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Vince,

For one our pages in www.zero-nukes.org, I have suggested to Maria Kayser
that we use a graphic of a pruning hook and plow (Micah 4:3).  She hasn't
been able to find these illustrations.  Do you folks have anything you could
share with her?

Thanks,
Howard

Howard W. Hallman is Chair of
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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Howard --

Will try to get an answer in the next few days.

David

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Wednesday, May 1, 2002 4:55 pm
To: Bpinguel@afsc.org; thart@episcopalchurch.org; david@fcnl.org;
marsusab@aol.com; lisaw@ncccusa.org; agreenblatt@ncccusa.org
Subject: Invitation to join new web site

Dear Potential Sponsor of www.zero-nukes.org

I am now working with a web designer, Marie Kayser, on the design of
www.zero-nukes.org.  It is far enough along for me to share it with you.
You can see it by going to her web site: www.twotonedeyes.com/zero-nukes.  I
hope that this will give you a better idea of what the site is about and
will lead you to becoming a sponsor.

The obligations of a sponsor are to be listed as such on the home page and
to be represented on the steering committee (which will probably never meet
physically but members will advise me through e-mail and telephone).
Making a financial contribution is desired but optional.

This sampler has the home page, which introduces the site, and a second page
that tells "The Story behind Our Masthead".

You can also see the beginning of the page for "Religious Statements" by
clicking on that button.  The graphic on that page is hers and isn't final.
The mode of presenting the World Council of Churches is how I propose to do
this for various denominations.  It will be a combination of linkage where
key documents are available and direct posting where they are not.
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I have on hand a mostly completed section for the Catholic Churches, which I
have been constructing, and the Union of American Hebrew Congregations,
which they supplied.

I would like you to provide me information for your denomination or
organization: a brief paragraph about who you are and the documents related
to nuclear disarmament that you want to share, either through linkage or
direct posting.  We will add these as we get them, but I would like to have
as many as possible by mid-May, even by Friday, May 10.  A Word attachment
would be the most convenient way for me to receive them and forward them to
Marie Kayser.

As to finance, I have received $2,000 from an anonymous member of the
Rockefeller family and a donation from UAHC.  The United Methodist General
Board of Church and Society has approved a $5,000 grant and will make the
payment in May.  We want your donations, even small ones, both for the money
and for the endorsement that financial assistance signifies.

Shalom,
Howard

Howard W. Hallman is Chair of
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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Thanks, Howard, 
  It looks great.  I will go to work on a statement
from tthe Unitarian Universalists.  
  PEACE!  Larry --- "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
wrote:
> To: Web Site Steering Committee
> 
> I am now working with our web designer, Marie
> Kayser, on the design of
> www.zero-nukes.org.  It is far enough along for me
> to share it with you.
> You can see it by going to her web site:
> www.twotonedeyes.com/zero-nukes.  I
> would appreciate your comments and suggestions.
> 
> This sampler has the home page, which introduces the
> site, and a second page
> that tells "The Story behind Our Masthead".
> 
> You can also see the beginning of the page for
> "Religious Statements" by
> clicking on that button.  The graphic on that page
> is hers and isn't final.
> The mode of presenting the World Council of Churches
> is how I propose to do
> this for various denominations.  It will be a
> combination of linkage where
> key documents are available and direct posting where
> they are not.
> 
> I have on hand a mostly completed section for the
> Catholic Churches, which I
> have been constructing, and the Union of American
> Hebrew Congregations,
> which they supplied.
> 
> Let this remind the rest of you that you need to
> provide me information for
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> your denomination: a brief paragraph about who you
> are and the documents
> related to nuclear disarmament that you want to
> share, either through
> linkage or direct posting.  We will add these as we
> get them, but I would
> like to have as many as possible by mid-May, even by
> Friday, May 10.  A Word
> attachment would be the most convenient way for me
> to receive them and
> forward them to Marie Kayser.
> 
> Finally, some of you indicated a willingness to make
> a financial
> contribution.   So far I have received $2,000 from
> an anonymous member of
> the Rockefeller family and a donation from UAHC. 
> The United Methodist
> General Board of Church and Society has approved a
> $5,000 grant and will
> make the payment in May.  We want your donations,
> even small ones, both for
> the money and for the endorsement that financial
> assistance signifies.  But
> that is not an absolute requirement for being a
> sponsor.
> 
> You can e-mail me your observations on the site
> design, or call me at 301
> 896-0013 if you want to.
> 
> Shalom,
> Howard
> 
> Howard W. Hallman is Chair of
> 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! Health - your guide to health and wellness
http://health.yahoo.com



  
-----Original Message----- 
From: Kulinowski, Kristen [mailto:Kristen.Kulinowski@mail.house.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, May 2, 2002 10:42 am 
To: Adam Hughes (E-mail); Carlean Ponder (E-mail); Daryl Kimball (E-mail); David Culp (E-mail); Jim 
Riccio (E-mail); Kathy Crandall (E-mail); Michael Levi (E-mail); Theresa Hitchens (E-mail); Tony Vento (E-
mail) 
Subject: FW: Markey - CUT FUNDING FOR MINI-NUKES! 
Importance: High 

 

 -----Original Message-----  
From:   Klein, Israel   
Sent:   Thursday, May 02, 2002 10:14 AM  
Subject:        Markey - CUT FUNDING FOR MINI-NUKES!  
Importance:     High  

News from Ed Markey  

United States Congress                  Massachusetts Seventh 
District  
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE   CONTACT: Kristen Kulinowski  
May 2, 2002     or Israel Klein  
        (202) 225-2836  

40 LAWMAKERS CALL ON HOUSE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE TO 
ELIMINATE FUNDING FOR NEW NUCLEAR BOMB PROGRAM 

Markey letter opposes "bunker-busters" and acceleration 
of nuclear testing   

Washington, D.C. -- Representative Edward J. Markey (D-MA), founder and co-chair of 
the Bipartisan Non-Proliferation Task Force, along with 39 colleagues, sent a letter to 
the House Armed Services Committee today requesting that the Committee eliminate 
funding for a nuclear weapon for destroying underground weapons caches and for 
enhanced nuclear test readiness. 

The administration's FY 2003 budget request calls for $15.5 million for a feasibility study 
of the Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator (RNEP) to defeat hardened and deeply buried 
targets such as chemical and biological weapons caches.  However, as the letter 
asserts, "conventional weapons are better suited to this task because they avoid key 
logistical and political impediments to use that a nuclear weapon would face." 

"The picture they would like you to have is of a weapon that has little impact on people 
and a tremendous impact on rocks and dirt.  In fact, this nuclear bunker buster would 



eject a huge cloud of radioactive dust that could spread for miles - exposing non-
combatants to dangerous radiation and rendering land unusable for decades," Rep. 
Markey stated.  "The political fallout from such a weapon would be as dangerous to our 
national security as is the radioactive fallout to our soldiers in the field." 

The letter also calls for the elimination of funding to accelerate the time between a 
Presidential decision to conduct an underground nuclear test and the test itself, 
asserting that, "the proposed enhanced test readiness program will renew interest in 
testing among other nations."  

Rep. Markey stated, "The National Nuclear Security Administration has certified that our 
nation's nuclear arsenal is safe and reliable.  There is no reason to conduct an 
underground nuclear test and, therefore, no reason to prepare for such a test.  Going 
forward with this program would fire the starting gun on a new nuclear arms race, and 
increase the possibility of the use of nuclear weapons in our lifetimes." 

The letter concludes by recommending that the funds for these programs be reallocated 
toward domestic counter-terrorism efforts. 

More information can be found at www.house.gov/markey/newsroom.htm  

 

### 

<<PressHASCLetterAntiNukes_05-01-02.doc>>  

______________________  
Israel S. Klein  
Press Secretary  
Legislative Assistant  
U.S. Rep. Ed Markey  
2108 Rayburn HOB  
Washington, DC  20515  
(202) 225-2836  
(202) 226-0092 fax  
(202) 225-2816 cell  
israel.klein@mail.house.gov  

 

 

 

 

 



News from Ed Markey 
United States Congress   Massachusetts Seventh 
District 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE CONTACT: Kristen 
Kulinowski  
May 25, 2017 or Israel Klein 
 (202) 225-2836 
 

40 LAWMAKERS CALL ON HOUSE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE 
TO ELIMINATE FUNDING FOR NEW NUCLEAR BOMB PROGRAM 
Markey letter opposes “bunker-busters” and acceleration of 

nuclear testing  
  

Washington, D.C. -- Representative Edward J. Markey (D-MA), founder and co-chair of the 
Bipartisan Non-Proliferation Task Force, along with 39 colleagues, sent a letter to the House 
Armed Services Committee today requesting that the Committee eliminate funding for a nuclear 
weapon for destroying underground weapons caches and for enhanced nuclear test readiness. 

The administration’s FY 2003 budget request calls for $15.5 million for a feasibility study of the 
Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator (RNEP) to defeat hardened and deeply buried targets such as 
chemical and biological weapons caches.  However, as the letter asserts, “conventional 
weapons are better suited to this task because they avoid key logistical and political 
impediments to use that a nuclear weapon would face.” 

“The picture they would like you to have is of a weapon that has little impact on people and a 
tremendous impact on rocks and dirt.  In fact, this nuclear bunker buster would eject a huge 
cloud of radioactive dust that could spread for miles – exposing non-combatants to dangerous 
radiation and rendering land unusable for decades,” Rep. Markey stated.  “The political fallout 
from such a weapon would be as dangerous to our national security as is the radioactive fallout 
to our soldiers in the field.” 

The letter also calls for the elimination of funding to accelerate the time between a Presidential 
decision to conduct an underground nuclear test and the test itself, asserting that, “the proposed 
enhanced test readiness program will renew interest in testing among other nations.”  

 



Rep. Markey stated, “The National Nuclear Security Administration has certified that our nation’s 
nuclear arsenal is safe and reliable.  There is no reason to conduct an underground nuclear test 
and, therefore, no reason to prepare for such a test.  Going forward with this program would fire 
the starting gun on a new nuclear arms race, and increase the possibility of the use of nuclear 
weapons in our lifetimes.” 

The letter concludes by recommending that the funds for these programs be reallocated toward 
domestic counter-terrorism efforts. 

 

More information can be found at www.house.gov/markey/newsroom.htm 

 

 

### 
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Summary of the April 26 Nuclear Policy Task Force Meeting 
 
Attachments: 
1. Nuclear Weapons Reductions:The Upcoming U.S.-Russian Summit (from ACA) 
2. NWWG Field Report 
 
 
 
I. MISSILE DEFENSE- Moderator, Stephen Young 
==Hill schedule 
    - DoD Authorization: Mark-up in HASC subcommittees next week, full 
committee 5/1, Mark-up in SASC subcommittees in two weeks, full committee 
5/8 (will probably take two days each) 
    - DoD Appropriations- House - Week of May 6, - Senate - Week of May 20 
(Want to have both done by Memorial Day recess) 
- Possible Hill actions 
   - Amendment regarding nuclear-tipped interceptors 
   - Transfer MD funding to other programs (CTR, DoD shortfalls) 
   - Should be done quietly in committee with Levin's approval 
 
==Lines of attack 
 - Budgets - Questionable status of SBIRS-Low and High 



 - Oversight - Will be a Nat. Security Scmte of House Govn. Reform Cmte. On 
6/13 with Kadish, Christie, and possible Coyle testifying 
 - Lawsuit possible to do environmental study at Ft. Greely based on recent 
unearthing of US chemical weapons program barrels - who might pick up? 
 - 6/13 - ABMT Withdrawal date 
 - Mid to late July, next ground-based, mid-course intercept test (IFT-9) 
 - UCS holding their ARMSNET DC Days on June 8/11 
 
==Other news 
 - Contracts have been let for support building construction at Ft. Greely 
 - Another contract will be let by June for construction of five silos at 
Ft. Greely 
 - APS study on boost-phase MD will be out sometime in June 
 
==Miscellaneous 
 - Question raised over timing of  funding for five interceptors - already 
in place? In '03? In '04? 
 - Should NPTF (Post-Post-Coalition Nuclear Policy Task Force) return to 
earlier four criteria (threat, capability, international reaction, cost) as 
basis for missile defense policy strategy? 
 
 
II. NUCLEAR REDUCTIONS/NONPROLIFERATION - Moderator, Daryl Kimball 
 
==D. Kimball reported on what is known about the status of the U.S.-Arms 
talks (see attached file and recent articles in the 4/28 W. Post and 4/27 
S.J. Mercury News for more details) 
 
==Daryl proposed that the group meet on May 22 at 9:30am at UCS for one hour 
for a focused meeting to share notes on the status of the talks and to 
discuss appropriate reactions, commentary and follow-up on the part of the 
arms control community. 
 
==Tom Collina reported that the NGO sign-on letter on the NPR and nuclear 
reductions has been completed and sent to policy-makers. 
 
==Organizations reported on upcoming media events and activities related to 
the summit: 
   - May 14 from 8:30-10:30am at the Carnegie Endowment the NTRC will 
conduct a briefing on opportunities for cooperative threat reduction 
   - May 15 in the morning at the National Press Club, ACA will hold a press 
briefing on the outlook for an arms reduction agreement at the summit 
   - May 16, the Cato Institute will hold a roundtable discussion on 
strategic arms reductions and the summit 
   - May 21 in Moscow, the Back from the Brink Campaign will hold a press 
briefing on strategic reductions and de-alerting 



 
 
III. NEW NUCLEAR WEAPONS/TESTTING - Moderator, Martin Butcher 
 
== NPT - Martin Butcher noted that there had been significant concern about 
the US Nuclear Posture Review and the status of US negative security 
assurances. Christine Kucia provided a longer report. 
 
== NPT reports from www.acronym.org.uk and www.reachingcriticalwill.org and 
texts of speeches by delegates from www.basicint.org. 
 
== NATO - Martin Butcher distributed a piece from CESD in Brussels on a 
recent NATO exercise of counterproliferation policy that had been a complete 
failure because, amongst other reasons, the US insisted on including a 
unilateral attack on a proliferant state at the end of the exercise. Full 
text of the piece from www.cesd.org 
 
== Congressional Update - 
  - Madelyn Creedon is minded to recommend cutting the RNEP, but isn't sure 
that even all Democrats on the committee can be brought along. Senator Reed 
(RI) doesn't care about the issue and seems to be leaning the wrong way. Se. 
Bingaman won't oppose it, although he has been strong on his questioning of 
the project. Creedon is leaning to asking for a report on on purposes of the 
weapon, and to block release of research money until after this is done. She 
doesn't like the more aggressive House approach. 
  - Rep. Spratt is leaning to offering an amendment to cut in the HASC, but 
will lose. The House seems much more enthusiastic about this at present. 
There is also the possibility of action in the House Appropriations 
Committee, again unlikely to be successful. 
   - Reps Spratt and Tauscher have included a provision in their NTRA 
legislation that would require notification of Congress 18 months before any 
test could be carried out by the administration. There are pros and cons, 
but the general feeling of the group is that we want to avoid a debate on 
this question, especially on the House floor at present as we will lose. 
Also, such a debate would be a surrogate for a debate on whether testing is 
needed or not. 
 
IV. GRASSROOTS ACTIVITIES (Please see attachment for in depth description) 
 
==Alliance for Nuclear Accountability 
Completed successful "DC Days 2002 - Keep the Commitment, Clean up the 
Radioactive Legacy, Stop Nuclear Weapons Production" with approximately 80 
participants and 60 meetings 
 
==Back from the Brink Campaign: 
FAX campaign "Friends don't threaten friends with nuclear weapons. . ." 

http://www.acronym.org.uk/
http://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/
http://www.basicint.org/
http://www.cesd.org/


urging faxes to Putin and Bush. Ira Shorr speaking and/or doing radio 
programs in AR, CT, ME, MO, RI . Will be promoting letters to the editor 
closer to the Summit. 
 
==Friends Committee on National Legislation 
Sent out about 5000 action alerts via 1st class mail and e-mail to our 
constituents whose Members of Congress are on the House or Senate Armed 
Services Committee and/or Energy & Water Subcommittee. Action alert asks 
constituents to ask the member to oppose the idea of a new nuclear warhead, 
and to send the request by fax. Placing letters to the editor on the same 
topic. Published letters are sent to the appropriate Senators/ Members.  Hel 
d a joint briefing at the NPT Prep -Com (w/ Arms Control Association) on 
April 17 for Delegates on US nuclear policy issues especially the NPR, RNEP 
and testing. 
 
