lead to developing new kinds of nuclear
weapons.  Miller said, "absolutely not".  He dismissed the need for a
mini-nuke because it meets no military requirement.

Returning to targeting, Miller said that in his previous role in the
Pentagon in 1995 he helped bring about a change away from targeting urban
populations.  He referred to just war theory and international law.
However, he didn't get into the situation where command and control
headquarters and military installations, which are targeted, are found in
urban areas.  

Comment by Hallman:  The reduction to 1,700 warheads is a positive move if
carried out.  It is something that President Clinton did not achieve in his
two terms.  However, the lengthy period of ten years and the lack of any
codification that binds future presidents and Russia are major concerns.
In spite of Bush's talk that the Cold War is over and that cold war
approaches, such as the ABM Treaty, are obsolete, the basic cold war
doctrine of mutually assured destruction remains unchanged.   Likewise the
willingness of first use of nuclear weapons in response to attack by
conventional, biological, and chemical weapons.   The Bush policy retains
nuclear weapons forever.   (In effect the Clinton administration had the
same policy in spite of lip service to nuclear disarmament.)

The backing away from Bush's campaign commitment to de-alerting is also
troublesome, especially the apparent lack of concern for accidental launch
by Russia or use of active missiles by rogue commanders or terrorists.
Although Miller expressed support for Nunn-Lugar, the administration has
not allocated any of the anti-terrorism funds to expanding nonproliferation
measures.

Those of us who favor the total elimination of nuclear weapons and
de-alerting as an interim measure have a tremendous challenge.  Our
nibbling on relative minor legislative issues is insufficient to achieve
our goal.   Whether we have the time, energy, and resources to mount a much
larger campaign to achieve nuclear disarmament should be explored.

Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
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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: <lisaw@ncccusa.org>
From: "Lisa Wright" <nccwsdc@bellatlantic.net>
To: "Joe Volk" <joe@fcnl.org>, "'Howard W. Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>,
   <lisaw@ncccusa.org>, <gpowers@nccbuscc.org>
Subject: RE: Meeting with Frank Miller
Date: Mon, 26 Nov 2001 15:48:22 -0500
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 - great job with the notes.  I think I would support Joe's
recommendation on splitting these two pieces, though.  It certainly was an
interesting meeting, wasn't it?

Lisa

-----Original Message-----
From: Joe Volk [mailto:joe@fcnl.org]
Sent: Monday, November 26, 2001 11:45 AM
To: 'Howard W. Hallman'; Joe Volk; lisaw@ncccusa.org;
gpowers@nccbuscc.org
Subject: RE: Meeting with Frank Miller

11-26-01

Howard,

These notes fit with my notes and recollection of the meeting.  While I
think your closing comment is a good response to what Miller said, I would
recommend separating the notes from the comment by using two different
emails.  This would keep the Miller report contained to reporting what we
heard..."just the facts."  Then your editorial (with which I'm in
substantial agreement) could be a followup.

Joe

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Wednesday, November 21, 2001 10:55 AM
To: joe@fcnl.org; lisaw@ncccusa.org; gpowers@nccbuscc.org
Subject: Meeting with Frank Miller

Dear Joe, Lisa, Jerry,

I feel that we had a useful meeting with Frank Miller yesterday.   Thanks
for your participation.

Here is a draft of my notes from the meeting.  Please offer your
suggestions for changes and additions.  Then I'll circulate them to the
participants in the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament.
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Shalom,
Howard

###

Draft.

Notes on a meeting with Franklin C. Miller, special assistant to the
president and senior director for defense policy and arms control, National
Security Council.  Attendees: Jerry Powers, U.S. Catholic Conference; Joe
Volk, Friends Committee on National Legislation; Lisa Wright, National
Council of Churches; and Howard Hallman, Methodists United for Peace with
Justice.  November 20, 2001.

These notes are for background only and not for publication.

Mr. Miller started by stating the view of President Bush that the Cold War
is over.   The president's response has three components: (1) end the
notion that the United States and Russia are military rivals and draw
Russia closer to the West; (2) reduce the level of nuclear weapons; (they
will still play a role in security, for the world is not ready for nuclear
disarmament); (3) get out of the ABM Treaty, an underpinning for mutual
annihilation.  Bush's War College speech of May 1 is the best statement of
his current views.

The reductions of U.S. strategic weapons to 1,700 to 2,200 that Bush
announced while meeting with Russian President Vladimir Putin will take
place over ten years.  This is a unilateral declaration that reflects U.S.
interests and needs.   They don't want a traditional arms control treaty
with its long delays.  The arms control bureaucracy is an impediment to
progress.  Putin will subsequently announce a reduction to 1,500.  He wants
codification of the mutual reductions, so there will be more discussion.
Likely the verification and transparency provision of START I will be used.

Joe asked about the Smith provision in defense authorization that prohibits
U.S. reductions.   Miller wasn't well informed on the status on Capitol
Hill, but he said they support the Senate provision for outright repeal.

Jerry asked about what kind of targeting guidance goes with the 1,700
figure.  Miller said that the number is a presidential decision to get out
of the cold war vestige, for there is no military confrontation with Russia
anywhere.  The Pentagon will have several months to come up with a
targeting plan that reflects this number.  Reductions will include the 50
MX missiles and four Trident submarines.  However, warheads will be
retained.  Tactical nuclear weapons are not covered.

Howard asked why stop at 1,700.  Miller gave a long exposition about how
nuclear deterrence prevented war in Europe and is still a necessity of U.S.
policy.  Getting under 2,000 is a significant improvement.

Regarding de-alerting, Miller stated that the idea is cosmetically
attractive but impractical.  If you de-alert only part of the arsenal, the
remaining weapons become more vulnerable.   Total de-alerting can't be
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verified.  However, not all of the 1,700 U.S. will not be on operational
alert.  Bombers will take several hours to reload their nuclear weapons.
Only some of the submarine fleet will be at sea at any one time.   Likewise
Russian subs are not at sea and mobile missiles are in their home bases.
They are working with Russia on a joint warning system and are not worried
about launching by mistake.  The commitment to de-alerting expressed in
Bush's May 2000 campaign speech does not reflect current presidential
policy.

Regarding the ABM Treaty, it is based upon mutual fear.  They'll work it
out with Russia, for Putin is pragmatic.

Lisa asked about nonproliferation policies, including the lifting of
sanctions on India and Pakistan.  Miller said they were counterproductive
because denying Pakistan assistance on conventional weapons has made them
rely more on nuclear weapons.  There is a need to rethink sanctions.

They continue to be concerned about the spread of nuclear weapons and are
worried about the deal between Russia and Iran.  The key is to keep fissile
material safe.  The money spent on Nunn-Lugar and other measures in the
past ten years has been a good investment.   The Clinton administration
tried but failed to help Russia shut down three nuclear power reactors that
produce plutonium as a by-product.  Now Rumsfeld opposes this initiative.

Howard asked about the possible expanding role for nuclear weapons, such as
in response to biological and chemical weapons and for use against bunkers
and caves.   Miller reaffirmed the traditional policy of nuclear deterrence
to prevent aggression against the United States by any means, including
conventional and all kinds of weapons of mass destruction.   They don't
want any nation to think it can use biological or chemical weapons against
U.S. without a strong response.  (He emphasized  "state actor".)
Therefore, they will not say "no first use".

Joe asked whether deep cuts will lead to developing new kinds of nuclear
weapons.  Miller said, "absolutely not".  He dismissed the need for a
mini-nuke because it meets no military requirement.

Returning to targeting, Miller said that in his previous role in the
Pentagon in 1995 he helped bring about a change away from targeting urban
populations.  He referred to just war theory and international law.
However, he didn't get into the situation where command and control
headquarters and military installations, which are targeted, are found in
urban areas.

Comment by Hallman:  The reduction to 1,700 warheads is a positive move if
carried out.  It is something that President Clinton did not achieve in his
two terms.  However, the lengthy period of ten years and the lack of any
codification that binds future presidents and Russia are major concerns.
In spite of Bush's talk that the Cold War is over and that cold war
approaches, such as the ABM Treaty, are obsolete, the basic cold war
doctrine of mutually assured destruction remains unchanged.   Likewise the
willingness of first use of nuclear weapons in response to attack by
conventional, biological, and chemical weapons.   The Bush policy retains
nuclear weapons forever.   (In effect the Clinton administration had the
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same policy in spite of lip service to nuclear disarmament.)

The backing away from Bush's campaign commitment to de-alerting is also
troublesome, especially the apparent lack of concern for accidental launch
by Russia or use of active missiles by rogue commanders or terrorists.
Although Miller expressed support for Nunn-Lugar, the administration has
not allocated any of the anti-terrorism funds to expanding nonproliferation
measures.

Those of us who favor the total elimination of nuclear weapons and
de-alerting as an interim measure have a tremendous challenge.  Our
nibbling on relative minor legislative issues is insufficient to achieve
our goal.   Whether we have the time, energy, and resources to mount a much
larger campaign to achieve nuclear disarmament should be explored.

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: gpowers@nccbuscc.org, lisaw@ncccusa, joe@fcnl,org, david@fcnl.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Smith restriction
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Colleagues,

Following up our conversation with Frank Miller on November 20, I talked with David Culp at FCNL about the status 
of efforts to remove the Smith restriction on eliminating strategic weapons.   He said the issue was in conference 
committee, to be resolved by a group of four -- Senators Levin and Warner, Representatives Stump and Skelton, the 
chairs and ranking minorities of the two Armed Services Committee.  Of these, Levin, Warner, and Skelton support the 
Senate position to remove the Smith restriction.  Stump does not.

Since this will probably be decided this week, David and I concluded that grassroots efforts in Stump's district in 
Arizona isn't feasible, especially since we haven't worked there before.   David suggested that what was needed was for 
Stump to hear from Secretary Rumsfeld or Dr. Rice that President Bush supports the Senate position.   I conveyed this 
information to Frank Miller.  He thanked me.   I hope that means he will do something about it.

Shalom,
Howard
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X-Mailer: Novell GroupWise 5.5.4
Date: Tue, 27 Nov 2001 15:01:26 -0500
From: "Don Stewart" <dstewart@bwcumc.org>
To: <Mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Your letter of November 26

Carlee:
I have read your letter of Nov. 26.  I have no jurisdiction in this matter.  When the annual conference overwhelmingly 
approved the change in carrier at the session in June (see pp. 308-309 of the 2001 "Conference Journal"), CIGNA 
became our carrier and we agreed to their rules.  Your appeal should be directed to the chair of the Board of Pensions 
and Health Benefits who is The Rev. Elsie McKenney.  By Board of Pension policy, because you have less than 20 
years of active service, you get reduced benefits.
Sincerely, Donald S. Stewart
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To: mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Meeting with Frank Miller of NSC
Cc: 
Bcc: icnd
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament

Dear Colleagues:

Here are some notes on a meeting held November 20, 2001with Franklin C. Miller, special assistant to the president 
and senior director for defense policy and arms control, National Security Council.  Attendees from the faith 
community consisted of Jerry Powers, U.S. Catholic Conference; Joe Volk, Friends Committee on National 
Legislation; Lisa Wright, National Council of Churches; and Howard Hallman, Methodists United for Peace with 
Justice.

Mr. Miller started by stating the view of President Bush that the Cold War is over.   The president's response has three 
components: (1) end the notion that the United States and Russia are military rivals and draw Russia closer to the 
West; (2) reduce the level of nuclear weapons; (they will still play a role in security, for the world is not ready for 
nuclear disarmament); (3) get out of the ABM Treaty, an underpinning for mutual annihilation.  Bush's War College 
speech of May 1 is the best statement of his current views.

The reductions of U.S. strategic weapons to 1,700 to 2,200 that Bush announced while meeting with Russian President 
Vladimir Putin will take place over ten years.  This is a unilateral declaration that reflects U.S. interests and needs.   
They don't want a traditional arms control treaty with its long delays.  The arms control bureaucracy is an impediment 
to progress.  Putin will subsequently announce a reduction to 1,500.  He wants codification of the mutual reductions, 
so there will be more discussion.   Likely the verification and transparency provision of START I will be used.

Joe asked about the Smith provision in defense authorization that prohibits U.S. reductions.   Miller wasn't well 
informed on the status on Capitol Hill, but he said they support the Senate provision for outright repeal.

Jerry asked about what kind of targeting guidance goes with the 1,700 figure.  Miller said that the number is a 
presidential decision to get out of the cold war vestige, for there is no military confrontation with Russia anywhere.  
The Pentagon will have several months to come up with a targeting plan that reflects this number.  Reductions will 
include the 50 MX missiles and four Trident submarines.  However, warheads will be retained.  Tactical nuclear 
weapons are not covered.

Howard asked why stop at 1,700.  Miller gave a long exposition about how nuclear deterrence prevented war in 
Europe and is still a necessity of U.S. policy.  Getting under 2,000 is a significant improvement.

Regarding de-alerting, Miller stated that the idea is cosmetically attractive but impractical.  If you de-alert only part of 
the arsenal, the remaining weapons become more vulnerable.   Total de-alerting can't be verified.  However, not all of 
the 1,700 U.S. will not be on operational alert.  Bombers will take several hours to reload their nuclear weapons.  Only 
some of the submarine fleet will be at sea at any one time.   Likewise Russian subs are not at sea and mobile missiles 
are in their home bases.  They are working with Russia on a joint warning system and are not worried about launching 
by mistake.  The commitment to de-alerting expressed in Bush's May 2000 campaign speech does not reflect current 
presidential policy.

Regarding the ABM Treaty, it is based upon mutual fear, said Miller.  They'll work it out with Russia, for Putin is 
pragmatic.
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Lisa asked about nonproliferation policies, including the lifting of sanctions on India and Pakistan.  Miller said they 
were counterproductive because denying Pakistan assistance on conventional weapons has made them rely more on 
nuclear weapons.  There is a need to rethink sanctions.  

They continue to be concerned about the spread of nuclear weapons and are worried about the deal between Russia 
and Iran.  The key is to keep fissile material safe.  The money spent on Nunn-Lugar and other measures in the past ten 
years has been a good investment.   The Clinton administration tried but failed to help Russia shut down three nuclear 
power reactors that produce plutonium as a by-product.  Now Rumsfeld opposes this initiative.

Howard asked about the possible expanding role for nuclear weapons, such as in response to biological and chemical 
weapons and for use against bunkers and caves.   Miller reaffirmed the traditional policy of nuclear deterrence to 
prevent aggression against the United States by any means, including conventional and all kinds of weapons of mass 
destruction.   They don't want any nation to think it can use biological or chemical weapons against U.S. without a 
strong response.  (He emphasized  "state actor".)  Therefore, they will not say "no first use".  

Joe asked whether deep cuts will lead to developing new kinds of nuclear weapons.  Miller said, "absolutely not".  He 
dismissed the need for a mini-nuke because it meets no military requirement.

Returning to targeting, Miller said that in his previous role in the Pentagon in 1995 he helped bring about a change 
away from targeting urban populations.  He referred to just war theory and international law.  However, he didn't get 
into the situation where command and control headquarters and military installations, which are targeted, are found in 
urban areas.  
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To: mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Comments on meeting with Frank Miller
Cc: 
Bcc: icnd
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Colleagues:

In a separate e-mail I have sent you notes from a meeting with Frank Miller on the staff of the National Security 
Council and Jerry Powers, Joe Volk, Lisa Wright and myself.   Here I offer my comments upon what we discussed.

The reduction to 1,700 strategic warheads that President Bush announced is a positive move if carried out.  It is 
something that President Clinton did not achieve in his two terms.  However, the lengthy period of ten years and the 
lack of any codification that binds future presidents and Russia are major concerns.   In spite of Bush's talk that the 
Cold War is over and that cold war approaches, such as the ABM Treaty, are obsolete, the basic cold war doctrine of 
mutually assured destruction remains unchanged.   Likewise the willingness of first use of nuclear weapons in response 
to attack by conventional, biological, and chemical weapons.   The Bush policy retains nuclear weapons forever.   (In 
effect the Clinton administration had the same policy in spite of lip service to nuclear disarmament.)

The backing away from Bush's campaign commitment to de-alerting is also troublesome, especially the apparent lack 
of concern for accidental launch by Russia or use of active missiles by rogue commanders or terrorists.   Although 
Miller expressed support for Nunn-Lugar, the administration has not allocated any of the anti-terrorism funds to 
expanding nonproliferation measures.

Those of us who favor the total elimination of nuclear weapons and de-alerting as an interim measure have a 
tremendous challenge.  Our nibbling on relative minor legislative issues is insufficient to achieve our goal.   Whether 
we have the time, energy, and resources to mount a much larger campaign to achieve nuclear disarmament should be 
explored.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Corrections to notes on Meeting with Frank Miller 
Cc: 
Bcc: icnd
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Colleagues:

After I sent out the notes on the meeting with Frank Miller of National Security Council staff, I receive the following 
comments from Jerry Powers, who attended the meeting.   Please incorporate them into the notes as corrections and 
additions.

Jerry wrote, "Just three minor points: (1) I think you have one too many "nots" in one of the sentences in the section 
on de-alerting; (2) regarding his comment about his role in changing targeting policy, I understood him to be saying 
that the problem he helped fix in 1995 was precisely the situation where the multiplication of military targets in urban 
areas led to a de facto city-busting targeting policy.  So, I don't think you can say that he didn't address the problem of 
military targets in urban areas; (3) I thought he emphasized a couple times that the White House, not the Pentagon, 
would ultimately decide on new guidance for a smaller nuclear force."

Shalom,
Howard

 
 



From: Sdwpijp@aol.com 
Date: Tue, 27 Nov 2001 22:38:57 EST 
Subject: Re: Meeting with Frank Miller -Forwarded 
To: mupj@igc.org, joe@fcnl.org, lisaw@ncccusa.org, gpowers@nccbuscc.org 
X-Mailer: AOL 6.0 for Windows US sub 10536 
 
Thanks, Howard for organizing a very helpful meeting and for doing a nice job 
of summarizing it.    
 
Just three minor points: (1) I think you have one too many "nots" in one of the 
sentences in the section on de-alerting; (2) regarding his comment about his 
role in changing targeting policy, I understood him to be saying that the 
problem he helped fix in 1995 was precisely the situation where the 
multiplication of military targets in urban areas led to a de facto city-busting 
targeting policy.  So, I don't think you can say that he didn't address the 
problem of military targets in urban areas; (3) I thought he emphasized a 
couple times that the White House, not the Pentagon, would ultimately decide 
on new guidance for a smaller nuclear force.  
 
Finally, ditto Lisa and Joe on separating your commentary from the summary 
of the meeting.  
 
Many thanks!  
 
Jerry  
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From: WILLNORTH@aol.com
Date: Tue, 27 Nov 2001 21:31:10 EST
Subject: Alternative Gifts Program
To: andrewsa@saic.com, beverly@erols.com, dosmith6@juno.com,
        gene.vincent@starpower.net, HolRonFost@aol.com, jcm@duncanallen.com,
        JFNORTH@aol.com, kiki@wizard.net, mupj@igc.org
X-Mailer: AOL 5.0 for Mac sub 39

To Members of the Outreach Committee
We are completing the arrangements for the Alternative Gifts for Christmas 
program that we agreed to at the last meeting.
There will be a display(in the Nartex), posters and one page flyer, a 
catalog, message inserts and cards. We will need to have members to assist 
with the "sales" of these gifts. The times are: Sunday Dec 2 from 9:30am 
after the first service; during the coffee hour to 11:00 am and after the 
second service; the same will be needed for Dec 9, Dec16, and Dec 23.
Also Dec 16 at the evening choral service. Let me know when you can assist.
What's involved?
Be available at the display; hand out the catalog; prepare the insert (fill 
in the blanks of the item selected and the giver) as appropriate for the 
gift(s) selected, receive the check, and provide a card to go with the insert 
(a selection of cards will be available). fill in the record form for an 
accounting. There are separate inserts for each of the organizations we 
designated at out last meeting. The catalog explains the process.
Cheers
Haven
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To: WILLNORTH@aol.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Alternative Gifts Program
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <16e.4a88ab6.2935a66e@aol.com>
References: 

Haven,

As I said yesterday, I'll take care of the 9:30 spot this Sunday, December 2.  I will also do another time if you have any 
gaps.

Thanks for doing this.

Howard



X-Sender: dan@mail.clw.org 
X-Mailer: QUALCOMM Windows Eudora Version 4.3.1 
Date: Wed, 28 Nov 2001 15:16:31 -0500 
To: dan@clw.org 
From: Dan Koslofsky <dan@clw.org> 
Subject: Coolfont Agenda 
 
Monday Lobby Participants: 
 
A reminder that CHECKS for Coolfont are due in one week, WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 5th. 
 
Also, the agenda is listed below and attached.  Keep in mind speaker availability may require 
changes, but we will try to keep it as close as possible. 
 
========== 
Registration 
========== 
The annual arms control community retreat will be held at the Coolfont Resort in Berkeley 
Springs, WV beginning the evening of Tuesday, Jan. 15, 2002 and ending midday on Thursday, 
Jan. 17.  
 
I need your reservation and CHECKS by WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 5th.  
 
Your reservation should include: 
1. Who will be attending Coolfont. 
2. If you plan to stay only one night please tell me if it will be Tuesday or Wednesday.  
3. Check payable to “Council for a Livable World Education Fund” 
 
Remember, the MAIL IS SLOW AND UNRELIABLE. It is best to bring your checks to 
Monday Lobby or drop them off at our office (110 Maryland, Ave, NE #409). If that is not 
possible I recommend using Fedex or UPS.  
 
======================= 
Lodging Costs (including meals) 
======================= 
Double Room: $115.38 per night 
Single Room: $152.38 per night 
 
These rates are PER NIGHT so if you intend to stay for the whole conference, double the amount 
before writing your check.  
 
========== 
Draft Agenda 
========== 
 
Day One:        Tuesday, January 15 



6:00 PM Dinner 
 
7:30            Keynote Session - Polling, Moderated by Kimberly Robson or John Isaacs 
 
Day Two:        Wednesday, January 16 
8:00 AM Breakfast 
 
9:00            The Nuclear Posture Review: What it Means for Nuclear Policy and the  

Weapons Complex, Moderated by Jim Bridgman 

10:30           Break 
10:45   Arms Transfer Issues:  Small Arms and US Policy Post 9/11, Moderated by Erik 
Floden 

12:15           Lunch 
 
1:30            Missile Defense, Moderated by David Culp 
 
3:00            Break 
 
6:00            Dinner 

7:30    Arms Control in the Coming Year: A Congressional Staff Perspective, Moderated 
by Todd Stubbendieck 

9:00            Party  
 
Day Three:      Thursday, January 17 
8:00 AM Breakfast/Checkout by 9:15 
 
9:15            US. - U.N. Relations in a Post 9/11 World, Moderated by Don Kraus 
 
10:45           Break 

11:00   Addressing Nuclear and Chem/Bio Proliferation Threats Post-9/11, Moderated by 
Kathy Crandall 

12:30           Lunch 
 
 
 
Dan Koslofsky 
Executive Director, PeacePAC 
110 Maryland Ave, NE - Suite 409 
Washington, DC 20002 
(202) 543-4100 x115 
(202) 543-6297 
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From: Ana Toledo <AToledo@UMC-GBCS.ORG>
To: "'mupj@igc.org'" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: FW: CSA NMD update attached
Date: Wed, 28 Nov 2001 15:47:39 -0500
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)

> Hi Howard,
> Thanks for reviewing the attached update on NMD for the Jan/Feb. issue of
> CSA.  Any comments are appreciated.
> Peace,
> Ana C. Toledo
> Program Coordinator
> General Board of Church and Society, UMC <<NMD update.doc>> 
> 100 Maryland Ave., NE
> Washington, DC 20002
> Tel: 202-488-5651
> www.umc-gbcs.org
> 

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\NMD update.doc"
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To: Ana Toledo <AToledo@UMC-GBCS.ORG>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: FW: CSA NMD update attached
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <619BD1E95646D311B69D0008C79FE32D743094@church2.umc-gbcs.org>
References: 

Dear Anna,

I offer the following suggestions on your draft on national missile defense.

1.  You write: " Supporters of the NMD assert that the recent terrorist attacks illustrate US vulnerability towards 
terrorist's threats.  It is feasible that the US could face ballistic missile attacks, and thus it must protect itself from such 
attacks."  I suggest changing the beginning of the second sentence to: "They claim that the US could face ballistic 
missile attacks....."

2.  In the next sentence you might substitute the following: "Opponents of the NMD argue that the US must focus its 
defense spending on more conventional threats.  This should included increased funding of efforts to increase security 
for Russia nuclear warheads and fissile material that terrorists may try to steal." 

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

Phil,

The annual Coolfont retreat of the peace and disarmament community occurs in January 2002.  For my registration I 
need a check of $230.76 payable to Council for a Livable World Education Fund.  Take it from the account with the 
most money.

Thanks,
Howard
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X-Sender: pmeidell@pop.igc.org
X-Mailer: QUALCOMM Windows Eudora Light Version 3.0.5 (32)
Date: Wed, 28 Nov 2001 13:12:59 -0800
To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com
From: Pamela Meidell <pamela@atomicmirror.org>
Subject: (abolition-usa) Abolition 2000 Report Card on Website!
Sender: owner-abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com
Reply-To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com

Dear Abolition Friends,

Feed the Wolf: A Rough Guide to Global Security, the 2001 edition of the
Abolition 2000 Report Card is now up on the Abolition 2000 website:
<www.abolition2000.org> Just scroll down to the new features section and
you will find it on the left hand side of the page. It is in pdf format
this year. Anyone who would like a plain text version, please email me and
I will be happy to send it to you. (I tried four time to send both versions
to this list, but failed. Please let me know if you have any trouble
finding it.)

Thanks! And hope you find it useful. We would be happy for any feedback.

In peace,
Pamela Meidell and Janet Bloomfield
The Atomic Mirror

Pamela Meidell 
Director
The Atomic Mirror
"Reflecting and Transforming our Nuclear World through the Arts"
P.O. Box 220
Port Hueneme, CA 93044
tel: 805 985 5073
fax: 805 985 7563
email: pamela@atomicmirror.org

"Unless we insist that politics is imagination and mind, we will learn that
imagination and mind are politics, and of a kind we will not like."
Lionel Trilling

-
 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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From: WILLNORTH@aol.com
Date: Thu, 29 Nov 2001 08:31:20 EST
Subject: ACG schedule
To: andrewsa@saic.com, beverly@erols.com, dosmith6@juno.com,
        gene.vincent@starpower.net, HolRonFost@aol.com, jcm@duncanallen.com,
        JFNORTH@aol.com, kiki@wizard.net, mupj@igc.org
X-Mailer: AOL 5.0 for Mac sub 28

Outreach members
Thanks for your quick reponses.
First, is anybody(s) attending the "Adventicipation" program this Sunday Dec 
2, who could cover the table, etc? I guess it will be around 4:30pm until 
---. 
Second, For Sunday Dec 3, the schedule looks like:
9:30 am Howard
10:30 am Tony
After 11:00 am service Dwight
Third, for Sunday Dec 9, the schedule is:
9:30 am Dwight and Kerri
10:30 am Tony and Kerri
After 11:00 service Haven and Jeanne
Forth, we will schedule the remaining Sundays later.
Of course, anybody that is free at various times on Sunday mornings can help 
out; also you can promote the program at any time. There will be flyers you 
can give to those you meet. If any problems, let me know we can easily shift 
around and I can fill in.
Again thanks,
Haven 
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Date: Thu, 29 Nov 2001 13:03:29 -0600
From: brenda hardt <bbhardt@mail.esc4.com>
Reply-To: Barry GAN <bgan@sbu.edu>
Organization: Peace With Justice Ministry Coordiantor;  979-830-0136
X-Mailer: Mozilla 4.75 [en] (Win98; U)
X-Accept-Language: en
To: bill hardt <wchardt@teacher.esc4.com>
Subject: Bomb Iraq? Former UN weapons inspector says no

The computer survey being taken on-line today on Netscape was "Should
the US bomb Iraq?" and at the time I anwered, the results shown were 76%
approved.  PLEASE read the following opposing opinion.  - Brenda

FYI:  fax number for Pres. Bush is 202-456-2461;  Methodists-see p. 682
of BOR 2000

"Iraq doesn't pose a threat to the United States or the world. 
It's a devastated country that hasn't had a chance to rebuild. 
They are a threat to no one." 
-- former UN weapons inspector, Scott Ritter

http://www.oaoa.com/news/nw111801b.htm 
November 18, 2001 

Ex-U.N. official predicts war with Iraq
Scott Freeman
Odessa American

ALPINE  A former United Nations inspector responsible for hampering 
Iraq's weapons of mass destruction capability says the United States 
will most likely target Saddam Hussein once the war in Afghanistan 
ends. 

"We are on the inevitable path to war with Iraq," said Scott Ritter, 
a former Marine who fought against Iraq during Desert Storm and was 
hired on as a weapons inspector in 1991 following the war.

Ritter told an audience at Sul Ross State University last week that 
the United States government is obsessed with the idea of removing 
Hussein from power in Iraq, and will move against him after removing 
the Taliban from power in Afghanistan and bringing international 
terrorist Osama bin Laden and his al-Qaida network to justice.

Ritter said he strongly supports the war effort in Afghanistan, but 
questions the need for an attack on Iraq.

"After Sept. 11, you could hear the drumbeats of war in Washington 
and talk of attacking Iraq," Ritter said. The premise is that Iraq is 
a terrorist nation that builds weapons of mass destruction, a notion 
Ritter said is false.

"Iraq doesn't pose a threat to the United States or the world," 
Ritter said. 
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"It's a devastated country that hasn't had a chance to rebuild. They 
are a threat to no one."

Ritter said he knows Iraq isn't a threat because he personally 
oversaw the destruction of their weapons of mass destruction programs 
during the seven-and-a-half years he spent there as a weapons 
inspector.

Ritter described weapons of mass destruction as nuclear, chemical or 
biological in nature. Ritter said he resigned his position as weapons 
inspector in 1998 after he determined the U.S. government was using 
him to locate the positions of Hussein's security forces instead of 
finding possible weapons of mass destruction.

"We had destroyed their weapons programs," Ritter said. "They were 
using us as an excuse to keep the economic sanctions in place, a 
mission I didn't agree with."

Ritter said the economic sanctions against Iraq levied by the United 
States and the United Nations have destroyed that country's economy 
and is in effect starving the Iraqi people while Hussein thrives.

"He's more powerful now than he was during the Gulf War," Ritter 
said. "And because of a failed U.S. foreign policy, he is now a 
sympathetic figure in many parts of the world."

That sympathy, Ritter says, is a result of economic sanctions that 
are literally starving the Iraqi people. Ritter said that as many as 
1.2 million Iraqis, almost half of them children, have starved to 
death since the Gulf War, or died from drinking untreated water.

"Economic sanctions are a harsh instrument," Ritter said. "The target 
was Saddam, but the victims were innocent people."

Ritter said that Iraq is an example of how U.S. foreign policy causes 
hatred of Americans in many Arab and third-world countries. He said 
this hatred eventually leads to terrorist attacks against U.S. 
interests.

"I'm not saying that what we have done to Iraq has led to the Sept. 
11 attacks, because it hasn't," Ritter said. "What I am saying is 
that by supporting oppressive regimes around the world, like the 
current Saudi government, we engender hatred."

Ritter said a large number of people in the world live in abject 
poverty under oppressive regimes supported by the United States 
government, and learn to hate America.

"This hatred leads people in many parts of the world to act out," 
Ritter said. "They feel compelled to act out, not with F-16s or 
cruise missiles, but with their own lives."

Ritter said that instead of supporting dictatorships and monarchies 
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around the world, the U.S. should instead push for democracy and the 
creation of a stable middle class in these countries.

Ritter said Americans should actively demand a change in U.S. foreign 
policy.

"Until Sept. 11, foreign policy didn't seem to matter to most 
Americans," Ritter said. "But after those planes crashed into the 
World Trade Center and the Pentagon, it did."

Ritter said that the U.S. is right to go after those responsible for 
those attacks, but that it would be remiss if it did not address the 
root cause of the attacks  namely what causes people to hate the 
United States.

"People in this country are wrapping themselves up in the flag and 
saying that whatever comes out of Washington, D.C., is right," Ritter 
said. "I say that's wrong. Challenge them, and don't believe 
everything they say."

Ritter said the current U.S. foreign policy is too unfocused to be 
effective, that its goal to eliminate all terrorists no matter how 
long it takes is too unclear and certainly not fair. "I fear it will 
supply more fuel to future terrorists," he said.

Ritter was in Alpine Thursday night as the keynote speaker in Sul 
Ross State's Diamond Jubilee Lecture series.

University President R. Vic Morgan said Ritter was a Florida 
native "raised all over the world" as part of a military family.

He said Ritter recently brought his military and foreign affairs 
expertise to the Fox News Network, where he is employed as a 
political and military analyst.

Morgan said Ritter was brought in to speak because of the recent 
terrorist attacks on the U.S. and the current war on terrorism.

"This is a timely visit by Mr. Ritter," Morgan told an audience of 
more than 500 people gathered in the school's Marshall Auditorium.

The audience was largely appreciative of Ritter's speech, loudly 
applauding several times during the lecture.

As part of his visit, Ritter also signed copies of his new 
book, "Endgame," which explores future approaches to the situation in 
Iraq.

END

---
You are currently subscribed to copred as: bbhardt@mail.esc4.com
To unsubscribe send a blank email to
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leave-copred-15718V@lists.evergreen.edu
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To: mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Next meeting of Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament
Cc: 
Bcc: icnd
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

To:  Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament

Dear Colleagues,

There will be a meeting of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament on Thursday, December 13 from 10:00 
to 11:30 a.m. in Conference Room 3 of the Methodist Building, 100 Maryland Avenue, NE, Washington, D.C.  

The purpose of the meeting will be to discuss the future of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament.   
Among the options to consider are the following:
(1) Dissolve.
(2) Meet on call when specific issues arise.
(3) Meet regularly (such as monthly).
(4) Use e-mail communication rather than meeting.
(5) Merge with other interfaith endeavors on peace and disarmament issues.

The focus of our work might be one or more of the following:
(1) Legislative issues as they arise.
(2) Response to proposals of the Bush Administration.
(3) A more proactive agenda dealing with the goal of achieving the elimination of nuclear weapons, which is the 
policy objective of a number of denominations and religious organizations.

Depending upon the focus, we will want to consider what methods to use, who will take leadership and responsibility 
for various tasks, and what kind of resources might be available.

Next week I'll send out a more complete analysis of such alternatives.  Meanwhile I would welcome your comments, 
which I will share with all.

Shalom,
Howard
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Date: Fri, 30 Nov 2001 08:12:09 -0800 (PST)
From: Egbert Lawrence <egbertl4pj@yahoo.com>
Subject: Re: Next meeting of Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>

Hello, Howard, 
   Thanks for the notice of the meeting on th 13th,
unfortunatly, I have a previous commitment so will not
make it.  
   I would say that we should NOT dissolve.  We SHOULD
MEET regularly and meeting would include e-mail. 
thinking of e-mail, I have never communicated by
e-mail with anyone in the Interfaith Committee except
you so I would need some addresses.  I took a college
course last year and they had the capability of
sending a letter to the professor AND the whole class
simultaneous.  Thus, we read questions to the
professor that we wished we had thought of!
   Merging with other organizations in the peace
movement seems good.  We could, for example, volunteer
for BACK FROM THE BRINK.  I would be interested in
some kind of inventory of other ecumenical peace
organizations in D.C. 
   Thanks again.  Sorry to miss the meeting. 
---PEACE!   Larry 
 "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> wrote:
> To:  Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament
> 
> Dear Colleagues,
> 
> There will be a meeting of the Interfaith Committee
> for Nuclear Disarmament
> on Thursday, December 13 from 10:00 to 11:30 a.m. in
> Conference Room 3 of
> the Methodist Building, 100 Maryland Avenue, NE,
> Washington, D.C.  
> 
> The purpose of the meeting will be to discuss the
> future of the Interfaith
> Committee for Nuclear Disarmament.   Among the
> options to consider are the
> following:
> (1) Dissolve.
> (2) Meet on call when specific issues arise.
> (3) Meet regularly (such as monthly).
> (4) Use e-mail communication rather than meeting.
> (5) Merge with other interfaith endeavors on peace
> and disarmament issues.
> 
> The focus of our work might be one or more of the
> following:
> (1) Legislative issues as they arise.
> (2) Response to proposals of the Bush
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> Administration.
> (3) A more proactive agenda dealing with the goal of
> achieving the
> elimination of nuclear weapons, which is the policy
> objective of a number
> of denominations and religious organizations.
> 
> Depending upon the focus, we will want to consider
> what methods to use, who
> will take leadership and responsibility for various
> tasks, and what kind of
> resources might be available.
> 
> Next week I'll send out a more complete analysis of
> such alternatives.
> Meanwhile I would welcome your comments, which I
> will share with all.
> 
> 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. 

__________________________________________________
Do You Yahoo!?
Yahoo! GeoCities - quick and easy web site hosting, just $8.95/month.
http://geocities.yahoo.com/ps/info1



X-Sender: wilpfun@pop.igc.org 
Date: Fri, 30 Nov 2001 13:21:28 -0800 
To: info@reachingcriticalwill.org 
From: Women's International League for Peace and Freedom <wilpfun@igc.org> 
Subject: Voting Results from General Assembly Nov 29, 2001 
Cc: wilpf-news@igc.topica.com 
  
Hello disarmament activists from Reaching Critical Will!! 
 
On November 29, 2001 the resolutions from the First Committee on Disarmament were voted 
on in the General Assembly. Those voting results have been included below those from the First 
Committee. 
 
Its interesting to compare the voting results from the First Committee to those in the General 
Assembly. 
 
Of particular interest is the resolution A/C.1/56/L.8, "Sub-item on the effects of the use of 
depleted uranium in armaments", which was merely a vote to include this issue in the following 
GA First Committee agenda in the next session. This resolution, which passed in the First 
Committee was DEFEATED in the General Assembly vote. The major obstacle in passing this 
resolution was the reference of the classification of depleted uranium as a weapon of mass 
destruction. 
 
  
To view all of the actual resolutions of the 2001 UNGA 1st Committee and the  actual voting 
results of how every UN member state voted, both in the First Committee and in the General 
Assembly, go to: 
http://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/1com/2001res/2001resindex.html 
 
 
Please see below for the  voting results from each resolution from the 56th session of the First 
Committee on Disarmament: 
 
 
Resolutions and Voting Results: 
A/C.1/56/L.1.Preservation of and Compliance with the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic 
Missile Systems, 10 October 2001 
A/C.1/56/L.1/Rev.1. (10 October 2001) 
 
Voting Results for L.1/Rev.1 (November 2): Yes-80; No-3; Abstain-63 
 
        General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-82; No-5; Abstain-62. 
 
A/C.1/56/L.2. Regional confidence-building measures: activities of the United Nations Standing 
Advisory Committee on Security Questions in Central 
Africa, 10 October 2001 

mailto:wilpf-news@igc.topica.com


 
L.2 Adopted Without a Vote (November 5) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.3. Developments in the field of information and telecommunications in the context 
of international security, 15 October 2001. 
A/C.1/56/L.3/Rev.1.(29 October 2001) 
 
L.3/Rev.1: Adopted Without a Vote (October 31) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
 
A/C.1/56/L.4. Report of the Disarmament Commission, 16 October 2001. 
L.4 Adopted Without a Vote (October 31) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.5. Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East, 17 
October 2001. 
 
L.5 Adopted Without a Vote (October 30) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
 
A/C.1/56/L.6. Missiles, 17 October 2001. 
 
Voting Results for L.6 (October 31): Yes- 88; No-0; Abstain-57 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-98; No-0; Abstain-58 
 
A/C.1/56/L.7. Prevention of an arms race in outer space, 17 October 2001. 
 
Voting Results for L7 ( November 2): Yes-145; No- 0; Abstain- 3 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-156; No-0; Abstain-4 
 
A/C.1/56/L.8. Sub-item on the effects of the use of depleted uranium in armaments, 18 October 
2001. 
 
Voting Results for L8 (November 2): Yes-49; No-44; Abstain-39 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-45; No-54; Abstain-45 
        **Resolution Defeated 
 
A/C.1/56/L.9. African Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone Treaty, 18 October 2001 
A/C.1/56/L.9/Rev.1. 30 October 2001. 
 
L.9: Adopted without a vote (November 2) 



 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.10.Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty, 18 October 2001. 
A/C.1/56/L.10/Rev.1. (29 October 2001). 
 