==Nuclear Disarmament Partnership 
Assisting to coordinate calls of many groups (including, ANA, CDI, CNPAC, 
FCNL, Peace Action, 20/20 Vision, WAND etc.) to urge Members to sign on to 
the Markey RNEP/Testing Letter. Coordinating NGO letter opposing RNEP. 
Working with activists to plan in State/District meetings with Congressional 
Delegation (on issues that were part of the Toward Real Security 
Congressional Ed. Days in March -fact sheets on web) 
 
==Physicians for Social Responsibility www.psr.org 
PSR & IPPNW (International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War) 
joint Congress "Summit for Survival" May 1-5, includes workshops on a 
variety of nuclear weapons issues and day of lobbying with Security program 
focused on opposing RNEP and Enhanced Test Readiness  (Approximately 500 
attending Congress, 90 lobbying ). Editorial Advisory to go out this week 
focused upon testing and new nuclear weapons issues -aimed at Summit 
time-frame. Several Op-eds published on issues related to the NPR.  PSR/ 
IPPNW hosted 3 roundtables for NGO's and Delegates at the NPT Prep-Com on 
South Asia and nuclear weapons, nuclear terrorism and counterproliferation/ 
new nuclear weapons. 
 
==20/20 Vision www.2020vision.org 
April Post card "Not a Red Cent for New Nukes" urging calls and letters to 
the House and Senate Armed Services Committee opposing funding for RNEP . 
 
==Women's Action for New Directions  www.wand.org 
WAND dinner briefing on the Nuclear Posture Review for women members of 
Congress scheduled May 7 with speakers Joan Rohlfing at the Nuclear Threat 
Initiative, Natalie Goldring, at the Univ. of Maryland, and Katherine 
MacGraw, an independent consultant. Discussion guide on Nuclear Posture 
Review went out to 200 activists highlighting what the Posture Review means 
for U.S. policy.  Activists generating letters to the editors in their local 

http://www.psr.org/
http://www.2020vision.org/
http://www.wand.org/


papers about new nukes, reductions, etc. Countering pro-NMD resolutions in 
GA, MN, and WI and contacting other state legislators to introduce an 
anti-NMD resolution. Working with Main Stream Media in targeted states to 
get people on the air talking about opposing NMD and the pro resolutions in 
the states.  Partnering with American Forum to get op-eds on missile defense 
in newspapers.  May 1-3 Training in Raleigh, NC with women's organizations 
and legislators on nuclear policy in general. 
 
 
 
 
+ + + + +  + + + + + 
Stacie Robinson 
Center for Arms Control and Nonproliferation 
110 Maryland Ave., NE, Suite 201 
Washington, DC 20002 
Phone: (202) 546-0795 ext.105 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Nuclear Weapons Reductions: 

The Upcoming U.S.-Russian Summit 
 

D. Kimball, April 26, 2002 
 
One of the purposes of the ABM Treaty was to create more favorable conditions for agreements 
to limit and eliminate strategic nuclear weapons. Now, in the likely absence of the ABM Treaty, it 
is all the more important to pursue measures that increase nuclear strategic predictability, 
confidence, and transparency that will provide real and lasting benefits to our national security. 
Real reductions through a U.S. and Russian nuclear reductions treaty is essential to this goal. 

 
• The Bush administration originally sought a "handshake," political agreement that both sides 

would reduce their arsenals, but in February, Colin Powell and John Bolton announced the 
U.S. would begin negotiations with Russia on a "legally-binding framework" to codify the 
force reductions that Presidents Putin and Bush outlined at their Crawford meeting.  

 
• Therefore, in the coming months, there is an historic opportunity to improve security for both 

the United States and Russia through a legally-binding agreement that verifiably reduces the 
number of deployed strategic nuclear warheads to between 1,500 and 2,000 is an important 
step forward. 

 
However, the conclusion of such an agreement is far from certain. The Defense Department 
remains opposed to a legally-binding agreement, especially one that could limit the ability to the 
United States to quickly reconstitute its arsenal.  
 
• Senior Defense Department officials have said privately that "the administration does not 

believe the U.S. needs such an agreement, but President Putin needs it in order to satisfy 
his domestic constituencies." 

 
What Have the Two Sides Proposed? 
 
• Russia has about 20,000 active and retired nuclear weapons, of which about 5,500 are 

deployed strategic warheads. Putin has proposed: 
 

- a START-style agreement that would limit each side to deployment of delivery 
systems capable of carrying 1700-2200 warheads; 

- verifiable destruction of excess delivery systems; 
- de-activation/dismantlement of retired warheads; and 
- acknowledgement of the relationship between strategic defenses and strategic 

offenses. 
 
• The United States has about 10,000 nuclear weapons, of which about 6,000 are deployed 

strategic warheads. The U.S. has proposed that:  
 

- each side agree to reduce its "operationally-deployed strategic warheads" to 1700-
2200 by 2012. This would enable the U.S. to retain a "responsive" force to guard 
against unforeseen events. The U.S. will be capable of re-deploying as many as 



2400 strategic nuclear warheads within 3 years after 2012. Some (bomber 
warheads) could be ready in weeks, some (submarine launched missile warheads) 
within months, and others (land based missile warheads) within three years. 

- The U.S. also seeks agreement on a provision that would allow either side to exceed 
the numerical limits of the agreement by simply notifying the other within 45 days that 
they intend to do so. 

 
Both sides have agreed that the legally-binding agreement should: 
 
• "limit" warhead numbers; 
• use START I verification provisions and incorporate additional transparency measures; 
• last 10 years (i.e. 2012) 
 
 
What Is the Ideal Outcome? 
 
• To increase mutual security and predictability, the U.S. should work for an agreement with 

Russia to remove and dismantle the non-operational nuclear warheads and launchers, and 
to include a comprehensive verification system for these reductions.   

 
• In addition, the U.S. and Russia should agree to exchange of detailed information on 

nuclear weapons stockpiles of the two countries, both deployed and in storage, strategic, 
theater as well as tactical. 

 
• The U.S. and Russia should also accelerate the retirement of excess U.S. and Russian 

nuclear warheads from operational deployment.  A legally-binding treaty agreement on 
these issues will ensure that the reductions will be comprehensive and will help limit the 
problem of retired nuclear weapons in storage in the former Soviet Union. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Nuclear Disarmament Field and Related Activities 

of National Membership-based Organizations 
4/26/02 

 

Alliance for Nuclear Accountability www.ananuclear.org 

 

 Completed successful “DC Days 2002 – Keep the Commitment, Clean up the 
Radioactive Legacy, Stop Nuclear Weapons Production” with approximately 80 
participants and 60 meetings – included request to stop RNEP and other weapons 
modifications/ enhancements and request to close the test site and oppose enhanced 
test readiness/ funding for test readiness activities including subcriticals, along with other 
nuclear weapons complex and nuclear waste issues. 

 

Back from the Brink Campaign:  www.backfromthebrink.org 

 

 FAX campaign “Friends don’t threaten friends with nuclear weapons. . .” urging 
faxes to Putin and Bush. Over 600 people have sent faxes via the Back from the Brink 
website (additional to faxes sent separately) 

 

 Ira Shorr speaking and or doing radio programs in Arkansas, Connecticut, Maine, 
Missouri, Rhode Island – on dangers of nuclear weapons incorporating de-alerting, 
reductions and dangers of new nuclear weapons (also forwarded FCNL alert on RNEP 
to network) 

 

 Will be promoting letters to the editor closer to the Summit. 
 

Friends Committee on National Legislation www.fcnl.org 
 

 Have sent out about 5000 action alerts via 1st class mail, as well as many e-mails, to 
our constituents whose Members of Congress are on the House or Senate Armed 
Services Committee and/or Energy & Water Subcommittee. This action alert asks our 
constituents to ask the member to oppose the idea of a new nuclear warhead, and to 
send the request by fax. The action alerts have been enthusiastically received and acted 
upon. Other groups, lists, including Working Assets has also used e-mail action alert. 

 

http://www.ananuclear.org/
http://www.backfromthebrink.org/
http://www.fcnl.org/


 Employing approximately 1/2 time a person who is helping constituents in specific 
locations to place letters to the editor on the same topic. Published letters are sent to 
the appropriate Senators/ Members. 

 

 Held a joint briefing at the NPT Prep -Com (w/ Arms Control Association) on April 17 
for Delegates on US nuclear policy issues especially the NPR, RNEP and testing. 

 

Nuclear Disarmament Partnership www.disarmament.org 

 

 Assisting to coordinate calls of many groups (including, ANA, CDI, CNPAC, FCNL, 
Peace Action, 20/20 Vision, WAND etc.) to urge Members to sign on to the Markey 
RNEP/Testing Letter. 

 

 Coordinating NGO letter opposing RNEP 
 

 

(continued reverse) 

 (NDP cont.)Working with activists to plan in State/District meetings with 
Congressional Delegation (on issues that were part of the Toward Real Security 
Congressional Ed. Days in March –fact sheets on web)  

 

Physicians for Social Responsibility www.psr.org 

 

 PSR & IPPNW (International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War) joint 
Congress “Summit for Survival” May 1-5, includes workshops on a variety of nuclear 
weapons issues and day of lobbying with Security program focused on opposing RNEP 
and Enhanced Test Readiness  (Approximately 500 attending Congress, 90 lobbying ) 

 

 Editorial Advisory to go out this week focused upon testing and new nuclear weapons 
issues –aimed at Summit time-frame. 

 

 Several Op-eds Published (attached) on issues related to the NPR 
 

 PSR/ IPPNW hosted 3 roundtables for NGO’s and Delegates at the NPT Prep-Com 
on South Asia and nuclear weapons, nuclear terrorism and counterproliferation/ new 
nuclear weapons. 

 

http://www.disarmament.org/
http://www.psr.org/


20/20 Vision www.2020vision.org 

 

 April Post card “Not a Red Cent for New Nukes” urging calls and letters to the House 
and Senate Armed Services Committee opposing funding for RNEP . 

 

Women’s Action for New Directions  www.wand.org 

 

 WAND dinner briefing on the Nuclear Posture Review for women members of 
Congress scheduled May 7 - topics include nuclear reductions, nuclear testing 
resumption, and new useable nukes. The speakers are Joan Rohlfing at the Nuclear 
Threat Initiative, Natalie Goldring, at the Univ. of Maryland, and Katherine MacGraw, an 
independent consultant. 

 

 Discussion guide on Nuclear Posture Review went out to 200 activists highlighting 
what the Posture Review means for U.S. policy. 
 

 Activists are still generating letters to the editors in their local papers about new nukes, 
reductions, etc. (one attached) 
 

  States national missile defense pro-resolutions are being countered by WAND/ 
WiLL members or state legislators in GA, MN, and WI. WAND is currently contacting 
other state legislators to introduce an anti-NMD resolution. We are also working with 
Main Stream Media in targeted states to get people on the air talking about opposing 
NMD and the pro resolutions in the states.  We are partnering with American Forum to 
get op-eds on missile defense in newspapers. 
 

  May 1-3 Training in Raleigh, NC with women’s organizations and legislators on 
nuclear policy in general. 
 

NB: This is not a comprehensive list of all national membership organizations 
activities on nuclear disarmament issues, but only includes activities reported by 
NGO’s participating in the Nuclear Weapons Working Group. Only activities on 
specific nuclear weapons disarmament issues -- missile defense, strategic 
reductions/ de-alerting, and testing and new nuclear weapons are included. 
Compiled by Kathy Crandall, NDP Kcrandall@disarmament.org  (202) 667- 4260 ext. 240  
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Nuclear Weapons Reductions: 
The Upcoming U.S.-Russian Summit 

 
D. Kimball, April 26, 2002 

 
One of the purposes of the ABM Treaty was to create more favorable conditions for 
agreements to limit and eliminate strategic nuclear weapons. Now, in the likely absence 
of the ABM Treaty, it is all the more important to pursue measures that increase nuclear 
strategic predictability, confidence, and transparency that will provide real and lasting 
benefits to our national security. Real reductions through a U.S. and Russian nuclear 
reductions treaty is essential to this goal. 
 
• The Bush administration originally sought a "handshake," political agreement that 

both sides would reduce their arsenals, but in February, Colin Powell and John 
Bolton announced the U.S. would begin negotiations with Russia on a "legally-
binding framework" to codify the force reductions that Presidents Putin and Bush 
outlined at their Crawford meeting.  

 
• Therefore, in the coming months, there is an historic opportunity to improve security 

for both the United States and Russia through a legally-binding agreement that 
verifiably reduces the number of deployed strategic nuclear warheads to between 
1,500 and 2,000 is an important step forward. 

 
However, the conclusion of such an agreement is far from certain. The Defense 
Department remains opposed to a legally-binding agreement, especially one that could 
limit the ability to the United States to quickly reconstitute its arsenal.  
 
• Senior Defense Department officials have said privately that "the administration does 

not believe the U.S. needs such an agreement, but President Putin needs it in order 
to satisfy his domestic constituencies." 

 
What Have the Two Sides Proposed? 
 
• Russia has about 20,000 active and retired nuclear weapons, of which about 5,500 

are deployed strategic warheads. Putin has proposed: 
 

- a START-style agreement that would limit each side to deployment of 
delivery systems capable of carrying 1700-2200 warheads; 

- verifiable destruction of excess delivery systems; 
- de-activation/dismantlement of retired warheads; and 
- acknowledgement of the relationship between strategic defenses and 

strategic offenses. 
 
• The United States has about 10,000 nuclear weapons, of which about 6,000 are 

deployed strategic warheads. The U.S. has proposed that:  
 

- each side agree to reduce its "operationally-deployed strategic warheads" to 
1700-2200 by 2012. This would enable the U.S. to retain a "responsive" force 
to guard against unforeseen events. The U.S. will be capable of re-deploying 
as many as 2400 strategic nuclear warheads within 3 years after 2012. Some 



(bomber warheads) could be ready in weeks, some (submarine launched 
missile warheads) within months, and others (land based missile warheads) 
within three years. 

- The U.S. also seeks agreement on a provision that would allow either side to 
exceed the numerical limits of the agreement by simply notifying the other 
within 45 days that they intend to do so. 

 
Both sides have agreed that the legally-binding agreement should: 
 
• "limit" warhead numbers; 
• use START I verification provisions and incorporate additional transparency 
measures; 
• last 10 years (i.e. 2012) 
 
 
What Is the Ideal Outcome? 
 
• To increase mutual security and predictability, the U.S. should work for an 

agreement with Russia to remove and dismantle the non-operational nuclear 
warheads and launchers, and to include a comprehensive verification system for 
these reductions.   

 
• In addition, the U.S. and Russia should agree to exchange of detailed information on 

nuclear weapons stockpiles of the two countries, both deployed and in storage, 
strategic, theater as well as tactical. 

 
• The U.S. and Russia should also accelerate the retirement of excess U.S. and 

Russian nuclear warheads from operational deployment.  A legally-binding treaty 
agreement on these issues will ensure that the reductions will be comprehensive and 
will help limit the problem of retired nuclear weapons in storage in the former Soviet 
Union. 

 



Nuclear Disarmament Field and Related Activities 
of National Membership-based Organizations 

4/26/02 
 
Alliance for Nuclear Accountability www.ananuclear.org 
 
 Completed successful “DC Days 2002 – Keep the Commitment, Clean up the Radioactive 

Legacy, Stop Nuclear Weapons Production” with approximately 80 participants and 60 
meetings – included request to stop RNEP and other weapons modifications/ enhancements and 
request to close the test site and oppose enhanced test readiness/ funding for test readiness 
activities including subcriticals, along with other nuclear weapons complex and nuclear waste 
issues. 

 
Back from the Brink Campaign:  www.backfromthebrink.org 
 
 FAX campaign “Friends don’t threaten friends with nuclear weapons. . .” urging faxes to 

Putin and Bush. Over 600 people have sent faxes via the Back from the Brink website (additional 
to faxes sent separately) 

 
 Ira Shorr speaking and or doing radio programs in Arkansas, Connecticut, Maine, Missouri, 

Rhode Island – on dangers of nuclear weapons incorporating de-alerting, reductions and dangers 
of new nuclear weapons (also forwarded FCNL alert on RNEP to network) 

 
 Will be promoting letters to the editor closer to the Summit. 