Voting Results for L.10/Rev.1 (November 5): Yes-140; No-1; Abstain-0 
 
      General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-161; No-1; Abstain-0 
 
A/C.1/56/L.11. Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, production and Stockpiling 
of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on 
Their Destruction, 18 October 2001. 
L.11 Adopted Without a Vote (October 31) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
 
A/C.1/56/L.12. Convention on the Prohibition of the Use of Nuclear Weapons, 18 October 2001. 
 
Voting Results for L.12 (October 30): Yes-90; No-42; Abstain-11 
 
       View General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-104; No-46; Abstain-11 
 
A/C.1/56/L.13. Role of science and tehnology in the context of international security and 
disarmament, 18 October 2001. 
Voting Results for L.13 (October 31): Yes-86; No-42; Abstain-16 
 
      General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-92; No-46; Abstain-17 
 
A/C.1/56/L.14. Reducing nuclear danger, 18 October 2001. 
 
Voting Results for L.14 (October 30): Yes-89; No-43; Abstain-13 
 
      General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-98; No-45; Abstain-14 
 
A/C.1/56/L.15. Towards a nuclear-weapon-free world: the need for a new agenda, 19 October 
2001. 
L.15 Adopted Without a Vote (October 30) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.16. United Nations conference to identify ways of eliminating nuclear dangers in the 
context of nuclear disarmament, 18 October 2001. 
L.16 Withdrawn 
A/C.1/56/L.17. Consolidation of the regime established by the Treaty for the Prohibition of 
Nuclear Weapons in Latin America and the Caribbean (Treaty of 
Tlatelolco), 18 October 2001. 



L.17 Adopted Without a Vote (October 30) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.18. United Nations regional centres for peace and disarmament, 19 October 2001. 
 
L.18 Adopted Without a Vote (November 30) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.19. Convening of the fourth special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, 18 October 2001. 
L.19 Adopted Without a Vote (October 31) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.20. Relationship between disarmament and development, 18 October 2001. 
L.20 Adopted Without a Vote (October 31) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.21. Observance of environmental norms in the drafting and implementation of 
agreements on disarmament and arms control, 19 October 
2001. 
 
Voting Results for L.21 (October 31): Yes-141; No-0; Abstain-4 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-154; No-0; Abstain-5 
 
A/C.1/56/L.22. Implementation of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace, 18 
October 2001. 
Voting Results for L.22 (October31): Yes-105; No-3; Abstain-37 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-110; No-3; Abstain-41 
 
A/C.1/56/L.23. Review of the implementation of the Declaration on the Strengthening of 
International Security, 19 October 2001. 
L.23 Adopted Without a Vote (October 31) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.24. Nuclear-weapon-free southern hemisphere and adjacent areas, 18 October 2001. 
 
Results L24 op para 3; 3 last words (November 2): Yes- 132; No-3; Abstain- 8 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-140; No-2; Abstain-8 
 
Results L24 op para 3 as a whole (November 2): Yes-136; No- 2; Abstain-8 
 
      General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-145; No-1; Abstain-7 
 



 
Results L24 as a whole (November 2): Yes- 149; No- 4; Abstain- 5 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-148; No-4; Abstain-4 
 
A/C.1/56/L.25. The risk of nuclear proliferation in the Middle East, 18 October 2001. 
 
Results for L25pp6 (November 2): Yes-139; No-2; Abstain-6 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-153; No-2; Abstain-4 
 
Results for L25 as a whole (November 2): Yes-139; No-3; Abstain-7 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-153; No-3; Abstain-6 
 
A/C.1/56/L.26. Conclusion of effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-
weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear 
weapons. 
 
Voting Results for L.26 (October 30): Yes-94; No-0; Abstain-52 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-105; No-0; Abstain-54 
 
A/C.1/56/L.27. Regional Disarmament, 18 October 2001. 
L.27 Adopted Without a Vote (October 31) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.28. Conventional arms control at the regional and subregional levels, 19 October 
2001. 
 
Voting Results for L.28 (October 31): Yes-138; No-1; Abstain-1 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-151; No-1; Abstain-1 
 
A/C.1/56/L.29. United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Africa, 19 
October 2001. 
L.29 Adopted Without a Vote (November 5) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.30. Verification in all its aspects, including the role of the United Nations in the field 
of verification, 18 October 2001. 
L.30 Adopted Without a Vote (October 31) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.31. The Conference on Disarmament decision (CD/1547) of 11 August 1998 to 
establish, under item 1 of its agenda entitled "Cessation of the 



nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament", an ad hoc committee to negotiate, on the basis of 
the report of the Special Coordinator (CD/1299) and the 
mandate contained therein, a non-discriminatory, multilateral and internationally and effectively 
verifiable treaty banning the production of fissile material 
for nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices, 18 October 2001. 
L.31 Adopted Without a Vote (October 30) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.32. Implementation of the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, 
Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapons and on 
Their Destruction, 18 October 2001. 
L.32 Adopted Without a Vote (October 30) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.33. Prohibition of the dumping of radioactive wastes, 19 October 2001. 
A/C.1/56/L.33/Rev.1 review of draft submitted 26 October 2001 
L.33/Rev.1 Adopted Without a Vote (October 30) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
 
A/C.1/56/L.34. Implementation of the Convention on the Prohibition of the Use, Stockpiling, 
Production and Transfer of Anti-personnel Mines and on Their 
Destruction, 18 October 2001. 
Voting Results for L.34 (October31): Yes-121; No-0; Abstain-19 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-138; No-0; Abstain-19 
 
A/C.1/56/L.35. A path to the total elimination of nuclear weapons, 18 October 2001. in html 
A/C.1/56/L.35/Rev.1 review of draft submitted 1 November 2001. 
 
Voting Results L.35/Rev.1: Yes-123; No- 2; Abstain-20 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-139; No-3; Abstain-19 
 
A/C.1/56/L.36. Report of the Conference on Disarmament, 18 October 2001. 
L.36 Adopted Without a Vote (October 31) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.37. Strengthening of security and cooperation in the Mediterranean region, 18 
October 2001. 
L.37 Adopted Without a Vote (October 31) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.38. Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons: 2005 Review Conference 
of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of 
Nuclear Weapons and its Preparatory Committee, 18 October 2001. 



 
Voting Results for L.38 (October 30): Yes-141; No-1; Abstain-3 
 
      General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-156; No-1; Abstain-3 
 
A/C.1/56/L.39. Consolidation of peace through practical disarmament measures, 19 October 
2001. 
L.39 Adopted Without a Vote (October 31) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.40. Transparency in armaments, 18 October 2001. 
 
Results for L.40 Operative Paragraph 4b (October 31): Yes-123; No-4 Abstain-13 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-133; No-4; Abstain-12 
 
Results for L.40 Operative Paragraph 6 (October 31): Yes-123; No-0; Abstain-17 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-133; No-0; Abstain-17 
 
Results for L.40 as a whole (October 31): Yes-121; No-0; Abstain-22 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-135; No-0; Abstain-23 
 
A/C.1/56/L.41. Maintenance of international security - good-neighbourliness, stability and 
development in South-Eastern Europe, 18 October 2001. 
A/C.1/56/L.41/Rev.1 (26 October 2001) 
L.41/Rev.1 Adopted Without a Vote (October 31) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.42. Objective information on military matters, including transparency of military 
expenditures, 18 October 2001. 
 
L.42 Adopted Without a Vote (October 31) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
 
A/C.1/56/L.43. Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Convention 
Weapons Which May Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious 
or to Have Indiscriminate Effects, 18 October 2001. 
L43 Adopted without a vote 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
 
A/C.1/56/L.44. Nuclear disarmament, 19 October 2001. 
A/C.1/56/L.44/Rev.1. (29 October 2001). 
 



Results for L.44/Rev.1 Operative Paragraph 9 (November 5): Yes-132; No-3; Abstain-6 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-149; No-3; Abstain-6 
 
Results for L.44/Rev.1 as a whole (November 5): Yes-90; No-35; Abstain-19 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-103; No-41; Abstain-17 
 
A/C.1/56/L.45. Follow-up to the advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice on the 
Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 18 October 
2001. 
 
Voting Results for L.45 Operative Paragraph 1 (October 30): Yes-139; No-4; Abstain-2 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-153; No-4; Abstain-2 
 
Voting Results for L.45 as a whole (October 30): Yes-99; No-28; Abstain-19 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-111; No-29; Abstain-21 
 
A/C.1/56/L.46. United Nations Regional Centres for Peace, Disarmament and Development in 
Latin America and the Caribbean, 23 October 2001 
L.46 Adopted Without a Vote (October 31) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.47. The illicit trade in small arms and light weapons in all its aspects, 19 October 
2001. in html 
L47 Adopted without a Vote (5 November) 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
 
A/C.1/56/L.48. Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in Central Asia, 22 October 2001. 
L.48 Adopted Without a Vote (October 30) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.49. Global efforts against terrorism in the area of disarmament and non-proliferation, 
19 October 2001. 
A/C.1/56/L.49/Rev.1. (5 November) 
L.49/Rev.1 Adopted Without a Vote (November 6) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
A/C.1/56/L.50. United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Asia and the 
Pacific, 19 October 2001. 
L.50 Adopted Without a Vote (October 31) 
 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 



A/C.1/56/L.51. Assistance to States for curbing the illicit traffic in small arms and collecting 
them, 22 October 2001. 
A/C.1/56/L.51/Rev.1. (24 October 2001) 
L.51/Rev.1 Adopted Without a Vote (October 31) 
       General Assembly Voting Results: Adopted Without A Vote 
 
A/C.1/56/L.60. United Nations conference to identify ways of eliminating nuclear dangers in the 
context of nuclear disarmament, 1 November 2001. 
 
Voting Results for L.60 (November 5): Yes-101; No-7; Abstain-34 
 
      General Assembly Voting Results: Yes-115; No-7; Abstain-37 
 
  
*******       *******       *******       ******* 
Emily Schroeder 
 
Project Associate, Reaching Critical Will 
Women's International League for Peace and Freedom 
777 UN Plaza, New York, NY 10017, USA 
Ph: 1 212 682 1265  Fax: 1 212 286 8211 
email: emily@reachingcriticalwill.org,  wilpfun@igc.org 
web: www.wilpf.int.ch  www.reachingcriticalwill.org 
*******       *******       *******       ******* 
 
 
--  
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To: mmoran@sbstevens.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Potato fund
Cc: ronfoster, "Kris Hoxha" <bethesdaum@aol.com>
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Mike,

I'm still trying to get money paid to the Society of St. Andrews from what we have collected in the pennies-into-
potatoes project.  Can you help me find a deposit made in November 2000?

Our last payment was $145 on September 21, 2000.

You and I went through bank statements and identified the following deposits:
October 2       $80.42
October 23        86.80
November 13       15.00

The $15 was in dollar bills, made as a cash deposit.   On the same day I left a bag of coins for counting at Nations 
Bank that should have shown up as a deposit within ten days.  Can you help identify that amount?

In addition, this May or June I turned in a bag of coins at Nations Bank, not knowing that the church had changed its 
primary bank.  Kris says that the account is still open there, but I have never had a report on the amount.   That is 
someone else's concern than yours.

From now on I am going to turn in wrapped coins to the Sequoia Bank and avoid this problem in the future.

Thanks for whatever help you can provide in getting the past account settled.

Howard
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To: mupj@igc.org
Date: Fri, 30 Nov 2001 14:35:43 -0500
Subject: Re: Payment request
X-Mailer: Juno 5.0.27
From: Dwight O Smith <dosmith6@juno.com>

Howard,

Kris has the $500 recorded as having been paid 11/19/01 from the Special
Outreach fund.  Please let me know if it is't received.
                                                                       
Dwight
                                                                
On Fri, 30 Nov 2001 12:01:49 -0500 "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
writes:
> Dear Dwight,
> 
> I believe that Methodists United for Peace with Justice has never 
> received
> the $500 budgeted for a contribution from BUMC's Building for the 
> Future
> Fund.   Can this be paid?  The check can be give to me.
> 
> 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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To: dosmith6@juno.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Payment request
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Dwight,

I believe that Methodists United for Peace with Justice has never received the $500 budgeted for a contribution from 
BUMC's Building for the Future Fund.   Can this be paid?  The check can be give to me.

Thanks,
Howard



From: PVmsmagic@aol.com 
Date: Sat, 1 Dec 2001 13:50:14 EST 
Subject: Coolfont Retreat (?) 
To: mupj@igc.apc.org 
X-Mailer: AOL 7.0 for Windows US sub 118 
 
I've inexplicably lost your message requesting a check for registration for the 
subject retreat.  Please send me another copy.  
 
I'll send that check and one for the phone bill when I receive your reply. 
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To: phil
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Coolfont
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Phil,

Here's the repeat.  The annual Coolfont retreat of the peace and disarmament community occurs in January 2002.  For 
my registration I need a check of $230.76 payable to Council for a Livable World Education Fund.  Take it from the 
account with the most money.

Thanks,
Howard



Date: Mon, 3 Dec 2001 09:26:02 -0500 (EST) 
To: nuclearcalendar@lists.his.com 
Subject: Nuclear Calendar 
From: "FCNL Nuclear Calendar" <owner-nuclearcalendar@fcnl.org> 
X-Mailer: Html Mime Mail Class 
Sender: owner-nuclearcalendar@fcnl.org 
Reply-To: nuclearcalendar@fcnl.org 
 

  
Friends Committee on National 

Legislation  
 

 

      
 

 
Nuclear Calendar  

 
Nov. 19- 
Dec. 7 

Biological Weapons Convention review 
conference, Geneva 

Dec. 3 9 pm to 1 am EST, Defense Department conducts 
the fifth flight intercept test (Integrated Flight 
Test 7) for the missile defense system, 
Vandenberg AFB, Calif. and Kwajalein Missile 
Range, Marshall Islands (delayed from Dec. 1) 

Week of 
Dec. 3 

House-Senate conference committee completes the 
defense authorization bill, H.R. 2586 and S. 1438 
(estimate) 

Dec. 4 9:30 am, Senate Armed Services Committee, vote 
on the nomination of Everet Beckner to be Deputy 
Administrator for Defense Programs, National 
Nuclear Security Administration, 222 Russell. 
Broadcast on CapitolHearings.org. (estimate) 

Dec. 4 10 am, Senate Appropriations Subcommittee on 
Defense, markup of the defense appropriations 
bill, H.R. 3338, 124 Dirksen. 

Dec. 4 3 pm, Senate Appropriations, markup of the 
defense appropriations bill, H.R. 3338, 
106 Dirksen. 

Dec. 5 9:30 am, Senate Energy and Natural Resources 
Committee, hearing on the nominations of Margaret 
Chu to be Director of the Office of Civilian 
Radioactive Waste Management and Beverly Cook 
to be Assistant Secretary for Environment, Safety 
and Health, both of the Department of Energy, 
366 Dirksen. Broadcast on CapitolHearings.org. 

Dec. 5 10 am, House Budget Committee, hearing on re-
structuring government for homeland security: 

  

http://www.un.org/Depts/dda/WMD/page6.html
http://www.acq.osd.mil/bmdo/bmdolink/html/bmdolink.html
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d107:h.r.02586:
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d107:s.01438:
http://capitolhearings.org/
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d107:h.r.03338:
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d107:h.r.03338:
http://capitolhearings.org/
http://www.house.gov/budget/schedule.htm
http://www.house.gov/budget/schedule.htm


nuclear/biological/chemical threats, 2128 Rayburn 
Dec. 5 10 am, House Energy and Commerce 

Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations, 
hearing on security issues at nuclear power plants, 
2123 Rayburn. Broadcast on the Committee web 
site. 

Dec. 5 10 am, House Science Committee, hearing on the 
science of bioterroism: Is the federal government 
prepared?, 2318 Rayburn. Broadcast on 
the Committee web site. 

Dec. 5 10:15 am, House International Relations 
Committee, hearing on bioterrorism: potential 
sources of anthrax, 2172 Rayburn. Broadcast on 
the Committee web site. 

Dec. 6-7 NATO foreign ministers meeting, Brussels, 
Belgium 

Dec. 7 1-3 pm, "The Korean Peninsula and the Clinton 
administration: reflections on the year 2000" with 
former Washington Post diplomatic correspondent 
Don Oberdorfer, former U.S. North Korea Policy 
Coordinator Wendy Sherman, and former 
Ambassador to South Korea Stephen Bosworth, 
Wilson Center. 

Dec. 9 Secretary of State Colin Powell visits Moscow 
Dec. 10 6-8 pm, Women in International 

Security, "Terrorism, its sources and the U.S. 
response," at the Carnegie Endowment. RSVP on-
line. 

Dec. 10 Centennial Nobel Peace Prize awarded to U.N. 
Secretary General Kofi Annan and the United 
Nations, Oslo, Norway 

  

  

 

The Nuclear Calendar is published every Monday when Congress is in 
session. To subscribe click here, or send an e-mail 
to majordomo@fcnl.org with "subscribe NuclearCalendar" (without the 
quotation marks) in the message body. To unsubscribe click here, or 
send an e-mail to majordomo@fcnl.org with "unsubscribe 
NuclearCalendar" (without the quotation marks) in the message body. 

Published by the Friends Committee on National Legislation (FCNL) 
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To: ronfoster
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Your sermon
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Ron,

Good sermon yesterday.  Thanks for affirmation of those of us who believe there is a better way than going to war.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: Dwight O Smith <dosmith6@juno.com>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Payment request
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <20011130.143543.-504003.0.dosmith6@juno.com>
References: 

At 02:35 PM 11/30/01 -0500, you wrote:
>Howard,
>
>Kris has the $500 recorded as having been paid 11/19/01 from the Special
>Outreach fund.  Please let me know if it is't received.
>                                                                       
>Dwight

Dwight,

The check did not arrive at our mailing address: Methodists United for Peace with Justice, 1500 16th Street, NW, 
Washington, D.C. 20036.  Do you think it might have been sent by mistake to the Baltimore/Washington Conference 
Peace with Justice Program?  Sometimes the similar name confuses.

Howard
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To: mupj@igc.org
Date: Tue, 4 Dec 2001 07:59:48 -0500
Subject: Re: Payment request
X-Mailer: Juno 5.0.27
From: Dwight O Smith <dosmith6@juno.com>

Howard,

The $500 was probably sent to the Baltimore Washington Conference as that
is how Kris has it listed on the Special Outreach account statement. 
Contact Kris to see if she can straighten it out.

                                                                         
                                              Dwight

On Mon, 03 Dec 2001 15:20:25 -0500 "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
writes:
> At 02:35 PM 11/30/01 -0500, you wrote:
> >Howard,
> >
> >Kris has the $500 recorded as having been paid 11/19/01 from the 
> Special
> >Outreach fund.  Please let me know if it is't received.
> >                                                                    
>    
> >Dwight
> 
> Dwight,
> 
> The check did not arrive at our mailing address: Methodists United 
> for
> Peace with Justice, 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20036.  
> Do you
> think it might have been sent by mistake to the 
> Baltimore/Washington
> Conference Peace with Justice Program?  Sometimes the similar name 
> confuses.
> 
> Howard
> 
> 
> 
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X-Sender: dan@mail.clw.org
X-Mailer: QUALCOMM Windows Eudora Version 4.3.1
Date: Mon, 03 Dec 2001 16:45:53 -0500
To: dan@clw.org
From: Dan Koslofsky <dan@clw.org>
Subject: COOLFONT CHECKS DUE WEDNESDAY

Monday Lobby Participants:

A reminder that CHECKS for Coolfont are due THIS WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 5th.

Also, the agenda is listed below and attached.  Keep in mind speaker 
availability may require changes, but we will try to keep it as close as 
possible.

==========
Registration
==========
The annual arms control community retreat will be held at the Coolfont 
Resort in Berkeley Springs, WV beginning the evening of Tuesday, Jan. 15, 
2002 and ending midday on Thursday, Jan. 17.

I need your reservation and CHECKS by WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 5th.

Your reservation should include:
1. Who will be attending Coolfont.
2. If you plan to stay only one night please tell me if it will be Tuesday 
or Wednesday.
3. Check payable to "Council for a Livable World Education Fund"

Remember, the MAIL IS SLOW AND UNRELIABLE. It is best to bring your checks 
to Monday Lobby or drop them off at our office (110 Maryland, Ave, NE 
#409). If that is not possible I recommend using Fedex or UPS.

=======================
Lodging Costs (including meals)
=======================
Double Room: $115.38 per night
Single Room: $152.38 per night

These rates are PER NIGHT so if you intend to stay for the whole 
conference, double the amount before writing your check.

==========
Draft Agenda
==========

Day One:        Tuesday, January 15
6:00 PM Dinner

7:30            Keynote Session - Polling, Moderated by Kimberly Robson or John Isaacs

Day Two:        Wednesday, January 16
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8:00 AM Breakfast

9:00            The Nuclear Posture Review: What it Means for Nuclear Policy and the
Weapons Complex, Moderated by Jim Bridgman

10:30           Break
10:45   Arms Transfer Issues:  Small Arms and US Policy Post 9/11, Moderated 
by Erik Floden

12:15           Lunch

1:30            Missile Defense, Moderated by David Culp

3:00            Break

6:00            Dinner
7:30    Arms Control in the Coming Year: A Congressional Staff Perspective, 
Moderated by Todd Stubbendieck

9:00            Party

Day Three:      Thursday, January 17
8:00 AM Breakfast/Checkout by 9:15

9:15            US. - U.N. Relations in a Post 9/11 World, Moderated by Don Kraus

10:45           Break
11:00   Addressing Nuclear and Chem/Bio Proliferation Threats Post-9/11, 
Moderated by Kathy Crandall

12:30           Lunch

Dan Koslofsky
Executive Director, PeacePAC
110 Maryland Ave, NE - Suite 409
Washington, DC 20002
(202) 543-4100 x115
(202) 543-6297
Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\agenda021.doc"
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To: ronfoster
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Communion offering
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Ron,

Recently I saw the financial report handed out at Charge Conference.  It showed "0" for communion offering.  
However, I have contributed every month.  When I counted the collection with John English the first Sunday in 
September, there were communion offerings.  What's happened to this money?

Howard
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To: "Kris Hoxha" <bethesdaum@aol.com>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Contribution to Methodists United for Peace with Justice
Cc: ronfoster
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Kris,

The Outreach Committee voted $500 for 2001 from the Building for the Future Fund for Methodists United for Peace 
with Justice, the national advocacy organization that I chair.

Dwight Smith told me that the money was paid on November 19.  However, we never received a check.  Is it possible 
that payment was made erroneously to the Baltimore/Washington Conference Peace with Justice Program?  Despite the 
confusion in names the latter is a separate program, funded through peace with justice offerings taken by local 
churches.

I will appreciate it if you can clarify this.

Thanks,
Howard
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To: mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Nonproliferation funding
Cc: 
Bcc: icnd
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Colleagues,

For your information I am sending the following article on the lack of increased funding for nuclear nonproliferation in 
response to the September 11 tragedy.

Howard

###

Matching The Rhetoric At The Bush-Putin Summit: Real Nuclear
Non-Proliferation Requires More Dollars And Political Capital

     Kenneth N. Luongo
     Global Beat
     November 21, 2001
     (for personal use only)

WASHINGTON -- Whether or not Osama Bin Laden and his terrorist network
have actually acquired nuclear weapons or materials, one fact remains
crystal clear: The insecure stockpiles of nuclear, chemical, and
biological weapons, and related materials, technologies, and expertise
that exist in Russia and the former Soviet states still present an
unacceptable potential pathway for terrorists to acquire weapons of mass
destruction.

Post-September 11, one would think that countries around the world would
not hesitate to accelerate efforts to secure these deadly stockpiles as
soon as possible. And, in fact, since the Pentagon and World Trade
Center attacks, numerous leaders and institutions around the world have
all underscored the need to prevent weapons of mass destruction from
falling into the wrong hands. Most recently, at their summit meeting,
Presidents Bush and Putin affirmed this goal as their "highest
priority."

But the rhetoric not been matched by action to address these new
realities. There have been no new U.S. or Russian commitments,
resources, or political mechanisms that would accelerate U.S.-Russian
nonproliferation cooperation. Regrettably, no substantial injection of
resources - either monetary or political - appears to be forthcoming. In
fact, the White House initially cut funding for this agenda by $100
million. And now National Security Advisor Condoleezza Rice asserts that
the cuts never happened.

Also, consider the $40 billion emergency supplemental funding package
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that was approved by Congress following the September 11 attacks to help
with disaster recovery efforts, beef-up homeland defense efforts, and
expand other anti-terrorism activities. This is an enormous amount of
money, yet not a single dollar was requested by the President to enhance
WMD security in the former Soviet Union. Even more startling was the
promise of a veto by President Bush if congressional leaders - both
Republicans and Democrats - move ahead with their plans to increase the
size of the supplemental package in order to accommodate emergency
funding for nonproliferation, among other things.

However, based on authoritative reports and analyses, the three areas of
highest priority - expanding security of Russian nuclear weapons and
weapons-usable materials, improving Russian and FSU border security and
export controls, and facilitating the downsizing of the Russian nuclear
weapons complex and preventing brain-drain - could utilize an average of
roughly $500 million this year to greatly advance their activities.
Funding at this level would represent just over 1% of the total
supplemental package - by no means an excessive amount, and a small
price to pay for greater security.

Providing increased financial resources is only half of the equation,
however, when it comes to improving nuclear security in Russia. The
other component is political capital, and both Bush and Putin need to
expend some of it if nonproliferation cooperation is to improve
significantly in the wake of September 11. Both Presidents are paying
lip service to this agenda but the rhetoric is empty.

Over the past several years, serious problems have emerged in the
implementation of many cooperative nuclear security programs. The
absence of adequate high-level political intervention has allowed these
problems to fester, causing serious disputes to erupt between the U.S.
and Russian implementing agencies on a number of projects. An example of
this tension is disagreement on the issue of access by U.S. officials to
sensitive Russian nuclear facilities where security assistance is being
rendered, to ensure that funds are being spent appropriately.

In recent years, the United States has hardened its demands for more
extensive access to sensitive Russian sites. Russia has resisted, over
concerns that U.S. intrusion could compromise classified information,
and because Russian specialists have less access to U.S. nuclear
facilities than U.S. representatives do to Russia's. This tug-of-war has
thrown the brakes on implementation of several high-priority nuclear
weapons and material security efforts, and it has fed an undercurrent of
mistrust and resentment on both sides.

Instructions from the White House and the Kremlin to their respective
bureaucracies to clear away the stumbling blocks that have clogged this
agenda could provide a needed impetus to this work a decade after it
began, and hopefully allow it to be substantially completed on a much
more rapid schedule then is now projected.

Over the past decade, the cooperative U.S.-Russian WMD security programs
have built a long list of achievements. However, much more needs to be
done if both nations are to reduce and eliminate the threat of terrorist
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acquisition of weapons of mass destruction.



Matching The Rhetoric At The Bush-Putin Summit: Real Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation Requires More Dollars And Political Capital 
 
     Kenneth N. Luongo 
     Global Beat 
     November 21, 2001 
     (for personal use only) 
 
WASHINGTON -- Whether or not Osama Bin Laden and his terrorist network 
have actually acquired nuclear weapons or materials, one fact remains 
crystal clear: The insecure stockpiles of nuclear, chemical, and 
biological weapons, and related materials, technologies, and expertise 
that exist in Russia and the former Soviet states still present an 
unacceptable potential pathway for terrorists to acquire weapons of mass 
destruction. 
 
Post-September 11, one would think that countries around the world would 
not hesitate to accelerate efforts to secure these deadly stockpiles as 
soon as possible. And, in fact, since the Pentagon and World Trade 
Center attacks, numerous leaders and institutions around the world have 
all underscored the need to prevent weapons of mass destruction from 
falling into the wrong hands. Most recently, at their summit meeting, 
Presidents Bush and Putin affirmed this goal as their “highest 
priority.” 
 
But the rhetoric not been matched by action to address these new 
realities. There have been no new U.S. or Russian commitments, 
resources, or political mechanisms that would accelerate U.S.-Russian 
nonproliferation cooperation. Regrettably, no substantial injection of 
resources – either monetary or political – appears to be forthcoming. In 
fact, the White House initially cut funding for this agenda by $100 
million. And now National Security Advisor Condoleezza Rice asserts that 
the cuts never happened. 
 
Also, consider the $40 billion emergency supplemental funding package 
that was approved by Congress following the September 11 attacks to help 
with disaster recovery efforts, beef-up homeland defense efforts, and 
expand other anti-terrorism activities. This is an enormous amount of 
money, yet not a single dollar was requested by the President to enhance 
WMD security in the former Soviet Union. Even more startling was the 
promise of a veto by President Bush if congressional leaders – both 
Republicans and Democrats – move ahead with their plans to increase the 
size of the supplemental package in order to accommodate emergency 
funding for nonproliferation, among other things. 
 
However, based on authoritative reports and analyses, the three areas of 
highest priority – expanding security of Russian nuclear weapons and 
weapons-usable materials, improving Russian and FSU border security and 



export controls, and facilitating the downsizing of the Russian nuclear 
weapons complex and preventing brain-drain – could utilize an average of 
roughly $500 million this year to greatly advance their activities. 
Funding at this level would represent just over 1% of the total 
supplemental package – by no means an excessive amount, and a small 
price to pay for greater security. 
 
Providing increased financial resources is only half of the equation, 
however, when it comes to improving nuclear security in Russia. The 
other component is political capital, and both Bush and Putin need to 
expend some of it if nonproliferation cooperation is to improve 
significantly in the wake of September 11. Both Presidents are paying 
lip service to this agenda but the rhetoric is empty. 
 
Over the past several years, serious problems have emerged in the 
implementation of many cooperative nuclear security programs. The 
absence of adequate high-level political intervention has allowed these 
problems to fester, causing serious disputes to erupt between the U.S. 
and Russian implementing agencies on a number of projects. An example of 
this tension is disagreement on the issue of access by U.S. officials to 
sensitive Russian nuclear facilities where security assistance is being 
rendered, to ensure that funds are being spent appropriately. 
 
In recent years, the United States has hardened its demands for more 
extensive access to sensitive Russian sites. Russia has resisted, over 
concerns that U.S. intrusion could compromise classified information, 
and because Russian specialists have less access to U.S. nuclear 
facilities than U.S. representatives do to Russia’s. This tug-of-war has 
thrown the brakes on implementation of several high-priority nuclear 
weapons and material security efforts, and it has fed an undercurrent of 
mistrust and resentment on both sides. 
 
Instructions from the White House and the Kremlin to their respective 
bureaucracies to clear away the stumbling blocks that have clogged this 
agenda could provide a needed impetus to this work a decade after it 
began, and hopefully allow it to be substantially completed on a much 
more rapid schedule then is now projected. 
 
Over the past decade, the cooperative U.S.-Russian WMD security programs 
have built a long list of achievements. However, much more needs to be 
done if both nations are to reduce and eliminate the threat of terrorist 
acquisition of weapons of mass destruction. 



From: HolRonFost@aol.com 
Date: Tue, 4 Dec 2001 11:42:33 EST 
Subject: Re: Communion offering 
To: mupj@igc.org 
X-Mailer: AOL 6.0 for Windows US sub 10540 
 
I'm not sure -- I'll find out, though.  
 
Be God's,  
Ron 



From: HolRonFost@aol.com 
Date: Tue, 4 Dec 2001 11:42:54 EST 
Subject: Re: Contribution to Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
To: mupj@igc.org 
X-Mailer: AOL 6.0 for Windows US sub 10540 
 
I'll follow up with Kris on this and let you know.  
 
Be God's,  
Ron 
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To: tcollina@ucsusa.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Notes on Miller meeting
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Tom,

Here are my notes of our November 20 meeting with Frank Miller.   They are for your information and not for general 
distribution.

Howard

###

To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament

Dear Colleagues:

Here are some notes on a meeting held November 20, 2001with Franklin C. Miller, special assistant to the president 
and senior director for defense policy and arms control, National Security Council.  Attendees from the faith 
community consisted of Jerry Powers, U.S. Catholic Conference; Joe Volk, Friends Committee on National 
Legislation; Lisa Wright, National Council of Churches; and Howard Hallman, Methodists United for Peace with 
Justice.

Mr. Miller started by stating the view of President Bush that the Cold War is over.   The president's response has three 
components: (1) end the notion that the United States and Russia are military rivals and draw Russia closer to the 
West; (2) reduce the level of nuclear weapons; (they will still play a role in security, for the world is not ready for 
nuclear disarmament); (3) get out of the ABM Treaty, an underpinning for mutual annihilation.  Bush's War College 
speech of May 1 is the best statement of his current views.

The reductions of U.S. strategic weapons to 1,700 to 2,200 that Bush announced while meeting with Russian President 
Vladimir Putin will take place over ten years.  This is a unilateral declaration that reflects U.S. interests and needs.   
They don't want a traditional arms control treaty with its long delays.  The arms control bureaucracy is an impediment 
to progress.  Putin will subsequently announce a reduction to 1,500.  He wants codification of the mutual reductions, 
so there will be more discussion.   Likely the verification and transparency provision of START I will be used.

Joe asked about the Smith provision in defense authorization that prohibits U.S. reductions.   Miller wasn't well 
informed on the status on Capitol Hill, but he said they support the Senate provision for outright repeal.

Jerry asked about what kind of targeting guidance goes with the 1,700 figure.  Miller said that the number is a 
presidential decision to get out of the cold war vestige, for there is no military confrontation with Russia anywhere.  
The Pentagon will have several months to come up with a targeting plan that reflects this number.  Reductions will 
include the 50 MX missiles and four Trident submarines.  However, warheads will be retained.  Tactical nuclear 
weapons are not covered.  The White House will ultimately decide on new guidance for a smaller nuclear force.

Howard asked why stop at 1,700.  Miller gave a long exposition about how nuclear deterrence prevented war in 
Europe and is still a necessity of U.S. policy.  Getting under 2,000 is a significant improvement.

Regarding de-alerting, Miller stated that the idea is cosmetically attractive but impractical.  If you de-alert only part of 
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the arsenal, the remaining weapons become more vulnerable.   Total de-alerting can't be verified.  However, not all of 
the 1,700 U.S. will be on operational alert.  Bombers will take several hours to reload their nuclear weapons.  Only 
some of the submarine fleet will be at sea at any one time.   Likewise Russian subs are not at sea and mobile missiles 
are in their home bases.  They are working with Russia on a joint warning system and are not worried about launching 
by mistake.  The commitment to de-alerting expressed in Bush's May 2000 campaign speech does not reflect current 
presidential policy.

Regarding the ABM Treaty, it is based upon mutual fear, said Miller.  They'll work it out with Russia, for Putin is 
pragmatic.

Lisa asked about nonproliferation policies, including the lifting of sanctions on India and Pakistan.  Miller said they 
were counterproductive because denying Pakistan assistance on conventional weapons has made them rely more on 
nuclear weapons.  There is a need to rethink sanctions.  

They continue to be concerned about the spread of nuclear weapons and are worried about the deal between Russia 
and Iran.  The key is to keep fissile material safe.  The money spent on Nunn-Lugar and other measures in the past ten 
years has been a good investment.   The Clinton administration tried but failed to help Russia shut down three nuclear 
power reactors that produce plutonium as a by-product.  Now Rumsfeld opposes this initiative.

Howard asked about the possible expanding role for nuclear weapons, such as in response to biological and chemical 
weapons and for use against bunkers and caves.   Miller reaffirmed the traditional policy of nuclear deterrence to 
prevent aggression against the United States by any means, including conventional and all kinds of weapons of mass 
destruction.   They don't want any nation to think it can use biological or chemical weapons against U.S. without a 
strong response.  (He emphasized  "state actor".)  Therefore, they will not say "no first use".  

Joe asked whether deep cuts will lead to developing new kinds of nuclear weapons.  Miller said, "absolutely not".  He 
dismissed the need for a mini-nuke because it meets no military requirement.

Returning to targeting, Miller said that in his previous role in the Pentagon in 1995 he had found that multiplication of 
targets in urban areas led to de facto city-busting.   He helped bring about a change away from targeting urban 
populations.   In this discussion he referred to just war theory and international law. 

November 21, 2001.  Revised December 4, 2001.
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To: irashorr@hotmail.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Notes on meeting with Frank Miller
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Ira,

Here are my notes from our November 20 meeting with Frank Miller.  They are for your information and not for 
general distribution.

Howard

###

To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament

Dear Colleagues:

Here are some notes on a meeting held November 20, 2001with Franklin C. Miller, special assistant to the president 
and senior director for defense policy and arms control, National Security Council.  Attendees from the faith 
community consisted of Jerry Powers, U.S. Catholic Conference; Joe Volk, Friends Committee on National 
Legislation; Lisa Wright, National Council of Churches; and Howard Hallman, Methodists United for Peace with 
Justice.

Mr. Miller started by stating the view of President Bush that the Cold War is over.   The president's response has three 
components: (1) end the notion that the United States and Russia are military rivals and draw Russia closer to the 
West; (2) reduce the level of nuclear weapons; (they will still play a role in security, for the world is not ready for 
nuclear disarmament); (3) get out of the ABM Treaty, an underpinning for mutual annihilation.  Bush's War College 
speech of May 1 is the best statement of his current views.

The reductions of U.S. strategic weapons to 1,700 to 2,200 that Bush announced while meeting with Russian President 
Vladimir Putin will take place over ten years.  This is a unilateral declaration that reflects U.S. interests and needs.   
They don't want a traditional arms control treaty with its long delays.  The arms control bureaucracy is an impediment 
to progress.  Putin will subsequently announce a reduction to 1,500.  He wants codification of the mutual reductions, 
so there will be more discussion.   Likely the verification and transparency provision of START I will be used.

Joe asked about the Smith provision in defense authorization that prohibits U.S. reductions.   Miller wasn't well 
informed on the status on Capitol Hill, but he said they support the Senate provision for outright repeal.

Jerry asked about what kind of targeting guidance goes with the 1,700 figure.  Miller said that the number is a 
presidential decision to get out of the cold war vestige, for there is no military confrontation with Russia anywhere.  
The Pentagon will have several months to come up with a targeting plan that reflects this number.  Reductions will 
include the 50 MX missiles and four Trident submarines.  However, warheads will be retained.  Tactical nuclear 
weapons are not covered.  The White House will ultimately decide on new guidance for a smaller nuclear force.

Howard asked why stop at 1,700.  Miller gave a long exposition about how nuclear deterrence prevented war in 
Europe and is still a necessity of U.S. policy.  Getting under 2,000 is a significant improvement.

Regarding de-alerting, Miller stated that the idea is cosmetically attractive but impractical.  If you de-alert only part of 
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the arsenal, the remaining weapons become more vulnerable.   Total de-alerting can't be verified.  However, not all of 
the 1,700 U.S. will be on operational alert.  Bombers will take several hours to reload their nuclear weapons.  Only 
some of the submarine fleet will be at sea at any one time.   Likewise Russian subs are not at sea and mobile missiles 
are in their home bases.  They are working with Russia on a joint warning system and are not worried about launching 
by mistake.  The commitment to de-alerting expressed in Bush's May 2000 campaign speech does not reflect current 
presidential policy.

Regarding the ABM Treaty, it is based upon mutual fear, said Miller.  They'll work it out with Russia, for Putin is 
pragmatic.

Lisa asked about nonproliferation policies, including the lifting of sanctions on India and Pakistan.  Miller said they 
were counterproductive because denying Pakistan assistance on conventional weapons has made them rely more on 
nuclear weapons.  There is a need to rethink sanctions.  

They continue to be concerned about the spread of nuclear weapons and are worried about the deal between Russia 
and Iran.  The key is to keep fissile material safe.  The money spent on Nunn-Lugar and other measures in the past ten 
years has been a good investment.   The Clinton administration tried but failed to help Russia shut down three nuclear 
power reactors that produce plutonium as a by-product.  Now Rumsfeld opposes this initiative.

Howard asked about the possible expanding role for nuclear weapons, such as in response to biological and chemical 
weapons and for use against bunkers and caves.   Miller reaffirmed the traditional policy of nuclear deterrence to 
prevent aggression against the United States by any means, including conventional and all kinds of weapons of mass 
destruction.   They don't want any nation to think it can use biological or chemical weapons against U.S. without a 
strong response.  (He emphasized  "state actor".)  Therefore, they will not say "no first use".  

Joe asked whether deep cuts will lead to developing new kinds of nuclear weapons.  Miller said, "absolutely not".  He 
dismissed the need for a mini-nuke because it meets no military requirement.

Returning to targeting, Miller said that in his previous role in the Pentagon in 1995 he had found that multiplication of 
targets in urban areas led to de facto city-busting.   He helped bring about a change away from targeting urban 
populations.   In this discussion he referred to just war theory and international law. 

November 21, 2001.  Revised December 4, 2001.
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To: bjcutler@actorsstudio.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Query
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Mr. Cutler:

As a native Kansan now living in the East, I have three screenplays set in the Midwest.   Would you be interested in 
considering one or more of them?  If so, I can send you a one-page synopsis or the entire script for the ones you are 
interested in.

GLORIOUS SEASON tells the story of the Lofton Lions' 1944 football season.   The events of World War II loom in 
the background, including reports of death and injury of brothers and former teammates of the players.  The team deals 
with conflict among the players, racial discrimination (common in Kansas in that era), and the arrival of a Polish 
refugee family as a losing record becomes a glorious season.

SUNDAY BOX.  With help from their womenfolk three generations of stubborn men (grandfather, son, grandson) 
offer mutual forgiveness for long-standing grievances and achieve reconciliation.   This is of the genre of the Hallmark 
Hall of Fame and the CBS Sunday Night Movie, but it could also be a feature film.

LEAD, KINDLY LIGHT.  A querulous band of travelers stranded by a blizzard in a little country church become the 
reluctant cast for the Christmas pageant with life-changing consequences.   It is essentially an ensemble piece, though 
the pastor has the central role.  Unlike many of today's Christmas film offerings that deal with a secular version of the 
Christmas spirit, LEAD, KINDLY LIGHT returns to the original, multiple versions as told in the gospels of Matthew, 
Luke, and John.

Please let me know if you would like to receive the script or a synopsis of any of these.

Sincerely yours,
Howard W. Hallman

6508 Wilmett Road
Bethesda, MD 20817

Phone: 301 897-3668
Fax: 301 896-0013
E-mail: mupj@igc.org
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From: STARMAN WENDY <wstarman@wesleysem.edu>
To: "'mupj@igc.org'" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Please reply
Date: Tue, 4 Dec 2001 12:49:37 -0500 
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)

Dear Howard,

Did you ever accomplish the list of signatories for the sign-on letter to
Bush, which you circulated after the attacks. It began...
"The campaign against terrorism is raising new and important questions about
the role and future of nuclear weapons in the global security framework...?

If you have the final letter, and a list of signatories, and any information
about how and when it was issued, I would like to post this on our NR/DI
website.

Please reply.

Best,

Wendy Starman
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To: STARMAN WENDY <wstarman@wesleysem.edu>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Please reply
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: A:\iclt.173.doc;
In-Reply-To: <DC1977460103D311B0DE0060943F439FADCE39@wesley-exch1.wesleysem.edu>
References: 

Wendy,

Here is the letter you requested.  I am also sending it as a Word attachment.

Howard

###

October 23, 2001

The Honorable George W. Bush
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

The campaign against terrorism is raising new and important questions about the role and future of nuclear weapons in 
the global security framework of the 21st century.   We would like to share with you our thinking on this matter.

First, we note that some of your advisors inside and outside of government favor using nuclear weapons against 
terrorist enclaves and against states that possess no nuclear weapons.  Some advocate use of nuclear weapons in 
response to attacks by chemical and biological weapons.   This would reverse the long-standing U.S. policy of using 
nuclear weapons primarily as a tool to deter other nuclear-weapon states.  We believe that the policy of the United 
States should be no first use of nuclear weapons against any state, nuclear or non-nuclear, or against any other 
adversary at any time under any circumstance.   We believe that such first use would be immoral and would constitute 
a crime against humanity.  We also believe that nuclear weapons should never be used in response to an attack by 
biological and chemical weapons.

Second, we note that in January 2001 the Russia Task Force chaired by Howard Baker and Lloyd Cutler stated: "The 
most urgent unmet national security threat to the United States today is the danger that weapons of mass destruction or 
weapons-usable material in Russia could be stolen and sold to terrorists or hostile nation states and used against 
American troops or citizens at home."  The September 11 terrorist attacks on the United States emphasize the 
importance of this finding.  Therefore, we believe that a substantial portion of anti-terrorist funds should go for full 
implementation of the Baker-Cutler report.  In terms of relative priority, we suggest that funds be transferred from the 
missile defense budget to this and other urgent non-proliferation initiatives.

Third, we believe that the improved relationship between the United States and Russia because of mutual concern over 
terrorism should be treated as an opportunity to make substantial progress in improving the security of deployed 
nuclear weapons and dismantling the nuclear arsenals still in place more than a decade after the Cold War ended.   
Specifically we ask you to implement your campaign promise to work with Russia to de-alert and stand down the 
respective nuclear arsenals and to achieve deep cuts in strategic nuclear weapons.   Not only will this enhance the 
security of the United States and Russia by lowering the possibility of accidental launch, it will also reduce the danger 
that a renegade group could gain control of nuclear weapon delivery vehicles and use them for terrorist attack on the 
United States.
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We urge you to carry out these recommendations as a means of achieving a safer and more peaceful world in the 21st 
century.

Sincerely yours,

James Matlack, Director
Washington Office
American Friends Service Committee

Ken Sehested, Executive Director
Baptist Peace Fellowship of North America

Greg Davidson Laszakovits, Coordinator
Church of the Brethren Washington Office

Tiffany Heath
Washington, D.C. Legislative Office
Church Women United

Rev. Joel J. Heim, Ph.D., Moderator Disciples Peace Fellowship

David Culp, Legislative Representative
Friends Committee on National Legislation

The Rev. Mark B. Brown
Lutheran Office for Governmental Affairs
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America

Stan De Boe, OSST, Director
Office of Justice and Peace
Conference of Major Superiors of Men

Brenda Girton-Mitchell, Associate General
      Secretary for Public Witness
National Council of the Churches of Christ
     in the USA

Marie Dennis
Maryknoll Office for Global Concerns

Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice

(Ms.) Rabia Terri Harris, Coordinator
Muslim Peace Fellowship

Kathy Thorton, RSM, National Coordinator
NETWORK: A National Catholic Social
      Justice Lobby

Bishop Walter Sullivan, President
Bishop Tom Gumbleton, Former President
Dave Robinson, National Coordinator
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Pax Christi USA

Rev. Elenora Giddings Ivory, Director
Washington Office
Presbyterian Church (USA)

Mark J. Pelavin, Associate Director
Religious Action Center of Reform Judaism

Andrew Greenblatt, Coordinator
Religious Leaders for Sensible Priorities

Sr. Ann Rutan, President
Sisters of St. Joseph of Peace

Rev. Meg A. Riley, Director
Washington Office for Faith in Action
Unitarian Universalist Association 
     of Congregations

James Winkler, General Secretary
General Board of Church and Society United Methodist Church
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From: STARMAN WENDY <wstarman@wesleysem.edu>
To: "'Howard W. Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Please reply
Date: Wed, 5 Dec 2001 14:21:44 -0500 
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)

Thanks Howard. It will be posted soon in our Get Involved section under
Words About Weapons.

Best,

Wendy

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Wednesday, December 05, 2001 10:21 AM
To: STARMAN WENDY
Subject: Re: Please reply

Wendy,

Here is the letter you requested.  I am also sending it as a Word
attachment.

Howard

###

October 23, 2001

The Honorable George W. Bush
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

The campaign against terrorism is raising new and important questions about
the role and future of nuclear weapons in the global security framework of
the 21st century.   We would like to share with you our thinking on this
matter.

First, we note that some of your advisors inside and outside of government
favor using nuclear weapons against terrorist enclaves and against states
that possess no nuclear weapons.  Some advocate use of nuclear weapons in
response to attacks by chemical and biological weapons.   This would
reverse the long-standing U.S. policy of using nuclear weapons primarily as
a tool to deter other nuclear-weapon states.  We believe that the policy of
the United States should be no first use of nuclear weapons against any
state, nuclear or non-nuclear, or against any other adversary at any time
under any circumstance.   We believe that such first use would be immoral
and would constitute a crime against humanity.  We also believe that
nuclear weapons should never be used in response to an attack by biological
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and chemical weapons.

Second, we note that in January 2001 the Russia Task Force chaired by
Howard Baker and Lloyd Cutler stated: "The most urgent unmet national
security threat to the United States today is the danger that weapons of
mass destruction or weapons-usable material in Russia could be stolen and
sold to terrorists or hostile nation states and used against American
troops or citizens at home."  The September 11 terrorist attacks on the
United States emphasize the importance of this finding.  Therefore, we
believe that a substantial portion of anti-terrorist funds should go for
full implementation of the Baker-Cutler report.  In terms of relative
priority, we suggest that funds be transferred from the missile defense
budget to this and other urgent non-proliferation initiatives.

Third, we believe that the improved relationship between the United States
and Russia because of mutual concern over terrorism should be treated as an
opportunity to make substantial progress in improving the security of
deployed nuclear weapons and dismantling the nuclear arsenals still in
place more than a decade after the Cold War ended.   Specifically we ask
you to implement your campaign promise to work with Russia to de-alert and
stand down the respective nuclear arsenals and to achieve deep cuts in
strategic nuclear weapons.   Not only will this enhance the security of the
United States and Russia by lowering the possibility of accidental launch,
it will also reduce the danger that a renegade group could gain control of
nuclear weapon delivery vehicles and use them for terrorist attack on the
United States.

We urge you to carry out these recommendations as a means of achieving a
safer and more peaceful world in the 21st century.

Sincerely yours,

James Matlack, Director
Washington Office
American Friends Service Committee

Ken Sehested, Executive Director
Baptist Peace Fellowship of North America

Greg Davidson Laszakovits, Coordinator
Church of the Brethren Washington Office

Tiffany Heath
Washington, D.C. Legislative Office
Church Women United

Rev. Joel J. Heim, Ph.D., Moderator Disciples Peace Fellowship

David Culp, Legislative Representative
Friends Committee on National Legislation

The Rev. Mark B. Brown
Lutheran Office for Governmental Affairs
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America
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Stan De Boe, OSST, Director
Office of Justice and Peace
Conference of Major Superiors of Men

Brenda Girton-Mitchell, Associate General
      Secretary for Public Witness
National Council of the Churches of Christ
     in the USA

Marie Dennis
Maryknoll Office for Global Concerns

Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice

(Ms.) Rabia Terri Harris, Coordinator
Muslim Peace Fellowship

Kathy Thorton, RSM, National Coordinator
NETWORK: A National Catholic Social
      Justice Lobby

Bishop Walter Sullivan, President
Bishop Tom Gumbleton, Former President
Dave Robinson, National Coordinator
Pax Christi USA

Rev. Elenora Giddings Ivory, Director
Washington Office
Presbyterian Church (USA)

Mark J. Pelavin, Associate Director
Religious Action Center of Reform Judaism

Andrew Greenblatt, Coordinator
Religious Leaders for Sensible Priorities

Sr. Ann Rutan, President
Sisters of St. Joseph of Peace

Rev. Meg A. Riley, Director
Washington Office for Faith in Action
Unitarian Universalist Association 
     of Congregations

James Winkler, General Secretary
General Board of Church and Society United Methodist Church
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X-Originating-IP: [165.247.96.247]
From: "Ira Shorr" <irashorr@hotmail.com>
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: Re: Notes on meeting with Frank Miller
Date: Wed, 05 Dec 2001 10:28:55 -0500
X-OriginalArrivalTime: 05 Dec 2001 15:28:55.0662 (UTC) FILETIME=[8D4858E0:01C17DA1]

Howard--thanks for this.  I'll keep you in touch as we move forward.  Right 
now, as far as legislation we're thinking of a "de-alert weapons slated for 
elimination" approach--

Ira

>From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
>To: irashorr@hotmail.com
>Subject: Notes on meeting with Frank Miller
>Date: Tue, 04 Dec 2001 11:58:10 -0500
>
>Ira,
>
>Here are my notes from our November 20 meeting with Frank Miller.  They are
>for your information and not for general distribution.
>
>Howard
>
>###
>
>To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament
>
>Dear Colleagues:
>
>Here are some notes on a meeting held November 20, 2001with Franklin C.
>Miller, special assistant to the president and senior director for defense
>policy and arms control, National Security Council.  Attendees from the
>faith community consisted of Jerry Powers, U.S. Catholic Conference; Joe
>Volk, Friends Committee on National Legislation; Lisa Wright, National
>Council of Churches; and Howard Hallman, Methodists United for Peace with
>Justice.
>
>Mr. Miller started by stating the view of President Bush that the Cold War
>is over.   The president's response has three components: (1) end the
>notion that the United States and Russia are military rivals and draw
>Russia closer to the West; (2) reduce the level of nuclear weapons; (they
>will still play a role in security, for the world is not ready for nuclear
>disarmament); (3) get out of the ABM Treaty, an underpinning for mutual
>annihilation.  Bush's War College speech of May 1 is the best statement of
>his current views.
>
>The reductions of U.S. strategic weapons to 1,700 to 2,200 that Bush
>announced while meeting with Russian President Vladimir Putin will take
>place over ten years.  This is a unilateral declaration that reflects U.S.
>interests and needs.   They don't want a traditional arms control treaty
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>with its long delays.  The arms control bureaucracy is an impediment to
>progress.  Putin will subsequently announce a reduction to 1,500.  He wants
>codification of the mutual reductions, so there will be more discussion.
>Likely the verification and transparency provision of START I will be used.
>
>Joe asked about the Smith provision in defense authorization that prohibits
>U.S. reductions.   Miller wasn't well informed on the status on Capitol
>Hill, but he said they support the Senate provision for outright repeal.
>
>Jerry asked about what kind of targeting guidance goes with the 1,700
>figure.  Miller said that the number is a presidential decision to get out
>of the cold war vestige, for there is no military confrontation with Russia
>anywhere.  The Pentagon will have several months to come up with a
>targeting plan that reflects this number.  Reductions will include the 50
>MX missiles and four Trident submarines.  However, warheads will be
>retained.  Tactical nuclear weapons are not covered.  The White House will
>ultimately decide on new guidance for a smaller nuclear force.
>
>Howard asked why stop at 1,700.  Miller gave a long exposition about how
>nuclear deterrence prevented war in Europe and is still a necessity of U.S.
>policy.  Getting under 2,000 is a significant improvement.
>
>Regarding de-alerting, Miller stated that the idea is cosmetically
>attractive but impractical.  If you de-alert only part of the arsenal, the
>remaining weapons become more vulnerable.   Total de-alerting can't be
>verified.  However, not all of the 1,700 U.S. will be on operational alert.
>  Bombers will take several hours to reload their nuclear weapons.  Only
>some of the submarine fleet will be at sea at any one time.   Likewise
>Russian subs are not at sea and mobile missiles are in their home bases.
>They are working with Russia on a joint warning system and are not worried
>about launching by mistake.  The commitment to de-alerting expressed in
>Bush's May 2000 campaign speech does not reflect current presidential 
>policy.
>
>Regarding the ABM Treaty, it is based upon mutual fear, said Miller.
>They'll work it out with Russia, for Putin is pragmatic.
>
>Lisa asked about nonproliferation policies, including the lifting of
>sanctions on India and Pakistan.  Miller said they were counterproductive
>because denying Pakistan assistance on conventional weapons has made them
>rely more on nuclear weapons.  There is a need to rethink sanctions.
>
>They continue to be concerned about the spread of nuclear weapons and are
>worried about the deal between Russia and Iran.  The key is to keep fissile
>material safe.  The money spent on Nunn-Lugar and other measures in the
>past ten years has been a good investment.   The Clinton administration
>tried but failed to help Russia shut down three nuclear power reactors that
>produce plutonium as a by-product.  Now Rumsfeld opposes this initiative.
>
>Howard asked about the possible expanding role for nuclear weapons, such as
>in response to biological and chemical weapons and for use against bunkers
>and caves.   Miller reaffirmed the traditional policy of nuclear deterrence
>to prevent aggression against the United States by any means, including
>conventional and all kinds of weapons of mass destruction.   They don't
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>want any nation to think it can use biological or chemical weapons against
>U.S. without a strong response.  (He emphasized  "state actor".)
>Therefore, they will not say "no first use".
>
>Joe asked whether deep cuts will lead to developing new kinds of nuclear
>weapons.  Miller said, "absolutely not".  He dismissed the need for a
>mini-nuke because it meets no military requirement.
>
>Returning to targeting, Miller said that in his previous role in the
>Pentagon in 1995 he had found that multiplication of targets in urban areas
>led to de facto city-busting.   He helped bring about a change away from
>targeting urban populations.   In this discussion he referred to just war
>theory and international law.
>
>November 21, 2001.  Revised December 4, 2001.
>
>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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Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.com/intl.asp



From: "Rutledge, Philip"  
To: Yvonne Burke , Adam Herbert , Alan Dean , Alvin Schexnider , Annmarie Walsh , Astrid 
Merget , Audrey Mathews , Barbara Sabol , Barbara Wamsley , Bernard Anderson , Bernard 
Martin , Beryl Radin , Blue Wooldridge , Bruce McDowell , Byron Marshall , Carl Stenberg , 
Carolyn Graham , Charldean Newell , Charles Bingman , Charles Bonser , Charles Washington , 
Chris Carlson , Chris Gates , Cora Beebe , Cornelius Kerwin , Costis Toregas , Curtina 
Moreland-Young , Dale Krane , Daniel Skoler , "David B. Walker" , David Garrison , David 
Mora , David Rusk , Deil Wright , Delores Parron , Diane Henshel , Don Borut , Drew 
Alexander , Dwight Ink , Eddie Williams , Edward Jennings , Edward Perkins , Edwardo Rhodes 
, Elaine Orr , Elizabeth Kellar , Emerson Markham , Enid Beaumont , Estelle Richman , Eugene 
McGregor , Frank Cipolla , Frank Reeder , Frank Thompson , Fred Riggs , Gail Christopher , 
George Caravalho , George Frederickson , George Goodman , Gilda Lambert , Glen Cope , 
Gloria Register , Graham Toft , Grantland Johnson , Harold Finger , Harvey White , Herbert 
Jasper , Horace Dickerson , Howard Hallman , James Banovetz , James Carroll , James Kunde , 
James Murley , James Norton , James Perry , James Ward , Jan Hart Black , Jane Pisano , 
"Barnes, A James" , Jim Svara , Joel Valdez , John Kelley , John Kirlin , "Krauss, John L" , John 
Mikesell , John Ottensmann , John Stewart , John Thomas , John Ware , Jonathan Howes , 
Joseph Wholey , Karen Walz , "Zorn, Charles Kurt" , Larry Terry , LaVarne Burton , Les 
Lenkowsky , "Wise, Lois R." , Manuel Deese , Mark Rosentraub , Mary Berry , Mary Hamilton , 
Mathew Holden , Maureen Pirog , Maurice Brice , Michael Brintnall , Michael Rogers , Mitchell 
Rice , Mortimer Downey , Mylon Winn , Naomi Lynn , Norman Johnson , Norman King , 
Patricia Florestano , Peter Goldberg , Philip Morgan , Philip Rutledge , Ralph Widner , Regina 
Williams , "Hug, Rick" , Richard Monteilh , Robert Agranoff , Robert Knox , Roger Parks , 
"Rosemary O'Leary" , Royce Hanson , Sallyanne Payton , "Samuel Myers, Jr" , Sandra Hale , 
Scott Fosler , Sheila Kennedy , Singleton McAllister , Steven Carter , Susan Tolchin , Sy Murray 
, Ted Benavides , Terry Cooper , Tim McGann , Timothy Clark , Tobe Johnson , Tom McFee , 
Valerie Lemmie , Walter Broadnax , "Wholey, Joseph" , "William Dodge, Jr" , "William 
Hansell, Jr." Cc: "'Shocket, Phyllis'" , "'Keiner, Suellen T'" , "'Walsh, Charlene'"  
Subject: Dallas Conference Summary & Meeting Notice  
Date: Wed, 5 Dec 2001 17:01:01 -0500  
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)  
 
Colleagues: 
  
    Below is Elaine Orr's excellent summary of the Action Items developed by Breakout Groups at the 
recent Leadership Conference on Social Equity in Governance, co-sponsored by NAPA and 15 other 
public administration interest organizations.  Next steps will be for the NAPA Standing Panel on Social 
Equity in Governance to consider means or processes by which some of the recommendations might be 
pursued -- and by whom.  It will be noted below that some action items were referred to NAPA, but others 
might be considered by Leadership Conference co-sponsors within their own deliberative mechanisms.  
The Standing Panel has made no recommendations, at this point, to the NAPA Board 
for implementation.   Most of them will require intensive discussion in future monthly meetings of the 
Panel, and negotiation with Conference co-sponsors, before implementation steps might be undertaken.  
The next meeting of the panel will be held at NAPA, Friday, January 11, 2002, 12:00 Noon to 3:00 PM.  A 
follow-up notice and agenda, along with teleconference information, will be sent by the end of December. 
  
    Included on this distribution list are persons who are new regular or Associate Members of the Panel, 
as well as some others who had expressed and interest in the Panel's activities, but had been 
inadvertently omitted.  Also omitted from this list are persons who indicated that they currently are not 



able to participate with us.  If anyone on this distribution list would like to have their names omitted, 
please advise Elaine Orr (eorr@napawash.org), Charlene Walsh (cwalsh@napawash.org), or me.  
Please remind colleagues that membership on the Panel is open to any Academy Fellow who wishes to 
participate.  All one has to do is notify Phyllis Shocket (pshocket@napawash.org), Elaine Orr, or me of 
interest in doing so.  Elaine Orr, an Associate Member of the Panel, also serves as Panel Facilitator and 
provides principal staff support for the Panel, with assistance from Charlene Walsh and the staff of the 
NAPA Center on the Environment and the Economy. 
  
    If you were not part of the discussions which lead to the July 20-22 Conference in Indianapolis or the 
November 11-13 Conference in Dallas, it might be helpful to visit the Panel website (napawash.org/spse) 
for context.  Click on "What's New" at the website for a prospectus and full agenda for Dallas Leadership 
Conference.  Proceedings of both conferences, including Roger Wilkins Dallas keynote address and other 
principal presentations, will be forthcoming. 
  
    I would appreciate receiving any feedback or comments from you.  Meanwhile, have a pleasant 
Holiday Season. 
  
                                                                                                    Phil 
 

ACTION ITEMS FROM BREAKOUT GROUPS OF THE  

LEADERSHIP CONFERENCE ON SOCIAL EQUITY 

November 11 and 12, 2001 

Dallas, Texas 

  

  

The 70 participants at Leadership Conference were from a broad cross-section of public sector, nonprofit, 
public interest, and academic organizations that are committed to enhancing social equity in the nation 
through better designed public policies and programs.  In coming together to forge a coalition of active 
organizations, they addressed and developed an action agenda in ten major areas.   

  

In addition, they explored ways to publicize the issues and educate policy makers, the public, and their 
own organizations' members.  The top-priority mechanisms they suggest for the latter are:  

  

1)      Make results of the work of this and other conferences or activities of the Standing Panel on 
Social Equity in Governance and its coalition partners available to journals and conferences.   Put 
these issues before professional journals and other publications. (Lead: Standing Panel on Social 
Equity in Governance) 

  

mailto:eorr@napawash.org
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mailto:pshocket@napawash.org


2)      Ensure that all NAPA programs have an equity impact statement.  (Lead:  NAPA Board of 
Directors)  

  

3)      Develop a document (report or white paper) for a broad audience to help them see how to 
incorporate social equity into their issues.  (Lead: Standing Panel on Social Equity in Governance) 

  

4)      Seek congressional authorization to prepare a more comprehensive report on the state of social 
equity in the U.S., using as the basis for this request the initial report.  This could result in a "social 
equity scorecard" that would provide the basis for continually measuring progress in achieving social 
equity in the nation.   (Lead:  NAPA, through its Standing Panel, working with coalition partners, to 
ensure Congress sees the breadth of support for this effort.) 

  

  

BREAKOUT GROUP 1 

ENSURING ADEQUATE HEALTH CARE FOR ALL 

  

I.       Problem 

  

•         US spends more on health than any other country 

•         Our health outcomes rank us below the top 10 in most categories 

•         Our outcomes are rarely showing improvement and are frequently regressing 

•         Number of uninsured has been growing, and will now grow faster 

•         Under-served are also under-represented 

  

II.                Actions needed 

  

•         Campaign finance reform 



•         Broad-based program, including education, prevention, protection, and care 

•         Develop and promote attention to measures showing access, insurance, outcomes, etc. 

•         Re-focus national effort from biomedical research to health  

  

  

III.             Proposals 

  

•         Establish adequate health care as a right, rather than a privilege 

•         Mandate standards for employer-sponsored health insurance, with exemptions as  

•         needed (e.g., small business) to achieve legislation 

•         US to insure all those left out (eliminating Medicaid) and using the model of the Federal 
Employees Health Benefit Program       

•         Get President to promote healthy life styles 

  

  

BREAKOUT GROUP 2  

MOVING FROM SCHOOL DESEGREGATION AND INTEGRATION TO  

DIVERSITY AND IMPROVED EDUCATIONAL OUTCOMES 

  

The group focussed on three areas for attention by our community in addressing social equity issues faced 
by the public schools. 

  

1.       Establishing a culture of expectations of excellence. Expectation setting is crucial to educational 
performance.  The group agreed that one of the important themes in advancing the school system for 
all of its participants is to emphasize goals of excellence.  Our goal is not just to bring up the bottom 
performing institutions and students, but to establish excellence as a goal for students at every level. 

  



However, it is not simple to operationalize the goal of excellence.  In early generations it may have been 
enough for parents to urge students to "do better than they did."  Today, goal setting needs to be more 
specific and the notion of "value added" by high achievement needs to be better defined. 

  

This value includes building intellectual capital, enhancing the fit between education and careers, 
clarifying the link with citizenship, acknowledging adult life skills, and so forth.  In word we need to help 
define and advance the purpose of education, in ways that are appropriate for each student, for each 
teacher, for each institution, and for each community. 

  

This articulation of "value added" from education needs to start a birth, and stakeholders in improved 
educational systems, need to recognize the need to start there.  It also cross cuts the entire community, 
and needs attention from parents, community leaders, neighborhood business, and all others. 

  

Action steps include: 

  

•         convene all relevant groups to articulate reasonable goals for excellence that cross-cut all of the 
communities with an interest in stronger schools, and publicize results 

•         analyze academic systems, practices, values, and organizational forms to see what expectations 
are embedded within them - e.g. regarding tolerance of mediocre work, or clarity of the values 
added by excelling - and recommend changes in systems that support expectations of excellence 

  

2.       Enrich the debate about implementation of reforms, by helping to translate findings about learning 
and educational performance into realistic and non-conflictful policy recommendations. 

  

There are many arguments to be made both about needs and allocation of added resources, and ways to 
change educational systems.  Often debate between these approaches creates stalemate - as funders 
demand system reforms;  and system managers call first for added funds. 

  

Our community can help in this discussion by undertaking steps to help undertaking inquiries into what 
reforms need funding and what need new structures, and helping to translate research into educational 
effectiveness into relevant and savvy reform proposals. 

  



Action steps include: 

  

•         Convene panels and papers on these issues at NAPA conferences, bring together educational 
researchers, system administrators, and finance officials 

•         Translate research and policy findings into realistic action agendas 

  

3.       Build a linkage between education and public administration.  The PA community has been little 
help to education administrators, superintendents, and principals.  Yet PA is directly relevant to these 
roles, which are clearly public administration tasks.   Such academic administrators often come from 
educational backgrounds, yet are tasked with management, finance, human resources, community 
relations, and liaison with politicians - which are all central public administration tasks. 

  

Action steps include: 

  

•         bring school administrators and superintendents to meetings of the groups in our communities 

•         develop training courses and skill development workshops for academic administrators 

•         encourage curricula in these areas in PA graduate schools, and look for partnerships with teacher 
schools 

•         develop the rationale and justification for interpreting the superintendent role as calling for PA 
skills 

•         recommend new models of academic administration that draw on lessons from PA. 

  

  

BREAKOUT GROUP 3 

INVESTING IN PEOPLE: BEYOND MINIMUM/LIVABLE WAGES  

TO INDIVIDUAL DEVELOPMENT 

  



The recommendations made are with a belief that things will get worse before they get better with respect 
to addressing social equity issues designed to enhance the self-sufficiency and sustainability of the 
individual.  It was the sense of the group that NAPA should play the role of communicator, broker and 
catalyst in order to address the social equity dimension of the issues related to investing in people.  The 
specific recommendations that take on these characteristics are: 

  

With Respect to What NAPA Can Do: 

  

1.       NAPA should seek a congressionally sponsored study on the state of social equity in the 
nation. 

2.       NAPA should ensure that social equity impacts are incorporated in its Academy studies. 

3.       NAPA should, in cooperation with other agencies, undertake a study of service integration 
(especially with respect to school sites and disparities among neighborhoods). 

  

With Respect to NAPA-Public Interest Group Collaboration 

  

1.       In cooperation with or on behalf of public interest groups, such as NACO, NLC, and ICMA, 
NAPA should raise the awareness level of the principles of social equity as they relate to a 
national livable wage, coupled with "locality pay" to recognize the cost of living differences 
by compiling objective, authoritative data, perhaps in case-study format, on the experiences 
and measured progress of individual communities with the living wage.  Such efforts should 
be cognizant that no "one-system-fits-all" strategy is appropriate. 

  

2.       In cooperation with, or on behalf of, public interest groups, raise the principles of social 
equity in relation to the expansion of the Earned Income Tax Credit and optional credits as 
incentive to address social equity problems. 

  

With Respect to a NAPA Initiative in Cooperation with State Governments: 

  

1.                   Explore ISTEA (T-21) social equity implications and overlay with respect to: 

•         Land use 



•         Multi-cultural impacts 

•         Rule-making processes 

2.                   Explore the social equity implication of TANF with respect to: 

•         Trigger mechanisms to extend benefits. 

•         Major state & local issues from a social equity standpoint. 

  

  

BREAKOUT GROUP 4 

SHIFTING FROM A "WAR"ON DRUGS (CRIMINAL JUSTICE PUBLIC POLICY) AND 
LONG TERM PRISON TERMS TO TREATMENT, PREVENTION, AND RESTORATION 

  

The "war" metaphor is apt because most of the policies relate to the fact that Americans fear the crime 
associated with drugs, and want it prevented.  This "war" has affected some groups of Americans 
differently than others.  For example, African American juvenile offenders with the same juvenile record 
and who commit the same crime are six times more likely to receive jail time than their white 
counterparts, and Latinos are three times more likely to receive jail time.  Whites juvenile offenders are 
more likely to receive probation. 

  

The group's overarching conclusion is that drug problems should be treated more as a public health issue 
rather than almost solely as a question of reducing crime. To the areas of treatment, prevention, and 
restoration, the group added awareness of problems associated with how the law enforcement community 
treats members of minority groups - specifically, racial profiling.  The recommendations are: 

  

Prevention 

  

Enhance school and community drug education programs.  School programs generally end in 5th grade, 
just as children are starting to feel the impact of peer pressure.  They should expand to middle and high 
schools. 

  

Adopt or expand community policing, which can deter use and build citizen confidence that the police 
will respond to community concerns about drug use. 



  

Treatment 

  

•         Provide treatment for first-time offenders so that their options to avoid drugs are better in the future. 

•         Recognize that addictions often represent a physical illness (a chemical imbalance in the brain) rather 
than a "choice" to abuse drugs or alcohol.   The public administration community should work with 
groups such as the American Public Health Association to consider how to develop public policies 
(including legislative proposals) that move from a "war" to a "health" perspective in treating drug 
addiction. 

  

Restoration 

  

•         Change laws related to prison terms that sentence the largely urban (minority) users of crack-cocaine 
to much longer prison sentences than those given to the largely suburban (white) users of cocaine 
powder. 

•         Change prosecutor emphasis on sentencing so that there is more equity in sentencing among racial 
and ethnic groups.  This will reintegrate offenders into the community more quickly and lessen the 
familial and social impacts of a long prison term. 

•         Rebuild support systems -- such as day treatment, counseling, methadone clinics - so that there are 
more options to help individuals rebound from chemical addictions.  This would entail more public 
funds for such programs, as there were prior to the 1980s. 

•         Look to several states for examples of "drug courts," which provide a combination of treatment and 
punishment options for first-time or younger offenders. 

  

Awareness 

  

•         Educate law enforcement community to end racial profiling and counter the impact of DEA training 
that encouraged pretextual traffic stops.  

•         Develop ways to measure and report on issues such as racial profiling such that the public can have 
confidence in the information it receives. 

  



  

BREAKOUT GROUP 5 
SECURING THE FUTURE FOR INCOME SUPPORT PROGRAMS  

AND SOCIAL SECURITY 
  

1.       Creatively establish vision for an equitable income support program and set priorities to achieve 
that vision.  Reduce the gap between rich and poor. 

2.       Engage all sectors of society in an open and transparent process to understand and participate in 
decision making about the allocation of resources in a fair and equitable manner.  Review current 
stimulus proposals in light of social equity considerations. 

3.       Realize that and learn from public programs that have worked well, i.e.: 

  

A.     Social Security has reduced elderly poverty from 50% prior to the program to about 10% 
today. However, there is a disproportionate number of minority disable, etc., in this 10% 
statistic. 

B.     Recognize the need for temporary public employment job programs in times of economic 
stress.  Expand unemployment coverage. 

C.     Provide tax incentives to private sector for employment programs for minorities and 
disadvantaged. 

D.     Adopt from the practices to lower the 20-25% of children now in poverty. 

E.      Review anti-poverty programs.  Use our creative genius to respond to problems caused by 
September 11th. 

  

4.       Have members of this coalition document successes of government programs at state and local 
levels and publicize these. 

5.       Institute government education and incentive programs to promote more asset development.  
Government should provide more income support and health coverage for low-income workers and 
the unemployed. 

6.       Solve the serious problem of the solvency of the Social Security Trust Fund.  Recognize that 
setting up individual social security accounts will hurt social equity results in income support. 

  



BREAKOUT GROUP 6 
SUPPORTING THE LEGAL AND MORAL DIMENSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AND JUSTICE 

  

Environmental Justice = Disparate Impacts  
  

•         Facility siting and permitting 

•         Air emissions, e.g. factories, cleaners 

•         Pollutant discharges 

•         Mobile source emissions, e.g. autos 

•         Brownfields redevelopment 

•         Urban sprawl/smart growth/urban growth boundary zones 

  

Recommendations 
  

•         Principles of social equity should be incorporated into public administration curriculum. 

  

•         Emergency management responses for special population groups should be developed to address 
short and long- term recovery needs to ensure no inappropriate displacements, e.g. natural disasters. 

  

•         Intergovernmental relations need improvements. 

•         Local governments should have legal standing in federal/state permitting decisions within 
their jurisdictional boundaries. 

•         Information needs to be more routinely shared among levels of government in the early 
stages of planned environmental facility sitings, closures, expansions and permit renewals. 

•         Local governments should have input in determination of level of site remediation.   



•         No unfunded mandates. 

  

•         Local governments should establish land use and zoning policies that would establish public input 
processes and ensure compliance by facility owners with zoning and environmental regulations.   

•         Limit where facilities can be located and prohibit clustering in residential neighborhoods. 

•         Development of risk reduction policies and procedures, e.g. best available technology.  

•         Monitoring and evaluation of emissions or discharges. 

•         Monitoring of cumulative health effects. 

•         Sanctions for non-compliance. 

•         Increase public participation in permitting process. 

•         Training to understand science, cost and other related factors. 

•         Funding for independent research, legal services and dispute resolution.  

•         Public input should be factor in determining permit issuance or renewal.  

  

•         Public education campaign to assist residents in being informed about environmental issues and 
facilities in their community. 

•         Type and location of permitted facilities. 

•         How and where to file complaints. 

•         Informational brochures. 

  

•         Provide financial incentives and regulatory relief to encourage redevelopment of vacant and 
abandoned properties in minority communities to address past/current disparate impacts.  

•                   Brownfields redevelopment. 

•                   Enterprise zones. 

  



  

BREAKOUT GROUP 7 
IT ONLY MATTERS IF YOU MEASURE: 

INDICATORS AND SCORE CARDS NEEDED TO TRACK SOCIAL EQUITY ISSUES 
  

Equity Indicators and Benchmarks 

Definitions of equity 

  

Process Equity Definition/issues Example of Measure 
Equal access and 
opportunity 

Do all persons with whom the 
agency interacts have the same 
opportunity to receive a service 
or obtain a benefit? 

Group differences in rate of granting 
requests for information 

Equal treatment and 
protection 

Are all persons or like cases 
handled in the same way? 

Comparing traffic stop rates for racial 
groups; differential incarceration rates.   

Due process Is the same process with full 
protection of individual rights 
available to all persons? 

Group differences in providing a remedy 
or handling a dispute.   

  
Process equity is a baseline condition.  When equal process is absent, there is discrimination.   
  

Distribution equity  Level of equity effort Measure 
Simple equality Low  Same number/quality of garbage pickups per week; 

equal response time; same maximum distance to a 
facility.   

Equality in reference to 
circumstances or a 
criterion factor  

Moderate  Equal assignment of police officers based on calls 
for service.     

Segmented equality; 
equal opportunity among 
those who meet selection 
criteria. 

Moderate    Equality within segments and inequality between 
segments of individuals, e.g., equal distribution to 
start up businesses in enterprise zone. 

Compensatory equity; 

Progressive taxation 

Moderately high   Distribution of services to correct inequalities, e.g., 
additional allocation to persons or areas with 
greater need; tax/fees based on ability to pay.    



Block equality/  

Equal results 

High - resources are 
allocated or 
programs revised 
until the same results 
are approached or 
achieved.   

Equality between comparison groups, e.g., 
equalizing the pay of men and women; equal 
results, e.g., passage rate in end of year tests.   

  

  

  

National/State Level 

Key indicators of equity results are needed in major policy areas 

Data on results from a variety of agencies and organizations that analyze performance can be assembled 
and synthesized, e.g., HHS 2010 study. 

Comparisons can be made  
•         Over time 
•         With other countries or states  

Results of comparisons indicate areas of need for policy change or improvement in policy implementation 

  

Local Government 

Sources of measures 
•         Internal 
•         Internal - comparison over time 
•         External - comparison across jurisdictions 

  

Recognize tradeoffs between internal and external measures 
•         Internal measures can be community-based and incorporate citizen input 

o        Discussions can identify what factors citizens feel are most important and how they 
value results 
o        Discussions can identify differences that are missed in agency monitoring procedures or 
standard data collection processes 

•         Many external comparisons require new data collection to insure comparability. 



o        Many communities cannot afford to collect data 
o        Data collection process stresses social science expertise and may exclude citizens 
o        Even well collected comparative data can be difficult to interpret; different communities 
will assess the same results differently 

•         External comparisons can identify other communities whose successful methods can be 
replicated. 
•         Comparisons within the same region or state can help to "control" for differences in conditions 
and can be easier to arrange. 
•         NLC Civic Index is an evolving model for community-based assessment of equity, quality of 
life, and indicators of how groups work together 

Measurement at the Agency Level: 

Conducting an Equity Inventory 

1.  Assess agency processes including citizen input to identify equity issues that may be present. 
•         What is the equity issue:  equal access, opportunity, treatment, protection; due process? 
•         How well does the agency mean the equal process standard?   

  

2.  Assess the nature and distribution of benefits and services distributed internally, e.g., hiring, 
promotions, access to training, etc., or externally, e.g., services, benefits, enforcement activities, etc. 
•         What criterion for measuring equity is currently applied? 
•         What criterion should be applied? 
•         How well is the agency performing in terms of the preferred criterion? 

  

Recommendations 

  

1.  All agencies:   
•         Overcome normal tendencies in government to measure inputs and outputs in order to focus on 

results  
•         Conduct agency level assessments of equity with significant citizen input and present results in a way 

that enables the public to assess equity standards and performance.   

•   
• 2.  Local Governments 

• •         Develop process of equity assessment that combines external and internal measures 



• •         Involve citizens in meaningful ways in the development, collection of "data," and interpretation 
of results 

•   

3.  NAPA or some other fair-minded, public-spirited national organization 
•         Identify key indicators of equity in major policy areas 
•         Perform function of honest scorekeeper in selecting, analyzing, and presenting data on performance 

in key indicators.  Model is Oregon Progress Board.  
•         Make recommendations based on analysis of the direction and pace of change in key equity 

indicators.   