 
Friends Committee on National Legislation www.fcnl.org 
 
 Have sent out about 5000 action alerts via 1st class mail, as well as many e-mails, to our 

constituents whose Members of Congress are on the House or Senate Armed Services Committee 
and/or Energy & Water Subcommittee. This action alert asks our constituents to ask the member 
to oppose the idea of a new nuclear warhead, and to send the request by fax. The action alerts have 
been enthusiastically received and acted upon. Other groups, lists, including Working Assets has 
also used e-mail action alert. 

 
 Employing approximately 1/2 time a person who is helping constituents in specific locations to 

place letters to the editor on the same topic. Published letters are sent to the appropriate Senators/ 
Members. 

 
 Held a joint briefing at the NPT Prep -Com (w/ Arms Control Association) on April 17 for 

Delegates on US nuclear policy issues especially the NPR, RNEP and testing. 
 

Nuclear Disarmament Partnership www.disarmament.org 
 
 Assisting to coordinate calls of many groups (including, ANA, CDI, CNPAC, FCNL, Peace 

Action, 20/20 Vision, WAND etc.) to urge Members to sign on to the Markey RNEP/Testing 
Letter. 

 
 Coordinating NGO letter opposing RNEP 

 
 

(continued reverse) 

http://www.ananuclear.org/
http://www.backfromthebrink.org/
http://www.fcnl.org/
http://www.disarmament.org/


 (NDP cont.)Working with activists to plan in State/District meetings with Congressional 
Delegation (on issues that were part of the Toward Real Security Congressional Ed. Days in 
March –fact sheets on web)  

 
Physicians for Social Responsibility www.psr.org 
 
 PSR & IPPNW (International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War) joint Congress 

“Summit for Survival” May 1-5, includes workshops on a variety of nuclear weapons issues and 
day of lobbying with Security program focused on opposing RNEP and Enhanced Test Readiness  
(Approximately 500 attending Congress, 90 lobbying ) 

 
 Editorial Advisory to go out this week focused upon testing and new nuclear weapons issues –

aimed at Summit time-frame. 
 
 Several Op-eds Published (attached) on issues related to the NPR 

 
 PSR/ IPPNW hosted 3 roundtables for NGO’s and Delegates at the NPT Prep-Com on South 

Asia and nuclear weapons, nuclear terrorism and counterproliferation/ new nuclear weapons. 
 
20/20 Vision www.2020vision.org 
 
 April Post card “Not a Red Cent for New Nukes” urging calls and letters to the House and 

Senate Armed Services Committee opposing funding for RNEP . 
 
Women’s Action for New Directions  www.wand.org 
 
 WAND dinner briefing on the Nuclear Posture Review for women members of Congress 

scheduled May 7 - topics include nuclear reductions, nuclear testing resumption, and new useable 
nukes. The speakers are Joan Rohlfing at the Nuclear Threat Initiative, Natalie Goldring, at the 
Univ. of Maryland, and Katherine MacGraw, an independent consultant. 

 
 Discussion guide on Nuclear Posture Review went out to 200 activists highlighting what the 

Posture Review means for U.S. policy. 
 

 Activists are still generating letters to the editors in their local papers about new nukes, 
reductions, etc. (one attached) 
 

  States national missile defense pro-resolutions are being countered by WAND/ WiLL members 
or state legislators in GA, MN, and WI. WAND is currently contacting other state legislators to 
introduce an anti-NMD resolution. We are also working with Main Stream Media in targeted 
states to get people on the air talking about opposing NMD and the pro resolutions in the states.  
We are partnering with American Forum to get op-eds on missile defense in newspapers. 
 

  May 1-3 Training in Raleigh, NC with women’s organizations and legislators on nuclear policy 
in general. 
 

NB: This is not a comprehensive list of all national membership organizations activities on nuclear 
disarmament issues, but only includes activities reported by NGO’s participating in the Nuclear 
Weapons Working Group. Only activities on specific nuclear weapons disarmament issues -- missile 
defense, strategic reductions/ de-alerting, and testing and new nuclear weapons are included. 
Compiled by Kathy Crandall, NDP Kcrandall@disarmament.org  (202) 667- 4260 ext. 240  
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http://www.wand.org/
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Upcoming Events in Arms Control Community 
 
 

 
May 1-3 WAND training in Raleigh, NC with women’s organizations and 

legislators on nuclear policy 
 
May 1-5 PSR and IPPNW (International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear 

War joint Congress “Summit for Survival” 
 
May 6 Heritage Foundation briefing “The Bush Administration’s Balanced 

Policy for Combating Proliferation” with Under Secretary for Arms 
Control and International Security John Bolton, 12 noon. 

 
May 7 WAND dinner briefing on Nuclear Posture Review for women members 

of Congress 
 
May 14 NTRC briefing on opportunities for cooperative threat reduction – 8:30-

10:30 am at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace 
 
May 14 Heritage Foundation Briefing “Building Missile Defense in a Post-ABM 

Treaty World” with Lt. General Ronald Kadish, 12 noon 
 
May 15 ACA press briefing on the outlook for an arms reduction agreement at the 

summit – National Press Club 
 
May 16 CATO Institute roundtable discussions on strategic arms reductions and 

the summit 
 
May 21 Back from the Brink Campaign press briefing on strategic reductions and 

de-alerting, Moscow 
  
 



 

 

TO SIGN YOUR ORGANIZATION ON TO THIS LETTER, CONTACT 
Kathy Crandall, NDP, 202 667 4260 ext. 240 Kcrandall@disarmament.org 

  

Alliance for Nuclear Accountability  

Arms Control Association * Back from the Brink Campaign  

Council for a Livable World * Fourth Freedom Forum   

Friends Committee on National Legislation   

NETWORK: A National Catholic Social Justice Lobby 

Nuclear Disarmament Partnership   

Peace Action * Physicians for Social Responsibility * 20/20 Vision 

Union of Concerned Scientists * Women’s Action for New Directions 

  

Attention: Defense Aide 

Dear Senator/ Representative        April 30, 2002 

  

As national organizations that support nuclear arms control and nonproliferation efforts, we 
oppose the development of new nuclear weapons capabilities. We are writing to urge you to cut 
funds for the Energy Department’s FY 2003 proposed cost and feasibility study to develop a 
Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator (RNEP). 

The RNEP would be a new nuclear weapon system designed to defeat hardened, deeply buried 
targets. The administration’s recent Nuclear Posture Review (NPR) stresses the need to develop 
the capability to “hold at risk” a growing variety of hardened and deeply buried targets such as 
command bunkers or underground chemical-biological facilities. At the same time, the NPR 
outlines potential targets and scenarios where these new nuclear bunker buster weapons could 
be used in first strike, war-fighting scenarios, blurring the line between conventional and nuclear 
war.  

Nuclear bunker-busters, however, pose risks that make their use unacceptable. Secretary of 
State Colin Powell understands well the dangers of pushing toward more useable nuclear 
weapons. In his autobiography, My American Journey, he wrote about his 1958 assignment to 
guard a nuclear cannon. Stating: "We are not talking about dropping a few artillery shells at a 
crossing. No matter how small they were . . . we would be crossing a threshold. . . . Using nukes 
at this point would mean one of the most significant policy and military decisions since 
Hiroshima."  

Nuclear weapons are uniquely destructive, with nuclear fallout leaving a long-lasting legacy of 
harm. Efforts to develop a “clean” nuclear earth-penetrator are illusory. Low-yield earth 
penetrators will result in radioactive fallout over a wide area. Even in the theoretical case of a very 
deep underground explosion, radiation would likely be vented and a large area made into a 
wasteland. Additionally, adversaries have strategically located many hardened, deeply buried 
targets near population centers or civilian public infrastructure like hospitals or schools. Thus use 

mailto:Kcrandall@disarmament.org


 

 

of a nuclear weapon would be devastating to thousands, or tens of thousands, of innocent 
civilians, and such action would ensure world condemnation.  

Development of these nuclear weapons involve tremendous political costs that could profoundly 
undermine arms control and nonproliferation efforts. While the RNEP is at an early stage of 
development, this technically challenging effort, along with other modification or enhancement 
efforts, may create a rationale for the resumption of full-scale underground nuclear testing. 
Already the NPR endorses enhancement and acceleration of the test readiness posture. The 
administration does not support the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, stating its desire to retain 
flexibility to test nuclear weapons. If the United States were to conduct a nuclear weapons test 
explosion, Russia, China, India and Pakistan would likely follow.  

In addition to these enormous political costs, the United States would be required to spend 
hundreds of millions of dollars to develop this new nuclear capability. The funding request for the 
nuclear RNEP is $15.5 million for FY 2003, but continued development work and the possible 
resumption of nuclear tests will drive that cost up in the coming years. Instead, Congress should 
spend money on measures that enhance our security. 

Development of new nuclear weapons capabilities by the United States sends the false and 
dangerous message that nuclear weapons are useable and necessary. We strongly urge you to 
oppose funds for the proposed Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator. 

Sincerely, 

Susan Gordon, Director, Alliance for Nuclear Accountability 

Daryl G. Kimball, Executive Director, Arms Control Association 

Ira Shorr, Director, Back from the Brink Campaign 

John Isaacs, President, Council for a Livable World 

Alistair Millar, Vice President, Fourth Freedom Forum 

Joe Volk, Executive Secretary, Friends Committee on National Legislation 

Kathryn Crandall, Director, Nuclear Disarmament Partnership 

Kevin Martin, Executive Director, Peace Action 

Robert K. Musil, PhD MPH, Executive Director & CEO, Physicians for Social Responsibility 

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

 James K. Wyerman, Executive Director, 20/20 Vision 

 Tom Zamora Collina, Director Global Security Program, Union of Concerned Scientists 

 Susan Shaer, Executive Director, Women’s Action for New Directions 
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X-Mailer: Mozilla 4.7C-CCK-MCD {C-UDP; EBM-APPLE} (Macintosh; I; PPC)
X-Accept-Language: en
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Jennifer Aldrich <orpsr@earthlink.net>,
        Michelle Ciarrocca <ciarrm01@newschool.edu>,
        David Krieger <dkrieger@napf.org>,
        Susan Gordon <susangordon@earthlink.net>,
        Bruce Gagnon <globalnet@mindspring.com>,
        Dan O'Neill <onefam@gci.net>,
        Ed Levine <edward_levine@foreign-rel.senate.gov>,
        Phil Heft <hap@uswest.net>,
        Richard Heacock <akimpact@mosquitonet.com>,
        Robin Ringler <dringler@umc-gbcs.org>,
        Daryl Kimball <dkimball@armscontrol.org>,
        Steve Cleary <akpirg@akpirg.org>,
        Conway Leovy <conway@atmos.washington.edu>,
        Frida Berrigan <BerrigaF@newschool.edu>,
        Brian Watson <brian@gzcenter.org>,
        Victoria Samson <vsamson@clw.org>,
        Steve Conn <steveconn@hotmail.com>, Howard Hallman <mupj@igc.org>,
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Dear Friends:

A new chart, titled "Road Map to Nuclear Anarchy" has been added to
abolishnukes.com website. Click on:

http://www.abolishnukes.com/charts/may2002_bonus.html

This diagram illustrates, among other things, the damage being done by
national missile defense and the potential dangers that lie ahead. The
critical role of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) is also
demonstrated. The White House wants to bury the CTBT (New York Times,
July 7, 2001).  Resumption of nuclear testing is being rumored inside
the beltway. This must not happen. The time to start a massive
grassroots campaign to save the the CTBT is NOW!
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Peace, Don Whitmore
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Dear Friends:

A gentle reminder that the latest I can accept your articles is May 8th. I do 
hope you will join in. The title is now: Dissent American Style: It's Our 
Country Too!

Hope you're still with us.

Murray Polner

--part1_a5.271ef599.2a02cc38_boundary
Content-Type: text/html; charset="US-ASCII"
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<HTML><FONT FACE=arial,helvetica><FONT  SIZE=2>Dear Friends:
<BR>
<BR>A gentle reminder that the latest I can accept your articles is May 8th. I do hope you will join in. The title is 
now: Dissent American Style: It's Our Country Too!
<BR>
<BR>Hope you're still with us.
<BR>
<BR>Murray Polner</FONT></HTML>
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From: "Carlee L.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> 
To: "Marie Kayser" <marie_kayser@yahoo.com> 
Subject: Religious statements 
Date: Thu, 2 May 2002 11:03:42 -0400 
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Marie, 
 
I have revised and enlarged Religious Statements for our web site.  The document is 
attached.   You can use this version when you work on this page 
againg. 
 
Howard 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



RELIGIOUS STATEMENTS 

Introduction 

INTERFAITH AND ECUMENICAL 
World Council of Churches 
Religious Statements to 1998 NPT PrepCom 
1999 Parliament of the World's Religious 
Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative (2000) 
National Council of Churches of Christ in the USA 
Canadian Council of Churches 
Conference of European Churches 
[others to be added] 

 

DENOMINATIONS 
Catholic 

 Holy See 
 U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops 
 Pax Christi International 
 Pax Christi USA 

Union of American Hebrew Congregations 

[others to be added] 

 

 

INTERFAITH AND ECUMENICAL STATEMENTS 

World Council of Churches 

[logo from web page] The World Council of Churches [www.wcc-coe.org] is a fellowship of 342 churches 
(that is, denominations) from virtually all Christian traditions in more than 120 countries in all continents.  
It formed in 1948, not long after the end of World War II.  For its legislative body the WCC has an 
Assembly composed of representatives of member churches.  It meets every seven years.  Between 
meetings the Central Committee and its Executive Committee serve as governing bodies. 

 

Report of the Sixth Assembly (1983) 



The most fully development statement on nuclear disarmament by the World Council of Churches 
occurred in  "Gathered for Life:Official Report of the Sixth Assembly", which met  in Vancouver, Canada in 
1983.   It is as follows: 

[PDF document] 

"Nuclear Arms, Doctrines and Disarmament" 

 13.  It would be an intolerably evil contradiction of the Sixth Assembly's theme, "Jesus Christ -- 
the Life of the World", to support the nuclear weapons and doctrines which threaten the survival of the 
world.  We now affirm, as a declaration of this Assembly, the conviction expressed by the 1981 
Amsterdam Public Hearing on Nuclear Weapons and Disarmament and commended to WCC member 
churches by the Central Committee in 1982: 

We believe that the time has come when the churches must unequivocally declare that the 
production and deployment as well as the use of nuclear weapons are a crime against humanity 
and that such activities must be condemned on ethnical and theological grounds. 

Furthermore, we appeal for the institution of a universal covenant to this effect so that nuclear weapons 
and warfare are delegitimized and condemned as violations of international law. 

 14.  Nuclear deterrence, as the strategic doctrine which has justified nuclear weapons in the 
name of security and war prevention, must now be categorically rejected as contrary to our faith in 
Jesus Christ who is our life and peace.  Nuclear deterrence is morally unacceptable because it relies on 
the credibility of the intention to use nuclear weapons: we believe that any intention to use weapons of 
mass destruction is an utterly inhuman violation of the mind and spirit of Christ which should be in us.   
We know that may Christians and others sincerely believe that deterrence provides an interim assurance 
of peace and stability on the way to disarmament.  We must work together with those advocates of 
interim deterrence who are earnestly committed to arms reduction.  But  the increasing probabilities of 
nuclear war and the spectre of an arms race totally out of control have exposed the cruel illusions of 
such faith in deterrence. 

 15.  Nuclear deterrence can never provide the foundation of genuine peace.  It is the antithesis 
of an ultimate faith in that love which casts our fear.  It escalates the arms race in a vain pursuit of 
stability.  It ignores the economic, social and psychological dimensions of security, and frustrates justice 
by maintaining the status quo in world politics.  It destroys the reality of self-determination for most 
nations in matters of their own safety and survival, and diverts resources from basic human needs.  It is 
the contradiction of disarmament because it exalts the threat of force, rationalizes the development of 
new weapons of mass destruction, and acts as a spur to nuclear proliferation by persistently breaking 
the "good faith" pledge of disarmament in the Non-Proliferation Treaty, thus tempting other 
governments to become nuclear-weapon states.  It is increasingly discredited by first-strike and war-
fighting strategies which betray the doubts about its reliability. 