  

  

BREAKOUT GROUP 8 
BRIDGING THE DIGITAL DIVIDE:  CREATING EQUAL ACCESS 

SO WE DON'T REINFORCE ECONOMIC INEQUALITIES 

  

Guiding Principles 

      Our goal is to close the documented digital gap at individual, social and political levels 

      Market the tenets of cost savings to achieve equity, fairness and justice 

      Be inclusive and think of private sector and the ngo community when developing 
strategies  

  

Strategic Directions 
      Support inter-state consortia which will make possible the networking facilities needed 
for both e-commerce and e-government; all technology platforms including cable, wireless 
and other broadband should be included 

      Strengthen state and local capacity to offer service delivery mechanisms which permit an 
individual to access a whole array of needed social and other services irrespective of location 
(seamless service delivery) 

      Until we achieve computer equity, we should identify existing and convenient locations 
to place computers and trained personnel to assist in accessing resources for the digital age 



  

Tactical Actions 
      Organize MWBE certification and recognition programs using technology so as to 
promote the use of MWBE's in commerce 

      Encourage private foundations and business entities now offering computers to deepen 
their resource commitment to include training and staff to make them more useable  

      Encourage higher education institutions to use their resident expertise to help train k-12 
teachers in the effective use of computers 

  

  

BREAKOUT GROUP 9 

BALANCING NATIONAL AND INTERNATIONAL 

ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL INTERESTS 

  

Recommendations 

  

1)      NAPA should work with other organizations to set a strategy to provide technical assistance to 
help emerging democracies build capacity for equitable governance.  (Empower nongovernmental 
organizations and train public administrators. 

  

2)      NAPA should help educate the American public on the legitimate need to be aware of and accept 
geopolitical concerns.  (Unclear power in Ukraine requires a stable government as a priority over 
social inequity.) 

  

3)      NAPA should seek to influence national government policy to be consistent intellectually.  (Our 
trade, immigration, farm and copyright/patent policies are more driven by economics that are more 
isolationists in nature than by social equity.) 

  

4)      NAPA should encourage public administration curricula to enhance American understanding of 
international issues. 



  

5)      Need to reeducate ourselves -- our organizations and institutions -- about long-term policies of 
associations rather than stating immediate problems. 

  

6)      Americans should import ideas from best practices in other countries.  We do a lot of 
international travel and research, and could bring that learning back and redistribute it so others are 
more aware internationally. 

  

  
BREAKOUT GROUP 10 
ENSURING THAT TODAY'S GENERATION DOESN'T  

CONSUME TOMORROW'S RESOURCES 

  

In 1997, a NAPA panel published Deciding for the Future: Balancing, Risks, Costs, and Benefits Fairly 
Across Generations, which laid out a set of principles for protecting intergenerational equity to which 
most everyone can agree.  However, incorporating those general principles into specific actions requires a 
range of approaches that recognizes the cultural, ethical, communications, and political dimensions of the 
issue, and the need to integrate these in a manner that will protect the equity of future generations.  The 
cultural challenge involves developing consensus within and among cultures on basic values, such as the 
relative priority of preserving resources, translating resource values into the common currency of 
financial value, and setting the boundaries of risk and responsibility.   

  

The ethical challenge involves translating cultural values and moral principles into specific standards to 
which behavior can be held accountable, and to support such behavior with the appropriate incentives.  
The communications challenge involves developing information, knowledge, and methods of asset 
accounting through credible sources, and educating people on their nature and applications.  

  

The political challenge involves giving practical representation to a constituency of future generations 
that has no direct political representation because they are too young to vote or have not been born.  And 
the integrative challenge is to recognize that assuring a future with desired income security and health 
care requires a productive economy, which in turn requires sound infrastructure and productive workers, 
all of which depend on an education and human investment system that generates productive workers, 
responsible citizens, and successful adults.  

  



Action Recommendations 

  

The action recommendations move from the general to the specific, with the  

first three addressed to entities at the national, state, local, regional, and international entities: 

  

1. Promote the principles of intergenerational equity articulated in the NAPA  

report, Deciding for the Future (with some modification): 

  

•         Stewardship. Every generation has an obligation to act as stewards to protect the interests of future 
generations.   

•         Sustainability. No generation should deprive future generations of the opportunity for a quality of life 
comparable to its own. 

•         Chain of Obligation. Each generation's primary obligation is to provide for the needs of the living 
and succeeding generations. Near-term concrete hazards have priority over the long-term hypothetical 
hazards. 

•          Precaution. Actions that pose a realistic threat of irreversible harm or catastrophic consequences 
should not be pursued unless there is some compelling and countervailing need to benefit either 
current or future generations.  

  

2. Publish annual state of the environment reports that address the life-sustaining elements of flora, fauna, 
air, water, and land, and their impact on human health. 

  

3. Promote and facilitate ethical behavior that protects intergenerational equity by raising consciousness 
of the principles of intergenerational equity and by taking concrete actions that make it practical and 
inviting for people to follow those principles (such as offering a choice of paper or plastic grocery bags 
and establishing affordable and accessible recycling facilities and procedures). 

  

4. The sponsors of the Leadership Conference should establish a Public Management Consortium on 
Intergenerational Equity to do the following: 

  



•         Identify two or three major intergenerational stress and problem areas; 

•         Analyze the potential harms, risks, tradeoffs and social equity injustices involved; propose concrete 
remedial steps and approaches for action at all levels - national, state, local, regional, and 
international and issue an annual report card on continuing risks and achieved remediation results; 

•         Offer guidance to public managers and governance entities on methodology and principles for 
intergenerational decision making as it relates to social equity issues; and 

•         Consider as a first focus the interrelated environmental equity, health equity, and income security 
equity challenges of an intergenerational nature.  

  

5. NAPA should convene representatives of the sponsoring organizations to flesh out the charter of such a 
Public Management Consortium on International Equity.  
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Dear Howard and other colleagues,

I am sorry to report that I will not be able to attend tomorrow's meeting of
the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament. With the workload that I
am carrying at Bread for the World, I am finding it very difficult to
participate in Interfaith Committee meetings, even though I am strongly
committed to the goals and work of the group.

I wish that I could be present for the discussion of the future of the
Interfaith Committee.  If I were there, I would begin by saying that I am
very grateful to you for getting the Interfaith Committee together, and for
your determined efforts in shaping its growth and its actions.  I highly
commend you for your initiative, imagination and hard work.  I had hoped
that it would become stronger than it has, and I had also hoped that I could
contribute more than I have.

Unfortunately, the response from many religious groups that might have
helped build the Interfaith Committee has been tepid.  Several organizations
and denominations that could and should participate apparently do not have
the will or the resources to make the Interfaith Committee a strong and
active organization.  I agree with your statement that "among competing
priorities, nuclear disarmament seems not to rank very high for overtaxed
staff of religious organizations."  The struggle to build the Interfaith
Committee has provided further evidence that nuclear disarmament just does
not register as an urgent issue in the minds of most people these days, so
other issues get the resources.

As noted above, I myself am having great difficulty in getting to the
meetings and representing the Baptist Peace Fellowship of North America in a
meaningful way, because of the claims of my job and also because of my
wife's health.  The BPFNA has fewer resources than many other groups that
have been invited to participate in the Interfaith Committee, but I think it
could find someone whose schedule will allow more participation than I have
given.  Thus I am strongly considering asking the leadership of BPFNA to
search for someone else to serve as their representative; I will await the
outcome of tomorrow's meeting before I take a step to implement that
possibility.

Your recent e-mail posed five alternatives for the Interfaith committee:
(1) Dissolve.
(2) Meet on call when specific issues arise.
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(3) Meet regularly (such as monthly).
(4) Use e-mail communication rather than meeting.
(5) Merge with other interfaith endeavors on peace and disarmament issues.
I do not have a strong preference for or against any of them.  I would be
disappointed if the group chooses to dissolve, but I would see it as a
reasonable decision to make. Options 2 and 4 both appear to provide a way to
keep the group alive while making fewer demands for attendance, but I think
it would be difficult for the organization to thrive and have an impact if
it chooses either option 2 or 4.  Option 5 could be attractive, but in
reality choosing option 5 would probably be a lot like dissolving.  And I
think it would be hard to plow ahead with option 3 when attendance is often
small and when you are feeling like you need to step down from the chair.
So I feel kind of stuck, and unable to express a choice for any of them.

I wish you and the entire group well in the meeting tomorrow, and I look
forward to hearing about the discussion and the decision.  By the way, I
have only seen one reply to your e-mail of November 5th.  Have there been
others?  If there has only been one (prior to this), that tells us
something.

Shalom,
Bob Tiller

-----------------

> 4.  In that regard I am considering stepping down as chair of the
> Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament.  As you know, this group
> formed at my initiative, building on our work together for CTBT
> ratification.   I became chair by consensus because I was asserting
> leadership.   Although we don't have formal membership, we have about 35
> faith groups on our e-mail list, a combination of organizations wanting to
> be represented at meetings and others wanting only to be kept informed.
> During the past two years attendance at monthly meetings has consisted of
> representatives of six to ten organizations.   Sign-on letters have gained
> signatures of 20 to 25 organizations.  Greatest interest has been
expressed
> in specific legislative issues, such as missile defense and de-alerting,
> for which we have undertaken joint grassroots mobilization, rather than
> broader public policy issues.
>
> I was hoping that the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament could
be
> a vehicle for mobilizing the faith community in a broad-scale effort to
> press for the total elimination of nuclear weapons.  For instance, we
could
> have used the Bush Administration's nuclear posture review as means for
> challenging the acceptance of nuclear weapons forever.   However, among
> competing priorities, nuclear disarmament seems not to rank very high for
> overtaxed staff of religious organizations.
>
> Personally I am wonder whether it is worth my effort to keep the
Interfaith
> Committee for Nuclear Disarmament going.   I'm living mostly from
> retirement income, but I need supplemental earnings each year.   For
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> several years I was able to obtain grants in the $10,000 to $15,000 range
> to Methodists United for Peace with Justice in support of my interfaith
> work.  This summer I asked representatives of ten organizations to write
> letters of support that I could use in fundraising.  I received four.  I
> used them, but it was not an impressive showing.   I was turned down by
the
> Ploughshares Fund.   The W. Alton Jones Foundation, whose staff showed an
> interest, decided to go out of business.   Previously I've tried other
> foundations without success.   I don't know of any other source of
support.
>
> Therefore, I am inclined to discontinue serving as chair of the Interfaith
> Committee for Nuclear Disarmament and to continue my work on nuclear
> disarmament mainly through Methodists United for Peace with Justice.
>
> Perhaps someone else would like to become chair of the Interfaith
Committee
> for Nuclear Disarmament.  Or maybe it is time to discontinue this vehicle
> and to find other means for interfaith cooperation on nuclear disarmament
> issues as they arise.
>
> 5.  I would be interested in your views on this matter.  Should the
> Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament continue to function?  If so,
> what role should it play?  Who is willing to take leadership?   What
> alternatives do you propose?
>
> I am addressing this e-mail letter directly to all on our list so that you
> can reply to all if you wish.  Depending upon the response, we might
> schedule a meeting for December to discuss the future of interfaith
> cooperation on nuclear disarmament issues.
>
> As well as replying by e-mail, please call me at 301 896-0013 if you want
> to talk about this matter.
>
> 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: Dan Koslofsky <dan@clw.org>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: COOLFONT CHECKS DUE WEDNESDAY
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <4.3.1.1.20011203164328.00b1f950@mail.clw.org>
References: 

At 04:45 PM 12/3/01 -0500, you wrote:
>Monday Lobby Participants:
>
>A reminder that CHECKS for Coolfont are due THIS WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 5th.

Dan,

I now have a check of $230.76 from our treasurer for Coolfont registration for myself in a double room for two nights.   
Working from my home, I don't have easy access to Fedex or UPS and won't be at Monday Lobbyy, so I'm relying on 
U.S. mail.  I am mailing it today.

Howard
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From: Marsusab@aol.com
Date: Thu, 6 Dec 2001 13:45:07 EST
Subject: Re: Current and future activities
To: tiller64@starpower.net, OGrabc@aol.com, ken@bpfna.org, bpinguel@afsc.org,
        jmatlack@erols.com, glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org,
        dradcliff_gb@brethren.org, Washofc@aol.com, tlheath@churchwomen.org,
        redgar@ncccusa.org, lisaw@ncccusa.org, agreenblatt@ncccusa.org,
        heathern@ncccusa.org, bgrieves@dfms.org, JMskipper@aol.com,
        thart@dfms.org, gthunt@mdo.net, stuwhis@enter.net, disarm@forusa.org,
        joe@fcnl.org, kathy@fcnl.org, david@fcnl.org, lydia@fcnl.org,
        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, mweiner@rac.org,
        UUAWO@aol.com, egbertl4pj@yahoo.com, stiefr@ucc.org, conoverp@ucc.org,
        jhorman@umc-gbcs.org, jhanson@umc-gbcs.org, gpowers@nccbuscc.org,
        WorldPeaceMakers@compuserve.com, mupj@igc.org, mpf@forusa.org,
        ccosby@dhm.disciples.org, jheim@cc.edu, amygopp@hotmail.com,
        blythe-goodman@erols.com, sdeboe@cmsm.org, Murraylou2@cs.com,
        dshank@sojourners.com, sroyster@sistersofmercy.org, csjp@igc.org,
        DickUll@aol.com, oneilsp@netzero.net, kenanddavida@starpower.net,
        76622.637@compuserve.com, bbryant@cbfnet.org, ronsider@esa-online.org,
        guy.quinlan@cliffordchance.com
X-Mailer: AOL 5.0 for Windows sub 138

In a message dated 12/5/2001 10:54:09 PM Eastern Standard Time, 
tiller64@starpower.net writes:

<< Your recent e-mail posed five alternatives for the Interfaith committee:
 (1) Dissolve.
 (2) Meet on call when specific issues arise.
 (3) Meet regularly (such as monthly).
 (4) Use e-mail communication rather than meeting.
 (5) Merge with other interfaith endeavors on peace and disarmament issues. >>

Howard:

Bob's comments resonate with my own situation of wanting to be supportive, 
but also being pulled in many other directions at the moment.  I suggest a 
combination of options 2 and 4.

Thanks for all your work.

Mark

Mark B. Brown
<A HREF="http://www.loga.org/">Lutheran Office for Governmental Affairs</A> 
Division for Church in Society
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America
Washington, DC

tel. 202-626-7932 
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X-Sender: carol@pop
X-Mailer: QUALCOMM Windows Eudora Version 5.1
Date: Thu, 06 Dec 2001 14:11:04 -0600
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
From: "Carol  Q. Cosby" <ccosby@dhm.disciples.org>
Subject: Re: How to continue
X-Virus-Scanned: by Voodoo Scan 1.1

Howard,

It was great to attend the initial meeting of this group.  At the same time 
it was frustrating, knowing that I would not be able to be there 
again.  From Indianapolis to DC is too far and too expensive a trip to make 
very often unless it is combined with other meetings.

I do appreciate your having taken leadership on this issue and believe that 
it is more important now than ever.  In light of the various options  you 
presented, the one that makes the most sense for those of us who are out of 
town is to meet by email.  Our Disciples Peace Fellowship uses this for our 
executive committee and at times it works quite well.
shalom,

==At 09:51 AM 12/4/01 -0500, you wrote:
>Dear Colleagues,
>
>For your information I am sending the following article on the lack of
>increased funding for nuclear nonproliferation in response to the September
>11 tragedy.
>
>Howard
>
>###
>
>Matching The Rhetoric At The Bush-Putin Summit: Real Nuclear
>Non-Proliferation Requires More Dollars And Political Capital
>
>      Kenneth N. Luongo
>      Global Beat
>      November 21, 2001
>      (for personal use only)
>
>WASHINGTON -- Whether or not Osama Bin Laden and his terrorist network
>have actually acquired nuclear weapons or materials, one fact remains
>crystal clear: The insecure stockpiles of nuclear, chemical, and
>biological weapons, and related materials, technologies, and expertise
>that exist in Russia and the former Soviet states still present an
>unacceptable potential pathway for terrorists to acquire weapons of mass
>destruction.
>
>Post-September 11, one would think that countries around the world would
>not hesitate to accelerate efforts to secure these deadly stockpiles as
>soon as possible. And, in fact, since the Pentagon and World Trade
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>Center attacks, numerous leaders and institutions around the world have
>all underscored the need to prevent weapons of mass destruction from
>falling into the wrong hands. Most recently, at their summit meeting,
>Presidents Bush and Putin affirmed this goal as their "highest
>priority."
>
>But the rhetoric not been matched by action to address these new
>realities. There have been no new U.S. or Russian commitments,
>resources, or political mechanisms that would accelerate U.S.-Russian
>nonproliferation cooperation. Regrettably, no substantial injection of
>resources - either monetary or political - appears to be forthcoming. In
>fact, the White House initially cut funding for this agenda by $100
>million. And now National Security Advisor Condoleezza Rice asserts that
>the cuts never happened.
>
>Also, consider the $40 billion emergency supplemental funding package
>that was approved by Congress following the September 11 attacks to help
>with disaster recovery efforts, beef-up homeland defense efforts, and
>expand other anti-terrorism activities. This is an enormous amount of
>money, yet not a single dollar was requested by the President to enhance
>WMD security in the former Soviet Union. Even more startling was the
>promise of a veto by President Bush if congressional leaders - both
>Republicans and Democrats - move ahead with their plans to increase the
>size of the supplemental package in order to accommodate emergency
>funding for nonproliferation, among other things.
>
>However, based on authoritative reports and analyses, the three areas of
>highest priority - expanding security of Russian nuclear weapons and
>weapons-usable materials, improving Russian and FSU border security and
>export controls, and facilitating the downsizing of the Russian nuclear
>weapons complex and preventing brain-drain - could utilize an average of
>roughly $500 million this year to greatly advance their activities.
>Funding at this level would represent just over 1% of the total
>supplemental package - by no means an excessive amount, and a small
>price to pay for greater security.
>
>Providing increased financial resources is only half of the equation,
>however, when it comes to improving nuclear security in Russia. The
>other component is political capital, and both Bush and Putin need to
>expend some of it if nonproliferation cooperation is to improve
>significantly in the wake of September 11. Both Presidents are paying
>lip service to this agenda but the rhetoric is empty.
>
>Over the past several years, serious problems have emerged in the
>implementation of many cooperative nuclear security programs. The
>absence of adequate high-level political intervention has allowed these
>problems to fester, causing serious disputes to erupt between the U.S.
>and Russian implementing agencies on a number of projects. An example of
>this tension is disagreement on the issue of access by U.S. officials to
>sensitive Russian nuclear facilities where security assistance is being
>rendered, to ensure that funds are being spent appropriately.
>
>In recent years, the United States has hardened its demands for more
>extensive access to sensitive Russian sites. Russia has resisted, over
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>concerns that U.S. intrusion could compromise classified information,
>and because Russian specialists have less access to U.S. nuclear
>facilities than U.S. representatives do to Russia's. This tug-of-war has
>thrown the brakes on implementation of several high-priority nuclear
>weapons and material security efforts, and it has fed an undercurrent of
>mistrust and resentment on both sides.
>
>Instructions from the White House and the Kremlin to their respective
>bureaucracies to clear away the stumbling blocks that have clogged this
>agenda could provide a needed impetus to this work a decade after it
>began, and hopefully allow it to be substantially completed on a much
>more rapid schedule then is now projected.
>
>Over the past decade, the cooperative U.S.-Russian WMD security programs
>have built a long list of achievements. However, much more needs to be
>done if both nations are to reduce and eliminate the threat of terrorist
>acquisition of weapons of mass destruction.
>
>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.

Carol Q. Cosby
Staff Liaison, Disciples Peace Fellowship
Division of Homeland Ministries of the Christian Church (Disciples of Christ)
e-mail: ccosby@dhm.disciples.org
Phone: 317/63713/2659 or 1/888/346-2631; fax 317/635-4426
Web site: http://www.homelandministries.org
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X-Mailer: Novell GroupWise 5.5.2
Date: Thu, 06 Dec 2001 14:32:28 -0500
From: "Tom Collina" <tcollina@ucsusa.org>
To: <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Notes on Miller meeting

tx Howard, very interesting and in some ways reassuring.  glad they have no plans for new nukes or testing.  we need 
to keep pushing on deeper cuts, verification, and dealerting.  tom
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X-Originating-IP: [165.247.98.4]
From: "Ira Shorr" <irashorr@hotmail.com>
To: agallivan@psr.org, mbutcher@psr.org, mupj@igc.org, wand@wand.org, jmatlack@erols.com, kathy@fcnl.org, 
tmoavero@peace-action.org, jwyerman@2020vision.org, nuclear@wand.org, ggilhool@ix.netcom.com, 
kcrandall@disarmament.org, jcbridgeman@earthlink.net
Subject: Sample Letters-to-the-Editor
Date: Thu, 06 Dec 2001 14:50:37 -0500
X-OriginalArrivalTime: 06 Dec 2001 19:50:37.0296 (UTC) FILETIME=[46994F00:01C17E8F]

Friends,

I've attached--and copied below--two new sample letters-to-the-editor.  Hope 
they are useful for your networks.

Best,

Ira

Ira Shorr
Back From the Brink
202-545-1001

Sample Letter to the Editor (1)

The New Year is supposed to bring in a new look for U.S. nuclear weapons 
policy.  While details aren’t yet known, it appears there will be both good 
news and bad news to report from the Bush administration’s upcoming Nuclear 
Force Posture Review .

The good news is that President Bush has talked of cutting U.S. strategic 
nuclear forces from 6,000 warheads down to some 2000.  The bad news is that 
the President wants to take ten years to reduce the U.S. arsenal and doesn’t 
want a formal agreement  with the Russians that would make the cuts 
irreversible and verifiable.

It also appears the President has forsaken his campaign pledge to “remove as 
many weapons as possible from high-alert, hair-trigger status.”  
Standing-down
nuclear weapons the U.S. no longer needs and spurring the Russians to 
reciprocate, would immediately reduce the threat of nuclear war.

But it appears that despite being new strategic partners, Russia and the 
U.S. will continue to target each other with thousands of nuclear weapons 
poised for a quick launch.  One false alarm could still lead to nuclear war 
and ruin a budding friendship—not to mention much of the rest of the world.

Sample Letter to the Editor (2)

All the talk these days about making the U.S. safer, is missing perhaps the 
greatest threat to our security—the thousands of Russian nuclear weapons 
still on high-alert status and aimed at American cities.
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But the U.S. and Russia are no longer enemies, you say.  True—but some 
policies die-hard.  The fact is that despite recent talks between Presidents 
Bush and Putin about reducing their nuclear arsenals each country will 
continue to have thousands of nuclear weapons on hair-trigger alert—aimed at 
each other and poised to be launched in minutes.

We are still one false alarm away from accidental nuclear war.  Not 
reassuring considering the decayed state of Russian systems.

President Bush seems to have forgotten that during his campaign he called 
this hair-trigger alert policy, “a vestige of Cold war confrontation.” With 
Russia in a much more vulnerable state, the U.S. should take the lead in 
removing the nuclear hair-trigger trigger.

Until then we’ll have the irony of barbeque buddies bonding, while their 
bombs are ready to fly at each other’s heartland.  Senator (your Senator) 
should remind the President that friends don’t target friends with nuclear 
weapons.

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

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\Sample Letter-December '01.doc"
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From: Marsusab@aol.com
Date: Thu, 6 Dec 2001 18:24:26 EST
Subject: Re: Current and future activities
To: mupj@igc.org
CC: Murraylou2@cs.com
X-Mailer: AOL 5.0 for Windows sub 138

Howard:  I pass on the note below to you.  Mark

Subj:   Re: Current and future activities
Date:   12/6/2001 5:24:32 PM Eastern Standard Time
From:   Murraylou2@cs.com
To: Marsusab

I vote for #5. Please pass on inasmuch I don't have the correct email address.

Thanks,  Murray Polner, Jewish Peace Fellowship
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Date: Thu, 06 Dec 2001 18:31:28 -0500
From: Carol Blythe and Rick Goodman <blythe-goodman@erols.com>
Reply-To: blythe-goodman@erols.com
X-Mailer: Mozilla 3.01C-DH397  (Win95; I)
To: Bob and Elaine Tiller <tiller64@starpower.net>
CC: mupj@igc.org
Subject: Re: Current and future activities

Howard and Bob -- I tried to go to the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear
Disarmament meeting today.  But, I couldn't find it -- now that I am
home, I realize that is because it is scheduled for next week! -- I will
try to come (again!) to keep the Baptists in the loop.  Carol B.
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From: "Bob and Elaine Tiller" <tiller64@starpower.net>
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Current and future activities
Date: Thu, 6 Dec 2001 21:07:20 -0500
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 5.00.2314.1300
X-Mimeole: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.00.2314.1300

Oooops, I got the date wrong.  I think I was looking at my calendar for
something occurring next Wednesday, and then I looked at Thursday, and
started to panic when I realized that I hadn't responded to your e-mails.
I hope I didn't confuse anyone else who received my message!

Let's hope that the rest of my thoughts are more helpful than my reference
to the meeting date.

Bob

----- Original Message -----
From: Howard W. Hallman <mupj@igc.org>
To: Bob and Elaine Tiller <tiller64@starpower.net>
Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2001 9:25 AM
Subject: Re: Current and future activities

> Bob,
>
> Thanks for your comments.  The meeting of the Interfaith Committee for
> Nuclear Disarmament is scheduled for Thursday, December 13, not today.
> It's at 10 a.m. in Conference Room 3, Methodist Building if you can make
it.
>
> I'll have one other communication of substance before then.
>
> 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: mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Comments on current and future activities
Cc: 
Bcc: icnd
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Colleagues:

I would like to share with you comments received regarding current and future activities of the Interfaith Committee 
for Nuclear Disarmament.

If you have comments add, please "reply to all" with the separate e-letter I am sending with further thoughts about the 
future.

Shalom,
Howard

###

Responses to Hallman's e-letter of November 5 on Current and Future Activities of Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament and his November 30 e-letter on the forthcoming December 13 meeting.

November 5 from Janet Horman

Howard:

Thank you for raising the issue of the future of the Interfaith Committee in
light of current realities. My preference, I suppose, would be to broaden
the committee's focus at this time to include both disarmament and anti-war
work. I would like to thank you for your tireless efforts to keep us all
together. I think that many of us have so many issues under our umbrella
that we find ourselves spread rather thin. Your prompting and sign-ons have
allowed me to express our agency's voice on important issues(I am available
on November 20th and would like to be a part of the delegation to meet Frank
Miller). I also think that it would be a shame to throw away an
interreligious structure at this time...unless we are sure that we can pull
it together again in a hurry if the issues on the horizon change.

I can certainly understand that you cannot work without additional
income..and I'm also certain that you must have pursued the MUPJ board's
thoughts in this regard. Work-wise, I am stretched rather thin at the
moment, and, although I'd love to have an interreligious group continue to
meet(especially if the focus is broadened), I do not think I should offer to
chair it at this time. You have been extremely faithful in efforts to pull
us together and keep us on task, and I do greatly admire your efforts and
deeply appreciate them. I know that these thoughts do not solve the problem,
but they do reflect my thoughts at the moment.

I look forward to the input of others.
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Janet Horman
Program Director for Peace with Justice
United Methodist General Board of Church and Society

###

November 4 from Larry Egbert, Unitarian Universalist Association

Howard, 

   Thank you for this note.  I received it in Washington yesterday and have called David Culp. I
cheer your wonderful persistance and thoroughness.   You have led us and challenged us and it has been a pleasure to 
have helped a bit with this incredibly complicated business. 

 Now, clearly financial support is lousy for no one seems to think a nuclear war is brewing.  I saw the headline that W 
Bush was concerned about nuclear war in Eastern Europe!  I respect your need to make a slightly better income 
especially considering the mountain of work you have taken on.  However, there are other ways to solve this.  How 
about dumping some
of the tasks on others?  David sounded interested in helping.  I am willing to do some of the chores of mailing and 
calling.  

This whole project has been a useful stimulant for our Washington Office of the Unitarian Universalist Association 
and I think we should continue.  I regret that the Veatch Foundation did not pour money into our coffers!

Janet Horman sent me a copy of her letter to you. I think David Culp would agree to contribute. David DID say that 
they are having Quaker Meetings in large scale right now so he will be out of pocket for several weeks.  

 Do not depart!   PEACE!    Larry 

###

November 13 from Daryl Byler, Mennonite Central Committee

Hi Howard:

I agree that there doesn't seem to be a strong legislative focus just now and
that a meeting in November is not necessary.  It wasn't clear to me, though, the
connection between taking a short breather, and your stepping down as chair.

In my judgment, this group continues to serve a significant purpose.  Perhaps in
the present season, we only need to meet every other month or once a quarter.

Unfortunately, if there is a meeting in December, I will miss it.  I'm planning
on being out on a 6 week study leave.

Warm regards,
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Daryl Byler

###

November 30 from Larry Egbert

Hello, Howard, 

   Thanks for the notice of the meeting on th 13th, unfortunatly, I have a previous commitment so will not make it.  

I would say that we should NOT dissolve.  We SHOULD MEET regularly and meeting would include e-mail.   
Thinking of e-mail, I have never communicated by e-mail with anyone in the Interfaith Committee except you so I 
would need some addresses.  I took a college course last year and they had the capability of sending a letter to the 
professor AND the whole class
simultaneous.  Thus, we read questions to the professor that we wished we had thought of!

Merging with other organizations in the peace movement seems good.  We could, for example, volunteer for BACK 
FROM THE BRINK.  I would be interested in some kind of inventory of other ecumenical peace organizations in D.C.  

Thanks again.  Sorry to miss the meeting. 
---PEACE!   Larry 

###

December 5  from Bob Tiller, Baptist Peace Fellowship

Dear Howard and other colleagues,

I am sorry to report that I will not be able to attend tomorrow's meeting of
the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament. [note: He had the date wrong.]  With the workload that I am 
carrying at Bread for the World, I am finding it very difficult to
participate in Interfaith Committee meetings, even though I am strongly
committed to the goals and work of the group.

I wish that I could be present for the discussion of the future of the
Interfaith Committee.  If I were there, I would begin by saying that I am
very grateful to you for getting the Interfaith Committee together, and for
your determined efforts in shaping its growth and its actions.  I highly
commend you for your initiative, imagination and hard work.  I had hoped
that it would become stronger than it has, and I had also hoped that I could
contribute more than I have.

Unfortunately, the response from many religious groups that might have
helped build the Interfaith Committee has been tepid.  Several organizations
and denominations that could and should participate apparently do not have
the will or the resources to make the Interfaith Committee a strong and
active organization.  I agree with your statement that "among competing
priorities, nuclear disarmament seems not to rank very high for overtaxed
staff of religious organizations."  The struggle to build the Interfaith
Committee has provided further evidence that nuclear disarmament just does
not register as an urgent issue in the minds of most people these days, so
other issues get the resources.



file:///Z|/STAFF/Tiago/MJP/MU%20Email/MU%20Email%20PDF/11122-01%20to%2020102-19/11207.01.txt[5/23/2017 12:14:34 PM]

As noted above, I myself am having great difficulty in getting to the
meetings and representing the Baptist Peace Fellowship of North America in a
meaningful way, because of the claims of my job and also because of my
wife's health.  The BPFNA has fewer resources than many other groups that
have been invited to participate in the Interfaith Committee, but I think it
could find someone whose schedule will allow more participation than I have
given.  Thus I am strongly considering asking the leadership of BPFNA to
search for someone else to serve as their representative; I will await the
outcome of tomorrow's meeting before I take a step to implement that
possibility.

Your recent e-mail posed five alternatives for the Interfaith committee:
(1) Dissolve.
(2) Meet on call when specific issues arise.
(3) Meet regularly (such as monthly).
(4) Use e-mail communication rather than meeting.
(5) Merge with other interfaith endeavors on peace and disarmament issues.
I do not have a strong preference for or against any of them.  I would be
disappointed if the group chooses to dissolve, but I would see it as a
reasonable decision to make. Options 2 and 4 both appear to provide a way to
keep the group alive while making fewer demands for attendance, but I think
it would be difficult for the organization to thrive and have an impact if
it chooses either option 2 or 4.  Option 5 could be attractive, but in
reality choosing option 5 would probably be a lot like dissolving.  And I
think it would be hard to plow ahead with option 3 when attendance is often
small and when you are feeling like you need to step down from the chair.
So I feel kind of stuck, and unable to express a choice for any of them.

I wish you and the entire group well in the meeting tomorrow, and I look
forward to hearing about the discussion and the decision.  By the way, I
have only seen one reply to your e-mail of November 5th.  Have there been
others?  If there has only been one (prior to this), that tells us
something.

Shalom,
Bob Tiller

###

December 5 from Mark Brown, Lutheran Office for Intergovernmental Affairs

<< Your recent e-mail posed five alternatives for the Interfaith committee:
 (1) Dissolve.
 (2) Meet on call when specific issues arise.
 (3) Meet regularly (such as monthly).
 (4) Use e-mail communication rather than meeting.
 (5) Merge with other interfaith endeavors on peace and disarmament issues. >>

Howard:

Bob's comments resonate with my own situation of wanting to be supportive, 
but also being pulled in many other directions at the moment.  I suggest a 
combination of options 2 and 4.
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Thanks for all your work.

Mark

###

From Carol Q. Cosby, Disciples Peace Fellowship

Howard,

It was great to attend the initial meeting of this group.  At the same time 
it was frustrating, knowing that I would not be able to be there 
again.  From Indianapolis to DC is too far and too expensive a trip to make 
very often unless it is combined with other meetings.

I do appreciate your having taken leadership on this issue and believe that 
it is more important now than ever.  In light of the various options  you 
presented, the one that makes the most sense for those of us who are out of 
town is to meet by email.  Our Disciples Peace Fellowship uses this for our 
executive committee and at times it works quite well.

shalom,
Carol

###

December 6

I vote for #5. Please pass on inasmuch I don't have the correct email address.

Thanks,  Murray Polner, Jewish Peace Fellowship
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To: icnd
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Further ideas about the future
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament

Dear Colleagues:

In a separate e-letter I am sending you comments received so far on the future of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament.   I'll send others as I receive them prior to our meeting on Thursday, December 13 at 10:00 a.m., 
Conference Room 3, Methodist Building.  In this e-letter I want to offer further comments about the future of our 
endeavor.

For those of us who favor the elimination of nuclear weapons, the last nine years have been bleak.  The Clinton 
Administration did relatively little, did get the CTBT negotiated, but couldn't get it ratified.  So far the George W. 
Bush Administration has a dubious record.  On examination the announced reduction of strategic warheads to 1,700-
2,200 over a ten year period, while a step in the right direction, has many caveats: lack of written agreement with 
Russia, intent to keep the warheads in reserve rather than dismantle them.  This is combined with the desire to 
terminate the ABM Treaty, opposition to the CTBT, unwillingness to expand Nunn-Lugar and related measures to 
secure Russian nuclear weapons and fissile material, and backing away from Bush's campaign commitment to de-
alerting.  There are more minuses than pluses in the Bush record so far.

Religious organizations and civil sector organizations favoring nuclear disarmament are strong on rhetoric but weak on 
political effectiveness.   There are two nuclear abolition networks in the United States, but neither of them is deeply 
engaged in the political process.   Retired generals and admirals have spoken in favor of eliminating nuclear weapons, 
but they are absent from the political arena.

In this setting there are two approaches the faith community might consider: (1) Continue to issue statements and 
become actively involved in public decision-making processes only as issues come to the forefront, such as CTBT 
ratification or opposing missile defense funding.  In this approach the issues and their timing are determined by others.  
(2) Become much more pro-active, help define the agenda, form alliances with other sectors for advocacy on the issues 
we define, and augment our efforts of grassroots education and advocacy.

For the first approach the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, if it continues to exist, can meet periodically 
(not necessarily every month), keep in touch by e-mail, and gear up only as particular issues come to the forefront.   
Results can be expected to be modest at best.

The second approach would require different methods than we are now using.   It would require much stronger 
relationships with civil-sector organizations, which themselves would have to change to become more politically 
effective.  Let me sketch out some of the elements of a pro-active approach.

The faith community lacks technical expertise on the major issues of nuclear disarmament except the moral issue.  
However, we can push for measures which civil-sector experts propose.

For instance, suppose a civil-sector organization took up the lack of a written agreement between the United States 
and Russia on strategic arms reduction.   With considerable expertise outside government, this organization through an 
interactive process could develop a proposed agreement for consideration by the U.S. and Russian governments.   A 
draft could be posted on the Internet for comments by individuals and organizations in the United States, Russia, and 
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around the world.  Pitfalls could be pointed out, alternative approaches proposed.  If a reasonable consensus emerged, 
faith organizations and their constituents could advocate acceptance of the "special name" agreement.  There could be 
citizen diplomacy with cross-sector delegations calling upon executive and legislative officials in support of the 
proposed agreement.  Grassroots advocacy could occur.

The Bush people talk a lot about the long process of treaty negotiation.   They are right in some respects, but we should 
recalled that negotiations for the Limited Test Ban Treaty was accomplished by twelve days of intensive negotiation in 
July 1963.   It happened because there had been months of preliminary work and because President Kennedy and 
Soviet Chairman Khrushchev wanted it to happen.   In our era the civil sector through an open process could do the 
preliminary work.   The faith community and civil sector actors could mobilize pressure on President Bush, and to the 
extent possible through Russian counterparts on President Putin, in support of a specific plan, not just the vague idea 
of nuclear reductions.

The same process could be applied to de-alerting.   A civil-sector organization could create a web page for 
presentation and discussion of various approaches to de-alerting the global nuclear arsenal, including schedules and 
verification measures.  Retired generals and admirals could be asked to outline their ideas on how to accomplish de-
alerting.  Proposed approaches could be criticized, and adjustments could be made.   If a reasonable consensus 
emerged on one or more approaches, the faith community could present it to its constituents and promote grassroots 
advocacy.

For something like this to happen, we would first have to strengthen our relationships with civil-sector organizations 
and encourage them to be bolder and more pro-active in their advocacy.   We would then need to be engaged in a 
cooperative education program within the faith community and jointly organize for strong grassroots advocacy.

This second approach may see naive in face of the relatively lack of energy expended by the faith community on 
nuclear disarmament in recent years.  But maybe there are enough religious organizations which feel this calling and 
are willing to work together for a stronger, more pro-active approach.   Others on the edge could be brought in as 
issues become more precisely focused.

Initially this would have to be done within existing resources, that is, by present staff, most of whom have multiple 
assignments.  Although the movie "The Field of Dreams" was built around the premise that "if you build it, they will 
come", this doesn't always happen for political action agendas.  But maybe a strong initiative could draw resources.   It 
happened, for instance, with Jubilee 2000, which has achieved considerable success.

If you would like to comment on my ramblings, you can "reply to all".

Shalom,
Howard
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were in Shanghai, China for conference on missile defense (see "Ballistic Missile 
Defense" section) 
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************ 
PERSPECTIVE 
************ 
  
Bush-Putin Nuclear Arms Cuts Are Not Enough 
By David Krieger 
 
Presidents Bush and Putin announced jointly that their countries "have overcome the legacy of 
the Cold War." While the new cooperative relationship between the US and Russia is to be 
applauded, what their Presidents said and what was left unsaid about nuclear arms reductions 
still resonated with Cold War logic. 
 
President Bush announced that he would be reducing the US arsenal of long-range nuclear 
weapons by two-thirds from some 7,000 weapons to somewhere between 2,200 and 1,700 over a 
ten-year period. President Putin said, "we will try to respond in kind." These cuts, which need to 
be viewed in the context of the post Cold War world, will not make us two-thirds safer. 
 
Since entering office, President Putin has let it be known that he is prepared to reduce the long-
range nuclear arsenals of the two sides to 1,500 or less. Some of his aides have said privately that 
President Putin was prepared to go down to 1,000 or less. Chances are he still is prepared to 
move to lower levels. 
 
It is widely understood that nuclear weapons have no military utility other than deterrence, and 
even this was shown to be ineffective in preventing terrorist attacks on September 11th.  The 
greatest danger posed to both countries is not from each other or any other country. It is from 
terrorists, but terrorists cannot be deterred by nuclear weapons. Certainly this was one crucial 
lesson of September 11th. 
 
      The US and Russia need to ensure that nuclear weapons do not fall into the hands of 
terrorists. The best way to do this is to reduce the numbers of nuclear weapons in all states to a 
level that can be controlled with certainty and to institute controls on weapons-grade fissile 
materials. 
 
Presidents Bush and Putin have also left some important things unsaid in regard to nuclear arms. 
They have made no mention of the continued high alert status of their nuclear weapons. 
Currently each country has some 2,250 nuclear weapons on hair-trigger alert, ready to be 
launched within moments of an order to do so. This tempts fate unnecessarily, and could lead to 
an accidental nuclear war. 
 