 16.  We urge our member communions to educate their members in the urgency of 
delegitimizing nuclear weapons and demythologizing deterrence. 

 17.  In the meantime we affirm our support for the following specific measures: 

a) a mutual and verifiable freeze on the development, testing, production, and deployment of nuclear 
weapons and delivery vehicles; 

b) completion of a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty;   
c) early and successful completion of the Geneva negotiations between the US and USSR for 

substantial reductions in strategic nuclear weapons;  
d) non-deployment of Pershing II and ground-launched cruise missiles, major reductions of Soviet 

intermediate range missiles including SS-20s, and successful conclusion of intermediate nuclear 
forces (INF) negotiations in Geneva;  

e) creation of nuclear-free zones wherever possible;  
f) cessation of all nuclear weapons and missile tests in the Pacific and a programme of medical and 

environmental  aid to promote the health of Pacific peoples affected by nuclear activities;  
g) the negotiation of a treaty providing for the total demilitarization of space, including the banning of 

all nuclear, anti-satellite and anti-missile systems in space;  
h) commitment by all nuclear-weapon states to a policy of no first use of nuclear weapons; 

independent, non-negotiated initiatives such as a moratorium on the testing or development of 
nuclear weapons, renunciation of a specific weapon system, cessation of production of fissionable 
materials for weapons purposes, or reductions in existing arsenals or projected military. 
 

Statement to 1998 NPT Preparatory Committee 

In 1998 Dr. Konrad Raiser, general secretary of the World Council of Churches, joined with Godfried 
Cardinal Danneels, president of Pax Christi International, in a statement entitled Act Now for Nuclear 
Abolition [linkage to the statement elsewhere on this page], presented to the 1998 session of the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Preparatory Committee. Among other things they stated: [Insert 
a photo of Dr. Raiser.] 

Nuclear weapons, whether used or threatened, are grossly evil and morally wrong.  As an 
instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons slaughter the innocent and ravage the 
environment....When used as an instrument of deterrence, nuclear weapons hold innocent 
people hostage for political and military purposes.  Therefore, the doctrine of nuclear 
deterrence is morally corrupt. 

Policy Statement of 2001 

In 2001 the Executive Committee of the World Council of Churches, meeting in Potsdam, Germany, issued 
a Statement on Nuclear Disarmament, NATO Policy and the Churches. [http://www.wcc-
coe.org/wcc/who/cc2001/pi5-e.html]  In this statement the Executive Committee: 

Reiterates its deep and long-standing concern at the continued risk of Creation posed by the 
existences of nuclear weapons. 



Welcomes the Final Document [linkage to another page on this web site] of the 2000 NPT 
Review Conference, which established a new global agenda for nuclear disarmament. 

Calls upon the member states of NATO and NATO itself to ensure that their nuclear weapon 
policies conform to the obligations undertaken by states in the Non-Proliferation Treaty and are 
consistent with pursuit of the global nuclear disarmament agenda. 

Religious Statements to 1998 NPT PrepCom 

The Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) has provisions for a Review Conference every five years.   In 
each five year period an NPT Preparatory Committee meets several times to prepare for the next Review 
Conference.  For the 1998 session in Geneva, Switzerland two statements laid out the religious case for 
the elimination of nuclear weapons. 

Act Now for Nuclear Abolition 

The Rev. Dr. Konrad Raiser, general secretary of the World Council of Churches, and Godfried Cardinal 
Danneels, president of Pax Christi International, presented the following statement to the 1998 PrepCom 
delegates. [insert photo of Dr. Raiser, Cardinal Danneels, and NPT PrepCom chair] 

[PDF document] 

 The time has come to rid planet Earth of nuclear weapons -- all of them, everywhere.  The 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Preparatory Committee has a remarkable opportunity at its 
upcoming meeting to set the course resolutely for the achievement of this goal. 

 Nuclear weapons, whether used or threatened, are grossly evil and morally wrong.  As an 
instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons slaughter the innocent and ravage the environment.  
This was quite apparent in Hiroshima and Nagasaki.   The same result would probably occur in any 
further use, and indeed would be worse because of the increased destructive power of modern nuclear 
weapons. 

 When used as an instrument of deterrence, nuclear weapons hold innocent people hostage for 
political and military purposes.   Therefore, the doctrine of nuclear deterrence is morally corrupt.  It loses 
sight of the inviolable connection between means and end by failing to recognize that just ends cannot 
be achieved through wrongful means. 

 During the past 50 years the production and testing of nuclear weapons has proven grievously 
harmful to individuals and the environment in the vicinity of mining operations, processing plants, 
production facilities, and test sites.  Numerous locales are burdened with lingering radioactivity and 
deadly waste products that will take decades to clean up.  Some sites may never be restored to safe 
occupancy. 

 Psalm 24 teaches, "The earth is the Lord's and the fulness thereof, the world and those 
who dwell therein."  The First Book of Moses, also known as Genesis, indicates that God made 
Earth available to humankind to till and keep, that is, to use for mutual benefit and to preserve.  



Because production and use of nuclear weapons causes grave harm to Earth and its inhabitants, 
we as good stewards of God's Earth have an obligation to rid the world of this perilous threat. 
 
 Numerous religious bodies have condemned nuclear weapons and have called for their 
abolition.   Thus, the Sixth Assembly of the World Council of Churches in 1983 stated: "We 
believe that the time has come when the churches must unequivocally declare that the production 
and deployment as well as the use of nuclear weapons are a crime against humanity and that such 
activities must be condemned on ethical and theological grounds.  Furthermore, we appeal for 
the institution of a universal covenant to this effect so that nuclear weapons and warfare are 
delegitimized and condemn as violations of international law."  
 
 Speaking for the Holy See before the First Committee of the United Nations General 
Assembly on October 15, 1997, Archbishop Renato Martino stated: "Nuclear weapons are 
incompatible with the peace we seek for the 21st century.  They cannot be justified.  They 
deserve condemnation.  The preservation of the Non-Proliferation Treaty demands an 
unequivocal commitment to their abolition....This is a moral challenge, a legal challenge and a 
political challenge.  That multiple-based challenge must be met by the application of our 
humanity." 
 
 In principle the nations of Earth agree on the need to eliminate nuclear weapons.  Indeed, 
they have made a strong commitment in Article VI of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of 
Nuclear Weapons (NPT) "to the cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date and to nuclear 
disarmament."  After reviewing this article at the request of the General Assembly of the United 
Nations, the International Court of Justice unanimously agreed that "There exists an obligation to 
pursue in good faith and bring to a conclusion negotiations leading to nuclear disarmament in all 
its aspects under strict and effective international control." 
 
    Now is the time to take this obligation seriously. We call upon the members of the NPT 
Preparatory Committee to make the 1998 session a notable landmark in the journey toward the 
abolition of all nuclear weapons.  
 
 First, we ask the delegates to call resolutely upon the nuclear weapon states to embark 
upon a series of steps along the road leading to nuclear abolition.  There is broad consensus 
among study commissions, retired generals and admirals, scientists, and other civilian experts on 
what these steps should be.  They include: 
 
• Declare a policy of no first use amongst themselves and non-use in relation to non-nuclear 

weapon states. 
• Cease all research, development, production, and deployment of new nuclear weapons. 
• Refrain from modernizing the existing nuclear arsenal and increasing the number of deployed 

nuclear weapons. 
• Take all nuclear forces off alert and remove warheads from delivery vehicles. 
• Achieve faster and deeper bilateral reduction of nuclear weapons by the United States and 

Russia. 
 



It would be appropriate for the NPT Preparatory Committee to require the nuclear weapon states 
to provide annual progress reports on how they are carrying out such measures. 
 
 Second, we ask the delegates to take the lead in commencing the process of developing a 
nuclear weapons convention to outlaw and abolish all nuclear weapons.  One appropriate method 
would be to establish a working group of the NPT Preparatory Committee for this purpose.  
Although the nuclear weapons states should be part of this process, other nations need not wait 
until they are willing to become engaged.  Rather as stewards of God's Earth, non-nuclear 
weapon states can begin the task of developing a nuclear weapons convention that specifies a fair 
and effective program to abolish all nuclear weapons.   
 
 We appeal to delegates to the NPT Preparatory Committee to consider what is best for 
the whole Earth and its inhabitants when they vote on issues of nuclear non-proliferation and 
disarmament.  Loyalty to all humankind exceeds that of loyalty within political blocs of nations. 
We urge delegates to act now decisively and courageously for the benefit of all the peoples of 
Earth. 
 
Godfried Cardinal Danneels, President Rev. Dr. Konrad Raiser, General Secretary 
Pax Christi International World Council of Churches 
 
March 1998 
 

Co-Signers 

 

The following religious leaders co-signed the statement, "Act Now for Nuclear Abolition". 

Archbishop Michael 
Metropolitan Bishop 
Greek Orthodox Church in Austria 
President, Ecumenical Council of  Churches 
in Austria 

Superintendent Helmut Nausner 
United Methodist Church in Austria 
Secretary, Ecumenical Council of Churches  

Christine Gleixner 
Mother Superior of the Order, Sisters of 
Bethany, and Vice Chair, Ecumenical 
Council of Churches in Austria 

Rev. Ivan Petkin 
Bulgarian Orthodox Church in Austria 

Rev. Johannes El Baramousy 
Koptic Orthodox Church in Austria 

Bishop Mag. Herwig Sturm 
Lutheran Church in Austria 

Bishop Bernhard Heitz 
Old Catholic Church, Austria 

Bishop Dr. Heinrich Fasching 
Roman Catholic Church 
President, "Justitia et Pax" in Austria 

Metropolit Archbishop Ireneji 
Russian Orthodox Church in Austria 

The Most Rev. J. Barry Curtis 
President, Canadian Council of Churches 



Archbishop Michael G. Peers 
Primate of the Anglican Church of Canada 
 
The Rev. Arie G. Van Eek 
Council of Christian Reformed Churches 
in Canada 
 
The Rev. Telmor Sartison, Bishop 
Evangelical Lutheran Church in Canada 
Marvin Frey 
Executive Director 
Mennonite Central Committee Canada 
 
The Rev. John D. Congram 
Moderator 
The Presbyterian Church in Canada 
 
Gale Wills 
Religious Society of Friends (Quakers) 
in Canada 
 
Commissioner Donald V. Kerr 
Territorial Commander 
The Salvation Army, Canada 
 
The Very Rev. Bill Phipps 
Moderator 
United Church of Canada 
 
Rev. Dr. Lothar Engel 
Deputy General, Association of Protestant 
Churches and Missions in Germany 
 
Bishop Dr. Walter F. Klaiber 
United Methodist Church in Germany 

Rev. John Reardon 
General Secretary 
Council of Churches for Britain and Ireland 

D. Dr. Béla Harmati 
Bishop of the Lutheran Church 
President, Ecumenical Council 
of Churches in Hungary 

Dr. Zoltán Bóna 
General Secretary, Ecumenical Council 
of Churches in Hungary 

Rev. Domenico Tomasetto 
President, Federation of Protestant 
Churches in Italy 

Rev. Kenichi Otsu 
General Secretary, 
National Christian Council in Japan 

Rev. Samuel I. Koshiishi 
Acting General Secretary 
Nippon Sei Ko Kai 
(Anglican/ Episcopal Church)  

Rev. Junichiro Naito 
Executive Secretary 
Japan Baptist Convention 

Rev. Masakazu Asami 
President 
Japan Evangelical Lutheran Church 

Rev. Satoru Gohada 
President 
Japan Free Methodist Church 

Rev. Sadao Ozawa 
General Secretary 
United Church of Christ in Japan 

William V. Robinson 
President, CCANZ (Conference of Churches 
in Aotearoa New Zealand) 

Rev. Jennifer Dawson 
President, CCANZ 

Rev. Max Reid 
President, CCANZ 

Mrs. Jan Cornack 
General Secretary, CCANZ 



Rev. Billy Taranger 
President, Christian Council of Norway 

Rev. Ingrid Vad Nilsen 
General Secretary 
Christian Council of Norway 

Bishop Nifon of Slobozia and Calarasi 
President 
 Ecumenical Association of Churches in 
Romania 

Bishop Christoph Klein 
Evangelical AC Church in Romania 
Vice President, Ecumenical Association 
of Churches in Romania 

 

 

 

 

Bishop Kalman Csiha 
Reformed Church of Transsylvania 
Member, Administrative Council 
Ecumenical Association of Churches in 
Romania 

Christian Teodoresu 
General Secretary 
 Ecumenical Association of Churches in 
Romania 

Rev. Thord-OveThordson 
General Secretary 
Christian Council of Sweden 

Rev. Tord Ström 
General Secretary 
Free Church of Sweden 

Rev. Krister Andersson 
President and General Secretary 
Mission Covenant Church of Sweden 

 

A Spiritual, Ethical, and Humanitarian Perspective on Nuclear Weapons 
[PDF document] 
As part of a series of presentations to the 1998 PrepCom meeting by non-governmental 
organizations, the Religious Working Group for Nuclear Abolition developed this statement.  Co-
chairs of the Working Group were Howard W. Hallman, Methodists United for Peace with 
Justice; Ibrahim Abdil-Mu'id Ramey, Fellowship of Reconciliation (USA); and Dave Robinson, 
Pax Christi USA.  The final draft was polished and presented on April 28, 1998 by Bishop 
Thomas Gumbleton, past president of Pax Christi USA.. [insert photo of Bishop Gumbleton] 
       

Mr. Chairman and delegates to the 1998 session of the NPT Preparatory Committee, we 
in the community of non-governmental organizations greatly appreciate the opportunity to 
appear 
before you and provide information on vital issues that are on your agenda.  My role is to offer 
some ideas developed by the Religious Working Group for Nuclear Abolition. 
 

You meet at a propitious time. With a new millennium rapidly approaching, the people of 
this planet would like to enter the new century free from the threat of nuclear holocaust.  In the 
next two weeks you delegates here assembled have a great opportunity to take decisive action to 
set the course for the abolition of all nuclear weapons on Earth. 
 



The moral grounds for nuclear abolition are expressed in a statement by Godfried 
Cardinal Danneels, president of Pax Christi International, and Rev. Dr. Konrad Raiser, general 
secretary of the World Council of Church, which you have received.  They state 

 
Nuclear weapons, whether used or threatened, are grossly evil and morally wrong.  As an 
instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons slaughter the innocent and ravage the 
environment. ...As an instrument of deterrence, nuclear weapons hold innocent people 
hostage for political and military purposes.  Therefore, the doctrine of nuclear deterrence 
is morally corrupt. 

 
This view stems from a belief in the sanctity of life, a perspective shared by other world 
religions: Judaism, Islam, Hinduism, Buddhism. 
 

I believe that most of you today, who come from different faiths, in your heart of hearts, 
in the deep recesses of your mind, also understand the moral depravity of nuclear weapons.  The 
challenge to you is to let your moral judgment guide your actions. 
 

A statement developed for this meeting by the International Peace Conference, based in 
Prague, offers a pair of reasons for the total rejection of nuclear weapons: first, the threat to 
Creation and, second, the contribution to moral degradation.   
 

"Nuclear weapons," says this statement,  "fundamentally differ from all other weapons 
because of their potential to destroy all life on this planet.  They are terminal in relation to 
Nature.  They can destroy the divine Creation....They take from God the sole power to end the 
created order, and thus usurp the divine prerogative....Nuclear weapons stand condemned 
because they can destroy 'the sacred gift of life' and are thus innately demonic and blasphemous." 
 
  Secondly, the statement notes,  "The terrible suffering caused by nuclear weapons, 
their potential for total destruction, and their perversion of the fundamental nature of matter have 
contributed immeasurably to the moral degradation of humanity in our time."  This moral decline 
has escalated from the mass slaughter of World War I to the Nazi concentration camps to the 
mass bombing of cities in World War II to the development of nuclear weapons and their use on 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki in the 1945.  Since then "the East-West nuclear confrontation with the 
readiness of states to commit global genocide further hugely contributed to the moral 
de-sensitization of our age, now so evident in many aspects of contemporary life."    
 
  From an ethical perspective, Judge Mohammed Bedjaoui, when he was president of the 
International Court of Justice, stated: "The nuclear weapon, the ultimate evil, destabilizes 
humanitarian law which is the law of lesser evil.  The existence of nuclear weapons is therefore a 
challenge to the very existence of humanitarian law, not to mention their long-term effects of 
damage to the human environment, in respect to which the right to life must be exercised." 
 
  Judge Bedjaoui spoke in connection with the 1996 advisory opinion of the International 
Court of Justice in which the Court decided unanimously that under Article VI of the Nuclear 



Non-Proliferation Treaty, "There exists an obligation to pursue in good faith and bring to 
conclusion negotiations leading to nuclear disarmament in all aspects under strict and effective 
international control." 
 
  Notice the words "good faith", two terms with deep religious meaning.  In this context 
they refer to basic honesty, to abiding by one's commitment. You delegates have it within your 
goodness to act decisively in behalf of all us: humans, animals, plants, the whole community of 
life.  We have faith that you will show yourself worthy of this trust.  
 

Even if no other nuclear bomb is exploded, the Earth will remain scarred by the nuclear 
weapons era.   Earth and its people have suffered grave harm in the mining of fissionable 
material, by production of nuclear warheads with the byproduct of radioactive waste,  and 
through nuclear testing in the atmosphere and below the ground. 
 

Beyond harm to people and environmental damage, nuclear weapons have taken an 
enormous economic toll.  Since the 1940s the nuclear weapon states have spent more than $8 
trillion to develop, test, produce, transport, deploy, and safeguard their nuclear arsenal.  This vast 
waste of resources brings to mind the words of U.S. President Dwight D. Eisenhower, himself a 
former general, words deemed so important that they are engraved beside his tomb in Abilene, 
Kansas.  " Every gun made, every warship launched, every rocket fired signifies, in the final 
sense, a theft from those who hunger and are not fed, those who are cold and are not 
clothed....This is not a way of life at all....Under the cloud of threatening war, it is humanity 
hanging from a cross of iron." 
 

The great irony is that the nuclear weapon states through these vast expenditures have 
failed to produce the security they seek.  Indeed, it is their own people who are at greatest risk 
due to their doctrine of mutually assured destruction.  Citizens of the allies of nuclear weapon 
states are themselves vulnerable to nuclear attack because of the military doctrine of the nuclear 
powers.  Any other nation gaining nuclear weapons would join the ranks of the insecure.  
 

Tragically the nuclear weapon states and their allies are victims of a self-imposed and 
self-destructive addiction to nuclear weapons.  Yes, an addiction.   Like many other addictions 
cure can come in two ways. 
 

First, the addicted can exercise self-will, can renounce the addictive substance or 
orientation, and can through great determination and inner strength free itself from the addiction 
that is sapping its vitality.  In this case, the nuclear weapon states can say individually or join 
together in a covenant that says, "We renounce the use of nuclear weapons for war-fighting 
purposes.  We renounce nuclear deterrence as an instrument of foreign and military policy."  
Renunciation would remove the fundamental blockage to carrying out a series of actions that 
lead to nuclear abolition.  Other speakers on this program will describe the steps that can be 
taken along this road. 
 
  Second, friends of the addicted can apply "tough love".  They can talk firmly and insist 
that the addicted take the necessary steps leading out of addiction.   In the matter at hand, you 
delegates from non-nuclear weapon states can exercise tough love by insisting that the nuclear 



powers embark upon a course of action that moves toward nuclear abolition.  You can even 
develop a plan in the form of a nuclear weapons convention to outlaw and abolish nuclear 
weapons.  Even if you are part of a political bloc with one or more nuclear weapon states, true 
friendship requires you to apply tough love by acting independently and supporting measures 
leading to nuclear abolition.  Beyond that, each and every one of you has a higher loyalty to all 
of humankind, to the well-being of all peoples on Earth. 
 
  As you prepare to meet the challenges before you during this session of the NPT 
Preparatory Committee, I invite you to pause and observe one minute of silence.  Draw upon the 
perspective of your personal faith and use this minute to reflect upon the human suffering caused 
by nuclear weapons in their more than fifty years of existence: the victims at Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki; the indigenous people and other inhabitants living in the vicinity of test sites in the 
western United States, Algeria, Russia, Kazakhstan, China, the South Pacific, and Australia; 
persons far away from test sites but harmed by drifting radioactive fallout; the people who have 
suffered by the side effects of mining operations and weapon production facilities. 
 

In silence we can remember all who have suffered..  We can share together feelings of 
regret and contrition.  You who are delegates can also use this moment to reflect on what you 
can accomplish in the next two weeks.  You can re-dedicate yourself to working courageously 
and with imagination to find ways to end the nuclear arms race and rid Earth of this horrible 
plague on human existence.   
 

May we pause now in silence.              [One minute of silence.] 
 

In the spirit of renewal and re-dedication, the NGO community this afternoon would like 
to offer you ideas on steps that can be undertaken to achieve the abolition of nuclear weapons, an 
achievable goal that humankind longs to accomplish.  Although NGOs have various perspectives 
on the issues presented, we have collaborated in preparing these statements.  We hope that our 
ideas will be useful to you in your deliberations. Throughout your session we will be available to 
you to elaborate on what we have presented today.  We look forward to further exchange of ideas 
in the period leading up to the year 2000 NPT review conference. 
 

Lastly I want to thank you personally for the privilege of speaking to you.  
 
1999 Parliament of the World’s Religions 

More than 7,000 persons from around the world assembled in Cape Town, South Africa in December 
1999 for a Parliament of the World's Religions.  In the course of the gathering religious leaders and 
people of many faiths presented A Moral Call to Eliminate the Threat of Nuclear Weapons. 
[http://www.gsinstitute.org/archives/000029.shtml]   Among other elements  The Call states: 

The threat and use of nuclear weapons is incompatible with civilized norms, standards of 
morality and humanitarian law which prohibit the use of inhumane weapons and those with 
indiscriminate effects....We say that a peace based on terror, a peace based upon threats of 
inflicting  annihilation and genocide upon whole populations, is a peace that is morally 
corrupting. 



Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative (2000) 

[logo of NRDI from www.nrdi.org]  In June 2000 at a ceremony at the Washington National Cathedral 21 
religious leaders along with 18 military professionals issued a Joint Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament 
Statement [http://www.nrdi.org/nuclear/Nuclear02.html].  This initiative began as an interfaith project 
led by Washington National Cathedral, with assistance from the late Senator Alan Cranston, his Global 
Security Institute [www.gsinstitute.org], and the Fourth Freedom Forum [www.fourthfreedom.org].  
After issuance of the statement the Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative [www.nrdi.org] evolved 
into an educational program and became a part of The Churches' Center for Theology and Public Policy, 
located at Wesley Theological Seminary in Washington, DC. 

[photo of signers with caption.  "Participants in the news conference that released the Joint Nuclear 
Reduction/Disarmament Statement included the Very Reverend Nathan D. Baxter, dean of the 
Washington National Cathedral; Admiral Stansfield Turner, U.S. Navy (Ret.); Bishop William B. Oden, 
president, Council of Bishops, United Methodist Church; Dr. Muzammi H. Siddiqi, president, The Islamic 
Society of North America; and General Charles S. Horner, U.S.Air Force (Ret.).  Rabbi David Saperstein, 
director, Religious Action Center of Reform Judaism, also participated in the news conference." 

Highlights of the statement include: 

We deeply believe that the long-term reliance on nuclear weapons in the arsenals of the nuclear 
powers, and the ever-present danger of their acquisition by others, is morally untenable and 
militarily unjustifiable. They constitute a threat to the security of our nation, a peril to world 
peace, a danger to the whole human family. 

Historically, military and religious leaders have not always been in agreement on these issues, 
but now a consensus is emerging. National security imperatives and ethical demands have 
converged to bring us to the necessity of outlawing and prohibiting nuclear weapons worldwide. 

We also believe that reliance on a nuclear deterrent in the long run calls into question our 
stewardship of God‘s creation. 

And so it is that we now come together to bear witness anew: it is past time for a great national 
and international discussion and examination of the true and full implications of reliance on 
nuclear weapons, to be followed by action leading to the international prohibition of these 
weapons. 

National Council of Churches of Christ in the USA 

[to be added] 

Canadian Council of Churches 

[to be added] 

Conference of European Churches 



[to be added] 

DENOMINATIONS 

Catholic Church 

[Photo of St. Peter's Cathedral in Rome]  The Catholic Church is the largest body of Christians in the 
world.  It has about 1 billion members. The pope, who is the bishop of Rome, serves as the head of the 
Catholic Church and governs from Vatican City, sometimes referred to as the Holy See.   The pope 
appoints cardinals to be his main advisers.  As a group, they form the College of Cardinals and elect a 
new pope after a reigning pope dies or resigns.  The pope also appoints bishops who preside over 
churches in different countries. 

[Side bar:  Picture of John Paul II with caption:  Pope John Paul II has called for the banishment of all 
nuclear weapons through "a workable system for negotiation, even of arbitration".] 

Holy See 

In recent years policy statements coming from the Holy See on nuclear disarmament are made by Holy 
See delegation to the United Nations in New York. 

"There Has Been Regression" 

[PDF document] 

Address by Monsignor Francis Chullikat, deputy head of a Holy See delegation to the United Nations, to 
the Preparatory Committee for the 2005 Review Conference of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty in 
New York on April 10, 2002.   

[Possibly a photo of Monsignor Chullikat addressing the NPT PrepCom.] 

[Within the body of the text a side bar: " There can be no moral acceptance of military doctrines that 
embody the permanence of nuclear weapons."] 

Mr. Chairman, as the international community begins preparation for the 2005 Review of the Non-
Proliferation Treaty, my Delegation notes the deep concern that is widely felt about the state of nuclear 
disarmament. 

At the 2000 Review, it was felt that progress was being made. The Review obtained a clear-cut 
commitment from the nuclear weapon states that systematic and progressive efforts to implement 
Article VI would include: "An unequivocal undertaking by the nuclear weapon states to accomplish the 
total elimination of their nuclear arsenals leading to nuclear disarmament to which all states parties are 
committed under Article VI." 



This commitment was embodied in a list of 13 practical steps the conference unanimously agreed to 
take. However, the progress made in implementing the 13 steps over the past two years has been 
indeed discouraging. In fact, the prospects for future implementation are alarming. 

As an examination of the 13 steps shows, there has not only been a lack of sufficient progress, there has 
been regression. Although, thankfully, there has been no nuclear testing in this period, the entry-into-
force of the CTBT cannot be seen on the near horizon. The Conference on Disarmament is paralyzed. 
One of the parties to the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty has given notice of withdrawal. Nuclear weapons 
are still kept on alert status. The admonition of the International Court of Justice for the completion of 
negotiations towards elimination is ignored. 

Even more serious than the lack of progress is the overt determination of some nuclear weapon states 
to maintain nuclear weapons in a critical role in their military doctrines. While the international 
community rightly welcomes the willingness of those with the most nuclear weapons to reduce their 
stocks of operationally deployed warheads, what is the real effect of such unilateral disarmament when 
it is not made irreversible, i.e., when such stocks can be remounted again quickly? 

My Delegation is deeply concerned about the old posture of nuclear deterrence that is evolving into the 
possibility of use in new strategies. This must be stoutly resisted. The Holy See has constantly recalled 
the fact that the strategy of deterrence can be envisaged only as a stage in the process aimed at 
disarmament, even of a progressive nature. So long as it is taken as an end in itself, deterrence 
encourages the protagonists to ensure a constant superiority over one another, in ceaseless race of 
over-arming. 

Mr. Chairman, the concern of the Holy See mounts in seeing the non-proliferation regime, with the NPT 
as its cornerstone, in disarray. The old policies of nuclear deterrence, which prevailed in the Cold War, 
must lead now to concrete disarmament measures. The rule of law cannot countenance the 
continuation of doctrines that hold nuclear weapons as essential. 

There can be no moral acceptance of military doctrines that embody the permanence of nuclear 
weapons. That is why Pope John Paul II has called for the banishment of all nuclear weapons through "a 
workable system for negotiation, even of arbitration." Those nuclear weapon states resisting 
negotiations should therefore be strongly urged to finally come to the negotiating table. 

In fact, in clinging to their outmoded rationales for nuclear deterrence, they are denying the most 
ardent aspirations of humanity as well as the opinion of the highest legal authority in the world. In this 
regard, my Delegation wishes to reaffirm its well-known position: nuclear weapons are incompatible 
with the peace we seek for the 21st century; they cannot be justified. These weapons are instruments of 
death and destruction. The preservation of the Non-Proliferation Treaty demands unequivocal action 
towards their elimination. Only when such a noble goal is attained can the international community be 
assured that nations are acting in "good faith". 

Mr. Chairman, my Delegation is confident that the Preparatory Committee will seize this opportunity to 
develop a sharpened sense of urgency to root out nuclear weapons that are the biggest threat to 



mankind. To keep developing weapon systems that can jeopardize the natural structure upon which all 
civilization rests seriously undermines the genuine quest of the family of nations to build a culture of 
peace for the present and future generations. 

"Nuclear Weapons Cannot Be Justified and Deserve Condemnation" 

[PDF document] 

Excerpt from a statement by Archbishop Renato Martino, the Holy See's permanent observer at the 
United Nations, to the United Nations' First Committee, October 15, 1997.  After expressing support of 
the Holy See for the recently developed treaty to eliminate land mines, he stated: 

[Possibly a photo of Archbishop Martino.] 

[Somewhere within the body of the text a side bar: "The world must move to the abolition of nuclear 
weapons through a universal, non-discriminatory ban with intensive inspection by universal authority."] 

 If biological weapons, chemical weapons and now land-mines can be done away with, so too can 
nuclear weapons.  No weapon so threatens the longed-for peace of the 21st century as the nuclear.   

 Let not the immensity of this task dissuade us from the efforts needed to free humanity from 
such a scourge.  With the valuable admonition offered in the Advisory Opinion of the International Court 
of Justice, the international community can see the legal and moral arguments against nuclear weapons 
intertwine with the strategic: since nuclear weapons can destroy all life on the planet, they peril all that 
humanity has ever stood for and indeed humanity itself. 

 During the acrimonious years of the Cold War with the emphasis on the military doctrine of 
nuclear deterrence as a constant justification for the nuclear arms build-up, the international 
community felt powerless to stop the relentless build-up of nuclear weapons.  Not now, in the post-Cold 
War era characterized by new partnerships, the international community cannot shield itself from the 
assault on life itself that nuclear weapons represent. 

 The work of this Committee has done in calling for negotiations leading to a Nuclear Weapons 
Convention must be increased.  Those nuclear weapons States resisting such negotiations must be 
challenged, for, in clinging to their outmoded rationales for nuclear deterrence, they are denying the 
most ardent aspirations of humanity as well as the opinion of the highest legal authority in the world.   
The gravest consequences for mankind lie ahead if the world is to be ruled by the militarism represented 
by nuclear weapons rather than the humanitarian law espoused by the International Court of Justice. 

 Nuclear weapons are incompatible with the peace we seek for the 21st century.  They cannot be 
justified.  They deserve condemnation.  The preservation of the Non-Proliferation Treaty demands an 
unequivocal commitment to their abolition. 

 The Holy See has previously stated in this Committee: "The world must move to the abolition of 
nuclear weapons through a universal, non-discriminatory ban with intensive inspection by universal 



authority".  Today we repeat those words, conscious that there is a gathering momentum of world 
opinion in support of the complete elimination of nuclear weapons.  This is a moral challenge, a legal 
challenge and a political challenge.  That multiple- based challenge must be met by the application of 
our humanity. 

U.S Conference of Catholic Bishops 

[Import logo from web site: www.usccb.org]. The Catholic Church with 60 million members and 19,200 
local parishes is the largest religious body in the United States.  Oversight is provided by the United 
States Conference of Catholic Bishops (USCCB), which represents 300 active and about 100 bishops, who 
are appointed by the pope.  The bishops serve as the heads of 194 dioceses in the United States. 