Neither did the two Presidents make reference to tactical nuclear weapons, the smaller battlefield 
nuclear weapons that would be most likely to be used and that could most easily fall into the 
hands of terrorists. Nor has President Bush made mention of the serious implications for global 
stability if the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty is amended or abrogated, as the US is seeking, to 



allow for the testing of space based weaponry. 
 
President Bush has said that he is prepared to reduce the US nuclear arsenal unilaterally, but this 
means that it is also possible to reverse this decision unilaterally.  The decision to reduce nuclear 
arsenals should be committed to writing and made irreversible, such that the nuclear cores are 
unavailable for future use and subsequent administrations in both countries will be bound by the 
commitment. 
 
If the US and Russia truly want to prevent future nuclear terrorism, this is the time for leadership 
to accomplish the "total elimination" that has been promised in the Non-Proliferation Treaty. The 
US and Russia are the only countries capable of providing this leadership, but it is unlikely that 
they will do so unless pressed by the American and Russian people. And this will only happen if 
our peoples grasp the extent of the nuclear dangers that still confront us.  We should not be lulled 
into thinking that reductions of long-range nuclear weapons to 2,200 to 1,700 in ten years time 
are sufficient. Such arsenals will continue to place at risk our cities as well as civilization and 
most of life. 
 
The full text of this article is available on the Foundation's website at: 
http://www.wagingpeace.org/articles/01.11/011115krieger.htm 
 
************************** 
BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE 
************************** 
 
US Conducts Fifth Test of the NMD System 
 
      The US Ballistic Missile Defense Organization (BMDO) conducted fifth test of the 
controversial National Missile Defense (NMD) system on 3 December.  The test was originally 
scheduled to take place on 1 December, but was delayed twice because of bad weather.  The 
most recent test was similar to the test that took place on 14 July.  An interceptor missile 
containing an exo-atmospheric kill vehicle (EKV) was launched from Kwajelein Atoll collided 
with a modified Minuteman II missile containing a dummy warhead launched from Vandenberg 
Air Force Base in California at 10:30 pm EST.   While the Pentagon claimed the test was a 
success, critics argue that the interceptor received precise location data, making the test 
unrealistic.  Lt. General Ronald Kadish, head of the BMDO, said that the test was only designed 
to test certain parts of the system and was not meant to be realistic.  Each of the five tests of the 
NMD system costs $100 million.  
 
The Pentagon stated that it now move forward with "more complex and realistic" testing of the 
system even though future tests will "bump up against" the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) 
Treaty.  Russia firmly opposes continued US testing of the NMD system because it violates the 
treaty.  During a November Summit, Presidents Bush and Putin failed to reach an agreement on 
amending or abrogating the treaty so that the US can proceed with developing and deploying the 
system.  President Bush has stated that if the US is not able to reach an agreement with Russia on 
the ABM issue, it will withdraw from the treaty. 
 



China also firmly opposes US missile defense plans.  After the 3 December test, Foreign 
Ministry Spokeswoman Zhang Qiyue stated, "Our position on missile defense is very clear and 
consistent: we are opposed to the United States building a missile defense system.  Instead we 
believe that the relevant sides [of the ABM Treaty (Russia and the US)] should, through sincere 
and serious dialogues, seek a solution that does not compromise any side's security interests, nor 
harm international efforts at arms-control and disarmament." 
(sources:  AP, 4 December 2001; Reuters, 4 December 2001) 
 
 
Second Moving Beyond Missile Defense Workshop Held in Shanghai, China 
 
Moving Beyond Missile Defense, a project of the International Network of Engineers and 
Scientists Against Proliferation (INESAP) and the Nuclear Age Peace Foundation (NAPF) 
joined with Center for American Studies at Fudan University at Shanghai in holding its second 
international workshop in Shanghai, China from 30 November to 2 December, 2001.  The 
workshop brought together more than 30 experts in the science, technology, policy, military and 
security fields from China, Germany, Japan, New Zealand, the Republic of Korea, the UK and 
the US.  The goals of the workshop were to review and assess plans to develop and deploy 
missile defense programs and their potential impact on global security and regional security in 
North East Asia.  
 
The Shanghai Workshop reached the following preliminary conclusions: 
 
Nuclear Disarmament and a Nuclear Weapons-Free World 
 
o There is an urgent need for drastic reduction in nuclear weapons leading to their total 
elimination, in particular, the prompt elimination of tactical nuclear weapons and an end to 
reliance on nuclear weapons in military planning. 
 
o All nuclear weapons states should declare a doctrine of No First-Use against other nuclear 
weapons states and commit themselves to No Use against non-nuclear weapons states. 
  
o All nuclear weapons states should fulfill their nuclear disarmament obligations in accordance 
to the Non-Proliferation Treaty, including ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, 
preserving and strengthening the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty and completing START III 
negotiations. 
 
International Missile Control and Disarmament 
 
o As an immediate step in stopping the development of ballistic missiles and to give time for 
negotiations, a ballistic missile flight test ban should be declared. 
 
o Inasmuch as ballistic missiles produce instability and insecurity in critical regions of the world, 
it is essential to launch regional initiatives for missile control, including ballistic missile free 
zones. 
 



o A missile race can only be prevented by initiating a process that establishes a universal norm 
against ballistic missiles in the context of creating a broader security framework. 
 
Space Weapons Ban 
 
o The weaponization of space is destabilizing and is not in the interest in humankind.  The 
international community should proceed speedily to negotiate and conclude a treaty banning 
space weapons. 
 
o There is an inherent link between missile defense and the weaponization of space.  Therefore, 
the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty must be preserved until something more comprehensive can 
replace it. 
 
o As an immediate step, the international community should declare a moratorium on the 
development and testing of missile defense systems and space weapons. 
 
Regional Security in North East Asia 
  
o The introduction of missile defense into North East Asia will only exacerbate the threat posed 
by missile proliferation.  We call upon all actors in the region to address common security 
concerns with cooperative measures. 
 
o To reduce tension in North East Asia, the international community should reinvigorate the 
peace process on the Korean peninsula to promote reconciliation of the two Koreas.  
 
o All regional actors should refrain from participating in the development and deployment of 
missile defense in North East Asia. 
 
For more information about the Moving Beyond Missile Defense project, please visit 
http://www.mbmd.org.  Conference proceedings and the executive summary of the workshop 
will be posted on the website at the end of December. 
 
Spaced Based Infrared System Over Budget 
 
     According to a report in the Wall Street Journal, the Spaced Based Infrared System, a key 
component of the controversial National Missile Defense (NMD) system is over cost and well 
behind schedule.  Also known as the SBIRS High, the radar system is intended to detect whether 
an attack has been launched against the US.  Lockheed Martin's space system's unit based in 
Sunnyvale, California is developing the system.  Northrop Grumman also plays a major role in 
the design of the $2.6 billion program. 
 
    According to the Ballistic Missile Defense Organization (BMDO), the problems with the 
SBIRS High program will not delay the deployment of the NMD system.  However, the NMD 
system has had many technological setbacks including with the interceptor developed by 
Raytheon Corporation and the rocket that carries it developed by Boeing Company.  A 
companion satellite system, the SBIRS Low has also been criticized for technological problems. 



(source: The Wall Street Journal; 16 November 2001) 
 
 
******************** 
NUCLEAR TERRORISM 
******************** 
 
US Congressman Calls for Potassium Iodide Near Nuclear Power Plants 
 
    Representative Edward Markey (D-Massachusetts) introduced legislation on 14 November 
requiring the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to have supplies of potassium iodide within 200 
miles of each of the 103 operating nuclear power plants in the US.  If passed, the bill would also 
require the government commission to stock potassium iodide at individual homes and public 
facilities within 50 miles of a nuclear power plant.  Potassium iodide has been shown to protect 
the body's thyroid gland from diseases related to radiation exposure and must be taken within 
several hours after exposure to be effective. 
 
In addition, Markey is urging US lawmakers to pass measures that would increase security at 
nuclear power plants in the wake of the 11 September events.  Markey stated, "In this new era of 
terrorism, in which the threat of an intentional release of radioactivity can no longer be ignored, 
we should waste no more time." 
(Source:  Reuters, 15 November 2001) 
 
Pakistan Restructures Nuclear Arsenal and Military to Avoid Nuclear Terrorism 
 
        On 10 November, Pakistani President Pervez Musharraf ordered an emergency 
redeployment of the country's nuclear arsenal to at least six secret new locations.  Pakistan's 
nuclear arsenal was moved for fear of theft or strikes against the country's nuclear facilities and 
also to remove its nuclear arsenal from bases that might be used by the US.  
 
Musharraf also reorganized military oversight of the nuclear forces in the weeks after joining the 
US in its campaign against terrorism in Afghanistan.   On 7 October, Musharraf created the new 
Strategic Planning Division, headed by a three-star general to oversee operations as part of a top 
military and intelligence restructuring designed to marginalize officers considered too 
sympathetic to the Taliban and other extremist factions.  General Khalid Kidwai is now the 
director of operational security for the country's nuclear sites and weapons and he answers 
directly to Musharraf.  
 
Reports from the US Central Intelligence Agency and other sources have stated that Pakistan 
stores its nuclear warheads and missiles separately but it is unknown whether in the emergency 
conditions of the last two months if equipment has been repositioned for easier 
assembly.  Intelligence sources believe that Pakistan has between 30-40 warheads and it has test-
fired intermediate range ballistic missiles.  US officials fear that if Musharraf is assassinated or 
ousted in a military coup, extremists could gain control of the Pakistan's nuclear arsenal or share 
knowledge about them with hostile organizations or regimes. 
(source:  The Washington Post; 11 November 2001)   



 
France Deploys Missiles to Defend Nuclear Waste Reprocessing Plant 
 
       As a precaution against suicide attacks, France has increased the number of surface-to-air 
missiles near La Hague, Europe's largest nuclear waste reprocessing plant.  In October, the 
French Defense Ministry announced that radar systems capable of detecting low-flying planes 
and surface-to-air missiles had been positioned at La Hague as well as at Il Longue, a military 
base for nuclear submarines off the Brittany coast in northwest France. 
 
      A top regional official stated that the newest deployment of surface-to-air missiles was 
placed a mile from the plant and the measure was purely precautionary in light of the events of 
11 September in the US.  
(source:  AP; 20 November 2001) 
 
Senators to Introduce Legislation to Federalize Guards at Nuclear Power Plants 
 
  US Senators Hillary Rodham Clinton (D-New York) and Harry Reid (D-Nevada) plan to 
introduce legislation to federalize security guards at the 103 nuclear power plants across the 
US.  Currently, nuclear power plant operators hire private guards.  The guards carry weapons, 
but they do not have police power.  Since the events of 11 September, local police, and state 
police and, in some states, National Guard troops have augmented security at the nation's nuclear 
power plants.  
 
   While conservatives in the Senate will likely object to federalizing guards, according to 
Senator Clinton, "We can no longer leave the security at our nation's nuclear power plants to 
chance."  Senator Reid noted that Congress just agreed to federalize passenger and baggage 
screeners at airports.  He stated, "It's time we focus the same energy to improve safety at nuclear 
power plants." 
(source:  AP; 16 November 2001) 
 
******************* 
NUCLEAR MATTERS 
******************* 
 
Russian Television Reports Nuclear Materials Theft Case 
 
        Russian television reported on 6 December that police arrested seven people accused of 
trying to sell more than two pounds of highly enriched , weapons-grade uranium.  The people 
were arrested in Balashikha, a town southeast of Moscow.  They were trying to sell a capsule of 
Uranium-235 for $30,000.  The suspects were charged with illegal handling of nuclear materials. 
 
If confirmed, the seizure would be the first acknowledged case of weapons-grade nuclear 
material theft in Russia.  In the collapse of the Soviet Union, police have regularly seized nuclear 
material stolen by people in order to make a profit.  However, previous acknowledged cases have 
only involved low-active uranium.  



(source: AP, 6 December 2001) 
    
 
Russia Ships Nuclear Reactor Body to Iran 
 
       On 16 November, the Izhora Factory, the only Russian factory capable of making a 
complete nuclear reactor, shipped its first reactor body to Iran.  The reactor has been under 
construction for three years.  In 1995, Russia singed a contract with Iran to build the first reactor 
at Iran's Bushehr power plant.  It is expected to be completed in 2003 at an estimated cost of 
USD $800 million. 
 
   The US opposes the project and accuses Iran of sponsoring terrorism.  Despite claims from 
Russia and Iran that the nuclear reactor will be used for civilian purposes only and will be under 
international control, the US argues that Iran could use the nuclear technology to develop nuclear 
weapons.  
 
Touring the Izhora factory, Iranian President Mohammad Khatami stated that his country would 
sign a contract for a second reactor once the first is delivered.  During his visit to Russia, 
Khatami also visited Russian space mission control and expressed interest in purchasing both 
military and civilian aerospace technology. 
(source:  AP; 16 November 2001) 
 
Kursk To Be Scrapped 
 
        The Kursk, a Russian submarine that sank in the Barents Sea on 12 August 2000, was 
salvaged from the sea floor and will be scrapped at the Nerpa plant in the northern Murmansk 
region of Russia.  According to Russian Deputy Prime Minister Ilya Klebanov, the Kursk will be 
sent to the plant after prosecutors complete investigations inside the hull.  To date 72 bodies have 
been retrieved from the submarine, which sank after two explosions tore through its forward 
torpedo section.  For more information about the salvaging operation, please visit the official 
Russian website at http://www.kursk.strana.ru. 
(source:  AP, 16 November 2001) 
 
Defendants Plead Guilty in Attempting to Export $32 Million in Weapons 
 
     Mohammed Malik and Diaa Mohsen pleaded guilty to US federal charges of attempting to 
illegally export $32 million in missiles, military weaponry and other arms.  The defendants were 
arrested last June after inspecting a Stinger missile and silencer-equipped M-16 at a warehouse in 
West Palm Beach, Florida.  James Eisenberg, their defense attorney, argues, "Not one bullet was 
ever exported.  Not one dollar was ever brought into this country."  
 
   The prosecution has yet to announce the intended buyers, but Mohsen's attorney stated that 
negotiations were being carried out with undisclosed Egyptians. 
(source:  AP; 16 November 2001) 
 
 



**************** 
NUCLEAR WASTE 
**************** 
 
GAO Urges Delay in Yucca Mountain Repository Decision 
 
     The US General Accounting Office (GAO) is urging the Bush administration to indefinitely 
postpone a decision on creating a permanent nuclear waste storage site at Yucca Mountain in 
Nevada because of serious questions regarding if it could ever be built as it is currently 
conceived.  The site, 90 miles northwest of Las Vegas, has been the Department of Energy's 
(DoE) only candidate for a permanent nuclear waste repository for some 20 years.  The site 
would hold up to 78,000 tons of radioactive waste.  
 
According to nuclear industry and government officials, Energy Secretary Spencer Abraham is 
set to urge President Bush to formally designate Yucca Mountain as the permanent repository 
this winter.  However, the new GAO report states that it will take until January 2006 to complete 
the detailed research, cost estimates and to resolve outstanding issues before the administration 
could responsibly designate the site.  According to the report, "[The] DoE is not ready to make a 
site recommendation because it does not yet have all the technical information needed for a 
recommendation and a subsequent license application."  Furthermore, the report also warns that 
officials may be showing plans to lawmakers and Nevada residents that "may not describe the 
facilities that the DoE would actually develop." 
(source: Washington Post; 30 November 2001) 
 
 
******************* 
NUCLEAR INSANITY 
******************* 
 
Controversy Surrounds New UK Ministry of Defense Report 
 
The UK Ministry of Defense published details about the transport of nuclear weapons and 
plutonium throughout the country on the Ministry of Defense website intended to assist police, 
fire brigades and city councils in drafting emergency plans in case of an accident.  The Ministry 
of Defense has received criticism for the report entitled "Defence Nuclear Materials Transport 
Contingency Arrangements," because opponents argue that the report could offer potential 
terrorists a guide to the rail lines, roads and airports used for nuclear materials.  It has also raised 
controversy in light of Home Secretary David Blunkett's attempts to prevent nuclear 
terrorism.  The report challenges one of Secretary Blunkett's proposed measures that makes it an 
offense punishable by seven years in jail to disclose any information that "might prejudice the 
security of any nuclear site or of any nuclear material." 
 
The report details security for nuclear convoys.  It also lists UK military nuclear reactor factories 
and test sites and for the first time where "special nuclear materials" such as weapons-grade 
uranium and plutonium would travel. In addition, the publication reveals that a warhead is 
unstable if heated.  According to the report, "If weapon is jetting (flames under pressure) 



explosion may be imminent, debris may be scattered within 600 m[eter] radius." 
 
Stewart Kemp, Secretary of the Nuclear Free Local Authorities stated, "If the government judges 
that there is an increased terrorist threat then the right thing to do is to stop the transports 
altogether." 
 
The full report can be obtained online at http://www.mod.uk/index.php3?page=2474. 

(source:  The Independent; 18 November 2001) 
 
***************** 
NAPF HAPPENINGS 
***************** 
 
2001 World Citizenship Award Announced 
 
The Nuclear Age Peace Foundation's 2001 World Citizenship Award was presented to artist and 
writer Frederick Franck in recognition of his lifelong artistic efforts that have transcended 
national boundaries and touched a core of human compassion.  The Foundation's World 
Citizenship Award recognizes individuals whose compassion, commitment, courage and wisdom 
have significantly contributed to humanity.  Previous recipients include Queen Noor of Jordan 
(2000), Daisaku Ikeda (1999), and Ted Turner (1998).  
 
From 1958 to 1961, Frederick Franck worked on Albert Schweitzer's medical staff.  Franck was 
inspired by Schweitzer, Pope John Paul XXIII and Daisetz T. Suzuki to build Pacem in Terris, 
converting the ruin of an 18th Century watermill in Warwick, New York, into a trans-religious 
sanctuary, a work of art in many media and a tiny oasis of quiet and sanity.  At the age of 85, 
Franck began working on his most recent book What Does it Mean to Be Human? Reverence for 
Life Reaffirmed (St. Martin's Press, 2000).  In the book, one hundred people, including six Nobel 
Laureates, answer this question in their own voice, confirming the criteria on which our survival 
as a human species depends. 
 
Upon receiving the award, Franck stated, " I am immensely grateful for this honor, this 'World 
Citizenship Award.'  I cannot but recall the shock that made me, involuntarily, into a world 
citizen around the time I entered the first grade.  I was born precisely on the border between 
Holland and Belgium and just a few miles West of the German frontier, where on August 4, 
1914, the German armies invaded and World War I started.  It may be at this moment that I 
began my questioning about what it might mean to be human and what was definitely less than 
human, the question that has never ceased plaguing me." 
 
For inspiring many throughout the world, the Nuclear Age Peace Foundation is pleased to honor 
Frederick Franck with its 2001 World Citizenship Award.  
 
For more information on the World Citizenship Award and to read the full text of Frederick 
Franck's acceptance of the Award, please visit the Foundation's website at 
http://www.wagingpeace.org. 
 



************** 
BOOK REVIEW 
************** 
 
Hiroshima In Memoriam and Today 
edited by Hitoshi Takayama 
 
Third Edition, Asheville, NC: Biltmore Press, Inc., 2000. 
 
        This book is a labor of love in capturing the spirit of Hiroshima from the perspectives of 
survivors.  The book, subtitled "A testament of peace for the world," presents perspectives that 
most Americans never learn in their formal education.  Titles of articles in a section of the book 
on "Memoirs of A-Bomb Survivors" include: "The Importance of Telling What Happened"; 
"Witnessing the A-Bomb Terror"; and "Let There Be Kindness and Peace: What I learned from 
My Ordeal."    In addition, the book also contains a photographic record of the aftermath of the 
bombing, and messages from leading figures from throughout the world.  In his Foreword to the 
book, Soichi Iijima, President Emeritus of Hiroshima University, writes, "what happened to 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki can serve as an invaluable lesson for us all, and we cannot learn too 
much from it from a humanitarian point of view."  Copies of the book can be ordered in the US 
from Peace Resource Center, Pyle Center, Box 1183, Wilmington College, Wilmington, Ohio 
45177. 
 
************ 
RESOURCES 
************ 
 
Visit the ever-evolving website of the Nuclear Age Peace Foundation at 
Http://www.wagingpeace.org 
 
The Nuclear Age Peace Foundation has devoted a section of its website to the 11 September 
events.  The section offers alternative responses to the use of military force; background 
information on US policies in the Middle East, the Taliban and Osama bin Laden; perspectives 
on the events from staff and advisors; and ideas for citizen action to wage peace instead of 
war.  Please visit our site at: http://www.wagingpeace.org/terrorism/index.htm 
 
Take a journey through the Nuclear Age.  Visit the Nuclear Files at Http://www.nuclearfiles.org 
 
Analysis and documents from the Conference on Facilitating the Entry into Force of the 
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty are available at the following websites: 
 
Reaching Critical Will http://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/ctbt/ctbtindex.html 
 
The Acronym Institute http://www.acronym.org.uk/ctbt 
 
The Arms Control Association http://www.armscontrol.org/subject/ctbt/default.asp 
 



"Proliferation 2001," a comprehensive CD ROM from the Carnegie Endowment provides a 
virtual seat at the table for the global discussion of missile defense, weapons of mass destruction 
and global threats.  For more information about the disk, computer requirements or to order, 
please visit: 
http://www.ceip.org/files/projects /npp/resources/Cdintermediatepage.htm 
 
"The Secret History of the ABM Treaty, 1969-1972," is a briefing book published by George 
Washington University's National Security Archive in anticipation of the Putin-Bush 
Summit.  42 newly declassified documents reveal the previously secret inside story of the ABM 
negotiations, explaining why the U.S. and the USSR agreed that the Treaty was in their best 
interest, and how it specifically restricts what the Bush administration can do on missile 
defense." Available at: http://www.gwu.edu/~nsarchiv/NSAEBB/NSAEBB60/index.html 
 
 
 
********** 
EDITORS 
********** 
Carah Ong 
David Krieger 
--  
Carah Lynn Ong 
Director of Research and Publications 
 
The Nuclear Age Peace Foundation 
PMB 121, 1187 Coast Village Road, Suite 1 
Santa Barbara, California  93108-2794  USA 
 
Tel:  805-965-3443 
Fax:  805-568-0466 
Email:  research@napf.org 
Http://www.wagingpeace.org 
Http://www.nuclearfiles.org 
Http://www.abolition2000.org 
 
"He aha te nui mea o te ao? He tangata, he tangata, he tangata."  (A Maori Saying) 
 
"What is the most important thing in the world?  It is the people, the people, the people." 
 
"An invasion of armies can be resisted, but not an idea whose time has come." 
Victor Hugo 
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Date: Sat, 8 Dec 2001 11:30:10 -0800 (PST)
From: Egbert Lawrence <egbertl4pj@yahoo.com>
Subject: Reply from Larry Egbert re meeting
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>

Howard, 
   Unfortunately, I help with a class at the medical
school and the class ends at 10am on Thursday, 13th. 
Keep in touch.  I am willing and the Unitarian
Universalist Washington Office is glad that we do
this.  ..........PEACE!  Larry 
--- "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> wrote:
> To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament
> 
> Dear Colleagues:
> 
> In a separate e-letter I am sending you comments
> received so far on the
> future of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear
> Disarmament.   I'll send
> others as I receive them prior to our meeting on
> Thursday, December 13 at
> 10:00 a.m., Conference Room 3, Methodist Building. 
> In this e-letter I want
> to offer further comments about the future of our
> endeavor.
> 
> For those of us who favor the elimination of nuclear
> weapons, the last nine
> years have been bleak.  The Clinton Administration
> did relatively little,
> did get the CTBT negotiated, but couldn't get it
> ratified.  So far the
> George W. Bush Administration has a dubious record. 
> On examination the
> announced reduction of strategic warheads to
> 1,700-2,200 over a ten year
> period, while a step in the right direction, has
> many caveats: lack of
> written agreement with Russia, intent to keep the
> warheads in reserve
> rather than dismantle them.  This is combined with
> the desire to terminate
> the ABM Treaty, opposition to the CTBT,
> unwillingness to expand Nunn-Lugar
> and related measures to secure Russian nuclear
> weapons and fissile
> material, and backing away from Bush's campaign
> commitment to de-alerting.
> There are more minuses than pluses in the Bush
> record so far.
> 
> Religious organizations and civil sector
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> organizations favoring nuclear
> disarmament are strong on rhetoric but weak on
> political effectiveness.
> There are two nuclear abolition networks in the
> United States, but neither
> of them is deeply engaged in the political process. 
>  Retired generals and
> admirals have spoken in favor of eliminating nuclear
> weapons, but they are
> absent from the political arena.
> 
> In this setting there are two approaches the faith
> community might
> consider: (1) Continue to issue statements and
> become actively involved in
> public decision-making processes only as issues come
> to the forefront, such
> as CTBT ratification or opposing missile defense
> funding.  In this approach
> the issues and their timing are determined by
> others.  (2) Become much more
> pro-active, help define the agenda, form alliances
> with other sectors for
> advocacy on the issues we define, and augment our
> efforts of grassroots
> education and advocacy.
> 
> For the first approach the Interfaith Committee for
> Nuclear Disarmament, if
> it continues to exist, can meet periodically (not
> necessarily every month),
> keep in touch by e-mail, and gear up only as
> particular issues come to the
> forefront.   Results can be expected to be modest at
> best.
> 
> The second approach would require different methods
> than we are now using.
>  It would require much stronger relationships with
> civil-sector
> organizations, which themselves would have to change
> to become more
> politically effective.  Let me sketch out some of
> the elements of a
> pro-active approach.
> 
> The faith community lacks technical expertise on the
> major issues of
> nuclear disarmament except the moral issue. 
> However, we can push for
> measures which civil-sector experts propose.
> 
> For instance, suppose a civil-sector organization
> took up the lack of a
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> written agreement between the United States and
> Russia on strategic arms
> reduction.   With considerable expertise outside
> government, this
> organization through an interactive process could
> develop a proposed
> agreement for consideration by the U.S. and Russian
> governments.   A draft
> could be posted on the Internet for comments by
> individuals and
> organizations in the United States, Russia, and
> around the world.  Pitfalls
> could be pointed out, alternative approaches
> proposed.  If a reasonable
> consensus emerged, faith organizations and their
> constituents could
> advocate acceptance of the "special name" agreement.
>  There could be
> citizen diplomacy with cross-sector delegations
> calling upon executive and
> legislative officials in support of the proposed
> agreement.  Grassroots
> advocacy could occur.
> 
> The Bush people talk a lot about the long process of
> treaty negotiation.
> They are right in some respects, but we should
> recalled that negotiations
> for the Limited Test Ban Treaty was accomplished by
> twelve days of
> intensive negotiation in July 1963.   It happened
> because there had been
> months of preliminary work and because President
> Kennedy and Soviet
> Chairman Khrushchev wanted it to happen.   In our
> era the civil sector
> through an open process could do the preliminary
> work.   The faith
> community and civil sector actors could mobilize
> pressure on President
> Bush, and to the extent possible through Russian
> counterparts on President
> Putin, in support of a specific plan, not just the
> vague idea of nuclear
> reductions.
> 
> The same process could be applied to de-alerting.  
> A civil-sector
> organization could create a web page for
> presentation and discussion of
> various approaches to de-alerting the global nuclear
> arsenal, including
> schedules and verification measures.  Retired
> generals and admirals could
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> be asked to outline their ideas on how to accomplish
> de-alerting.  Proposed
> approaches could be criticized, and adjustments
> could be made.   If a
> reasonable consensus emerged on one or more
> approaches, the faith community
> could present it to its constituents and promote
> grassroots advocacy.
> 
> For something like this to happen, we would first
> have to strengthen our
> relationships with civil-sector organizations and
> encourage them to be
> bolder and more pro-active in their advocacy.   We
> would then need to be
> engaged in a cooperative education program within
> the faith community and
> jointly organize for strong grassroots advocacy.
> 
> This second approach may see naive in face of the
> relatively lack of energy
> expended by the faith community on nuclear
> disarmament in recent years.
> But maybe there are enough religious organizations
> which feel this calling
> and are willing to work together for a stronger,
> more pro-active approach.
>  Others on the edge could be brought in as issues
> become more precisely
> focused.
> 
> Initially this would have to be done within existing
> resources, that is, by
> present staff, most of whom have multiple
> assignments.  Although the movie
> "The Field of Dreams" was built around the premise
> that "if you build it,
> they will come", this doesn't always happen for
> political action agendas.
> But maybe a strong initiative could draw resources. 
>  It happened, for
> instance, with Jubilee 2000, which has achieved
> considerable success.
> 
> If you would like to comment on my ramblings, you
> can "reply to all".
> 
> Shalom,
> Howard
> 
> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> 
=== message truncated ===
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From: "Rutledge, Philip"  
To: Yvonne Burke , Adam Herbert , Alan Dean , Alvin Schexnider , Annmarie Walsh , Astrid 
Merget , Audrey Mathews , Barbara Sabol , Barbara Wamsley , Bernard Anderson , Bernard 
Martin , Beryl Radin , "Hojnacki, Bill" , Blue Wooldridge , Bruce McDowell , Byron Marshall , 
Carl Stenberg , Carolyn Graham , Charldean Newell , Charles Bingman , Charles Bonser , 
Charles Washington , Chris Carlson , Chris Gates , Cora Beebe , Cornelius Kerwin , Costis 
Toregas , Curtina Moreland-Young , Dale Krane , Daniel Skoler , "David B. Walker" , David 
Garrison , David Mora , David Rusk , Deil Wright , Delores Parron , Diane Henshel , Don Borut 
, Drew Alexander , Dwight Ink , Eddie Williams , Edward Jennings , Edward Perkins , Edwardo 
Rhodes , Elaine Orr , Elizabeth Kellar , Emerson Markham , Enid Beaumont , Estelle Richman , 
Eugene McGregor , Frank Cipolla , Frank Reeder , Frank Thompson , Fred Riggs , Gail 
Christopher , George Caravalho , George Frederickson , George Goodman , Gilda Lambert , 
Glen Cope , Gloria Register , Graham Toft , Grantland Johnson , Harold Finger , Harvey White , 
Herbert Jasper , Horace Dickerson , Howard Hallman , James Banovetz , James Carroll , James 
Kunde , James Murley , James Norton , James Perry , James Ward , Jan Hart Black , "Barnes, A 
James" , Jim Svara , Joel Valdez , John Kelley , John Kirlin , "Krauss, John L" , John Mikesell , 
John Ottensmann , John Stewart , John Thomas , John Ware , Jonathan Howes , Joseph Wholey , 
Karen Walz , "Zorn, Charles Kurt" , Larry Terry , LaVarne Burton , Les Lenkowsky , "Wise, 
Lois R." , Manuel Deese , Mark Pisano , Mark Rosentraub , Mary Berry , Mary Hamilton , 
Mathew Holden , Maureen Pirog , Maurice Brice , Michael Brintnall , Michael Rogers , Mitchell 
Rice , Mortimer Downey , Mylon Winn , Naomi Lynn , Norman Johnson , Norman King , 
Patricia Florestano , Peter Goldberg , Philip Morgan , Philip Rutledge , Ralph Widner , Regina 
Williams , "Hug, Rick" , Richard Monteilh , Robert Agranoff , Robert Knox , Roger Parks , 
"Rosemary O'Leary" , Royce Hanson , Sallyanne Payton , "Samuel Myers, Jr" , Sandra Hale , 
Scott Fosler , Sheila Kennedy , Singleton McAllister , Steven Carter , Susan Tolchin , Sy Murray 
, Ted Benavides , Terry Cooper , Tim McGann , Timothy Clark , Tobe Johnson , Tom McFee , 
Valerie Lemmie , Walter Broadnax , "Wholey, Joseph" , "William Dodge, Jr" , "William 
Hansell, Jr."  
Subject: Social Equity Panel Tidbits  
Date: Sun, 9 Dec 2001 17:41:39 -0500  
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)  
 
 
Colleagues: 
  
    1.  While the stimulus for this e-mail was to see if certain bugs in my last communications had been 
eliminated, I thought I would also send along a few tidbits of interest to some of you.  "DAEMON" and 
"SNORKEL" returned several of my last communication transmitting the recommendations from the 
Dallas Leadership Conference as "undeliverable" for a variety of reasons indicated.  We have tried to 
eliminate most of  the problems on the "sending" end, but others on the "receiving" end have to be 
addressed at another time.    If you receive this communication, and did not receive the earlier one 
transmitting the Dallas Conference recommendations -- and would like to receive them -- let me know.  
Soon they will be posted on the Panel website (napawash.org/spse) for discussion.  Anyone can access 
the main Panel website, but the Members Corner is limited to Panel Members only.  In case you have 
tried to access it and failed, you should enter spse in the username box, and type equity as the 
password.  If it turns out that unauthorized use of this information is creating a problem, we will change 
the password.   
 



     2.   The ASPA Conference Program is now listed on the ASPA website at aspanet.org -- and contains 
the following description of the NAPA Panel presentation to be held in Phoenix, Sunday, March 24, 2002, 
3:45 PM to 5:15 PM.  Scheduled panelists include Astrid Merget, Chair, George Frederickson, Mary 
Hamilton, Valerie Lemmie, Jim Svara.  Hopefully, many of you will be able to attend.  I am also scheduled 
to give the Donald Stone Lecture. 
   
                                          SOCIAL EQUITY IN GOVERNANCE.  
 
Panelists will examine issues surrounding the question of, "Is it enough to manage the public business to 
achieve the highest efficiency and effectiveness--or must the responsible administrator also strive to 
manage public affairs in a manner that would enhance social equity?".  Last year, the National Academy 
of Public Administration (NAPA) established a Standing Panel to examine issues of public policy and 
administration that would further social equity for all citizens.  ASPA's Council has determined that social 
equity in public administration will be its highest priority for the coming year.  A panel of Academy Fellows 
will lay out NAPA's strategy, and explore how the public administration community might close ranks 
around this objective.   
  
    3.   The Social Equity Panel's first product, the report of a Project Panel composed of Jim Barnes, 
Jonathan Howes, Valerie Lemmie,  Dave Mora, Jim Murley, Eddie Williams, and myself has been issued 
and released by the EPA Office of Environmental Justice.  The study of environment justice in permitting 
is posted on the NAPA website, and a hard copy may be obtained by requesting one from Charlene 
Walsh (cwalsh@napawash.org).  EPA/OEJ has amended the cooperative agreement to include a follow-
up study of practices in California, Indiana and New Jersey.  The existing project panel will be kept in 
place. 
  
    CHEERS! 
  
                                                                                   Phil 
  
  
 

mailto:cwalsh@napawash.org


Date: Mon, 10 Dec 2001 09:33:34 -0500 (EST) 
To: nuclearcalendar@lists.his.com 
Subject: Nuclear Calendar 
From: "FCNL Nuclear Calendar" <owner-nuclearcalendar@fcnl.org> 
X-Mailer: Html Mime Mail Class 
Sender: owner-nuclearcalendar@fcnl.org 
Reply-To: nuclearcalendar@fcnl.org 
 
 
 

  
Friends Committee on National 

Legislation  
 

 

      
 

 
Nuclear Calendar  

 
Dec. 10 6-8 pm, Women in International 

Security, "Terrorism, its sources and the U.S. 
response," at the Carnegie Endowment. RSVP on-
line. 

Dec. 10 Secretary of State Colin Powell meets with Russian 
President Vladimir Putin, Moscow 

Dec. 10 Centennial Nobel Peace Prize awarded to U.N. 
Secretary General Kofi Annan and the United 
Nations, Oslo, Norway 

Week of 
Dec. 10 

House-Senate conference completes the defense 
authorization bill, H.R. 2586 and S. 1438 

Week of 
Dec. 10 

House-Senate conference begins on the defense 
appropriations bill, H.R. 3338  

Dec. 11 2:30 pm, Senate Armed Services Committee, 
business meeting to discuss the status of the 
defense authorization bill conference, H.R. 2586 
and S. 1438, 222 Russell. Broadcast 
on CapitolHearings.org. 

Dec. 11 4 pm, House International Relations Committee, 
markup of a resolution regarding the monitoring of 
weapons development in Iraq, H.J.Res. 75, 
2172 Rayburn. Broadcast on the Committee web 
site. 

Dec. 12 Tenth anniversary of the Nunn-Lugar program 
(Cooperative Threat Reduction Program) 

Dec. 13 Noon, "Should the United States go to war against 
Iraq?" with former CIA director James Woolsey 
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and CATO Institute chairman William Niskanen. 
Cato Institute. RSVP by noon, Dec. 12 to Julie 
Johnson, jjohnson@cato.org, (202) 789-5229. 
Broadcast on the Cato web site. 

Dec. 13 2:30 pm, Senate Armed Services Subcommittee on 
Strategic, hearing on the security of U.S. nuclear 
weapons and nuclear weapons facilities, 
222 Russell. Broadcast on CapitolHearings.org. 

  

  

 

The Nuclear Calendar is published every Monday when Congress is in 
session. To subscribe click here, or send an e-mail 
to majordomo@fcnl.org with "subscribe NuclearCalendar" (without the 
quotation marks) in the message body. To unsubscribe click here, or 
send an e-mail to majordomo@fcnl.org with "unsubscribe 
NuclearCalendar" (without the quotation marks) in the message body. 

Published by the Friends Committee on National Legislation (FCNL) 
and the FCNL Education Fund. Address: 245 Second Street, N.E., 
Washington, D.C. 20002-5795. Phone: (202) 547-6000. Fax: (202) 547-
6019. E-mail: fcnl@fcnl.org. Web site: http://www.fcnl.org. 

Editor is David Culp. Publication is made possible by contributions from 
the Ploughshares Fund, W. Alton Jones Foundation Fund of the 
Rockefeller Family Fund, Town Creek Foundation, and the contributors 
and supporters of the Friends Committee on National Legislation and 
the FCNL Education Fund. 

We encourage readers to copy and distribute the Nuclear Calendar. 
When doing so, please include the following credit: "Reprinted from the 
Nuclear Calendar, published by the Friends Committee on National 
Legislation and the FCNL Education Fund." 
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X-Sender: ad207@pop.ncf.carleton.ca
X-Mailer: QUALCOMM Windows Eudora Light Version 3.0.6 (32)
Date: Mon, 10 Dec 2001 10:20:27 -0500
To: ad207@freenet.carleton.ca
From: Richard Sanders <ad207@freenet.carleton.ca>
Subject: Timeline: U.S. foreknowledge of Sept 11 attacks?

A TIMELINE SURROUNDING SEPTEMBER 11TH - IF CIA AND THE GOVERNMENT WEREN'T
INVOLVED IN THE SEPTEMBER 11 ATTACKS WHAT WERE THEY DOING? 

Bin Laden Met with the CIA in July and Walked Away 

By Michael C. Ruppert 

[© COPYRIGHT 2001, All Rights Reserved, Michael C. Ruppert and From The
Wilderness Publications, www.copvcia.com. May be copied and distributed for
non-profit purposes only.] 

FTW, November 2, 2001 - 1200 PST [Revised, Nov 27, 2001] -- On October 31,
the French daily Le Figaro dropped a bombshell. While in a Dubai hospital
receiving treatment for a chronic kidney infection last July, Osama bin
Laden met with a top CIA official - presumably the Chief of Station. The
meeting, held in bin Laden's private suite, took place at the American
hospital in Dubai at a time when he was a wanted fugitive for the bombings
of two U.S. embassies and this year's attack on the U.S.S. Cole. Bin Laden
was eligible for execution according to a 2000 intelligence finding issued
by President Bill Clinton before leaving office in January. Yet on July
14th he was allowed to leave Dubai on a private jet and there were no Navy
fighters waiting to force him down. 

In 1985 Oliver North - the only member of the Reagan-Bush years who doesn't
appear to have a hand in the current war - sent the Navy and commandos
after terrorists on the cruise ship Achille Lauro. In his 1991
autobiography "Under Fire," while describing terrorist Abu Abbas, North
wrote, "I used to wonder: how many dead Americans will it take before we do
something?" One could look at the number of Americans Osama bin Laden is
alleged to have killed before September 11 and ask the same question. 

It gets worse, much worse. A more complete timeline listing crucial events
both before and after the September 11th suicide attacks, which have been
blamed on bin Laden, establishes CIA foreknowledge of them and strongly
suggests that there was criminal complicity on the part of the U.S.
government in their execution. It also makes clear that the events which
have taken place since September 11th are based upon an agenda that has
little to do with the attacks. 