The Challenge of Peace: God's Promise and Our Response 

A Pastoral Letter on War and Peace 

[PDF document] 

In November 1980 the National Conference of Bishops (as it was then known) appointed a committee of 
bishops, chaired by Cardinal Joseph Bernardin, to draft a pastoral letter on war and peace.  The bishops 
reviewed two drafts and adopted the third and final draft on May3,1983.  A substantial part of this 
pastoral letter focuses on nuclear weapons.  The summary is presented below with permission.  The 
complete pastoral letter, The Challenge of Peace, is available from [to be completed]. 

[Possibly a photo of Cardinal Bernardin or the drafting committee] 

[Two side bars, say at one-third and two-thirds through the text. 

"No use of nuclear weapons which would violate the principle of discrimination or proportionality may 
be intended in a strategy of deterrence." 

"In the words of our Holy Father, we need a 'moral about-face.'  The whole world must summon the 
moral courage and technical means to say no to nuclear conflict; no to weapons of mass destruction; no 
to an arms race which robs the poor and the vulnerable; and no to the moral danger of a nuclear age 
which places before humankind indefensible choices of constant terror or surrender." 

Summary 

[to be added]] 

 

The Harvest of Justice Is Sown in Peace 
A Reflection of the National Conference of Catholic Bishops 

on the Tenth Anniversary of The Challenge of Peace 

[PDF document] 



Ten years after issuing The Challenge of Peace the National Conference of Catholic Bishops reviewed the 
findings of the 1983 pastoral letter and offered their reflections.   The Harvest of Justice 
[http://www.usccb.org/sdwp/harvest.htm] is available on the web site of the U.S. Conference of Catholic 
Bishops.  The section dealing with nuclear disarmament is presented below with permission. 

[Perhaps a photo or drawing of a wheat field inserted into the above paragraph.] 

[At appropriate locations, two side bars: 

  "We must continue to say No to the very idea of nuclear war." 

"The eventual elimination of nuclear weapons is more than a moral ideal; it should be a policy 
goal."  

 

Unfinished Business: Nuclear Disarmament and Proliferation.  

[change margins to be like above] 

   Our l983 pastoral letter focused special attention on the morality of nuclear 
               weapons at a time of widespread fear of nuclear war. Only ten years 
               later, the threat of global nuclear war may seem more remote than at any 
               time in the nuclear age, but we may be facing a different but still 
               dangerous period in which the use of nuclear weapons remains a 
               significant threat. We cannot address questions of war and peace today, 
               therefore, without acknowledging that the nuclear question remains of vital 
               political and moral significance.  

               The end of the Cold War has changed the nuclear question in three ways. 
               First, nuclear weapons are still an integral component of U.S. security 
               policies, but they are no longer at the center of these policies or of 
               international relations. In 1983, a dominant concern was the ethics of 
               nuclear weapons. Today, this concern, while still critically important, must 
               be considered in the context of a more fundamental question of the ethical 
               foundations of political order: How do we achieve Pacem in Terris' 
               vision of a just and stable political order, so that nations will no longer rely 
               on nuclear weapons for their security? Second, we have new 
               opportunities to take steps toward progressive nuclear disarmament. In 
               l983, the first task was to stop the growth of already bloated nuclear 
               arsenals; today, the moral task is to proceed with deep cuts and ultimately 
               to abolish these weapons entirely. Third, the threat of global nuclear war 
               has been replaced by a threat of global nuclear proliferation. In addition to 
               the declared nuclear powers, a number of other countries have or could 



               very quickly deploy nuclear weapons, and still other nations, or even 
               terrorist groups, might seek to obtain or develop nuclear weapons. Just as 
               the nuclear powers must prevent nuclear war, so also they, with the rest 
               of the international community, bear a heavy moral responsibility to stop 
               the spread of nuclear, biological and chemical weapons.  

                  a. The Moral Judgment on Deterrence. In 1983, we judged that 
                    nuclear deterrence may be morally acceptable as long as it is 
                    limited to deterring nuclear use by others; sufficiency, not nuclear 
                    superiority, is its goal; and it is used as a step on the way toward 
                    progressive disarmament. 

                    Some believe that this judgment remains valid, since significant 
                    progress has been made in reducing nuclear weapons, including the 
                    most destabilizing ones, while at least some of those that remain are 
                    still necessary to deter existing nuclear threats. Others point to the 
                    end of the Soviet threat and the apparent unwillingness of the 
                    nuclear powers to accept the need to eliminate nuclear weapons as 
                    reasons for abandoning our strictly conditioned moral acceptance 
                    of nuclear deterrence. They also cite the double standard inherent 
                    in nonproliferation efforts: What is the moral basis for asking other 
                    nations to forego nuclear weapons if we continue to judge our own 
                    deterrent to be morally necessary?  

                    We believe our judgment of 1983 that nuclear deterrence is 
                    morally acceptable only under certain strict conditions remains a 
                    useful guide for evaluating the continued moral status of nuclear 
                    weapons in a post-Cold War world. It is useful because it 
                    acknowledges the fundamental moral dilemmas still posed by 
                    nuclear weapons, and it reflects the progress toward fulfilling the 
                    conditions we elaborated in 1983. At the same time, it highlights 
                    the new prospects — and thus the added moral urgency — of 
                    making even more dramatic progress in arms control and 
                    disarmament as the only basis for the continued moral legitimacy of 
                    deterrence. 

                  b. A Post-Cold War Agenda For Nuclear Disarmament. While 
                    significant progress has been made in recent years, we believe 
                    additional steps are needed if nuclear policies and priorities are to 
                    keep up with the dramatic changes in world politics and if our 
                    nation is to move away from relying on nuclear deterrence as a 
                    basis for its security. Present challenges include the following:  
 



                         The Role of Nuclear Weapons: We must continue to say 
                         No to the very idea of nuclear war. A minimal nuclear 
                         deterrent may be justified only to deter the use of nuclear 
                         weapons. The United States should commit itself never to 
                         use nuclear weapons first, should unequivocally reject 
                         proposals to use nuclear weapons to deter any nonnuclear 
                         threats, and should reinforce the fragile barrier against the 
                         use of these weapons. Indeed, we abhor any use of nuclear 
                         weapons.  
 
                         Arms Control and Disarmament: Nuclear deterrence may 
                         be justified only as a step on the way toward progressive 
                         disarmament. The end of the Cold War, according to the 
                         Holy See, "challenge[s] the world community to adopt a 
                         post-nuclear form of security. That security lies in the 
                         abolition of nuclear weapons and the strengthening of 
                         international law." A first step toward this goal would be 
                         prompt ratification and implementation of the START I and 
                         START II treaties. Even once these treaties are fully 
                         implemented, there will still be more than 10,000 nuclear 
                         weapons in the world, containing explosive power hundreds 
                         of thousands times greater than the bombs dropped on 
                         Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Therefore, much deeper cuts are 
                         both possible and necessary. The eventual elimination of 
                         nuclear weapons is more than a moral ideal; it should be a 
                         policy goal.  

                         The negotiation of a verifiable comprehensive test ban treaty 
                         would not only demonstrate our commitment to this goal, but 
                         also would improve our moral credibility in urging 
                         nonnuclear nations to forego the development of nuclear 
                         weapons. We, therefore, support a halt to nuclear testing as 
                         our nation pursues an effective global test ban and renewal 
                         of the Non-Proliferation Treaty. Also, steps must be taken 
                         to reduce the threat of nuclear terrorism. We must reverse 
                         the spread of nuclear technologies and materials. We 
                         welcome, therefore, U.S. efforts to achieve a global ban on 
                         the production of fissionable materials for use in nuclear 
                         weapons. Finally, one should not underestimate the role of 
                         the International Atomic Energy Agency as a forum for the 
                         discussion of these issues and as a force encouraging nations 
                         to take the steps necessary in this area. 



 

                         Cooperative Security and a Just International Order: 
                         The nuclear powers may justify, and then only temporarily, 
                         their nuclear deterrents only if they use their power and 
                         resources to lead in the construction of a more just and 
                         stable international order. An essential part of this 
                         international order must be a collective security framework 
                         that reverses the proliferation of nuclear weapons, 
                         guarantees the security of nonnuclear states and ultimately 
                         seeks to make nuclear weapons and war itself obsolete. The 
                         United States and other nations should also make the 
                         investments necessary to help ensure the development of 
                         stable, democratic governments in nations which have 
                         nuclear weapons or might seek to obtain them. 

               An active commitment by the United States to nuclear disarmament and 
               the strengthening of collective security is the only moral basis for 
               temporarily retaining our deterrent and our insistence that other nations 
               forego these weapons. We advocate disarmament by example: careful but 
               clear steps to reduce and end our dependence on weapons of mass 
               destruction.  

In our five-year report on The Challenge of Peace, we said: "To contain 
               the nuclear danger of our time is itself an awesome undertaking. To 
               reshape the political fabric of an increasingly interdependent world is an 
               even larger and more complicated challenge." Now, on this tenth 
               anniversary, we must be engaged in the difficult task of envisioning a 
               future rooted in peace, with new institutions for resolving differences 
               between nations, new global structures of mediation and 
               conflict-resolution and a world order that has moved beyond nuclear 
               weapons once and for all. We are committed to join in this struggle,  
    to bring the Gospel message of justice and peace to this vital work. 

Pax Christi International 

[logo from www.paxchristi.net] Pax Christi International [www.paxchristi.net] is a non-profit, non-
governmental Catholic peace movement that began in France at the end of World War II. Today, it is 
comprised of autonomous national sections, local groups, and affiliated organizations spread over 30 
countries and 5 continents, with over 60,000 members worldwide. The movement works in all areas of 
peace but has a specific focus on demilitarization, security and arms trade, development and human 
rights, and ecology. 



In 1998 Godfried Cardinal Danneels, president of Pax Christi International, joined with the Rev. Dr. 
Konrad Raiser, general secretary of the World Council of Churches in a statement entitled Act Now for 
Nuclear Abolition [linkage to the statement elsewhere on this page], presented to Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Preparatory Conference.  Among other things they stated:  [Insert photo of 
Cardinal Danneels] 

Nuclear weapons, whether used or threatened, are grossly evil and morally wrong.  As an 
instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons slaughter the innocent and ravage the 
environment....When used as an instrument of deterrence, nuclear weapons hold innocent 
people hostage for political and military purposes.  Therefore, the doctrine of nuclear 
deterrence is morally corrupt. 

In 2000 Pax Christi International published New Challenges on Nuclear Disarmament Agenda: A Call 
and Statement on Nuclear Disarmament.  [URL to be supplied]   Signed by xxx bishops from xx countries 
on x continents, the statement calls upon "all states to put urgent negotiation of a nuclear disarmament 
convention at the top of the international agenda." 

Pax Christi USA 

[logo from www.paxchristiusa.org]  Pax Christi USA [www.paxchristusa.org] is the national Catholic 
peace movement of 14,000 members who are committed to the gospel imperative of seeking peace 
through nonviolence.  It is the United States section of Pax Christi International. 

In 1998 on the 15th anniversary of Challenge of Peace: God's Promise and Our Response (the 1983 
report of the National Conference of Catholic Bishops), xx Catholic bishops affiliated with Pax Christi 
USA  issued a statement on The Morality of Nuclear Deterrence. [URL to be obtained].  Speaking for 
themselves and not the entire National Conference of Catholic Bishops, the Pax Christi bishops indicated: 

For the past fifteen years, and particularly in the context of the Cold War, we, the Catholic 
bishops of the United States, have reluctantly acknowledge the possibility that nuclear weapons 
could have some moral legitimacy, but only if the goal was nuclear disarmament.  It is our 
present, prayerful judgment that this legitimacy is now lacking. 

They concluded by saying: 

Nuclear deterrence as a national policy must be condemned as morally abhorrent because it is 
the excuse and justification for the continued possession and further development of these 
horrendous weapons.  We urge all to join in taking up the challenge to begin the effort to 
eliminate nuclear weapons now, rather than relying on them indefinitely. 

Islam 

Statement  of Dr. Muzammil H. Siddiqi  



When the Joint Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Statement 
[http://www.nrdi.org/nuclear/Nuclear02.html] by religious and military leaders was issued at the 
Washington National Cathedral in June 2000, Dr. Muzammi H. Siddiqi, president, The Islamic Society of 
North America, made the following statement [http://www.nrdi.org/nuclear/NuclearP02.html]: 

All praise is due to God, the Lord and Nourisher of the worlds. Praise be to God for this day. Who 
could have dreamed that a day like this would come in our life or in the life of our generation? How 
wonderful it is to see the prominent religious and military leaders of this nation come together to 
declare that it is "morally untenable and militarily unjustifiable" to produce, acquire or continue to 
possess the nuclear weapons. It is nothing but the blessing of God that this nation, that is so very 
capable to produce more of these most powerful nuclear weapons, has some of its leaders share their 
insight and wisdom — to come forward to say "no" to these weapons. 

Blessed are the peacemakers and blessed are those who practice what they preach. We in the 
United States must take lead to stop the nuclear arms race. This race is against the human race. In this 
race there will be no winners, only losers. It is nothing but destruction, for humans and their 
environment. We must say to ourselves first and then to the world that we want a total and universal 
ban on the possession and production of nuclear weapons. All countries, starting with those that have 
the largest amount of nuclear weapons, should destroy these weapons. There should be a total ban on 
their production and testing. Nuclear technology should be used only for humanitarian and peaceful 
purposes. 

As a Muslim, I fully support this declaration, and I urge all Muslims of America and the world to 
support it. Islam stands for peace and protection of all human beings and their environment. Islam is 
against any war in which the innocent and the non-combatants are made to suffer. God says in the 
Qur'an: "…Be not cast to ruins by your own hands. Do good. Indeed God loves those who do good." 
(2:195) "…Help one another unto righteousness and pious duty, but help not one another unto sin and 
transgression…" (5:2) 

Thank you and may God bless you. 

Jewish 

Union of American Hebrew Congregations 

[logo from web site] Founded in 1873, the Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
(http://www.uahc.org) is the central body of the Reform Jewish Movement in North America, 
encompassing 1.5 million Jews in 900 congregations across the United States and Canada.  The UAHC 
has a long history of supporting arms control measures aimed at reducing nuclear dangers and 
eventually eliminating nuclear weapons entirely.  Resolutions include: 

Control of Nuclear Arms, 1981 
http://uahc.org/cgi-bin/resodisp.pl?file=arms&year=1981D 

http://www.uahc.org/
http://uahc.org/cgi-bin/resodisp.pl?file=arms&year=1981D


Preventing Nuclear Holocaust, 1983 
http://uahc.org/cgi-bin/resodisp.pl?file=nuclear&year=1983 

To End the Manufacturing and Trade In Fissionable Material Suitable for the Production of Nuclear 
Arms, 1989 
http://uahc.org/cgi-bin/resodisp.pl?file=nucleararms2&year=1989 

Halting the Nuclear Arms Race, 1989 
http://uahc.org/cgi-bin/resodisp.pl?file=nucleararms1&year=1989 

Statement by Rabbi David Saperstein 

When the Joint Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Statement 
[http://www.nrdi.org/nuclear/Nuclear02.html] by religious and military leaders was issued at the 
Washington National Cathedral in June 2000, Rabbi David Saperstein, director, Religious Action Center of 
Reform Judaism, made the following statement [http://www.nrdi.org/nuclear/NuclearP07.html]: 

In the Bible it was commanded that before the Israelite army could engage in warfare, the 
priests needed to read to the assembled the rules of what was ethically permitted in warfare and what 
was prohibited. That interaction between religion and the military created the first ethical strictures of 
warfare—the foundation of what later became known as "just war theory." 

Today we religious and military leaders continue this tradition. We stand together in this House 
of God, informed by our values, aware of the horrible human cost of war and conflict, weary of the 
threat posed by nuclear proliferation—to call upon Congress, the President, the American military, and 
the American people to lead the way towards a process of nuclear reduction and disarmament. 

I am here representing the Reforrn Jewish Movement with some 1.5 million Reform Jews and 
1,700 Reform Rabbis in 900 congregations in North America. For we Jews know, perhaps better than 
most, the danger of linking destructive technology with man's inhumanity to man. 

As Samuel Pisar, the eloquent Holocaust survivor said in his extraordinary speech before the Israeli 
Knesset at the Second Gathering of Holocaust Survivors: 

To us, the Holocaust is not only an indelible memory of horror; it is a permanent warning. For 
we have seen the end of creation. In the shadow of permanently flaming gas chambers, where 
Eichman's reality eclipsed Dante's vision of hell, we have witnessed a pilot project of the 
destruction of humanity, the death rattle of the entire species on the eve of the atomic age, of 
thermonuclear proliferation - the final solution. 

Here, with the authority of the numbers engraved on our arms, we cry out the commandments 
of six million innocent souls, children, of whom I used to be one: never again! From where, if not 
from us, will come the warning that a new combination of technology and brutality can 
transform the planet into a crematorium? From where, if not from the bloodiest killing ground 
of all time, will come the hope that coexistence between so called "hereditary enemies" is 

http://uahc.org/cgi-bin/resodisp.pl?file=nuclear&year=1983
http://uahc.org/cgi-bin/resodisp.pl?file=nucleararms2&year=1989
http://uahc.org/cgi-bin/resodisp.pl?file=nucleararms1&year=1989


possible—between Germans and Frenchmen, Chinese and Japanese, Americans and Russians; 
above all, coexistence between Arabs and Jews? 

Towards that end, at this crucial crossroads of history, we join to call on the world to recognize 
that violence begets violence; that nuclear proliferation benefits no one; that we can, we will, and we 
must find other ways to protect ourselves, our nations and our future: for it is not sufficient to have 
peace in our time, but, instead, we must leave a peaceful world to our children. That is the vision that 
should link every true soldier and every religious person together. It is the vision that brings us here 
today. 

The Torah instructs us: "Seek peace and pursue it." Our tradition teaches that there are no 
purposeless words in the Torah, that each and every word carries meaning. So why "seek peace and 
pursue it?" Is it not enough to seek peace, to actively search it out? Is it not enough to pursue peace, to 
proactively work for it? Perhaps the injunction of seek peace and pursue it teaches us that peace, lasting 
peace, is something which we need to hand down from generation to generation. 

[others to be added] 
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From: "Carlee L.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
To: <paul@paxchristi.net>
Subject: A new web site
Date: Thu, 2 May 2002 11:09:31 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
X-Priority: 3
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.72.3110.5
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3

Dear Paul,

I am in the process of setting up a new web site, www.zero-nukes.org, as a
project of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, which I chair.
It will include statements by religious leaders and organizations, civil
sector organizations, and military leaders on the need to eliminate nuclear
weapons.   It will also serve as a forum for developing scenarios on how to
get to zero nuclear weapons.   If you want to see a sampler, it is on the
web site of our web designer at www:twotonedeyes.com/zero-nukes.

Among other things we want to make reference to the statement of Pax Christi
International, New Challenges on Nuclear Disarmament Agenda: A Call and
Statement on Nuclear Disarmament.  It is on your web site as a PDF document,
but I am unable to identify an URL that provides direct linkage.  Will you
please advise me on this: an URL for the statement and for the signers if
they are separately listed.   Also, how many bishops signed the statement,
from now many countries, and continents?  I want to put this information in
an introductory paragraph.

We would also like to include reference to statements coming out of the
Conference of European Churches.  Can you provide me with a contact?

Once the site is established we will invite experts and ordinary citizens to
propose scenarios for reaching zero.   We will invite feedback on these
proposals.   As this develops, we will keep you informed so that you can
inform your network about www.zero-nukes.org.

Shalom,
Howard

Howard W. Hallman is Chair of
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: "Howard W.Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
To: "Marie Kayser" <marie_kayser@yahoo.com>
Subject: Re: Fw: zero-nukes.org is setup
Date: Thu, 2 May 2002 16:42:35 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
        boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0014_01C1F1F8.5CA53980"
X-Priority: 3
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.72.3110.5
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0014_01C1F1F8.5CA53980
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Marie,

What did you upload?  Is it available for anybody to read?  I'm =
comfortable about the home page and the story of our masthead being =
available.  However, I think the Religious Statements page needs more =
refinement before being posted on the web site.

Is there a way that I can see your drafts, such as on your web site, and =
perfect them before they are upload?  What about pages we don't have =
ready?  Will they just be blank and have no linkage from the home page?
    -----Original Message-----
    From: Marie Kayser <marie_kayser@yahoo.com>
    To: Carlee L. Hallman <mupj@igc.org>
    Date: Thursday, May 02, 2002 3:43 PM
    Subject: Re: Fw: zero-nukes.org is setup
   =20
   =20
    I was able to upload the files to the server.  I think it usually =
takes 24 hours for lighthost to update the site - this is a one time =
wait for new sites.  Changes in the future are real time.  Please email =
lighthost and let them know that we have uploaded the files to the =
server but when are not able to view the site when we go to =
www.zero-nukes.org.=20

    Thanks,
    Marie=20

      "Carlee L. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> wrote:=20

        Marie,
       =20
        For your information.
       =20
        Howard
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       =20
        -----Original Message-----
        From: Lighthost Support=20
        To: Howard W. Hallman=20
        Date: Thursday, May 02, 2002 10:46 AM
        Subject: Re: zero-nukes.org is setup
       =20
       =20
        >We submitted your domain name ( zero-nukes.org & zeronukes.org =
) for
        >transfer to us.
        >
        >We set zeronukes.org to point to zero-nukes.org.
        >
        >Verisign Information:
        >Your changes have been submitted.
        >Please allow 24-72 hours for changes to take effect. If the =
changes you
        just
        >submitted are not reflected after this time, please contact our =
Customer
        >Service department.
        >
        >
        >Any questions, let us know.
        >
        >Thanks,
        >Todd
        >~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
        >Lighthost Support
        >support@lighthost.com
        >http://www.lighthost.com
        >~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
        >----- Original Message -----
        >From: "Howard W. Hallman"=20
        >To: "Lighthost Support"=20
        >Sent: Wednesday, May 01, 2002 4:04 PM
        >Subject: Re: zero-nukes.org is setup
        >
        >
        >> Our account number with VeriSign is 19365614. Our password is =
epworth.
        I
        >> also registered zeronukes.org. We want zero-nukes.org with =
the hyphen to
        >be
        >> our identity. However, a web designer told me that it can be =
arranged
        for
        >a
        >> message sent to zeronukes.org without the hyphen to be sent =
to
        >> zero-nukes.org. Is this something you handle, or should our =
web
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        designer
        >> work this out?
        >>
        >> Howard Hallman
        >> -----Original Message-----
        >> From: Lighthost Support=20
        >> To: mupj@igc.org=20
        >> Date: Wednesday, May 01, 2002 4:05 PM
        >> Subject: zero-nukes.org is setup
        >>
        >>
        >> >You requested to have us transfer your domain name for you. =
We can do
        >this
        >> >for you, however we will need your account number and =
password that you
        >> have
        >> >with Verisign.
        >> >
        >> >https://www.netsol.com/en_US/manage-it/login.jhtml
        >> >
        >> >If you don't want us to have your account number or =
password, our name
        >> >server addresses are listed in order:
        >> >
        >> >ns1.lighthost.com
        >> >ns2.lighthost.com
        >> >
        >> >Thanks,
        >> >Todd
        >> >
        >> >Your information to FTP files to your account.
        >> >
        >> >FTP hostname: Holliday.LightHost.Com
        >> >FTP usersname: mupj
        >> >FTP password: epworth
        >> >
        >> >Online Stats URL:
        >> >Daily:
        >> =
>http://holliday.lighthost.com/stats/daily/zero-nukes.org.html
        >> >
        >> >Monthly:
        >> =
>http://holliday.lighthost.com/stats/monthly/zero-nukes.org.html
        >> >
        >> >::::::::::::: EMAIL:
        >> >Your email address is mupj@zero-nukes.org
        >> >Your pop3 email server is zero-nukes.org
        >> >Your smtp email server is Your dial up ISP's SMTP server
        >> >
        >> >This guide will aid you in getting your web site uploaded =
and running as
        >> >easily as possible. Most of your questions will probably be =
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addressed in
        >> >this guide. However, if additional help is needed, please =
send an email
        >to
        >> >Support@LightHost.Com.
        >> >
        >> >Below is your path(s) to your account:
        >> >
        >> >home directory: /home/mupj
        >> >
        >> >web directory: /home/mupj/web (where you upload all your web
        >pages/images)
        >> >
        >> >cgi-bin directory: /home/mupj/web/cgi-bin (.cgi or .pl =
files)
        >> >
        >> >path to perl: /usr/local/bin/perl
        >> >
        >> >Path to Sendmail: /usr/bin/sendmail
        >> >
        >> >logfile location: /var/lib/apache/logs/zero-nukes.org.log
        >> >
        >> >errorlog location: /var/lib/apache/logs/zero-nukes.org.error
        >> >
        >> >If you have any questions please feel free to check out our =
support site
        >@
        >> >http://support.lighthost.com/unix/
        >> >
        >> >
        >> >
        >> >Thank you,
        >> >LightHost.Com
        >> >http://www.lighthost.com
        >> >
        >> >
        >> >
        >> >
        >>
        >>
        >
        >
       =20
   =20
   =20

-------------------------------------------------------------------------=
---   =20
    Do You Yahoo!?
    Yahoo! Health - your guide to health and wellness

------=_NextPart_000_0014_01C1F1F8.5CA53980
Content-Type: text/html;
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        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD W3 HTML//EN">
<HTML>
<HEAD>

<META content=3Dtext/html;charset=3Diso-8859-1 =
http-equiv=3DContent-Type>
<META content=3D'"MSHTML 4.72.3110.7"' name=3DGENERATOR>
</HEAD>
<BODY bgColor=3D#ffffff>
<DIV><FONT color=3D#000000 size=3D2>Marie,</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=3D#000000 size=3D2></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT size=3D2>What did you upload?&nbsp; Is it available for =
anybody to=20
read?&nbsp; I'm comfortable about the home page and the story of our =
masthead=20
being available.&nbsp; However, I think the Religious Statements page =
needs more=20
refinement before being posted on the web site.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT size=3D2></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT size=3D2>Is there a way that I can see your drafts, such as =
on your web=20
site, and perfect them before they are upload?&nbsp; What about pages we =
don't=20
have ready?&nbsp; Will they just be blank and have no linkage from the =
home=20
page?</FONT></DIV>
<BLOCKQUOTE=20
style=3D"BORDER-LEFT: #000000 solid 2px; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; PADDING-LEFT: =
5px">
    <DIV><FONT face=3DArial size=3D2><B>-----Original =
Message-----</B><BR><B>From:=20
    </B>Marie Kayser &lt;<A=20
    =
href=3D"mailto:marie_kayser@yahoo.com">marie_kayser@yahoo.com</A>&gt;<BR>=
<B>To:=20
    </B>Carlee L. Hallman &lt;<A=20
    href=3D"mailto:mupj@igc.org">mupj@igc.org</A>&gt;<BR><B>Date: =
</B>Thursday,=20
    May 02, 2002 3:43 PM<BR><B>Subject: </B>Re: Fw: zero-nukes.org is=20
    setup<BR><BR></DIV></FONT>
    <P>I was able to upload the files to the server.&nbsp; I think it =
usually=20
    takes 24 hours for lighthost to update the site - this is a one time =
wait=20
    for new sites.&nbsp; Changes in the future are real time.&nbsp; =
Please email=20
    lighthost and let them know that we have uploaded the files to the =
server=20
    but when are not able to view the site when we go to <A=20
    href=3D"http://www.zero-nukes.org">www.zero-nukes.org</A>.=20
    <P>Thanks,<BR>Marie=20
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    <P>&nbsp; <B><I>&quot;Carlee L. Hallman&quot; =
&lt;mupj@igc.org&gt;</I></B>=20
    wrote:=20
    <BLOCKQUOTE=20
    style=3D"BORDER-LEFT: #1010ff solid 2px; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; =
PADDING-LEFT: 5px">Marie,<BR><BR>For=20
        your information.<BR><BR>Howard<BR><BR>-----Original=20
        Message-----<BR>From: Lighthost Support<SUPPORT@LIGHTHOST.COM> =
<BR>To:=20
        Howard W. Hallman<MUPJ@IGC.ORG> <BR>Date: Thursday, May 02, 2002 =
10:46=20
        AM<BR>Subject: Re: zero-nukes.org is setup<BR><BR><BR>&gt;We =
submitted=20
        your domain name ( zero-nukes.org &amp; zeronukes.org )=20
        for<BR>&gt;transfer to us.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;We set zeronukes.org =
to point=20
        to zero-nukes.org.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;Verisign =
Information:<BR>&gt;Your=20
        changes have been submitted.<BR>&gt;Please allow 24-72 hours for =
changes=20
        to take effect. If the changes you<BR>just<BR>&gt;submitted are =
not=20
        reflected after this time, please contact our =
Customer<BR>&gt;Service=20
        department.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;Any questions, let us=20
        =
know.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;Thanks,<BR>&gt;Todd<BR>&gt;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~<BR>&g=
t;Lighthost=20
        =
Support<BR>&gt;support@lighthost.com<BR>&gt;http://www.lighthost.com<BR>&=
gt;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~<BR>&gt;-----=20
        Original Message -----<BR>&gt;From: &quot;Howard W.=20
        Hallman&quot;<MUPJ@IGC.ORG> <BR>&gt;To: &quot;Lighthost=20
        Support&quot;<SUPPORT@LIGHTHOST.COM> <BR>&gt;Sent: Wednesday, =
May 01,=20
        2002 4:04 PM<BR>&gt;Subject: Re: zero-nukes.org is=20
        setup<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; Our account number with =
VeriSign is=20
        19365614. Our password is epworth.<BR>I<BR>&gt;&gt; also =
registered=20
        zeronukes.org. We want zero-nukes.org with the hyphen=20
        to<BR>&gt;be<BR>&gt;&gt; our identity. However, a web designer =
told me=20
        that it can be arranged<BR>for<BR>&gt;a<BR>&gt;&gt; message sent =
to=20
        zeronukes.org without the hyphen to be sent to<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        zero-nukes.org. Is this something you handle, or should our=20
        web<BR>designer<BR>&gt;&gt; work this =
out?<BR>&gt;&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        Howard Hallman<BR>&gt;&gt; -----Original =
Message-----<BR>&gt;&gt; From:=20
        Lighthost Support<SUPPORT@LIGHTHOST.COM> <BR>&gt;&gt; To:=20
        mupj@igc.org<MUPJ@IGC.ORG> <BR>&gt;&gt; Date: Wednesday, May 01, =
2002=20
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        4:05 PM<BR>&gt;&gt; Subject: zero-nukes.org is=20
        setup<BR>&gt;&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;You requested to =
have us=20
        transfer your domain name for you. We can =
do<BR>&gt;this<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;for you, however we will need your account number and =
password that=20
        you<BR>&gt;&gt; have<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;with Verisign.<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        =
&gt;https://www.netsol.com/en_US/manage-it/login.jhtml<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;If you don't want us to have your account =
number or=20
        password, our name<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;server addresses are listed =
in=20
        order:<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; =
&gt;ns1.lighthost.com<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;ns2.lighthost.com<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;Thanks,<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Todd<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; =
&gt;Your=20
        information to FTP files to your account.<BR>&gt;&gt; =
&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;FTP hostname: Holliday.LightHost.Com<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;FTP =
usersname:=20
        mupj<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;FTP password: epworth<BR>&gt;&gt; =
&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;Online Stats URL:<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Daily:<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        =
&gt;http://holliday.lighthost.com/stats/daily/zero-nukes.org.html<BR>&gt;=
&gt;=20
        &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Monthly:<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        =
&gt;http://holliday.lighthost.com/stats/monthly/zero-nukes.org.html<BR>&g=
t;&gt;=20
        &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;::::::::::::: EMAIL:<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Your =
email=20
        address is mupj@zero-nukes.org<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Your pop3 email =
server is=20
        zero-nukes.org<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Your smtp email server is Your =
dial up=20
        ISP's SMTP server<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;This guide =
will aid=20
        you in getting your web site uploaded and running as<BR>&gt;&gt; =