One wonders how these events could have been ignored by the major media or
treated as isolated incidents. Failing that, how could skilled news
agencies avoid being outraged, or at least even just a little suspicious? 

1. 1998 and 2000 - Former President George H.W. Bush travels to Saudi
Arabia on behalf of the privately owned Carlyle Group, the 11th largest
defense contractor in the U.S. While there he meets privately with the
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Saudi royal family and the bin Laden family. [Source: Wall Street Journal,
Sept. 27, 2001. See also FTW, Vol. IV, No 7 - "The Best Enemies Money Can
Buy," - http://www.copvcia.com/members/carlyle.html. ] 

2. January, 2001 - The Bush Administration orders the FBI and intelligence
agencies to "back off" investigations involving the bin Laden family,
including two of Osama bin Laden's relatives (Abdullah and Omar) who were
living in Falls Church, VA - right next to CIA headquarters. This followed
previous orders dating back to 1996, frustrating efforts to investigate the
bin Laden family. [Source: BBC Newsnight, Correspondent Gregg Palast - Nov
7, 2001]. 

3. Feb 13, 2001 - UPI Terrorism Correspondent Richard Sale - while covering
a trial of bin Laden's Al Q'aeda followers - reports that the National
Security Agency has broken bin Laden's encrypted communications. Even if
this indicates that bin Laden changed systems in February it does not mesh
with the fact that the government insists that the attacks had been planned
for years. 

4. May 2001 - Secretary of State Colin Powell gives $43 million in aid to
the Taliban regime, purportedly to assist hungry farmers who are starving
since the destruction of their opium crop in January on orders of the
Taliban regime. [Source: The Los Angeles Times, May 22, 2001]. 

5. May, 2001 - Deputy Secretary of State Richard Armitage, a career covert
operative and former Navy Seal, travels to India on a publicized tour while
CIA Director George Tenet makes a quiet visit to Pakistan to meet with
Pakistani leader General Pervez Musharraf. Armitage has long and deep
Pakistani intelligence connections and he is the recipient of the highest
civil decoration awarded by Pakistan. It would be reasonable to assume that
while in Islamabad, Tenet, in what was described as "an unusually long
meeting," also met with his Pakistani counterpart, Lt. General Mahmud
Ahmad, head of the ISI. [Source The Indian SAPRA news agency, May 22, 2001.] 

6. June 2001 - German intelligence, the BND, warns the CIA and Israel that
Middle Eastern terrorists are "planning to hijack commercial aircraft to
use as weapons to attack important symbols of American and Israeli
culture." [Source: Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, September 14, 2001.] 

7. July, 2001 - Three American officials: Tom Simmons (former U.S.
Ambassador to Pakistan), Karl Inderfurth (former Assistant Secretary of
State for South Asian affairs) and Lee Coldren (former State Department
expert on South Asia), meet with Pakistani and Russian intelligence
officers in Berlin and tell them that the U.S. is planning military strikes
against Afghanistan in October. A French book released in November, "Bin
Laden - La Verite Interdite," discloses that Taliban representatives often
sat in on the meetings. British papers confirm that the Pakistani ISI
relayed the threats to the Taliban. [Source: The Guardian, September 22,
2001; the BBC, September 18, 2001.The Inter Press Service, Nov 16, 2001] 

8. Summer 2001 - According to a Sept. 26 story in Britain's The Guardian,
correspondent David Leigh reported that, "U.S. department of defense
official, Dr. Jeffrey Starr, visited Tajikistan in January. The Guardian's
Felicity Lawrence established that US Rangers were also training special
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troops in Kyrgyzstan. There were unconfirmed reports that Tajik and Uzbek
special troops were training in Alaska and Montana." 

9. Summer 2001 (est.) - Pakistani ISI Chief General Mahmud (see above)
orders an aide to wire transfer $100,000 to Mohammed Atta, who was
according to the FBI, the lead terrorist in the suicide hijackings. Mahmud
recently resigned after the transfer was disclosed in India and confirmed
by the FBI. [Source: The Times of India, October 11, 2001.] 

10. Summer 2001 - An Iranian man phones U.S. law enforcement to warn of an
imminent attack on the World Trade Center in the week of September 9th.
German police confirm the calls but state that the U.S. Secret Service
would not reveal any further information. [Source: German news agency
"online.ie", September 14, 2001.] 

11. August 2001 - The FBI arrests an Islamic militant linked to bin Laden
in Boston. French intelligence sources confirm that the man is a key member
of bin Laden's network and the FBI learns that he has been taking flying
lessons. At the time of his arrest the man is in possession of technical
information on Boeing aircraft and flight manuals. [Source: Reuters,
September 13.] 

12. Summer 2001 - Russian intelligence notifies the CIA that 25 terrorist
pilots have been specifically training for suicide missions. This is
reported in the Russian press and news stories are translated for FTW by a
retired CIA officer. 

13. July 4-14, 2001 - Osama bin Laden receives treatments for kidney
disease at the American hospital in Dubai and meets with a CIA official who
returns to CIA headquarters on July 15th. [Source: Le Figaro, October 31st,
2001.] 

14. August 2001 - Russian President Vladimir Putin orders Russian
intelligence to warn the U.S. government "in the strongest possible terms"
of imminent attacks on airports and government buildings. [Source: MS-NBC
interview with Putin, September 15.] 

15. August/September, 2001 - The Dow Jones Industrial Average drops nearly
900 points in the three weeks prior to the attack. A major stock market
crash is imminent. 

[This was either a natural economic cycle, or brought on by foreknowledge
of industrialists etc. who were informed of the coming Sept 11 attack] 

16. Sept. 3-10, 2001 - MS-NBC reports on September 16 that a caller to a
Cayman Islands radio talk show gave several warnings of an imminent attack
on the U.S. by bin Laden in the week prior to 9/11. 

17. September 1-10, 2001 - In an exercise, Operation "Swift Sword" planned
for four years, 23, 000 British troops are steaming toward Oman. Although
the 9/11 attacks caused a hiccup in the deployment the massive operation
was implemented as planned. At the same time two U.S. carrier battle groups
arrive on station in the Gulf of Arabia just off the Pakistani coast. Also
at the same time, some 17,000 U.S. troops join more than 23,000 NATO troops
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in Egypt for Operation "Bright Star." All of these forces are in place
before the first plane hits the World Trade Center. [Sources: The Guardian,
CNN, FOX, The Observer, International Law Professor Francis Boyle, the
University of Illinois.] 

18. September 6-7, 2001 - 4,744 put options (a speculation that the stock
will go down) are purchased on United Air Lines stock as opposed to only
396 call options (speculation that the stock will go up). This is a
dramatic and abnormal increase in sales of put options. Many of the UAL
puts are purchased through Deutschebank/AB Brown, a firm managed until 1998
by the current Executive Director of the CIA, A.B. "Buzzy" Krongard.
[Source: The Herzliyya International Policy Institute for Counterterrorism,
http://www.ict.org.il/, September 21; The New York Times; The Wall Street
Journal.] 

19. September 10, 2001 - 4,516 put options are purchased on American
Airlines as compared to 748 call options. [Source: ICT - above] 

20. September 6-11, 2001 - No other airlines show any similar trading
patterns to those experienced by UAL and American. The put option purchases
on both airlines were 600% above normal. This at a time when Reuters
(September 10) issues a business report stating, "Airline stocks may be
poised to take off." 

21. September 6-10, 2001 - Highly abnormal levels of put options are
purchased in Merrill Lynch, Morgan Stanley, AXA Re(insurance) which owns
25% of American Airlines, and Munich Re. All of these companies are
directly impacted by the September 11 attacks. [Source: ICT, above; FTW,
Vol. IV, No.7, October 18, 2001,
http://www.copvcia.com/members/oct152001.html. ] 

22. It has been documented that the CIA, the Israeli Mossad and many other
intelligence agencies monitor stock trading in real time using highly
advanced programs reported to be descended from Promis software. This is to
alert national intelligence services of just such kinds of attacks. Promis
was reported, as recently as June, 2001 to be in Osama bin Laden's
possession and, as a result of recent stories by FOX, both the FBI and the
Justice Department have confirmed its use for U.S. intelligence gathering
through at least this summer. This would confirm that CIA had additional
advance warning of imminent attacks. [Sources: The Washington Times, June
15, 2001; FOX News, October 16, 2001; FTW, October 26, 2001, -
http://www.copvcia.com/members/magic_carpet.html; FTW, Vol. IV, No.6, Sept.
18, 2001 - http://www.copvcia.com/members/sept1801.html; FTW, Vol. 3, No 7,
9/30/00 - www.copvcia.com/stories/may_2001/052401_promis.html. 

23. September 11, 2001 - Gen Mahmud of the ISI (see above), friend of
Mohammed Atta, is visiting Washington on behalf of the Taliban. [Source:
MS-NBC, Oct. 7.] 

24. September 11, 2001, For 35 minutes, from 8:15 AM until 9:05 AM, with it
widely known within the FAA and the military that four planes have been
simultaneously hijacked and taken off course, no one notifies the President
of the United States. It is not until 9:30 that any Air Force planes are
scrambled to intercept, but by then it is too late. This means that the
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National Command Authority waited for 75 minutes before scrambling
aircraft, even though it was known that four simultaneous hijackings had
occurred - an event that has never happened in history. [Sources: CNN, ABC,
MS-NBC, The Los Angeles Times, The New York Times.] 

25. September 13, 2001 - China is admitted to the World Trade Organization
quickly, after 15 years of unsuccessful attempts. [Source: The New York
Times, Sept. 30, 2001.] 

26. September 15, 2001 - The New York Times reports that Mayo Shattuck III
has resigned, effective immediately, as head of the Alex (A.B) Brown unit
of Deutschebank. 

27. September 29, 2001 - The San Francisco Chronicle reports that $2.5
million in put options on American Airlines and United Airlines are
unclaimed. This is likely the result of the suspension in trading on the
NYSE after the attacks which gave the Securities and Exchange Commission
time to be waiting when the owners showed up to redeem their put options. 

28. October 10, 2001 - The Pakistani newspaper The Frontier Post reports
that U.S. Ambassador Wendy Chamberlain has paid a call on the Pakistani oil
minister. A previously abandoned Unocal pipeline from Turkmenistan, across
Afghanistan, to the Pakistani coast, for the purpose of selling oil and gas
to China, is now back on the table "in view of recent geopolitical
developments." 

29. Mid October, 2001 - The Dow Jones Industrial Average, after having
suffered a precipitous drop has recovered most of its pre-attack losses.
Although still weak, and vulnerable to negative earnings reports, a crash
has been averted by a massive infusion of government spending on defense
programs, subsidies for "affected" industries and planned tax cuts for
corporations. 

Now, let's go back to the October 31 story by Le Figaro - the one that has
Osama bin Laden meeting with a CIA officer in Dubai this June. 

The story says that, "Throughout his stay in the hospital, Osama Bin Laden
received visits from many family members [There goes the story that he's a
black sheep!] and Saudi Arabian Emirate personalities of status. During
this time the local representative of the CIA was seen by many people
taking the elevator and going to bin Laden's room. "Several days later the
CIA officer bragged to his friends about having visited the Saudi
millionaire. From authoritative sources, this CIA agent visited CIA
headquarters on July 15th, the day after bin Laden's departure for Quetta… 

"According to various Arab diplomatic sources and French intelligence
itself, precise information was communicated to the CIA concerning
terrorist attacks aimed at American interests in the world, including its
own territory."… 

"Extremely bothered, they [American intelligence officers in a meeting with
French intelligence officers] requested from their French peers exact
details about the Algerian activists [connected to bin Laden through Dubai
banking institutions], without explaining the exact nature of their
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inquiry. When asked the question, "What do you fear in the coming days?'
the Americans responded with incomprehensible silence."… 

"On further investigation, the FBI discovered certain plans that had been
put together between the CIA and its "Islamic friends" over the years. The
meeting in Dubai is, so it would seem, consistent with 'a certain American
policy.'" 

Even though Le Figaro reported that it had confirmed with hospital staff
that bin Laden had been there as reported, stories printed on November 1
contained quotes from hospital staff that these reports were untrue. On
November 1, as reported by the Ananova press agency, the CIA flatly denied
that any meeting between any CIA personnel and Osama bin Laden at any time. 

In the most ironic twist of all, FTW has learned that Le Figaro is owned by
the Carlyle Group, the American defense contractor which employs George
Bush Sr., and which had as investors - until they sold their stake on
October 26 - the bin Laden family. 

Who do you believe? In coming stories FTW will prove to you that this war,
which according to Dick Cheney, may not end in out lifetimes, has been in
the works for at least four years. 

Michael C. Ruppert P.O. Box 6061-350, Sherman Oaks, CA 91413 (818)788-8791
* fax(818)981-2847 mruppert@copvcia.com 

© COPYRIGHT 1998, 1999, 2000, 2001 MICHAEL C. RUPPERT. ALL RIGHTS RESERVED. 

URL <http://www.copvcia.com/stories/nov_2001/lucy.html> [Dec 9 2001] 

--=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=--
Richard Sanders, Coordinator, Coalition to Oppose the Arms Trade (COAT)
(A network of individuals and NGOs across Canada and around the world)   
             Tel.:  613-231-3076      Fax: 613-231-2614
      Email: <ad207@ncf.ca>   Web site: <http://www.ncf.ca/coat>
--=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=--
Join our LISTSERVE to discuss, organize & announce nonviolent responses 
to the Afghan war, the new Cold War and the criminalization of dissent.
Send the message:   subscribe no_to_nato    to    <majordomo@flora.org>
Read the archives of our list serve  <http://www.flora.org/coat/forum/>
----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- -----
Join the 15,000 who've signed COAT's Global Appeal for No More Violence
                <http://www.flora.org/coat/appeal/>
--=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=-- --=--
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Date: Mon, 10 Dec 2001 16:14:05 EST
From: Arkpix@aol.com
Subject: Re: A submitted script
To: <mupj@igc.org>
X-Mailer: Unknown (No Version)

Dear Screenwriter,

Thank you  for submitting your project; unfortunately, I must pass. I wish you the best of luck on it and should you 
have any other loglines of finished feature-length screenplays to please send them my way. 

Sincerely,

Adam Kline
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To: Arkpix@aol.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: A submitted script
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Mr. Kline:

At your request on November 9 I mailed you a script entitled SUPER WEDNESDAY along with a signed submission 
release form.

I am wondering if you received the script and are interested it taking on this project.   I hope so.

Although I make multiple inquiries with log lines, I prefer to send an entire script to only one producer at a time.  
Therefore, if you are not interested in SUPER WEDNESDAY, I want to try other producers.

I will greatly appreciate hearing from you.

Sincerely yours,
Howard Hallman

E-mail: mupj@igc.org
Phone: 301 897-3668
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To: kgdime@hotmail.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Course on UM Social Principles
Cc: ronfoster, "Scilla Adams" <bethesdaum@aol.com>, "Laura Wyke" <bethesdaum@aol.com>
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Kelly,

Following up our conversations, I have developed the following outline for a six weeks course on "The United 
Methodist Church Speaks on Public Issues" for presentation to adults during the Sunday School period.  It is based 
upon "The Social Principles of the United Methodist Church".  A copy of the Social Principles would be given to each 
participant.  In some instances sections of "The Book of Resolutions of the United Methodist Church" would be used.  
I would also bring in some biblical references, so a supply of Bibles in the room would be useful.

This course covers a wide variety of topics, but from previous experience I know that it can be encompassed within 
the time frame.   Given time constraints, this can be best accomplished by myself as sole presenter without bringing in 
resource persons on particular topics.

If you want me to take on this course, please let me know and tell me what dates the course will be scheduled.   Then 
I'll get copies of the Social Principles.  If you want to discuss it further, call me at 301897-3668.

Shalom,
Howard

###

A Proposed Six Weeks Course to be Presented by Howard W. Hallman
Based upon the Social Principles of the United Methodist Church

I.  Our Place in God's Creation
        Resource utilization -- responsible consumption -- science and technology
II.  Matters of Life and Death
        Abortion -- genetic technology -- medical experimentation -- death with dignity
        -- suicide
III.  Family Life and Personal Conduct
        Families, marriage, divorce -- human sexuality -- tobacco, alcohol, drugs --
        gambling
IV. Economics
        Property -- collective bargaining -- corporate responsibility -- poverty
V.  Politics and Human Rights
        Human rights -- political involvement -- criminal and restorative justice --
        death penalty
VI.  War and Peace
        National power and "one world" perspective -- war, military service --
        peacemaking alternatives -- weapons of mass destruction



From: HolRonFost@aol.com 
Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2001 10:52:08 EST 
Subject: Re: Course on UM Social Principles 
To: mupj@igc.org 
X-Mailer: AOL 6.0 for Windows US sub 10540 
 
Sounds like a great offering.  Thanks, Howard!  
 
Be God's,  
Ron 
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From: "Cropsey, Marvin" <Mcropsey@umpublishing.org>
To: "Carlee L. Hallman (E-mail)" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Summer Maturing in Faith
Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2001 13:48:53 -0600
Importance: high
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)

Hi, Carlee. I hope you are well. And I hope that you are having a
thoughtful, expectant Advent Season. (I love this season.)

When I your last set of Maturing in Faith was flowed into the template, I
had a real surprise. They were 1/3 short on each column. I am certain that
surprises you, too. I don't know how you counted differently from the first
time, which was perfect. Tomorrow I will email the next set of lessons. You
will need to check and be certain that the way you counted lines for the
Spring is what you use.

Since there is little time in the schedule for editing  Maturing in Faith, I
had to add material rather than asking you to lengthen them. I have tried to
do no more than "amplify" your material. I tried to introduce no new
thought. I would like you to read each of these to make sure that I have
written nothing you disapprove. Is it possible you could read these by the
end of Friday? Thank you for whatever help you can give. 

Marvin

 <<#01.doc>>  <<#02.doc>>  <<#03.doc>>  <<#04.doc>>  <<#05.doc>>  
<<#06.doc>>  <<#07.doc>>  <<#08.doc>>  <<#09.doc>>  <<#10.doc>>  <<#11.doc>>
 <<#12.doc>>  <<#13.doc>> 

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\#01.doc"

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\#02.doc"

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\#03.doc"

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\#04.doc"

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\#05.doc"

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\#06.doc"

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\#07.doc"

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\#08.doc"

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\#09.doc"

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\#10.doc"

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\#11.doc"

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\#12.doc"
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Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\#13.doc"
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X-Sender: jdi@[63.106.26.66]
X-Mailer: QUALCOMM Windows Eudora Version 5.0
Date: Tue, 11 Dec 2001 16:15:55 -0500
To: jdi@clw.org
From: John Isaacs <jdi@clw.org>
Subject: U.S. set to withdraw from ABM Treaty

The U.S. is about to withdraw from the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty, 
according to reports on CNN and in the Reuters story below.  The CNN report 
suggests that Secretary Powell informed the Russians last weekend of our 
imminent announcement.

Thus the ideologues within the Bush Administration -- the same group that 
last week helped scuttle the Geneva, Switzerland conference to review and 
strengthen the Biological Weapons Convention -- win another battle to 
destroy arms control and permit the United States to act unilaterally 
abroad against the views of the rest of the world.

================

"U.S. Nearing ABM Treaty Withdrawal"
Reuters - Tuesday December 11 3:17 PM ET

WASHINGTON (Reuters)  The Bush administration is expected to announce plans 
soon to officially withdraw from the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty, 
Republican congressional sources said on Tuesday.

Administration officials have told U.S. Senate staff members that the 
administration expects to give formal notice in January of a required 
six-month withdrawal period from the treaty, the congressional sources told 
Reuters.

``That's what our people have been hearing''  that the administration plans 
to formally withdraw from the treaty, one Republican source said.

During a speech earlier on Tuesday, President Bush (news  web sites) 
reiterated that the United States ``must move beyond the Anti-Ballistic 
Missile Treaty'' so that it can vigorously develop a missile defense 
system. But he stopped short of announcing a formal intent to withdraw.

The Russian news agency ItarTass reported separately on Tuesday that the 
Bush administration will soon officially announce it is leaving the treaty.

John Isaacs
Council for a Livable World
110 Maryland Avenue, NE - Room 409
Washington, D.C. 20002
(202) 543-4100 x.131
www.clw.org
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To: mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: U.S. set to withdraw from ABM Treaty
Cc: 
Bcc: icnd
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Colleagues:

This message is something we should discuss on Thursday morning at the meeting of the Interfaith Committee for 
Nuclear Disarmament.   Should we immediate send in a sign-on letter objecting to U.S. withdrawal from the ABM 
Treaty?  If you can't come to the meeting, let me know your views.

Shalom,
Howard

###

>From: John Isaacs <jdi@clw.org>
>Subject: U.S. set to withdraw from ABM Treaty
>
>The U.S. is about to withdraw from the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty, 
>according to reports on CNN and in the Reuters story below.  The CNN report 
>suggests that Secretary Powell informed the Russians last weekend of our 
>imminent announcement.
>
>Thus the ideologues within the Bush Administration -- the same group that 
>last week helped scuttle the Geneva, Switzerland conference to review and 
>strengthen the Biological Weapons Convention -- win another battle to 
>destroy arms control and permit the United States to act unilaterally 
>abroad against the views of the rest of the world.
>
>================
>
>"U.S. Nearing ABM Treaty Withdrawal"
>Reuters - Tuesday December 11 3:17 PM ET
>
>WASHINGTON (Reuters)  The Bush administration is expected to announce plans 
>soon to officially withdraw from the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty, 
>Republican congressional sources said on Tuesday.
>
>Administration officials have told U.S. Senate staff members that the 
>administration expects to give formal notice in January of a required 
>six-month withdrawal period from the treaty, the congressional sources told 
>Reuters.
>
>``That's what our people have been hearing''  that the administration plans 
>to formally withdraw from the treaty, one Republican source said.
>
>During a speech earlier on Tuesday, President Bush (news  web sites) 
>reiterated that the United States ``must move beyond the Anti-Ballistic 
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>Missile Treaty'' so that it can vigorously develop a missile defense 
>system. But he stopped short of announcing a formal intent to withdraw.
>
>The Russian news agency ItarTass reported separately on Tuesday that the 
>Bush administration will soon officially announce it is leaving the treaty.
>
>
>John Isaacs
>Council for a Livable World
>110 Maryland Avenue, NE - Room 409
>Washington, D.C. 20002
>(202) 543-4100 x.131
>www.clw.org
>
>
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To: DealmakerX@aol.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Query on five scripts
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Mr. Gallagher:

I am submitting brief synopses of five screenplays and requesting you to consider becoming my agent in marketing 
them.

My scripts offer slices of Americana, drawn from my own experience.  There is no physical violence, car chases, sex 
scenes, or nudity, but my screenplays contain considerable interpersonal conflict, character growth, and action to carry 
the story.  If you would like to receive a one-page synopsis or the entire script for any or all of them, please let me 
know.   They are as follows:

Author: Howard W. Hallman
Phone: 301 897-3668    E-mail: mupj@igc.org

SUPER WEDNESDAY, a romance comedy with a touch of mystery.  
Log line: A widower supermarket manager clashes with a female police detective called in to investigate an 
anonymous threat and an unexpected romance blossoms.
Synposis: At early dawn just before Halloween a supermarket receives an anonymous threat.  The manager (widower 
in late '40s) and the detective (female, divorcee, 39) assigned to the case dispute over who is in charge.   During the 
day a series of events, some threatening, some comic, unfold.  By evening when the detective has solved the case, and 
a romance between them has started to blossom. 
Would provide roles to bring Tom Hank and Helen Hunt together again, or a similar pair.
Similar films: "You've Got Mail", "Sally Meets Harry" in the sense of unexpected romance.

SPRING CHICKENS, a comedy.
Log line: Two mismatched guys leave their wives to become managers of rival senior softball teams.
Synopsis:  Two old guys in New York walk out on their wives at the opera, which they detest, and head for Florida.   
They become managers of rival senior softball teams.   Their wives, borrowing an idea from Mozart's "Cosi fan Tutte", 
show up in disguise and spy on them until reconciliation occurs after the championship game.
Would provide roles for Clint Eastwood and James Garner, or a similar pair of older actors, and a pair of 60+ 
actresses.
Similar films: "The Odd Couple" meets "The Bad News Bears".

SUNDAY BOX, a family drama.
Log line. Three generations of stubborn men offer mutual forgiveness for long-standing grievances and achieve 
reconciliation.
Synopsis.  At the grandfather's 75th birthday party, long-standing grievances with his son emerge, and in turn between 
the son and his own son (the grandson).   The womenfolk  -- mothers, wives, an ex-wife, a housemate, an aunt -- 
explore the causes and succeed by the day's end in achieving forgiveness and reconciliation. 
Similar films: Like some of the offerings of the Hallmark Hall of Fame.

LEAD, KINDLY LIGHT, a Christmas drama.
Log line: A querulous group of stranded travelers become the reluctant cast for the Christmas pageant with life-
changing consequences.
Synopsis:  A sudden blizzard strands a diverse group of visitors  -- female rock band, military officers, scientists, 
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ranchers, government official, highway patrol officer -- in a rural church.  The pastor achieves reconciliation between 
the quarreling travelers and persuades them to become the cast of the Christmas pageant with unexpected, life-
changing consequences.
Similar films: None exactly like it to my knowledge.  Returns to the original Christmas story rather than merely 
dwelling on "the spirit of Christmas" like many of today's offerings.

A GLORIOUS SEASON, a sports story.
Log line: In the midst of World War II a high school football team learns that there is more to life than the won-lost 
record on the field.
Synopsis: With World War II looming in the background, a high school football team has to resolve internal conflict 
between rival players; deal with racism on the team, in the league, and in the community; and compete with rival 
teams.  In the process the players learn lessons more important than winning and losing on the field.
Similar films: In a sense "Varsity Blue" and other football films, but this time with a team with a losing record.

My training for film writing includes a course in television production at American University, workshops sponsored 
by the Maryland Writers' Association and the Writer's Center of Bethesda, Maryland (the most recent one taught by 
Adam Kulakow, a Hollywood screenwriter), reading books on screenwriting, watching movies analytically, and 
writing and re-writing these five screenplays. .  A stage version of LEAD, KINDLY LIGHT was performed at a 
downtown church in Washington, D.C.   

I have in the works a screenplay about "Mr. Smith" goes to Washington to work for the Food Safety Agency and 
unexpectedly becomes a whistle blower.   In my head I have ideas for a Thanksgiving story set in the inner city and 
one on "The Preacher's Husband" derived from my own experience as a pastor's spouse.
 
Being semi-retired I can travel to Los Angeles as necessary.   The screenplay on the whistle blower derives from my 
experience in public service.   I wrote A GLORIOUS SEASON and SPRING CHICKENS from first hand experience 
at two ends of my sports career.   I became a senior softball rookie at age 70 and improved each of four seasons until I 
hit a grand slam this past summer.  At age 73 (please don't be put off) I feel that I have six or eight years ahead of me 
in drawing on my life experiences for drama and comedy.   Perhaps you can help me hit a "grand slam" in my new 
career.

Please let me know if you would like to receive synopses and scripts for my screenplays.

With best regards,
Howard W. Hallman

6508 Wilmett Road
Bethesda, MD 20817

phone: 301 897-3668
fax: 301 896-0013
e-mail: mupj@igc.org
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To: mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: ABM Treaty -- act today
Cc: 
Bcc: icnd
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Colleagues:

News reports indicate that President Bush is going to announce U.S. withdrawal from the ABM Treaty very soon 
rather than in January.  Therefore, we need to act immediately to oppose this action.  I suggest the following.

1.  This morning, Wednesday, December 12, write a letter to President Bush on your letterhead, asking him not to 
withdraw from the ABM Treaty.  You can fax your letter c/o Dr. Condoleezza Rice at 202 456-9190.

2.  Immediately send out an e-mail alert to your network around the country.  Ask them to call the White House 
comment line at 202 456-6213 or e-mail President Bush at president@whitehouse.gov opposing U.S. withdrawal from 
the ABM Treaty.

Background.  The Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty between the United States and the Soviet Union went into 
effect in 1972.   The purpose was to restrict the development of national missile defense systems.  The rationale was 
that if each side is vulnerable to attack, each would refrain from launching a first strike.   This was part of the cold war 
doctrine of mutually assured destruction (MAD).   Since then the ABM Treaty has been a central part of the arms 
control structure that has restrained the deployment of nuclear weapons.

U.S. withdrawal from the ABM Treaty will contribute to the collapse of the arms control structure without putting in 
place an alternative scheme.   This will encourage Russia to maintain multi-warhead strategic missiles rather than 
eliminating them, as envisioned under the never ratified START II Treaty.   Even if the U.S. arsenal is reduced to 
1,700 to 2,200 warheads, as President Bush has proposed, and even if Russia matches this number, the MAD doctrine 
will still be in place and large numbers of missiles will be maintained under high alert.   Therefore, the premise of the 
ABM Treaty remains valid.

President Bush wants to withdraw from the ABM Treaty to proceed with development of national missile defense.   As 
the United Methodist General Conference has indicated, such a system is "illusory, unnecessary, and wasteful".   For 
further arguments against missile defense, see the letter to President Bush from religious leaders, posted on the web 
site of United Methodist General Board of Church and Society at www.umc-gbcs.org (under advocacy -- advocacy 
letters -- March 13, 2001).

Thanks for your prompt action.

Howard
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To: mupj@igc.org, umgbcs
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Oppose withdrawal from ABM Treaty
Cc: 
Bcc: mupjbd, umbishops, umconf, umcs, umgbcs, umpj
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

PEACE/JUSTICE ALERT #6
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
December 12, 2001

OPPOSE WITHDRAWAL FROM ABM TREATY

News reports indicate that President Bush is about to announce U.S. withdrawal from the Anti-Ballistic Missile 
(ABM) Treaty.  This is the treaty that prevents the United States and Russia from developing and deploying a national 
missile defense.  It is fundamental part of the global arms control structure.

Please contact the White House as soon as possible and express your opposition to withdrawal from the ABM Treaty.   
You can call the White House comment line at 202 456-6213 or e-mail President Bush at president@whitehouse.gov.  
For the latter your subject line might be: "Don't withdraw from ABM Treaty."  Your message can elaborate on this 
view.

Background.  The Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty between the United States and the Soviet Union went into 
effect in 1972.   The purpose was to restrict the development of national missile defense systems.  The rationale was 
that if each side is vulnerable to attack, each would refrain from launching a first strike.   This was part of the cold war 
doctrine of mutually assured destruction (MAD).   Since then the ABM Treaty has been a central part of the arms 
control structure that has restrained the deployment of nuclear weapons.

Although we don't endorse the MAD doctrine, we recognize that U.S. withdrawal from the ABM Treaty will contribute 
to the collapse of the global arms control structure.   This will encourage Russia to maintain multi-warhead strategic 
missiles rather than eliminating them, as envisioned under the never ratified START II Treaty.   Even if the U.S. 
arsenal is reduced to 1,700 to 2,200 warheads, as President Bush has proposed, and even if Russia matches this 
number, the MAD doctrine will still be in place and large numbers of missiles will be maintained under high alert.   
Therefore, the premise of the ABM Treaty remains valid.

President Bush wants to withdraw from the ABM Treaty to proceed with development of national missile defense.   As 
the United Methodist General Conference has indicated, such a system is "illusory, unnecessary, and wasteful".   For 
further arguments against missile defense, see the letter to President Bush from religious leaders, posted on the web 
site of United Methodist General Board of Church and Society at www.umc-gbcs.org (under advocacy -- advocacy 
letters -- March 13, 2001).

Thanks for your prompt action.

Howard W. Hallman
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To: mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Correction of White House number
Cc: 
Bcc: mupjbd, umbishops, umconf, umcs, umgbcs, umpj
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Friends:

In the Peace/Justice Alert #6 I erroneously list the White House comment line as 202 456-6213.  This is only for 
hearing impaired.  The correct comment line number is 202 456-1414.  The White House fax number is 202 456-2461.

Sorry for the mistake.

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

This morning when I contacted you about the ABM Treaty I erroneously listed the White House comment line as 202 
456-6213.  This is only for hearing impaired.  The correct comment line number is 202 456-1414.  The White House 
fax number is 202 456-2461.

Sorry for the mistake.

Howard Hallman
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To: mingomae@aol.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Yahoo Groups
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Sandy,

I want to start a list serve for a coalition that I chair.  I notice that BUMC uses YahooGroups.com.  Has this been 
satisfactory?   Their web site says it is free but partially supported by advertisers.  I looked at recent messages from the 
church's list serve and didn't see any advertising.  What is the experience?  What caveats would you have?

I'll appreciate your advice.

Howard



file:///Z|/STAFF/Tiago/MJP/MU%20Email/MU%20Email%20PDF/11122-01%20to%2020102-19/11218.02.txt[5/23/2017 12:15:25 PM]

Date: Tue, 18 Dec 2001 10:25:08 EST
From: MingoMae@aol.com
Subject: Re: Yahoo Groups
To: <mupj@igc.org>
X-Mailer: Unknown (No Version)

Howard,

It's VERY easy to set up the list with Yahoo.  In order to not have the advertising, you have to pay a yearly fee (it 
WAS around $25-40), I don't remember what it is currently.  My only complaint with them is that sometimes the 
calendar info gets quirky and doesn't come through properly.  For the most part, it works very well.  BUMC is only 
one of 9 lists that I've started with them (church, school and swim team).

Sandy
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To: icnd
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: List serve
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Colleagues:

Following up the decision last week to set up a list serve for the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, I am 
exploring the possibility of using yahoogroups.com.  My local church uses it and is satisfied.  The Nuclear Age Peace 
Foundation uses it for its monthly newsletter, Sunflower.  

Yahoogroups.com provides this as a free service, partly paid by advertisers.  However, for a fee ($25-40/year I've been 
told) you can avoid the advertising.  I would choose the latter.

It would be set up as a list serve for national faith-based organizations committed to nuclear disarmament.  Each 
organization would have to choose to subscribe.  I would serve as moderator to approve who may join the list (mainly 
to avoid inappropriate organizations and individuals) but not to approve messages.   Sending messages would be open 
to all list-serve members without the intervention of a moderator.

What do you think of using yahoogroups.com?  Does anyone have any negative experience?  What caveats?  Do you 
have an alternative to suggest?

You may reply to me or to all.

Shalom,
Howard
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From: Kathy Guthrie <kathy@fcnl.org>
To: "'Howard W. Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: List serve
Date: Tue, 18 Dec 2001 10:56:48 -0500
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)

Howard,
Thanks for looking into this.  I don't have any experience with yahoo list
serves.
Kathy

Kathy Guthrie
Field Program Secretary
Friends Committee on National Legislation
245 Second Street NE
Washington, DC 20002
202-547-6000, ext. 144 (phone)
202-547-6019 (fax)
800-630-1330, ext. 144
www.fcnl.org

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2001 10:57 AM
To: ograbc@aol.com; ken@bpfna.org; tiller64@starpower.net;
bpinguel@afsc.org; jmatlack@erols.com; glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org;
dradcliff_gb@brethren.org; washofc@aol.com; tlheath@churchwomen.org;
redgar@ncccusa.org; lisaw@ncccusa.org; agreenblatt@ncccusa.org;
heathern@ncccusa.org; bgrieves@dfms.org; jmskipper@aol.com;
thart@dfms.org; gthunt@mdo.net; stuwhis@enter.net; disarm@forusa.org;
joe@fcnl.org; kathy@fcnl.org; david@fcnl.org; sam@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;
mweiner@rac.org; uuawo@aol.com; egbertl4pj@yahoo.com; stiefr@ucc.org;
conoverp@ucc.org; jhorman@umc-gbcs.org; jhanson@umc-gbcs.org;
gpowers@nccbuscc.org; WorldPeaceMakers@compuserve.com; mupj@igc.org;
mpf@forusa.org; ccosby@dhm.disciples.org; jheim@cc.edu;
amygopp@hotmail.com; blythe-goodman@erols.com; sdeboe@cmsm.org;
Murraylou2@cs.com; dshank@sojourners.com; sroyster@sistersofmercy.org;
csjp@igc.org; DickUll@aol.com; oneilsp@netzero.net;
kenanddavida@starpower.net; 76622.637@compuserve.com;
bbryant@cbfnet.org; rsider@speakeasy.net; guy.quinlan@cliffordchance.com
Subject: List serve

Dear Colleagues:

Following up the decision last week to set up a list serve for the
Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, I am exploring the
possibility of using yahoogroups.com.  My local church uses it and is
satisfied.  The Nuclear Age Peace Foundation uses it for its monthly
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newsletter, Sunflower.  

Yahoogroups.com provides this as a free service, partly paid by
advertisers.  However, for a fee ($25-40/year I've been told) you can avoid
the advertising.  I would choose the latter.

It would be set up as a list serve for national faith-based organizations
committed to nuclear disarmament.  Each organization would have to choose
to subscribe.  I would serve as moderator to approve who may join the list
(mainly to avoid inappropriate organizations and individuals) but not to
approve messages.   Sending messages would be open to all list-serve
members without the intervention of a moderator.

What do you think of using yahoogroups.com?  Does anyone have any negative
experience?  What caveats?  Do you have an alternative to suggest?

You may reply to me or to all.

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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From: David Culp <david@fcnl.org>
To: "'Howard W. Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: List serve
Date: Tue, 18 Dec 2001 11:06:17 -0500
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)

It would be useful if there was a list of who was on the list.  I don't
recognize all the e-mail addresses.

Thanks,

David

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2001 10:57 am
To: ograbc@aol.com; ken@bpfna.org; tiller64@starpower.net;
bpinguel@afsc.org; jmatlack@erols.com; glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org;
dradcliff_gb@brethren.org; washofc@aol.com; tlheath@churchwomen.org;
redgar@ncccusa.org; lisaw@ncccusa.org; agreenblatt@ncccusa.org;
heathern@ncccusa.org; bgrieves@dfms.org; jmskipper@aol.com;
thart@dfms.org; gthunt@mdo.net; stuwhis@enter.net; disarm@forusa.org;
joe@fcnl.org; kathy@fcnl.org; david@fcnl.org; sam@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;
mweiner@rac.org; uuawo@aol.com; egbertl4pj@yahoo.com; stiefr@ucc.org;
conoverp@ucc.org; jhorman@umc-gbcs.org; jhanson@umc-gbcs.org;
gpowers@nccbuscc.org; WorldPeaceMakers@compuserve.com; mupj@igc.org;
mpf@forusa.org; ccosby@dhm.disciples.org; jheim@cc.edu;
amygopp@hotmail.com; blythe-goodman@erols.com; sdeboe@cmsm.org;
Murraylou2@cs.com; dshank@sojourners.com; sroyster@sistersofmercy.org;
csjp@igc.org; DickUll@aol.com; oneilsp@netzero.net;
kenanddavida@starpower.net; 76622.637@compuserve.com;
bbryant@cbfnet.org; rsider@speakeasy.net; guy.quinlan@cliffordchance.com
Subject: List serve

Dear Colleagues:

Following up the decision last week to set up a list serve for the
Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, I am exploring the
possibility of using yahoogroups.com.  My local church uses it and is
satisfied.  The Nuclear Age Peace Foundation uses it for its monthly
newsletter, Sunflower.  

Yahoogroups.com provides this as a free service, partly paid by
advertisers.  However, for a fee ($25-40/year I've been told) you can avoid
the advertising.  I would choose the latter.

It would be set up as a list serve for national faith-based organizations
committed to nuclear disarmament.  Each organization would have to choose
to subscribe.  I would serve as moderator to approve who may join the list
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(mainly to avoid inappropriate organizations and individuals) but not to
approve messages.   Sending messages would be open to all list-serve
members without the intervention of a moderator.

What do you think of using yahoogroups.com?  Does anyone have any negative
experience?  What caveats?  Do you have an alternative to suggest?

You may reply to me or to all.

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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Reply-To: <lisaw@ncccusa.org>
From: "Lisa Wright" <nccwsdc@bellatlantic.net>
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: List serve
Date: Tue, 18 Dec 2001 12:20:04 -0500
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

I'd talk with Mark Brown about this - he's set up a bunch this way lately,
and could probably provide you with more specifics than I know from the
receiving end.  I do know that posting attachments to Yahoo can be a
problem.

Lisa

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2001 10:57 AM
To: ograbc@aol.com; ken@bpfna.org; tiller64@starpower.net;
bpinguel@afsc.org; jmatlack@erols.com; glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org;
dradcliff_gb@brethren.org; washofc@aol.com; tlheath@churchwomen.org;
redgar@ncccusa.org; lisaw@ncccusa.org; agreenblatt@ncccusa.org;
heathern@ncccusa.org; bgrieves@dfms.org; jmskipper@aol.com;
thart@dfms.org; gthunt@mdo.net; stuwhis@enter.net; disarm@forusa.org;
joe@fcnl.org; kathy@fcnl.org; david@fcnl.org; sam@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;
mweiner@rac.org; uuawo@aol.com; egbertl4pj@yahoo.com; stiefr@ucc.org;
conoverp@ucc.org; jhorman@umc-gbcs.org; jhanson@umc-gbcs.org;
gpowers@nccbuscc.org; WorldPeaceMakers@compuserve.com; mupj@igc.org;
mpf@forusa.org; ccosby@dhm.disciples.org; jheim@cc.edu;
amygopp@hotmail.com; blythe-goodman@erols.com; sdeboe@cmsm.org;
Murraylou2@cs.com; dshank@sojourners.com; sroyster@sistersofmercy.org;
csjp@igc.org; DickUll@aol.com; oneilsp@netzero.net;
kenanddavida@starpower.net; 76622.637@compuserve.com;
bbryant@cbfnet.org; rsider@speakeasy.net; guy.quinlan@cliffordchance.com
Subject: List serve

Dear Colleagues:

Following up the decision last week to set up a list serve for the
Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, I am exploring the
possibility of using yahoogroups.com.  My local church uses it and is
satisfied.  The Nuclear Age Peace Foundation uses it for its monthly
newsletter, Sunflower.

Yahoogroups.com provides this as a free service, partly paid by
advertisers.  However, for a fee ($25-40/year I've been told) you can avoid
the advertising.  I would choose the latter.
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It would be set up as a list serve for national faith-based organizations
committed to nuclear disarmament.  Each organization would have to choose
to subscribe.  I would serve as moderator to approve who may join the list
(mainly to avoid inappropriate organizations and individuals) but not to
approve messages.   Sending messages would be open to all list-serve
members without the intervention of a moderator.

What do you think of using yahoogroups.com?  Does anyone have any negative
experience?  What caveats?  Do you have an alternative to suggest?

You may reply to me or to all.

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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From: Marsusab@aol.com
Date: Tue, 18 Dec 2001 13:17:43 EST
Subject: Re: List serve
To: mupj@igc.org
X-Mailer: AOL 5.0 for Windows sub 138

Howard:

I'm using yahoo e-groups for a number of Middle East discussion and planning 
groups.  Haven't had any real problems.  We have not paid and I haven't 
noticed the ads.

You may want to suggest that everyone get a free yahoo account.  You don't 
need one to be part of an Yahoo e-group  -- to receive and send messages to 
the listserve -- however, if you want to go to the Yahoo e-group page for 
your group, you need a yahoo account.  By going to the yahoo e-group page you 
can read old messages, particularly useful if you come in late to a group, 
you can see who else is registered to the group, etc.

Mark

Mark B. Brown
<A HREF="http://www.loga.org/">Lutheran Office for Governmental Affairs</A> 
Division for Church in Society
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America
Washington, DC

tel. 202-626-7932 
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From: UUAWO@aol.com
Date: Tue, 18 Dec 2001 13:52:31 EST
Subject: Re: List serve
To: mupj@igc.org
X-Mailer: AOL 5.0 for Windows sub 125

I don't have anything to contribute in response to your questions.
Theresa
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To: David Culp <david@fcnl.org>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: List serve
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <E9BA445D76C0D21182F30090273DFAF6A850EB@local.fcnl.org>
References: 

At 11:06 AM 12/18/01 -0500, you wrote:
>It would be useful if there was a list of who was on the list.  I don't
>recognize all the e-mail addresses.

David,

I don't have a roster by name of who is on the ICND e-list.  Almost all are national religious organizations, including 
several Catholic order.  An exception is a Unitarian group in New York City.

If we go to yahoogroups.com for list serve, Mark Brown says that persons who have an e-mail account (free) with 
Yahoo can access the membership of the list serve.

Howard
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To: Marsusab@aol.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: List serve
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <3d.1655efc4.2950e247@aol.com>
References: 

At 01:17 PM 12/18/01 EST, you wrote:
>Howard:
>
>I'm using yahoo e-groups for a number of Middle East discussion and planning 
>groups.  Haven't had any real problems.  We have not paid and I haven't 
>noticed the ads....

Mark,

Thanks for your counsel.  Lisa Wright says that posting attachments on yahoogroups.com can be a problem.  What is 
your experience?

Howard
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Date: Thu, 20 Dec 2001 13:23:40 -0600
To: mupj@igc.org
Reply-to: rap@tsa.si.edu
From: Customer Service <rap@tsa.si.edu>
Subject: QuickCart Order Number: 1011220192325710 for [20/12/2001 13:23]
X-org-ip: 165.247.98.148

Thank you for submitting an online order from The Smithsonian Associates.
Your order will be processed the next available business day. Office Hours 
are Monday-Friday 9 a.m.- 5 p.m. EST (Closed on Federal Holidays). Please 
take a moment to verify your order and address information.

If you have requested Tickets:
*  Please remember that your online request for tickets does not guarantee 
   tickets. When an event sells out, there is often a slight delay before we
   can update the web page.
*  Tickets for events more than 12 days away will be mailed to you. 
*  Tickets for events less than 12 days away will be held at the door. You
   will receive confirmation of your order along with location information
  when your order is processed.
*  For Sold Out events, you will be notified and put on the waiting list.
*  Please remember that tickets must be purchased at least 24 hours in 
   advance of the event.

If you ordered Membership:
*  Thank you for joining. You will receive a membership package in 10-14 days.
 (Young Benefactors will receive membership cards within 30 days).
*  Please feel free to contact us if you should need anything before
 your package arrives. Membership Hot Line is  (202) 357-3255.

If you ordered Audio Tapes, Art or Other Merchandise:
*  Please allow 2-3 weeks for delivery of these items.

. 
Please call (202) 357-3030 Mon-Fri 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. EST with any questions.
E-mail questions - rap@tsa.si.edu 

Order for The Smithsonian Institution

BILLING ADDRESS

Name:            Howard W. Hallman
Address:         6508 Wilmett Road
                 
City/Town:       Bethesda
Province/State:  MD
Country:         USA
Postal/Zip Code: 20817
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Home Phone:      301 897-3668
Work Phone:      
Email:           mupj@igc.org

Family:          [FORM{\'S1\'}]
Membership #:    

SHIPPING ADDRESS

Name:            Carlee & Howard Hallman
Address:         6508 Wilmett Road
                 
City/Town:       Bethesda
Province/State:  MD
Country:         USA
Postal/Zip Code: 20817
Home Phone:      301 897-3668
Email:           mupj@igc.org

ITEM(S)

  Code:        Double
  Description: Resident Associate
Membership:
Double 
  Price:       $55.00 
  Quantity:    1
  Ext. Price:  $  55.00 

BILLING INFORMATION

Subtotal:    $  55.00 
Tax:         $   0.00 
Shipping:    $   0.00 
Total:       $  55.00 

Thank you for using QuickCart!
Local Date:     20/12/2001
Local Time:     13:23
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Date:         Thu, 20 Dec 2001 14:23:15 -0500
From:         "L-Soft list server at Smithsonian Institution (1.8c)"
              <LISTSERV@SIVM.SI.EDU>
Subject:      Command confirmation request (42D53E)
To:           "Carlee L. Hallman" <mupj@IGC.ORG>
X-LSV-ListID: RAP-INFO

Your command:

                  SUBSCRIBE RAP-INFO Carlee L. Hallman

has  been received.  You must  now reply  to this  message (as  explained
below) to  complete your subscription.  The purpose of  this confirmation
procedure is to  check that the address  LISTSERV is about to  add to the
list for your subscription is reachable.  This is a typical procedure for
high-volume lists and  all new subscribers are subjected to  it - you are
not  being  singled  out.  Every  effort  has  been  made  to  make  this
verification as  simple and painless  as possible. Thanks in  advance for
your cooperation.

To confirm  the execution of  your command,  simply reply to  the present
message and type  "ok" (without the quotes) as the  text of your message.
Just the word "ok" - do not  retype the command. This procedure will work
with any mail  program that fully conforms to the  Internet standards for
electronic  mail. If  you receive  an error  message, try  sending a  new
message  to LISTSERV@SIVM.SI.EDU  (without using  the "reply"  function -
this is very important) and type "ok 42D53E" as the text of your message.

Finally,  your command  will be  cancelled  automatically if  you do  not
confirm it  within 48h. After that  time, you must start  over and resend
the command to get  a new confirmation code. If you  change your mind and
decide that  you do NOT want  to confirm the command,  simply discard the
present message and let the command expire on its own.
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Date:         Thu, 20 Dec 2001 14:27:44 -0500
From:         "L-Soft list server at Smithsonian Institution (1.8c)"
              <LISTSERV@SIVM.SI.EDU>
Subject:      You are now subscribed to the RAP-INFO list
To:           "Carlee L. Hallman" <mupj@IGC.ORG>
Reply-To:     RAP-INFO-request@SIVM.SI.EDU
X-LSV-ListID: RAP-INFO

Thu, 20 Dec 2001 14:27:44

Your subscription  to the  RAP-INFO list  (Resident Associates  Info) has
been accepted.

Welcome to  eRAP, brought  to you by  the Smithsonian  Resident Associate
Program!

This e-mail list is intended for Smithsonian members and residents of the
Washington, D.C. metro area who have  electronic mail and want to receive
weekly information updates.  Please note that we do not  rent or sell the
e-mail addresses on this list.

eRAP contents will typically include:

 *   Activity information for the weekend and beyond!
 *   The Inside scoop on upcoming events and tours
 *   Schedule information about catalog mailings and web site updates:
        http://ResidentAssociates.org
 *  Periodic announcements about new museum exhibitions
       on and off the  Mall
  *   And more .

To REMOVE  yourself from  this list,  please type  "unsubscribe RAP-INFO"
(without   the  quotes)   in   the   body  of   an   e-mail  message   to
LISTSERV@SIVM.SI.EDU Please save this message for future reference.

If  your e-mail  address changes  or you  have any  questions about  this
mailing list, please e-mail us at RAP@TSA.SI.EDU

Don't  forget, you  can now  register for  Resident Associate  activities
online !!! http://ResidentAssociates.org

TO CONTACT US:
         E-mail: RAP@TSA.SI.EDU
         Phone: (202) 357-3030, weekdays 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. E.T.
         Fax: (202) 786-2034
         U.S. Mail: Smithsonian Resident Associate Program
         1100 Jefferson Drive, SW MRC 701
         Washington, D.C. 20560-0701
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Date:         Thu, 20 Dec 2001 14:27:44 -0500
From:         "L-Soft list server at Smithsonian Institution (1.8c)"
              <LISTSERV@SIVM.SI.EDU>
Subject:      Output of your job "mupj"
To:           "Carlee L. Hallman" <mupj@IGC.ORG>

> ok
Confirming:
> SUBSCRIBE RAP-INFO Carlee L. Hallman
You have been added to the RAP-INFO list.

> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Unknown command - "HOWARD". Try HELP.

> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
Unknown command - "METHODISTS". Try HELP.

> 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
Unknown command - "1500". Try HELP.

> Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
Unknown command - "PHONE". Try HELP.

> Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
Unknown command - "METHODISTS". Try HELP.

> laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.
Unknown command - "LAITY". Try HELP.

Summary of resource utilization
-------------------------------
 CPU time:        0.034 sec                Device I/O:       42
 Overhead CPU:    0.016 sec                Paging I/O:        6
 CPU model:        7060                    DASD model:     3380
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To: "L-Soft list server at Smithsonian Institution (1.8c)"              <LISTSERV@SIVM.SI.EDU>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Command confirmation request (42D53E)
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <200112201425.u24ep5.9ou.37kbi1c@farley.mail.mindspring.net>
References: 

ok



file:///Z|/STAFF/Tiago/MJP/MU%20Email/MU%20Email%20PDF/11122-01%20to%2020102-19/11220.06.txt[5/23/2017 12:15:28 PM]

X-Originating-IP: [156.40.62.166]
From: "Kelly Diamond" <kgdime@hotmail.com>
To: mupj@igc.org
Cc: sciladam@aol.com
Subject: Re: Course on UM Social Principles
Date: Thu, 20 Dec 2001 19:30:11 -0800
X-OriginalArrivalTime: 21 Dec 2001 03:30:11.0726 (UTC) FILETIME=[CC05EAE0:01C189CF]

Hi Howard,

The course looks great and I think a lot of people will be interested in it. 
  I talked to Scilla about the schedule and we slated April 7th through May 
12th for this - let me know if that works for you.  Thanks!

We're getting ready to go out of town for the holidays but when we get back 
let's talk some more about a title and description to promote the class.

Have a wonderful holiday!

Kelly

>From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
>To: kgdime@hotmail.com
>CC: HolRonFost@aol.com,"Scilla Adams" <bethesdaum@aol.com>, "Laura Wyke" 
><bethesdaum@aol.com>
>Subject: Course on UM Social Principles
>Date: Mon, 10 Dec 2001 10:15:04 -0500
>
>Dear Kelly,
>
>Following up our conversations, I have developed the following outline for
>a six weeks course on "The United Methodist Church Speaks on Public Issues"
>for presentation to adults during the Sunday School period.  It is based
>upon "The Social Principles of the United Methodist Church".  A copy of the
>Social Principles would be given to each participant.  In some instances
>sections of "The Book of Resolutions of the United Methodist Church" would
>be used.  I would also bring in some biblical references, so a supply of
>Bibles in the room would be useful.
>
>This course covers a wide variety of topics, but from previous experience I
>know that it can be encompassed within the time frame.   Given time
>constraints, this can be best accomplished by myself as sole presenter
>without bringing in resource persons on particular topics.
>
>If you want me to take on this course, please let me know and tell me what
>dates the course will be scheduled.   Then I'll get copies of the Social
>Principles.  If you want to discuss it further, call me at 301897-3668.
>
>Shalom,
>Howard
>
>###
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>
>A Proposed Six Weeks Course to be Presented by Howard W. Hallman
>Based upon the Social Principles of the United Methodist Church
>
>I.  Our Place in God's Creation
>       Resource utilization -- responsible consumption -- science and technology
>II.  Matters of Life and Death
>       Abortion -- genetic technology -- medical experimentation -- death with
>dignity
>       -- suicide
>III.  Family Life and Personal Conduct
>       Families, marriage, divorce -- human sexuality -- tobacco, alcohol, drugs 
>--
>       gambling
>IV. Economics
>       Property -- collective bargaining -- corporate responsibility -- poverty
>V.  Politics and Human Rights
>       Human rights -- political involvement -- criminal and restorative justice 
>--
>       death penalty
>VI.  War and Peace
>       National power and "one world" perspective -- war, military service --
>       peacemaking alternatives -- weapons of mass destruction
>
>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.

_________________________________________________________________
MSN Photos is the easiest way to share and print your photos: 
http://photos.msn.com/support/worldwide.aspx
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Date: 21 Dec 2001 16:22:23 +0000
From: invest@joejacquescpa.com
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: Consolidated Statement Approval Notification

Congratulations, your consolidated online account access is now active! Please go to the following address: 
www.mainaccount.com
 
As a reminder, your user name is HWHALLMAN
 
If you have forgotten your password, please use the following forgot password link: 
https://www.mainaccount.com/ForgotPassword.html
If you have questions regarding this email, please contact Joseph Jacques at: Business Phone (301) 738-1303 Email 
invest@joejacquescpa.com
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From: "oneilsp" <oneilsp@netzero.net>
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: List serve
Date: Fri, 21 Dec 2001 13:53:46 -0500
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook IMO, Build 9.0.2416 (9.0.2910.0)
X-MIMEOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V5.50.4807.1700
Importance: Normal

Hello Howard,

I don't believe we have corresponded before, but I appreciate you and all
the work you have done with the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear
Disarmament. We have used yahoogroups for a number of issue teams in our
Marianist Social Justice Collaborative. I think it would be a good, (fairly
inexpensive), away for the work of the Committee to go forward. Have a
blessed Christmas holiday season and may Peace be the gift to all of us in
the New Year.

Bro. Steve

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2001 10:57 AM
To: ograbc@aol.com; ken@bpfna.org; tiller64@starpower.net;
bpinguel@afsc.org; jmatlack@erols.com; glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org;
dradcliff_gb@brethren.org; washofc@aol.com; tlheath@churchwomen.org;
redgar@ncccusa.org; lisaw@ncccusa.org; agreenblatt@ncccusa.org;
heathern@ncccusa.org; bgrieves@dfms.org; jmskipper@aol.com;
thart@dfms.org; gthunt@mdo.net; stuwhis@enter.net; disarm@forusa.org;
joe@fcnl.org; kathy@fcnl.org; david@fcnl.org; sam@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;
mweiner@rac.org; uuawo@aol.com; egbertl4pj@yahoo.com; stiefr@ucc.org;
conoverp@ucc.org; jhorman@umc-gbcs.org; jhanson@umc-gbcs.org;
gpowers@nccbuscc.org; WorldPeaceMakers@compuserve.com; mupj@igc.org;
mpf@forusa.org; ccosby@dhm.disciples.org; jheim@cc.edu;
amygopp@hotmail.com; blythe-goodman@erols.com; sdeboe@cmsm.org;
Murraylou2@cs.com; dshank@sojourners.com; sroyster@sistersofmercy.org;
csjp@igc.org; DickUll@aol.com; oneilsp@netzero.net;
kenanddavida@starpower.net; 76622.637@compuserve.com;
bbryant@cbfnet.org; rsider@speakeasy.net; guy.quinlan@cliffordchance.com
Subject: List serve

Dear Colleagues:

Following up the decision last week to set up a list serve for the
Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, I am exploring the
possibility of using yahoogroups.com.  My local church uses it and is
satisfied.  The Nuclear Age Peace Foundation uses it for its monthly
newsletter, Sunflower.
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Yahoogroups.com provides this as a free service, partly paid by
advertisers.  However, for a fee ($25-40/year I've been told) you can avoid
the advertising.  I would choose the latter.

It would be set up as a list serve for national faith-based organizations
committed to nuclear disarmament.  Each organization would have to choose
to subscribe.  I would serve as moderator to approve who may join the list
(mainly to avoid inappropriate organizations and individuals) but not to
approve messages.   Sending messages would be open to all list-serve
members without the intervention of a moderator.

What do you think of using yahoogroups.com?  Does anyone have any negative
experience?  What caveats?  Do you have an alternative to suggest?

You may reply to me or to all.

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.

----------------------------------------------------
Sign Up for NetZero Platinum Today
Only $9.95 per month!
http://my.netzero.net/s/signup?r=platinum&refcd=PT97
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To: vhall110@kscable.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Greetings
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Jeanette, 

I have received the notice of the final settlement of Aunt Helen's estate.   I am honored and appreciative that she 
remembered me in her will, though a bequest wasn't really necessary.   I am glad that your family is especially 
awarded because of the care you gave her through the years.   Special thanks to you for handling the estate.

I join with other family members in mourning Edgar's passing.   Even though I've seen him only occasionally in our 
adult years, I'll miss his gentle spirit and loving kindness.

Our good news is that Joy and Ken Hayden were married in November.   One of the nice features of the wedding was 
an opportunity for Joy's son, Matthew, and Ken's children, Westin and Kendra, to affirm their membership in this new 
blended family.  I'm glad that you got to meet them at the reunion. 

We hope that you have a joyous Christmas.

Howard
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To: invest@joejacquescpa.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Consolidated Statement Approval Notification
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <14014461.1008951743447.JavaMail.weblogic@m0711sjc1.cust.loudcloud.com>
References: 

At 04:22 PM 12/21/01 +0000, you wrote:
>Congratulations, your consolidated online account access is now active! Please go to the following address: 
www.mainaccount.com

Dear Joe:

I have tried to print our financial statement from your web site.  However, the report comes up wider than my screen.  
It prints only the left part, including the gray space, but not the figures on the right column.  Can you advise me how to 
print what I need?

Thanks,
Howard
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Reply-To: <rkirk@joejacquescpa.com>
From: "Robert Kirk" <rkirk@joejacquescpa.com>
To: <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Print formatting
Date: Thu, 27 Dec 2001 14:57:13 -0500
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook CWS, Build 9.0.2416 (9.0.2911.0)
Importance: Normal
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V6.00.2600.0000

Howard,

Well, my first thought was that you may not have Adobe installed, but it
sounds like you do--since you are getting SOMEthing to appear in the new
window--so that is probably not it.

Which report specifically are you trying to see?  It may be that, for the
portfolio and date range you are selecting, there is nothing to report.  One
example would be Transaction history before 28 April of last year (2000);
nothing that is visible on StatementOne dates before that time, since that
was the date on which they began using data.
If you could tell me what settings you're using, I'll see if I can duplicate
the lack-of-report which you currently experience.

In the mean time, enclosed please find a PDF file of your family's portfolio
as of Christmas Eve (close of business Monday of this week).  While not a
perfect solution, I'll see if I can find out any more information about the
difficulties you're having.

Robert

Securities offered through Jacques Financial, LLC, Member NASD/SIPC.

Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\hallman.pdf"
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To: <rkirk@joejacquescpa.com>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Print formatting
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <B0025536449F674B968B9DEB8EA14D8A089EBC@cpa-server1.JoeJacquesCPA.Com>
References: 

At 04:48 PM 12/26/01 -0500, you wrote:
>"It prints only the left part, including the gray space, but not the figures
>on the right column.  Can you advise me how to print what I need?"
>
>Make certain to click on the "Printable Report" button below your report
>type selection: this will spawn a new window--which requires Adobe
>Acrobat--containing a PDF file for easy printing.  In this new screen, the
>left-hand column where all of the menus and everything are displayed will
>not be present, so the full values will appear on the right.

Dear Robert:

That didn't work for me.  Clicking on "printable report" produced a page only with headings and your disclosure and 
not the report type I requested PLUS the menu and gray bar on the left.

My only solution so far is to print the report in landscape.  However, that includes the gray bar, which is waste of time 
and ink.

Do you have any other suggestions?

Howard Hallman
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From: "Augustine, Peggy" <Paugustine@umpublishing.org>
To: Carlkee Hallman <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: The Christmas Rose (Flower)
Date: Mon, 31 Dec 2001 10:17:31 -0600
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)

Dear Carlee:

I can't believe I was just thinking of THECHRISTMAS ROSE this morning! I
like the new version much better. I'm still not sure it is for us, a
Catholic publisher might be a better choice, but I do want the rest of my
team to read revised story. 

Peg
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From: WILLNORTH@aol.com
Date: Mon, 31 Dec 2001 11:40:53 EST
Subject: Report on AGC program
To: andrewsa@saic.com, beverly@erols.com, dosmith6@juno.com,
        gene.vincent@starpower.net, HolRonFost@aol.com, jcm@duncanallen.com,
        JFNORTH@aol.com, kiki@wizard.net, mupj@igc.org
X-Mailer: AOL 5.0 for Mac sub 39

Outreach Friends,
Here are the results of the Alternative Gifts for Christmas program we put on.
17 individual donors for $1885.00. African University $750 ; Bethesda Cares 
$100.00; SOME $310.00; Casa del Pueblo $325.00 and CMMC $400.00. If you have 
any suggestions on how to make it a more effective program for next year, we 
can talk about it at the next outreach meeting.
Thanks for you help and participation. Haven
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To: icnd
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Ideas for 2002
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Interfaith Colleagues:

New Year's greetings!  Another year, another time of opportunity to work toward our goal of global elimination of 
nuclear weapons.

I believe that we should put behind us our losses of recent years -- defeat of the CTBT in 1999, full funding of 
national missile defense and President Bush's notice of withdrawal from the ABM Treaty in 2001 -- and become 
bolder and more ambitious in 2002.   I suggest that we develop and implement an approach that is both prophetic and 
practicable, focusing on standing down and completely eliminating the global nuclear arsenal.

In doing so we should go beyond public statements, sign-on letters, and general educational programs.  We should 
help develop and work for a practicable program for eliminating nuclear weapons.  We should realize that the faith 
community working alone cannot achieve this goal.  We should seek a deeper working relationship not only with our 
current allies in the civil-sector peace and disarmament community and a wider relationship with military leaders and 
scientists who believe that nuclear weapons should be eliminated.

In thinking about the latter groups, I realize that the term "abolition", which I and others in the faith community and 
some in the civil sector use, doesn't readily appeal to military leaders and moderates in the civil sector.   A couple of 
years somebody conducted a focus-group survey of ordinary citizens and learned that "elimination of nuclear 
weapons" gained a more positive response than "abolition".   However, that isn't a very catchy phrase.

As an alternative, I suggest that we consider working for the "zero option" and that we form a "zero option coalition".  
Among other sources the term "zero" comes from statements by two military commanders.  

On June 10, 1993 General Colin Powell, then serving as chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff (appointed by President 
George H.W. Bush), told a Harvard University commencement audience: "I declare my hope and declare it from the 
bottom of my heart that we will eventually see the time when the number of nuclear weapons is down to zero and the 
world is a much better place."   While serving as commander of the U.S. Space Command, General Charles Horner 
(allied air forces commander during the Gulf War), said to the Defense Writers' Group at a breakfast meeting on July 
15, 1994:  "The nuclear weapon is obsolete.  I want to get rid of them all....I want to go to zero." 

I suggest we (to be defined below) ask General Horner, other military leaders who signed the June 2000 statement with 
religious leaders at the Washington National Cathedral, General Lee Butler, former civilian national security leaders 
(such as Robert McNamara), scientists and other civil-sector experts interested in eliminating nuclear weapons to offer 
a step-by-step schedule for reaching zero.  Such a schedule would deal with categories of U.S. and Russian nuclear 
weapons and the nuclear arsenals of other states.  It might encompass such steps as de-alerting, standing down, 
dismantling nuclear weapons and delivery vehicles, and securing safe storage of fissile material.  It should also include 
methods for achieving transparency and verification.

Perhaps there could be a web site where these ideas are presented and opened for debate.  Persons from other countries 
around the world could be drawn in.

We would not necessarily seek a consensus on which plan is the most effective.  Rather we would be able to indicate 
that a number of experts believe that a step-by-step approach to reaching zero is practicable, that several alternative 
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schemes are possible. The "zero option" would become a catch phrase for what we are seeking.

As to the "we", it would be possible to work with the Center for Defense Information and other organizations that are 
part of the Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers to solicit sets of going-to-zero proposals.   The bigger challenge is for 
the faith community to become more actively engaged with military leaders who share the vision of zero nuclear 
weapons, and also with scientists who have technical knowledge of the subject.   It isn't a customary alliance.   The 
closest we've come is the National Cathedral statement, but this was a one-time event as far as connecting religious 
and military leaders.

We are aware that many military leaders are nervous about working with religious leaders, who they view as pacifists.  
We can speculate that most of them wouldn't be part of a broad alliance that includes such "radicals" as Peace Action, 
WAND, Greenpeace, and the like.

It might be possible, though, to form a zero option coalition (formal or informal) involving some top religious leaders 
(heads of communion or ecumenical officer level), retired generals and admirals, and leading scientists.  They would 
offer their combined prestige to advance ideas on how to achieve the zero option.  Staff support could come from 
existing organizations.  Separately other organizations could pick up their proposals and press President Bush and 
members of Congress to endorse a step-by-step approach to reaching zero.  "Support the zero option" would be the 
slogan.

We could also make this a global effort, first by making contact with counterparts in Russia, then in Great Britain and 
France, in other NATO countries, and elsewhere.  Already we have connections with religious organizations in Europe 
and Canada with this interest, with the World Council of Churches, and Pax Christi International.  Some civil-sector 
organizations are in touch with Russian organizations.   Through these contacts there could be citizen diplomacy to 
help bring the United States and Russia together on a zero-option plan and then broaden it to other nuclear-weapon 
states.

I offer these ideas for your consideration.   I know that some of the participants in the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament prefer an incremental approach that focuses on "realistic" objectives.  Therefore, those of us who want a 
bolder approach might want to form a sub-group to develop and push for more prophetic action.   Having regained my 
optimism, I believe that a more ambitious effort is practicable and can be achieved if we develop a broader alliance.  
Even with our present resources.

I would be interested in your response.  Because I haven't yet set up a list-serve, you can reply to all if you want to.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: irashorr@hotmail.com, prgrm@backfromthebrink.net
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Strategy for 2002
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Ira and Esther,

I would like to share with you an e-mail I sent this morning to participants in the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament  about a bolder approach for 2002.    It may relate to the strategy meeting you are having tomorrow.

I don't have any replies yet, so I can't gauge the level of interest.   But I would be interested in what you think of my 
ideas.

Shalom,
Howard

###

January 2, 2002

Dear Interfaith Colleagues:

New Year's greetings!  Another year, another time of opportunity to work toward our goal of global elimination of 
nuclear weapons.

I believe that we should put behind us our losses of recent years -- defeat of the CTBT in 1999, full funding of 
national missile defense and President Bush's notice of withdrawal from the ABM Treaty in 2001 -- and become 
bolder and more ambitious in 2002.   I suggest that we develop and implement an approach that is both prophetic and 
practicable, focusing on standing down and completely eliminating the global nuclear arsenal.

In doing so we should go beyond public statements, sign-on letters, and general educational programs.  We should 
help develop and work for a practicable program for eliminating nuclear weapons.  We should realize that the faith 
community working alone cannot achieve this goal.  We should seek a deeper working relationship not only with our 
current allies in the civil-sector peace and disarmament community and a wider relationship with military leaders and 
scientists who believe that nuclear weapons should be eliminated.

In thinking about the latter groups, I realize that the term "abolition", which I and others in the faith community and 
some in the civil sector use, doesn't readily appeal to military leaders and moderates in the civil sector.   A couple of 
years somebody conducted a focus-group survey of ordinary citizens and learned that "elimination of nuclear 
weapons" gained a more positive response than "abolition".   However, that isn't a very catchy phrase.

As an alternative, I suggest that we consider working for the "zero option" and that we form a "zero option coalition".  
Among other sources the term "zero" comes from statements by two military commanders.  

On June 10, 1993 General Colin Powell, then serving as chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff (appointed by President 
George H.W. Bush), told a Harvard University commencement audience: "I declare my hope and declare it from the 
bottom of my heart that we will eventually see the time when the number of nuclear weapons is down to zero and the 
world is a much better place."   While serving as commander of the U.S. Space Command, General Charles Horner 
(allied air forces commander during the Gulf War), said to the Defense Writers' Group at a breakfast meeting on July 
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15, 1994:  "The nuclear weapon is obsolete.  I want to get rid of them all....I want to go to zero." 

I suggest we (to be defined below) ask General Horner, other military leaders who signed the June 2000 statement with 
religious leaders at the Washington National Cathedral, General Lee Butler, former civilian national security leaders 
(such as Robert McNamara), scientists and other civil-sector experts interested in eliminating nuclear weapons to offer 
a step-by-step schedule for reaching zero.  Such a schedule would deal with categories of U.S. and Russian nuclear 
weapons and the nuclear arsenals of other states.  It might encompass such steps as de-alerting, standing down, 
dismantling nuclear weapons and delivery vehicles, and securing safe storage of fissile material.  It should also include 
methods for achieving transparency and verification.

Perhaps there could be a web site where these ideas are presented and opened for debate.  Persons from other countries 
around the world could be drawn in.

We would not necessarily seek a consensus on which plan is the most effective.  Rather we would be able to indicate 
that a number of experts believe that a step-by-step approach to reaching zero is practicable, that several alternative 
schemes are possible. The "zero option" would become a catch phrase for what we are seeking.

As to the "we", it would be possible to work with the Center for Defense Information and other organizations that are 
part of the Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers to solicit sets of going-to-zero proposals.   The bigger challenge is for 
the faith community to become more actively engaged with military leaders who share the vision of zero nuclear 
weapons, and also with scientists who have technical knowledge of the subject.   It isn't a customary alliance.   The 
closest we've come is the National Cathedral statement, but this was a one-time event as far as connecting religious 
and military leaders.

We are aware that many military leaders are nervous about working with religious leaders, who they view as pacifists.  
We can speculate that most of them wouldn't be part of a broad alliance that includes such "radicals" as Peace Action, 
WAND, Greenpeace, and the like.

It might be possible, though, to form a zero option coalition (formal or informal) involving some top religious leaders 
(heads of communion or ecumenical officer level), retired generals and admirals, and leading scientists.  They would 
offer their combined prestige to advance ideas on how to achieve the zero option.  Staff support could come from 
existing organizations.  Separately other organizations could pick up their proposals and press President Bush and 
members of Congress to endorse a step-by-step approach to reaching zero.  "Support the zero option" would be the 
slogan.

We could also make this a global effort, first by making contact with counterparts in Russia, then in Great Britain and 
France, in other NATO countries, and elsewhere.  Already we have connections with religious organizations in Europe 
and Canada with this interest, with the World Council of Churches, and Pax Christi International.  Some civil-sector 
organizations are in touch with Russian organizations.   Through these contacts there could be citizen diplomacy to 
help bring the United States and Russia together on a zero-option plan and then broaden it to other nuclear-weapon 
states.

I offer these ideas for your consideration.   I know that some of the participants in the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament prefer an incremental approach that focuses on "realistic" objectives.  Therefore, those of us who want a 
bolder approach might want to form a sub-group to develop and push for more prophetic action.   Having regained my 
optimism, I believe that a more ambitious effort is practicable and can be achieved if we develop a broader alliance.  
Even with our present resources.

I would be interested in your response.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: tcollina@ucsusa.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Strategy for 2002
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Tom,

I would like to share with you an e-mail I sent this morning to participants in the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament about a bolder approach for 2002.  Among other things it discusses forging stronger ties between the 
faith community and scientists interested in eliminating nuclear weapons.

I don't have any replies yet, so I can't gauge the level of interest.   But I would be interested in what you think of my 
ideas.

Shalom,
Howard

###

January 2, 2002

Dear Interfaith Colleagues:

New Year's greetings!  Another year, another time of opportunity to work toward our goal of global elimination of 
nuclear weapons.

I believe that we should put behind us our losses of recent years -- defeat of the CTBT in 1999, full funding of 
national missile defense and President Bush's notice of withdrawal from the ABM Treaty in 2001 -- and become 
bolder and more ambitious in 2002.   I suggest that we develop and implement an approach that is both prophetic and 
practicable, focusing on standing down and completely eliminating the global nuclear arsenal.

In doing so we should go beyond public statements, sign-on letters, and general educational programs.  We should 
help develop and work for a practicable program for eliminating nuclear weapons.  We should realize that the faith 
community working alone cannot achieve this goal.  We should seek a deeper working relationship not only with our 
current allies in the civil-sector peace and disarmament community and a wider relationship with military leaders and 
scientists who believe that nuclear weapons should be eliminated.

In thinking about the latter groups, I realize that the term "abolition", which I and others in the faith community and 
some in the civil sector use, doesn't readily appeal to military leaders and moderates in the civil sector.   A couple of 
years somebody conducted a focus-group survey of ordinary citizens and learned that "elimination of nuclear 
weapons" gained a more positive response than "abolition".   However, that isn't a very catchy phrase.

As an alternative, I suggest that we consider working for the "zero option" and that we form a "zero option coalition".  
Among other sources the term "zero" comes from statements by two military commanders.  

On June 10, 1993 General Colin Powell, then serving as chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff (appointed by President 
George H.W. Bush), told a Harvard University commencement audience: "I declare my hope and declare it from the 
bottom of my heart that we will eventually see the time when the number of nuclear weapons is down to zero and the 
world is a much better place."   While serving as commander of the U.S. Space Command, General Charles Horner 
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(allied air forces commander during the Gulf War), said to the Defense Writers' Group at a breakfast meeting on July 
15, 1994:  "The nuclear weapon is obsolete.  I want to get rid of them all....I want to go to zero." 

I suggest we (to be defined below) ask General Horner, other military leaders who signed the June 2000 statement with 
religious leaders at the Washington National Cathedral, General Lee Butler, former civilian national security leaders 
(such as Robert McNamara), scientists and other civil-sector experts interested in eliminating nuclear weapons to offer 
a step-by-step schedule for reaching zero.  Such a schedule would deal with categories of U.S. and Russian nuclear 
weapons and the nuclear arsenals of other states.  It might encompass such steps as de-alerting, standing down, 
dismantling nuclear weapons and delivery vehicles, and securing safe storage of fissile material.  It should also include 
methods for achieving transparency and verification.

Perhaps there could be a web site where these ideas are presented and opened for debate.  Persons from other countries 
around the world could be drawn in.

We would not necessarily seek a consensus on which plan is the most effective.  Rather we would be able to indicate 
that a number of experts believe that a step-by-step approach to reaching zero is practicable, that several alternative 
schemes are possible. The "zero option" would become a catch phrase for what we are seeking.

As to the "we", it would be possible to work with the Center for Defense Information and other organizations that are 
part of the Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers to solicit sets of going-to-zero proposals.   The bigger challenge is for 
the faith community to become more actively engaged with military leaders who share the vision of zero nuclear 
weapons, and also with scientists who have technical knowledge of the subject.   It isn't a customary alliance.   The 
closest we've come is the National Cathedral statement, but this was a one-time event as far as connecting religious 
and military leaders.

We are aware that many military leaders are nervous about working with religious leaders, who they view as pacifists.  
We can speculate that most of them wouldn't be part of a broad alliance that includes such "radicals" as Peace Action, 
WAND, Greenpeace, and the like.

It might be possible, though, to form a zero option coalition (formal or informal) involving some top religious leaders 
(heads of communion or ecumenical officer level), retired generals and admirals, and leading scientists.  They would 
offer their combined prestige to advance ideas on how to achieve the zero option.  Staff support could come from 
existing organizations.  Separately other organizations could pick up their proposals and press President Bush and 
members of Congress to endorse a step-by-step approach to reaching zero.  "Support the zero option" would be the 
slogan.

We could also make this a global effort, first by making contact with counterparts in Russia, then in Great Britain and 
France, in other NATO countries, and elsewhere.  Already we have connections with religious organizations in Europe 
and Canada with this interest, with the World Council of Churches, and Pax Christi International.  Some civil-sector 
organizations are in touch with Russian organizations.   Through these contacts there could be citizen diplomacy to 
help bring the United States and Russia together on a zero-option plan and then broaden it to other nuclear-weapon 
states.

I offer these ideas for your consideration.   I know that some of the participants in the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament prefer an incremental approach that focuses on "realistic" objectives.  Therefore, those of us who want a 
bolder approach might want to form a sub-group to develop and push for more prophetic action.   Having regained my 
optimism, I believe that a more ambitious effort is practicable and can be achieved if we develop a broader alliance.  
Even with our present resources.

I would be interested in your response.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: "Kelly Diamond" <kgdime@hotmail.com>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Course on UM Social Principles
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <F5104x29xDbH8J0sca00000b678@hotmail.com>
References: 

At 07:30 PM 12/20/01 -0800, you wrote:
>Hi Howard,
>
>The course looks great and I think a lot of people will be interested in it. 
>  I talked to Scilla about the schedule and we slated April 7th through May 
>12th for this - let me know if that works for you.  Thanks!

Kelly,

Those dates are okay with me.

Howard
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X-Sender: carol@pop
X-Mailer: QUALCOMM Windows Eudora Version 5.1
Date: Wed, 02 Jan 2002 10:44:20 -0600
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
From: "Carol  Q. Cosby" <ccosby@dhm.disciples.org>
Subject: Re: Interfaith Committee on Nuclear Disarmament to continue
X-Virus-Scanned: by Voodoo Scan 1.1

Dear Howard,

Just received your message about the consensus re. the 
Interfaith  Committee for Nuclear Disarmament.  It sounds like a good plan. 
Thanks for your continuing leadership.

At 11:49 AM 12/14/01 -0500, you wrote:
>Dear Colleagues:
>
>Eight of us participated in the meeting of the Interfaith Committee for
>Nuclear Disarmament on December 13 to consider the future of the committee.
>   We previously had heard from several others via e-mail.  The consensus
>that has emerged is as follows.
>
>The Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament provides a useful role as
>an action-oriented focus in the faith community on nuclear disarmament
>issues, a concern of many religious organizations.  It serves as a source
>of information and as a means to call upon one another and work together on
>this issue.  At the moment there is no need for regularly scheduled monthly
>meetings.  Rather we can communicate through e-mail and meet on call as
>necessary.  In this mode we can circulate sign-on letters, share
>suggestions for action alerts, and plan and carry out joint activities.
>
>I was asked to remain as chair, which among other roles serves as catalyst.
>  I consented.  I suggested that persons from different organizations should
>step up and take the lead on particular activities related to our
>interests.   This occurred at this meeting as Kathy Guthrie agreed that
>FCNL would take the lead in grassroots work in several states where
>Republican senators will be urged to challenge U.S. withdrawal from the ABM
>Treaty.   She will be communicating with you about this.   Janet Horman of
>the United Methodist General Board of Church and Society agreed to take the
>lead in organizing a news conference opposing withdrawal from the ABM
>Treaty if President Bush has a formal ceremony of withdrawal in January.
>However, this may be moot because it appears that the U.S. ambassador in
>Moscow has already presented a formal notice of withdrawal.
>
>For e-mail communication it was agreed to convert my list of 40 or so
>contacts into a list serve.  I will control who enters, limiting
>participation primarily to national faith-based organizations working for
>nuclear disarmament.   Members of the list will have direct access to
>sending messages.  This will give all participants an opportunity to
>communicate with others directly without going through me.   The one
>reservation was a concern that some list-serves generate large volumes of
>chit-chat and become burdensome to read.   We will keep a watch for this
>and try to control excesses.   I will follow through on setting up the list
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>serve.
>
>If you have any comments on this plan, 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.

Carol Q. Cosby
Staff Liaison, Disciples Peace Fellowship
Division of Homeland Ministries of the Christian Church (Disciples of Christ)
e-mail: ccosby@dhm.disciples.org
Phone: 317/63713/2659 or 1/888/346-2631; fax 317/635-4426
Web site: http://www.homelandministries.org
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Date: Wed, 2 Jan 2002 10:00:31 -0800 (PST)
From: hipkins james <debate44646@yahoo.com>
To: Howard Hallman <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Cc: Phil Miller <PVmsmagic@aol.com>, Bruce Edwards <skyfly@hotmail.com>

Minutes of past meeting attached.

__________________________________________________
Do You Yahoo!?
Send your FREE holiday greetings online!
http://greetings.yahoo.com
Attachment Converted: "C:\Program Files\Internet\download\minutes MUPJ.doc"



Methodists United for Peace with Justice  - Annual Meeting,  March 23, 2001 
 
Present:  Howard Hallman, chair; Philip Miller, treasurer; Jim Hipkins, editor of Peaceleaf; Charlotte 
Hipkins, secretary.  Regrets from Bruce Edwards, John McCartney, Joy Arthur, and Sherman Harris. 
 

Opening thoughts brought by Char on the need to continue our faith in others.  Jim referred to the book 
of J. Middleton Murray Jesus Man of Genius who wrote that when Jesus was in the wilderness he felt 
that the spirit of denial forever left him.  All thoughts of the negative were gone from his mind.  This is 
our message of hope.  If we can keep the power of affirmation in the peace movement, we will have the 
strength to continue. 
 

 A brief summary of the last minutes was given.  We did not meet in 2000.  The United Methodist 
General Conference was held in Cleveland, Ohio in 2000. 
 

 It was suggested that we need to make personal contact with members of the Board of Directors in an 
attempt to boost attendance at this meeting.  Robin Ringler is retiring as Peace with Justice Coordinator 
since her husband is now the Director of the General Board of Church and Society. 
 

 Listing e-mail addresses on the Peace Leaf was suggested.  We should first get permission from 
Board members.  Philip Miller - pvsmagic@aol.com, pvsmagic@aol.com,  James Hipkins -
debate44646@yahoo.com, Hipkins-debate44646@yahoo.com,   Howard Hallman - mupj@igc.org , 
Hallman-mupj@igc.org. 
      

Treasurer's Report -Philip Miller: Copies of 2000 were distributed of.   They are attached. Howard needs 
a report for calendar year 2000 of the budget to make grant applications. The treasurer's report was 
approved and filed. 
 

Membership report - There are now 83 paid members. 
 
 To do:  Howard will write letters to the Bishops.  He will also contact campus ministers to see if they will  
provide lists to us.  Howard has gotten a contribution for building a fund to create a web site.  Char will 
call Camille Funk to ask if she can suggest someone on Newscope of Nashville Communications. 

 
Activities:  Howard's main activity is chairing the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament 
composed of 36 faith-based organizations.  They meet regularly once a month.  Howard is working 
closely with dealerting.  They are taking a letter to Senators Lugar, Bayh asking them to talk to President 
Bush to get his support for dealerting. The Start II is held up by Senator Helms.  On National Missile 

mailto:pvsmagic@aol.com
mailto:pvsmagic@aol.com
mailto:-debate44646@yahoo.com
mailto:-debate44646@yahoo.com
mailto:Hipkins-debate44646@yahoo.com


Defense, Howard took the lead to get 27 faith-based organizations to write President Bush and  
Senators. 
 
   -We need to get Bishops' e-mail.  It is suggested that we send regular legislative alerts -1 page   
   -We asked  J. Hipkins & J. Mecartney to pen a CO statement& get S. Rhodes and Herman Will's input 
    -At the 2000 General Conference, Bishop Jordan hosted the Peace with Justice Breakfast where 
Howard pushed for a Peace with Justice Sunday. The resolution on nuclear abolition was written by 
Howard and was passed by the Conference.  It is on Page 785.  Jim Hipkins is to check on the status of 
this. 
   -They are trying to get groups in 18 states to write senators about denuclearization.  This is an effort to 
muster grass roots support. 
   -Peace Leaf - to be sent in May or June.  Subject - nuclear posture review -- 4 page issue.  Include a leaf 
 for membership. The last issue went to 675 persons.  850 were printed.  Invite readers’ opinion on C.O. 
   -Talk with Angela Kincaid in Nashville, NYMO about this issue.  Howard wants to get a statement from 
Bob Edgar on nuclear posture review. 
   -For Sept. issue--Subject-Youth Send CO opinions by July 
   -Future of Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
     Phil ordered new checks.  We need to continue. 
   -Structure- Advisory Board will be asked if they wish to continue.  It needs reshaped, and others 
added. 
Howard will write them.  Howard will write Bishop Kim to ask him to write on Korea and the 
reconciliation process.  . 
   -Board of Directors for 2004.  Phil Miller moved the following be elected: Camille Anders, James 
Hipkins, Schuyler Rhodes.  2nd. Passed 
 
   -Adjournment Jim Hipkins moved that the meeting be adjourned.  Phil Miller 2nd.   
Meeting was adjourned at 3:50 P.M. 
 
      Charlotte Hipkins, Secretary 
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X-Originating-IP: [165.247.97.25]
From: "Ira Shorr" <irashorr@hotmail.com>
To: agallivan@psr.org, dkimball@armscontrol.org, BrinkProgram@backfromthebrink.com, kathy@fcnl.org, 
mbutcher@psr.org, mupj@igc.org, joe@fcnl.org, david@fcnl.org, jwyerman@2020vision.org, nuclear@wand.org, 
tstubbendieck@clw.org, brian@vi.org, mlevi@fas.org, kcrandall@disarmament.org, michele@ieer.org
Subject: BRINK STRATEGY SESSION TOMORROW
Date: Wed, 02 Jan 2002 14:01:06 -0500
X-OriginalArrivalTime: 02 Jan 2002 19:01:06.0951 (UTC) FILETIME=[D549E170:01C193BF]

Hi Folks,

Hope you all had a grand holiday break.

Thanks for agreeing to participate in tomorrow's strategy session--3:30pm at 
FCNL.  A draft agenda is copied below (please send me any 
suggestions/alterations to agenda).

We look forward to seeing you there.

Ira

                BACK FROM THE BRINK STRATEGY SESSION

                        De-alerting in 2002

Thursday, January 3, 2002 – 3:30pm FCNL  - 245 Second Street, N.E. 
(Downstairs conference room)

                        Agenda

1.      Review of 2001 De-alerting Highlights (inside and outside the Beltway)

2.      Political analysis of current status of de-alerting issue (see talking 
points).
-       New themes to promote de-alerting
-       Ways to connect de-alerting to other nuclear weapon issues (i.e. missiles 
defense/ABM abandonment; reductions, etc.)

3.      Strategies for promoting de-alerting in 2002 Congress
-       Legislation
-       Priority legislators in House and Senate (coordinated Hill and  grassroots 
communication)
-       Responding to NPR: Congressional Hearings (De-alerting questions from key 
legislators)
-       Other (Hill briefings, Congressional studies, other?????)

4.      Russian Experts in D.C.: Monday, January 28 – Tuesday, January 29, 2002)
-       Carnegie Forum- Tuesday, January 29th – 2-4pm (Major-General Belous. 
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Alexander Pikaev, Bruce Blair, and  (Sam Nunn? Key legislator?).  For press, 
NGOs, Embassies, etc.
-       Hill Briefing
-       Separate meetings with Key Offices
-       Separate meetings with key press contacts

5.      Overview of Grassroots Leadership Development Work

6.      Educational Resources
-       New resource ideas
-       “Toast” Resources Revisited

7.      Other ideas for Promoting De-alerting inside the Beltway
-       APS Study
-       Other?

8.  Next Steps

_________________________________________________________________
Send and receive Hotmail on your mobile device: http://mobile.msn.com
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Reply-To: <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
From: "Brink Campaign" <prgrm@backfromthebrink.net>
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Strategy for 2002
Date: Wed, 2 Jan 2002 14:47:14 -0500
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. This is very timely as I think we are all thinking about ways to
broaden our thinking. Hope to see you tomorrow.
Esther

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2002 2:34 PM
To: irashorr@hotmail.com; prgrm@backfromthebrink.net
Subject: Strategy for 2002

Dear Ira and Esther,

I would like to share with you an e-mail I sent this morning to
participants in the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament  about a
bolder approach for 2002.    It may relate to the strategy meeting you are
having tomorrow.

I don't have any replies yet, so I can't gauge the level of interest.   But
I would be interested in what you think of my ideas.

Shalom,
Howard

###

January 2, 2002

Dear Interfaith Colleagues:

New Year's greetings!  Another year, another time of opportunity to work
toward our goal of global elimination of nuclear weapons.

I believe that we should put behind us our losses of recent years -- defeat
of the CTBT in 1999, full funding of national missile defense and President
Bush's notice of withdrawal from the ABM Treaty in 2001 -- and become
bolder and more ambitious in 2002.   I suggest that we develop and
implement an approach that is both prophetic and practicable, focusing on
standing down and completely eliminating the global nuclear arsenal.

In doing so we should go beyond public statements, sign-on letters, and
general educational programs.  We should help develop and work for a
practicable program for eliminating nuclear weapons.  We should realize
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that the faith community working alone cannot achieve this goal.  We should
seek a deeper working relationship not only with our current allies in the
civil-sector peace and disarmament community and a wider relationship with
military leaders and scientists who believe that nuclear weapons should be
eliminated.

In thinking about the latter groups, I realize that the term "abolition",
which I and others in the faith community and some in the civil sector use,
doesn't readily appeal to military leaders and moderates in the civil
sector.   A couple of years somebody conducted a focus-group survey of
ordinary citizens and learned that "elimination of nuclear weapons" gained
a more positive response than "abolition".   However, that isn't a very
catchy phrase.

As an alternative, I suggest that we consider working for the "zero option"
and that we form a "zero option coalition".  Among other sources the term
"zero" comes from statements by two military commanders.

On June 10, 1993 General Colin Powell, then serving as chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff (appointed by President George H.W. Bush), told a
Harvard University commencement audience: "I declare my hope and declare it
from the bottom of my heart that we will eventually see the time when the
number of nuclear weapons is down to zero and the world is a much better
place."   While serving as commander of the U.S. Space Command, General
Charles Horner (allied air forces commander during the Gulf War), said to
the Defense Writers' Group at a breakfast meeting on July 15, 1994:  "The
nuclear weapon is obsolete.  I want to get rid of them all....I want to go
to zero."

I suggest we (to be defined below) ask General Horner, other military
leaders who signed the June 2000 statement with religious leaders at the
Washington National Cathedral, General Lee Butler, former civilian national
security leaders (such as Robert McNamara), scientists and other
civil-sector experts interested in eliminating nuclear weapons to offer a
step-by-step schedule for reaching zero.  Such a schedule would deal with
categories of U.S. and Russian nuclear weapons and the nuclear arsenals of
other states.  It might encompass such steps as de-alerting, standing down,
dismantling nuclear weapons and delivery vehicles, and securing safe
storage of fissile material.  It should also include methods for achieving
transparency and verification.

Perhaps there could be a web site where these ideas are presented and
opened for debate.  Persons from other countries around the world could be
drawn in.

We would not necessarily seek a consensus on which plan is the most
effective.  Rather we would be able to indicate that a number of experts
believe that a step-by-step approach to reaching zero is practicable, that
several alternative schemes are possible. The "zero option" would become a
catch phrase for what we are seeking.

As to the "we", it would be possible to work with the Center for Defense
Information and other organizations that are part of the Coalition to
Reduce Nuclear Dangers to solicit sets of going-to-zero proposals.   The
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bigger challenge is for the faith community to become more actively engaged
with military leaders who share the vision of zero nuclear weapons, and
also with scientists who have technical knowledge of the subject.   It
isn't a customary alliance.   The closest we've come is the National
Cathedral statement, but this was a one-time event as far as connecting
religious and military leaders.

We are aware that many military leaders are nervous about working with
religious leaders, who they view as pacifists.  We can speculate that most
of them wouldn't be part of a broad alliance that includes such "radicals"
as Peace Action, WAND, Greenpeace, and the like.

It might be possible, though, to form a zero option coalition (formal or
informal) involving some top religious leaders (heads of communion or
ecumenical officer level), retired generals and admirals, and leading
scientists.  They would offer their combined prestige to advance ideas on
how to achieve the zero option.  Staff support could come from existing
organizations.  Separately other organizations could pick up their
proposals and press President Bush and members of Congress to endorse a
step-by-step approach to reaching zero.  "Support the zero option" would be
the slogan.

We could also make this a global effort, first by making contact with
counterparts in Russia, then in Great Britain and France, in other NATO
countries, and elsewhere.  Already we have connections with religious
organizations in Europe and Canada with this interest, with the World
Council of Churches, and Pax Christi International.  Some civil-sector
organizations are in touch with Russian organizations.   Through these
contacts there could be citizen diplomacy to help bring the United States
and Russia together on a zero-option plan and then broaden it to other
nuclear-weapon states.

I offer these ideas for your consideration.   I know that some of the
participants in the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament prefer an
incremental approach that focuses on "realistic" objectives.  Therefore,
those of us who want a bolder approach might want to form a sub-group to
develop and push for more prophetic action.   Having regained my optimism,
I believe that a more ambitious effort is practicable and can be achieved
if we develop a broader alliance.  Even with our present resources.

I would be interested in your response.

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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Date: Wed, 02 Jan 2002 13:20:22 -0600
From: brenda hardt <bbhardt@mail.esc4.com>
Reply-To: lizyeats@txconfchurches.org
Organization: Peace With Justice Ministry Coordiantor;  979-830-0136
X-Mailer: Mozilla 4.75 [en] (Win98; U)
X-Accept-Language: en
To: "PeaceWithJustice Ministry Msg-from B. Hardt" <aahardt@mail.esc4.com>
Subject: ray of hope

PLEASE SHARE THIS RAY OF HOPE FROM JERUSALEM AS WIDELY AS POSSIBLE. 

January 1, 2002
Friends,

Today was a ray of sunshine in an otherwise bleak Middle East.

At 9:30 a.m., the organizers were still discussing whether the march
should be held single file or two-by-two, as the police refused to grant
us a permit to walk in the streets, wanting to contain us on the broad
sidewalk.  By 10:30 a.m., we saw there would be no hope of containing
the
vast crowd that had showed up.

An amazing 5,000 people, most dressed in black, turned up for today's
events, beginning with the March of Mourning for all the victims --
Palestinian and Israeli -- of the Occupation.  Responding to the call of
the Coalition of Women for a Just Peace, people from all over the world
found their way to the vigil plaza today.  When the signal came to
begin,
we were all mixed up with each other -- Israeli, Palestinian, European,
American -- and began a slow, solemn walk, in silence (mostly), with
only
a funereal cadence sounded by two women drummers at the center of this
long procession.  Although the extreme right wing staged a
counterdemonstration at the beginning of our route, their small number
(about 30) and angry shouts only served to dramatize the power of our
own
dignified presence.

We led with a huge banner, "The Occupation is Killing Us All", as well
as
hundreds of black hands with white lettering "Stop the Occupation", and
scores of signs calling for peace, a state of Palestine beside the state
of Israel, and sharing this beautiful city of Jerusalem, loved so long
by
so many.  It was an unseasonably warm and balmy winter morning, and we
were suddenly feeling hopeful and powerful marching together this way.
Although the police were trying to keep us all walking on the sidewalk,
soon we burst our seams and spread out into the road, blocking traffic
along the route.  And Ezra, long-time supporter of Women in Black in
Jerusalem, walked among us, handing out a thousand red roses to Women in
Black until the roses ran out, though the women did not.
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We made our way slowly toward the broad, new plaza just outside historic
Jaffa Gate, one of the main entrances to the Old City of Jerusalem.  By
the time everyone arrived, we had filled up the plaza completely, with
spillover inside the gate and along the roads leading up to it.  Past
the
stage, participants could see as backdrop the beautiful Citadel, rising
from the walls of the Old City, with the Valley of Gethsemane spread out
beyond in a breathtaking view.

The entire program was moderated in Hebrew and Arabic by Dalit Baum and
Camilia Bader-Araf, co-MCs.  They acknowledged the Knesset members who
had
joined us for the events -- Muhammed Barake, Naomi Chazan, Zehava Galon,
Tamar Gozansky, Anat Maor, Issam Makhoul, and Mossi Raz -- as well as
the
delegations from Belgium, Canada, England, France, Italy, Portugal,
Spain,
and the U.S.  Marcia Freedman, former Israeli MK and long-standing Woman
in Black, read the list of 118 locations around the world where
solidarity
events were planned for the same day (from Adelaide to Zaragoza -- see
our
website for the full list).

Speeches opened with Shulamit Aloni, first lady of human rights in
Israel
and former government minister, comparing our struggle to end the
occupation with the struggles led by Nelson Mandela and Martin Luther
King, reminding us that although the task is arduous, it will inevitably
be crowned with success.  She was followed by other powerful speeches --
Nurit Peled Elhanan, winner of the Sakharov Peace Prize, awarded by the
European Parliament, and mother of Smadar, 13 years old when she was
killed by a terrorist bomb in Jerusalem; Zahira Kamal, courageous
Palestinian activist for peace as well as the rights of women and
workers,
who found a way to outwit the closure in order to reach Jerusalem and
address this rally; Luisa Morgantini, irrepressible Italian member of
the
European Parliament and devoted supporter of the women's peace movement
in
the Middle East; Khulood Badawi, chair of the Association of Arab
Students
in Israel; and Vera Lichtenfels, a 17-year old Portuguese peace
activist,
representing youth all over the world who are working for peace.

These speeches were eloquent and inspiring, but I myself was especially
moved by the ceremony of torch lighting by 13 Israeli organizations who
have shown extraordinary commitment to activism for peace and human
rights.  Each representative lit a torch about one aspect related to
their
work -- the killed, the wounded, the homes demolished, the trees
uprooted,
the children whose lives were fractured, as well as the efforts of those
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who refuse to give in to the despair, but keep on struggling to
transform
this nightmare into a vision of peace and partnership (see below for the
names and descriptions of these organizations).

These were words that one simply doesn't hear elsewhere, so publicly, by
Israelis and Palestinians together.  And then we held a concert rarely
heard in the Middle East -- a "peace happening" of Palestinian and
Israeli
performers.  It opened with the Elisheva Trio -- 3 talented black Jewish
women from Dimona, singing peace songs in soul and rock arrangements.
There were readings of poetry and plays, a performance piece, and an
amazing duo of young Palestinian rappers from Lydda/Lod doing Arabic and
Hebrew political lyrics.  Ending it all was a hopeful reprise by the
Elisheva Trio, with many in the crowd holding hands, swaying, and
singing
together.

When the concert was over, few wanted to leave and let go of the feeling
that peace is really possible.  Fortunately, we didn't really have to,
because Peace Now was holding its own optimistic rally just inside Jaffa
Gate, with Palestinians and Israelis signing a Peace Declaration and
releasing doves into the sky over the city.  Palestinians and Israelis
wandered in and out the streets of the Old City trying to hold tight to
the beautiful warm thaw in the air, within this long winter of violence
and tragedy.

This evening, I watched Israeli TV to see if anything was reported about
the hope for peace that had swept through Jerusalem today.  I saw
nothing
about either the Coalition of Women for Peace or the Peace Now events,
though I did hear that the Coalition action made the radio news several
times today.  We are used to this by now, and it brought to mind the
words
of Shulamit Aloni earlier today:  "Even though Israel=92s 'patriotic'
media
seek to ignore you, there is no doubt that your voice will be heard and
that a great many others will join your cause.  You will break through
the
silence because yours is a vision of freedom, justice, and peace."

May it come to pass. Today I feel more hopeful than I have for a long,
long while.

Thank you to everyone all over the world who joined us in solidarity
today, whether in vigils, through contributions, or in your hearts.

Shalom, salaam,
Gila Svirsky
Jerusalem



“Missile Defense: The Untold Story” 
New York Times - December 29, 2001 - By Bill Keller 
 
In the nearly 40year fight over building weapons to shoot down incoming  
missiles, the proponents have generally fallen into two camps, the dreamers  
and the schemers. 
 
When the idea of missile defense had its most celebrated moment under  
President Reagan, the dreamers — including the president and the renowned  
nuclear scientist Edward Teller — seemed convinced that we could be made  
invulnerable against nuclear weapons. The more cynical camp — including the  
national security adviser, Robert McFarlane, and the military assistant to  
the secretary of defense, Colin Powell — saw an impregnable defense as a  
pipe dream, but also a useful bargaining chip. It wouldn't stop a nuclear  
strike, but it would worry the Soviet military planners, and make it easier  
to drive a favorable deal in arms control talks. 
 
That time around, the schemers had it right. The impermeable superdome was  
a technological fantasy, and one that could have bankrupted the national  
treasury. Even if it had worked, it would have been dangerous, because it  
would have encouraged the illusion that we could win a nuclear war. The  
prospect of an American missile defense system did, however, help goad the  
Soviets into mutual cuts in our nuclear arsenals. 
 
Now, too, there are dreamers and schemers. The dreamers, possibly including  
the president, embrace missile defense at face value, as something that  
will make us safer in our beds. Such a system, they assert, will protect us  
against a terrorist with a ballistic missile, an accidental launch from the  
aging Russian arsenal, or a rogue state bent on demolishing an American  
city. The public debate so far has been almost entirely about this dream of  
missile defense, which — because it aims to stop a small flock of missiles  
rather than Russia's thousands — is technologically more plausible than  
what President Reagan had in mind. 
 
The schemer agenda, on the other hand, is about nuclear strategy, a  
forbidding subject framed in arcane and speculative language that tends to  
scare off laymen. But let's see if we amateurs can get our heads around it. 
 
The concept at the heart of nuclear strategy is deterrence, which means  
that our ability to obliterate the enemy prevents him from doing something  
rash. It is generally accepted that our nuclear strength deterred the  
Soviet Union from raining nuclear warheads on America. But preventing  
Armageddon was not the main purpose of our nuclear forces. The foremost  
purpose was to stop the Soviet Union from sending its superior non-nuclear  
armies into Western Europe. By deliberately leaving open the possibility  
that we would go nuclear if Soviet tanks crossed the Fulda Gap into West  
Germany, we deterred the Soviets from beginning a conventional war in  
Europe. Would we in fact have risked decimating the planet to save Europe?  



Maybe not, but the Soviets could never be sure. 
 
The schemers in the current debate fear that any nation with a few nuclear  
weapons can do to us what we did to the Soviets — deter us from projecting  
our vastly superior conventional forces into the world. This could mean  
Iraq or North Korea or Iran, but it most importantly means China. The real  
logic of missile defense, to these advocates, is not to defend but to  
protect our freedom to attack. 
 
There was a funny misfire of a debate about deterrence earlier this year.  
President Bush, arguing the need for missile defense, suggested that a  
rogue state might not be restrained by the fear of nuclear annihilation,  
the way the Soviet Union was. Critics pounced gleefully: wouldn't North  
Korea or Iraq be deterred from launching an unprovoked attack, just as the  
Soviet Union was, by the certain knowledge that we could reduce them to  
molten rubble? Well, sure they would. Unless we happened to have our tank  
divisions parked at the outskirts of their capital, prepared to move in.  
Under those circumstances, even a semi-rational megalomaniac like Saddam  
Hussein might just decide to launch whatever he had. Or, more to the point,  
we couldn't be quite sure he wouldn't. If Saddam had possessed a nuclear  
missile in 1991, could we have persuaded such a broad coalition to drive  
him from Kuwait? Or, if the Taliban had a single missile capable of  
pulverizing Washington, would we have been so quick to go into Afghanistan? 
 
You won't hear President Bush saying so, but the scenario that preoccupies  
many of those in and around the Pentagon is this one: Taiwan decides to  
risk a climactic break with mainland China. The mainland responds with a  
military tantrum. America would like to defend the island democracy against  
the Communist giant — but we are backed down by hints that Beijing cares  
enough about this issue to launch nuclear missiles. American voters may or  
may not support a conventional war for Taiwanese independence; they're much  
less likely to support one that risks the obliteration of our cities. Ah,  
but if we have an insurance policy, a battery of antimissile weapons  
sufficient (in theory) to neutralize China's two dozen nuclear missiles, we  
would feel freer to go to war over Taiwan. 
 
"The logic of missile defense is to make the stakes of power projection  
compatible with the risks of power projection," says Keith B. Payne, a  
deterrence theory expert and an ardent supporter of missile defense.  
Missile defense, in other words, is not about defense. It's about offense. 
 
This debate about missile defense is one we're not having. The schemer  
rationale exists mostly between the lines. It is implicit in documents no  
mere citizen reads, like the Quadrennial Defense Review, and encoded in  
speeches. There is little frank discussion of it in publications for  
nonspecialists. (One exception is the right wing National Review, whose  
editor, Richard Lowry, has articulated the force projection rationale clearly.) 
Why is everyone being so coy about this? 



 
For one thing, the dreamers' just-plain-defense argument is easier to  
grasp, and much easier to market. In principle it's hard to argue that a  
system that could shoot down a rogue missile or two would be a bad thing to  
have. Even liberals are buying into it. Their reservations are framed  
almost entirely as variations on: Is it worth the cost? Can we afford the  
money to make the thing work? Is it a better value than the alternatives?  
Is it worth the political angst of withdrawing from the ABM treaty? 
 
Personally, if missile defense is about defense, I can imagine better ways  
to spend $100 billion. Defending our porous seaports against a nuclear  
device in a tugboat or shipping container seems like a more urgent  
investment. And if we're really worried about an accidental launch from a  
decaying Russian missile command center, we might revive a bright idea the  
physicist Sherman Frankel developed a decade ago — retrofitting nuclear  
missiles, ours and theirs, with devices so they could be disarmed and  
destroyed after a mistaken launch. (Incredibly, civilian rockets have  
post-launch destruct devices, but not nuclear missiles.) But after Sept.  
11, the public is less likely to quibble over priorities and cost-benefit  
analysis. If it makes us feel safe, the mood is, buy it. 
 
The schemers' agenda, on the other hand, makes a more complicated and  
uncomfortable debate, because it raises the question of whether missile  
defense might, in fact, make the world less safe. "Force projection" has an  
unpleasant, bellicose ring to it. It also drives the Chinese up the wall.  
There are already plenty of hawks in China who believe we have a long range  
strategy to "contain" it — and the force projection rationale tends to  
suggest they are right. 
 
Arguing that we need missile defense to assure we can take the battle to  
the nuclear-armed bad guys opens up two ticklish lines of discussion. 
 
One is whether missile defense makes it likelier we will get into a war  
that is not essential to our national interests, or that we will move more  
easily from containing bad regimes to ousting them, and whether as part of  
such a conflict we may find ourselves playing nuclear chicken. 
 
The other is whether missile defense might lead to a new arms-building  
competition. If it is true that China cares enough about Taiwan to threaten  
nuclear war — that is, if China's ability to deter us with nuclear weapons  
really matters to Chinese leaders — then it stands to reason they will work  
hard to protect their deterrent. However they do that, by manufacturing  
more missiles or putting multiple warheads on each launcher or by a shift  
in strategy, a Chinese buildup may well influence the behavior of China's  
wary nuclear neighbor India. What India does in turn alarms its nuclear  
neighbor Pakistan. If you're following the news, you know that India and  
Pakistan are at this moment on the verge of war. 
 



Strategic planners have a technical expression for this kind of discussion.  
It's called a can of worms. 
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From: WILLNORTH@aol.com
Date: Wed, 2 Jan 2002 15:25:34 EST
Subject: Address for Casa...
To: mupj@igc.org
X-Mailer: AOL 5.0 for Mac sub 39

Howard,

I am writing letters to send the Alternative Gifts program checks to the 

recipients.

Who do I write to at Casa del Pueblo and what is the address?

Thanks

Haven
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To: WILLNORTH@aol.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Address for Casa...
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <164.68a4f8a.2964c6be@aol.com>
References: 

At 03:25 PM 1/2/02 EST, you wrote:
>Howard,
>
>I am writing letters to send the Alternative Gifts program checks to the 
>
>recipients.
>
>Who do I write to at Casa del Pueblo and what is the address?

Haven,

Send it to the new executive director, Rosa Zamora at Casa del Pueblo, 1459 Columbia Road, NW, Washington, DC 
20009.  You might mention that I am the liaison from BUMC and will be getting in touch with her shortly.

Thanks for doing this,
Howard
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Date: Wed, 2 Jan 2002 12:56:02 -0800 (PST)
From: hipkins james <debate44646@yahoo.com>
To: Howard Hallman <mupj@igc.apc.org>

Howard:
Can you send us a list of who gets the minutes-If my
e-mail isn't going through mail it to us at the
following address:  16617 Cordoba St., Winter Garden,
FL 34787-9384.

If you could e-mail them today I could take care of
it. 

Jim

__________________________________________________
Do You Yahoo!?
Send your FREE holiday greetings online!
http://greetings.yahoo.com
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To: hipkins james <debate44646@yahoo.com>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: 
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <20020102205602.37454.qmail@web10704.mail.yahoo.com>
References: 

At 12:56 PM 1/2/02 -0800, you wrote:
>Howard:
>Can you send us a list of who gets the minutes.

Jim,

Here is my e-list:

Bruce Edwards  b3ruce@socket.net
Sherman Harris  visionaires@hotmail.com
Hipkins   debate44646@yahoo.com
Phillip Miller   pvmsmagic@aol.com
Schuyler Rhodes  srhodes@igc.org
Don Whitmore   3rdM@gte.net

Without e-mail are the following:
Joy Arthur, 183 Spring Street, Midland, MI 48640
John Mccartney, 18427 Faust, Detroit, MI 48219-2925
Also, the woman from Atlanta, who Char brought in (her name isn't handy)

Enjoy the Florida sunshine, but look out for the chads.

Shalom,
Howard



file:///Z|/STAFF/Tiago/MJP/MU%20Email/MU%20Email%20PDF/11122-01%20to%2020102-19/20102.16.txt[5/23/2017 12:15:51 PM]

To: <rkirk@joejacquescpa.com>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Re: Print formatting
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: <B0025536449F674B968B9DEB8EA14D8A089EC2@cpa-server1.JoeJacquesCPA.Com>
References: 

Robert,

Thanks for trying to help me.  But I still have a problem.  Your attachment came through as symbols rather than a 
readable text.  I receive a newsletter that comes as text and a PDF attachment into Word, and the latter comes as 
symbols.

I know I have Adobe installed. If I understand it correctly, it shows up in my C-drive register as ar405eng.exe -- 5,628 
KB Application.  Some PDF files appear in Netscape, my internet platform, so it must be partially workiing.  Can you 
give me further advice? 

Thanks,
Howard
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To: "Membership Secretariat" <academy@napawash.org>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Fellows list
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

In the latest directory of fellows you omitted my phone number, which is 301 897-3668.  Please add it to the next 
edition.

Thanks,
Howard W. Hallman
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To: williamrdodge@aol.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Your forthcoming book
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Bill,

At the Dallas conference you indicating that you are working on a book about metropolitan governance.  That's great.  
We need the ideas of experienced people like yourself.

As you may know, I took my turn at this subject in Small and Large Together: Governing the Metropolis (Sage 
Publications, 1977).  You may be interested in my discussion of local federalism.  If you don't have a copy, I can give 
you one.

More than that I have a couple of book shelves of pre-1980 books on metropolitan problems and governance, 
including from such places as London, Miami, Los Angeles, Winnipeg, and other locales.   Also I have a file drawer 
full of reports going from 1950 to 1980.  I've not dealt with this subject since then and will probably never return to it.  
Therefore, if you would like this material, you're welcome to have whatever you can use.

If you're interested, give me a call at 301 897-3668 and come over to see what I've got.  I'm at 6508 Wilmett Road in 
Bethesda.

With best regards,
Howard



From: "Rutledge, Philip"  
To: Yvonne Burke , Adam Herbert , Alan Dean , Alvin Schexnider , Annmarie Walsh , 
Astrid Merget , Audrey Mathews , Barbara Sabol , Barbara Wamsley , Bernard 
Anderson , Bernard Martin , Beryl Radin , "Hojnacki, Bill" , Blue Wooldridge , Bruce 
McDowell , Byron Marshall , Carl Stenberg , Carolyn Graham , Charldean Newell , 
Charles Bingman , Charles Bonser , Charles Washington , Chris Carlson , Chris Gates , 
Cora Beebe , Cornelius Kerwin , Costis Toregas , Curtina Moreland-Young , Dale Krane 
, Daniel Skoler , "David B. Walker" , David Garrison , David Mora , David Rusk , Deil 
Wright , Delores Parron , Diane Henshel , Don Borut , Drew Alexander , Dwight Ink , 
Eddie Williams , Edward Jennings , Edward Perkins , Edwardo Rhodes , Elaine Orr , 
Elizabeth Kellar , Emerson Markham , Enid Beaumont , Estelle Richman , Eugene 
McGregor , Frank Cipolla , Frank Reeder , Frank Thompson , Fred Riggs , Gail 
Christopher , George Caravalho , George Frederickson , George Goodman , Gilda 
Lambert , Glen Cope , Gloria Register , Graham Toft , Grantland Johnson , Harold 
Finger , Harriett Jenkins , Harvey White , Herbert Jasper , Horace Dickerson , Howard 
Hallman , James Banovetz , James Carroll , James Kunde , James Murley , James 
Norton , James Perry , James Ward , Jan Hart Black , "Barnes, A James" , Jim Svara , 
Joel Valdez , John Kelley , John Kirlin , "Krauss, John L" , John Mikesell , John 
Ottensmann , John Stewart , John Thomas , John Ware , Jonathan Howes , Joseph 
Wholey , Karen Walz , "Zorn, Charles Kurt" , Larry Terry , LaVarne Burton , Les 
Lenkowsky , "Wise, Lois R." , Manuel Deese , Mark Pisano , Marshall Taggart , Mary 
Berry , Mary Hamilton , Mathew Holden , Maureen Pirog , Maurice Brice , Michael 
Brintnall , Michael Rogers , Mitchell Rice , Mortimer Downey , Mylon Winn , Naomi Lynn 
, Norman Johnson , Norman King , Patricia Florestano , Peter Goldberg , Philip Morgan 
, Philip Rutledge , Ralph Widner , Regina Williams , "Hug, Rick" , Richard Monteilh , 
Robert Agranoff , Robert Knox , Roger Parks , "Rosemary O'Leary" , Royce Hanson , 
Sallyanne Payton , "Samuel Myers, Jr" , Sandra Hale , Scott Fosler , Sheila Kennedy , 
Singleton McAllister , Steven Carter , Susan Tolchin , Sy Murray , Ted Benavides , 
Terry Cooper , Tim McGann , Timothy Clark , Tobe Johnson , Tom McFee , Valerie 
Lemmie , Walter Broadnax , "William Dodge, Jr" , "William Hansell, Jr."  
Cc: "Walsh, Char" , "'Keiner, Suellen T'"  
Subject: January 11 Meeting Reminder  
Date: Wed, 2 Jan 2002 17:53:35 -0500  
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)  

Social Equity Panel Colleagues:  

        This is a follow-up reminder to my e-mail of December 5 that our next meeting will 
be held at NAPA, January 11, 12:00 Noon to 3:00 PM.  As indicated then, the agenda of 
January meeting will consist primarily of a review of the Dallas Conference and 
disposition of the recommendations made there.  A panel of Fellows attending the 
session will take leadership in the discussion.  We will also outline our meeting schedule 
and work plan for the next several months.  We will not have an outside speaker at this 
meeting.  Elaine Orr will be sending out a more detailed agenda, along with tele-
conference information.  I hope you will place this important meeting on your agenda. 



                                                                Phil  
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To: tcollina@ucsusa.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Scenarios for zero option
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Tom,

As further development of my thinking on nuclear disarmament, I have drafted the following "Query: How to Achieve 
the Zero Option for Nuclear Weapons", to be addressed by representatives of religious organizations to military leaders 
and other experts who have stated their support for total elimination of nuclear weapons.  It asks them to provide us 
with a scenario for reaching this goal.

We would want to make the responses public as a means of showing that experts know the steps necessary to achieve 
the zero option and to encourage public discussion on this issue.  These scenarios could be posted on a web site that is 
set up for interactive response.

I am wondering if the Union of Concerned Scientists would help us reach key scientists who favor elimination of 
nuclear weapons.  I am asking Bruce Blair for help in reaching retired military leaders.   Perhaps one of you would be 
interested in posting the response on your web site, set up for interactive response.  Perhaps a new, interactive web site 
could be set up: www.zero-option.net.

As this process is going on, I would like to explore the possibility of creating some kind of "zero option coalition" 
among religious leaders, military leaders, and scientists -- an unusual combination that combines different strengths.   
However, collecting the disarmament scenarios will be useful whether or not we take this further step.

I'll give you a call to discuss this further.

Shalom,
Howard

###

Draft Query: How to Achieve the Zero Option for Nuclear Weapons

        We, the undersigned representatives of religious organizations, welcome the initiative of  President George W. 
Bush and President Vladimir Putin to make substantial reductions in the strategic nuclear arsenals of the United States 
and Russia.  We agree with President Bush that the Cold War is over and that the doctrine of mutually assured 
destruction is obsolete.  That being the case, we urge that nuclear arms reduction go deeper than the level now being 
considered and that reductions occur at a faster rate.  Indeed, we believe that the goal should be the complete 
elimination of nuclear weapons, not only those of the United States and Russia but also those held by all other 
possessors.

        We are not alone in calling for the elimination of nuclear weapons.   Many top ranking U.S. military leaders have 
come to this conclusion.  For example, Admiral Noel Gayler, while serving as commander-in-chief of all U.S. forces 
in the Pacific from 1972 to 1976, became convinced that "there is no sensible military use for nuclear weapons."   
During the period from 1991 to 1994 when General Lee Butler was commander-in-chief of the U.S. Strategic 
Command, he began what he later described as "the long and arduous intellectual journey from staunch advocate of 
nuclear deterrence to public proponent of nuclear abolition."
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General Colin Powell, when he was chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff (appointed by President George H.W. Bush), 
told a Harvard University commencement audience in June 1993: "I declare my hope and declare it from the bottom of 
my heart that we will eventually see the time when the number of nuclear weapons is down to zero and the world is a 
much better place."   While serving as commander of the U.S. Space Command, General Charles Horner (allied air 
forces commander during the Gulf War), told the Defense Writers' Group at a breakfast meeting in July 1994:  "The 
nuclear weapon is obsolete.  I want to get rid of them all....I want to go to zero." 

        A crucial question is: how do we achieve the zero option?  Not being military experts, we turn to military leaders, 
scientists, and other civilian experts for their answer to this question.  We are interested in learning about alternative 
scenarios that outline a step-by-step approach to the elimination of various categories of nuclear weapons within a 
reasonable period of time.  These steps might entail such processes as de-alerting, standing down, dismantling nuclear 
weapons and delivery vehicles, and providing for safe storage of fissile material.

        We realize that experts are likely to offer a variety of approaches on how to reach zero.  We would like to receive 
their suggestions and share them with others in the religious community and the broader public.  This can provide the 
basis for significant public discussion on how to eliminate nuclear weapons in a manner that makes the world a much 
better place.

Proposed signers: denominational representatives, such as heads of Washington offices and headquarters peace and 
justice officers.
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