        &gt;easily as possible. Most of your questions will probably be=20
        addressed in<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;this guide. However, if additional =
help is=20
        needed, please send an email<BR>&gt;to<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;Support@LightHost.Com.<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; =
&gt;Below is=20
        your path(s) to your account:<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; =
&gt;home=20
        directory: /home/mupj<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;web =
directory:=20
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        /home/mupj/web (where you upload all your=20
        web<BR>&gt;pages/images)<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; =
&gt;cgi-bin=20
        directory: /home/mupj/web/cgi-bin (.cgi or .pl =
files)<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;path to perl: =
/usr/local/bin/perl<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Path to Sendmail: =
/usr/bin/sendmail<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;logfile location:=20
        /var/lib/apache/logs/zero-nukes.org.log<BR>&gt;&gt; =
&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;errorlog location:=20
        /var/lib/apache/logs/zero-nukes.org.error<BR>&gt;&gt; =
&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;If you have any questions please feel free to check out our =
support=20
        site<BR>&gt;@<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;http://support.lighthost.com/unix/<BR>&gt;&gt; =
&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Thank you,<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;LightHost.Com<BR>&gt;&gt; =
&gt;http://www.lighthost.com<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt;=20
        &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt;<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;<BR></BLOCKQUOTE>
    <P><BR>
    <HR SIZE=3D1>
    <B>Do You Yahoo!?</B><BR><A=20
    href=3D"http://rd.yahoo.com/welcome/*http://health.yahoo.com">Yahoo! =

    Health</A> - your guide to health and =
wellness</BLOCKQUOTE></BODY></HTML>

------=_NextPart_000_0014_01C1F1F8.5CA53980--
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Status:  U
Return-Path: <marie_kayser@yahoo.com>
Received: from web13907.mail.yahoo.com ([216.136.175.70])
        by tyner.mail.mindspring.net (Earthlink Mail Service) with SMTP id 173ogb33k3Nl3rs0
        for <mupj@igc.org>; Thu, 2 May 2002 17:37:07 -0400 (EDT)
Message-ID: <20020502213706.19953.qmail@web13907.mail.yahoo.com>
Received: from [209.244.215.233] by web13907.mail.yahoo.com via HTTP; Thu, 02 May 2002 14:37:06 PDT
Date: Thu, 2 May 2002 14:37:06 -0700 (PDT)
From: Marie Kayser <marie_kayser@yahoo.com>
Subject: Re: Fw: zero-nukes.org is setup
To: "Howard W.Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
In-Reply-To: <002501c1f21b$fd253f40$5762f7a5@default>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="0-2040506048-1020375426=:18685"

--0-2040506048-1020375426=:18685
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

I only uploaded the homepage to test the server.  What I'll do is create a draft directory where I will put all the pages.  
Only us will know the url to the draft site.
 
  "Howard W.Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> wrote: Marie, What did you upload?  Is it available for anybody to read?  I'm 
comfortable about the home page and the story of our masthead being available.  However, I think the Religious 
Statements page needs more refinement before being posted on the web site. Is there a way that I can see your drafts, 
such as on your web site, and perfect them before they are upload?  What about pages we don't have ready?  Will they 
just be blank and have no linkage from the home page?-----Original Message-----
From: Marie Kayser <marie_kayser@yahoo.com>
To: Carlee L. Hallman <mupj@igc.org>
Date: Thursday, May 02, 2002 3:43 PM
Subject: Re: Fw: zero-nukes.org is setup

I was able to upload the files to the server.  I think it usually takes 24 hours for lighthost to update the site - this is a 
one time wait for new sites.  Changes in the future are real time.  Please email lighthost and let them know that we 
have uploaded the files to the server but when are not able to view the site when we go to www.zero-nukes.org. 
Thanks,
Marie 
  "Carlee L. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> wrote: Marie,

For your information.

Howard

-----Original Message-----
From: Lighthost Support 
To: Howard W. Hallman 
Date: Thursday, May 02, 2002 10:46 AM
Subject: Re: zero-nukes.org is setup

>We submitted your domain name ( zero-nukes.org & zeronukes.org ) for
>transfer to us.
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>
>We set zeronukes.org to point to zero-nukes.org.
>
>Verisign Information:
>Your changes have been submitted.
>Please allow 24-72 hours for changes to take effect. If the changes you
just
>submitted are not reflected after this time, please contact our Customer
>Service department.
>
>
>Any questions, let us know.
>
>Thanks,
>Todd
>~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
>Lighthost Support
>support@lighthost.com
>http://www.lighthost.com
>~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
>----- Original Message -----
>From: "Howard W. Hallman" 
>To: "Lighthost Support" 
>Sent: Wednesday, May 01, 2002 4:04 PM
>Subject: Re: zero-nukes.org is setup
>
>
>> Our account number with VeriSign is 19365614. Our password is epworth.
I
>> also registered zeronukes.org. We want zero-nukes.org with the hyphen to
>be
>> our identity. However, a web designer told me that it can be arranged
for
>a
>> message sent to zeronukes.org without the hyphen to be sent to
>> zero-nukes.org. Is this something you handle, or should our web
designer
>> work this out?
>>
>> Howard Hallman
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Lighthost Support 
>> To: mupj@igc.org 
>> Date: Wednesday, May 01, 2002 4:05 PM
>> Subject: zero-nukes.org is setup
>>
>>
>> >You requested to have us transfer your domain name for you. We can do
>this
>> >for you, however we will need your account number and password that you
>> have
>> >with Verisign.
>> >
>> >https://www.netsol.com/en_US/manage-it/login.jhtml
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>> >
>> >If you don't want us to have your account number or password, our name
>> >server addresses are listed in order:
>> >
>> >ns1.lighthost.com
>> >ns2.lighthost.com
>> >
>> >Thanks,
>> >Todd
>> >
>> >Your information to FTP files to your account.
>> >
>> >FTP hostname: Holliday.LightHost.Com
>> >FTP usersname: mupj
>> >FTP password: epworth
>> >
>> >Online Stats URL:
>> >Daily:
>> >http://holliday.lighthost.com/stats/daily/zero-nukes.org.html
>> >
>> >Monthly:
>> >http://holliday.lighthost.com/stats/monthly/zero-nukes.org.html
>> >
>> >::::::::::::: EMAIL:
>> >Your email address is mupj@zero-nukes.org
>> >Your pop3 email server is zero-nukes.org
>> >Your smtp email server is Your dial up ISP's SMTP server
>> >
>> >This guide will aid you in getting your web site uploaded and running as
>> >easily as possible. Most of your questions will probably be addressed in
>> >this guide. However, if additional help is needed, please send an email
>to
>> >Support@LightHost.Com.
>> >
>> >Below is your path(s) to your account:
>> >
>> >home directory: /home/mupj
>> >
>> >web directory: /home/mupj/web (where you upload all your web
>pages/images)
>> >
>> >cgi-bin directory: /home/mupj/web/cgi-bin (.cgi or .pl files)
>> >
>> >path to perl: /usr/local/bin/perl
>> >
>> >Path to Sendmail: /usr/bin/sendmail
>> >
>> >logfile location: /var/lib/apache/logs/zero-nukes.org.log
>> >
>> >errorlog location: /var/lib/apache/logs/zero-nukes.org.error
>> >
>> >If you have any questions please feel free to check out our support site
>@
>> >http://support.lighthost.com/unix/
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>> >
>> >
>> >
>> >Thank you,
>> >LightHost.Com
>> >http://www.lighthost.com
>> >
>> >
>> >
>> >
>>
>>
>
>

---------------------------------
Do You Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Health - your guide to health and wellness

---------------------------------
Do You Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Health - your guide to health and wellness
--0-2040506048-1020375426=:18685
Content-Type: text/html; charset=us-ascii

<P>I only uploaded the homepage to test the server.&nbsp; What I'll do is create a draft directory where I will put all 
the pages.&nbsp; Only us will know the url to the draft site.
<P>&nbsp;
<P>&nbsp; <B><I>"Howard W.Hallman" &lt;mupj@igc.org&gt;</I></B> wrote: 
<BLOCKQUOTE style="BORDER-LEFT: #1010ff 2px solid; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; PADDING-LEFT: 
5px"><!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD W3 HTML//EN">
<META content='"MSHTML 4.72.3110.7"' name=GENERATOR>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 size=2>Marie,</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 size=2></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT size=2>What did you upload?&nbsp; Is it available for anybody to read?&nbsp; I'm comfortable about 
the home page and the story of our masthead being available.&nbsp; However, I think the Religious Statements page 
needs more refinement before being posted on the web site.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT size=2></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT size=2>Is there a way that I can see your drafts, such as on your web site, and perfect them before they 
are upload?&nbsp; What about pages we don't have ready?&nbsp; Will they just be blank and have no linkage from 
the home page?</FONT></DIV>
<BLOCKQUOTE style="BORDER-LEFT: #000000 2px solid; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; PADDING-LEFT: 5px">
<DIV><FONT face=Arial size=2><B>-----Original Message-----</B><BR><B>From: </B>Marie Kayser &lt;<A 
href="mailto:marie_kayser@yahoo.com">marie_kayser@yahoo.com</A>&gt;<BR><B>To: </B>Carlee L. Hallman 
&lt;<A href="mailto:mupj@igc.org">mupj@igc.org</A>&gt;<BR><B>Date: </B>Thursday, May 02, 2002 3:43 
PM<BR><B>Subject: </B>Re: Fw: zero-nukes.org is setup<BR><BR></DIV></FONT>
<P>I was able to upload the files to the server.&nbsp; I think it usually takes 24 hours for lighthost to update the site - 
this is a one time wait for new sites.&nbsp; Changes in the future are real time.&nbsp; Please email lighthost and let 
them know that we have uploaded the files to the server but when are not able to view the site when we go to <A 
href="http://www.zero-nukes.org/">www.zero-nukes.org</A>. 
<P>Thanks,<BR>Marie 
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<P>&nbsp; <B><I>"Carlee L. Hallman" &lt;mupj@igc.org&gt;</I></B> wrote: 
<BLOCKQUOTE style="BORDER-LEFT: #1010ff 2px solid; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; PADDING-LEFT: 
5px">Marie,<BR><BR>For your information.<BR><BR>Howard<BR><BR>-----Original Message-----<BR>From: 
Lighthost Support<SUPPORT@LIGHTHOST.COM> <BR>To: Howard W. Hallman<MUPJ@IGC.ORG> 
<BR>Date: Thursday, May 02, 2002 10:46 AM<BR>Subject: Re: zero-nukes.org is setup<BR><BR><BR>&gt;We 
submitted your domain name ( zero-nukes.org &amp; zeronukes.org ) for<BR>&gt;transfer to 
us.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;We set zeronukes.org to point to zero-nukes.org.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;Verisign 
Information:<BR>&gt;Your changes have been submitted.<BR>&gt;Please allow 24-72 hours for changes to take 
effect. If the changes you<BR>just<BR>&gt;submitted are not reflected after this time, please contact our 
Customer<BR>&gt;Service department.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;Any questions, let us 
know.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;Thanks,<BR>&gt;Todd<BR>&gt;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~<BR>&gt;Lighthost 
Support<BR>&gt;support@lighthost.com<BR>&gt;http://www.lighthost.com<BR>&gt;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
~~~~<BR>&gt;----- Original Message -----<BR>&gt;From: "Howard W. Hallman"<MUPJ@IGC.ORG> 
<BR>&gt;To: "Lighthost Support"<SUPPORT@LIGHTHOST.COM> <BR>&gt;Sent: Wednesday, May 01, 2002 
4:04 PM<BR>&gt;Subject: Re: zero-nukes.org is setup<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; Our account number with 
VeriSign is 19365614. Our password is epworth.<BR>I<BR>&gt;&gt; also registered zeronukes.org. We want zero-
nukes.org with the hyphen to<BR>&gt;be<BR>&gt;&gt; our identity. However, a web designer told me that it can be 
arranged<BR>for<BR>&gt;a<BR>&gt;&gt; message sent to zeronukes.org without the hyphen to be sent 
to<BR>&gt;&gt; zero-nukes.org. Is this something you handle, or should our web<BR>designer<BR>&gt;&gt; work 
this out?<BR>&gt;&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; Howard Hallman<BR>&gt;&gt; -----Original Message-----<BR>&gt;&gt; 
From: Lighthost Support<SUPPORT@LIGHTHOST.COM> <BR>&gt;&gt; To: mupj@igc.org<MUPJ@IGC.ORG> 
<BR>&gt;&gt; Date: Wednesday, May 01, 2002 4:05 PM<BR>&gt;&gt; Subject: zero-nukes.org is 
setup<BR>&gt;&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;You requested to have us transfer your domain name for you. 
We can do<BR>&gt;this<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;for you, however we will need your account number and password that 
you<BR>&gt;&gt; have<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;with Verisign.<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; 
&gt;https://www.netsol.com/en_US/manage-it/login.jhtml<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;If you don't want us 
to have your account number or password, our name<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;server addresses are listed in 
order:<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;ns1.lighthost.com<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;ns2.lighthost.com<BR>&gt;&gt; 
&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Thanks,<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Todd<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Your information to 
FTP files to your account.<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;FTP hostname: 
Holliday.LightHost.Com<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;FTP usersname: mupj<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;FTP password: 
epworth<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Online Stats URL:<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Daily:<BR>&gt;&gt; 
&gt;http://holliday.lighthost.com/stats/daily/zero-nukes.org.html<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; 
&gt;Monthly:<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;http://holliday.lighthost.com/stats/monthly/zero-nukes.org.html<BR>&gt;&gt; 
&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;::::::::::::: EMAIL:<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Your email address is mupj@zero-
nukes.org<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Your pop3 email server is zero-nukes.org<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Your smtp email server is 
Your dial up ISP's SMTP server<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;This guide will aid you in getting your web 
site uploaded and running as<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;easily as possible. Most of your questions will probably be addressed 
in<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;this guide. However, if additional help is needed, please send an 
email<BR>&gt;to<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Support@LightHost.Com.<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Below is your 
path(s) to your account:<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;home directory: /home/mupj<BR>&gt;&gt; 
&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;web directory: /home/mupj/web (where you upload all your 
web<BR>&gt;pages/images)<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;cgi-bin directory: /home/mupj/web/cgi-bin (.cgi 
or .pl files)<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;path to perl: /usr/local/bin/perl<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; 
&gt;Path to Sendmail: /usr/bin/sendmail<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;logfile location: 
/var/lib/apache/logs/zero-nukes.org.log<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;errorlog location: 
/var/lib/apache/logs/zero-nukes.org.error<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;If you have any questions please feel 
free to check out our support site<BR>&gt;@<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;http://support.lighthost.com/unix/<BR>&gt;&gt; 
&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;Thank you,<BR>&gt;&gt; 
&gt;LightHost.Com<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;http://www.lighthost.com<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; 
&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; &gt;<BR>&gt;&gt; 
&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt;<BR>&gt;&gt;<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;<BR></BLOCKQUOTE>
<P><BR>
<HR SIZE=1>
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From: "Howard W. Hallman"  
To: "Marie Kayser"  
Subject: Graphic for Religious Statements  
Date: Thu, 2 May 2002 21:08:54 -0400  
MIME-Version: 1.0 Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="----
=_NextPart_000_001C_01C1F21D.9149F0C0" 
X-Priority: 3 X-MSMail-Priority: Normal  
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.72.3110.5 
 X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3  
This is a multi-part message in MIME format. ------
=_NextPart_000_001C_01C1F21D.9149F0C0 Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-
8859-1" Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable  
 
Marie, 
  
Forget about the pruning hook and plowshare for the Religious=20 Statements page.  
What I want is something I used at a news conference in 2000: a box with the words 
"Nuclear Weapons  A Moral Issue" with a flying dove in the background. I am mailing 
you the smaller of two versions we used in 2000.  It is 12"x18".  You can decide whether 
scan it or make one of your own.  It can replace the trees on  the 20 Religious 
Statements page. 
  
Howard 
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Subject: Thank you! but I have three more questions...  
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Mime-Version: 1.0 Content-Type: text/html Message-ID:  
X-OriginalArrivalTime: 03 May 2002 02:35:38.0343 (UTC) 
FILETIME=[35E00F70:01C1F24B]  
 

Thank you, Mr. Hallman. With your kind help, my paper is way improved... 

However, I have two more questions... I am sorry and thank you... I really appreciate. 

First, I want to know about the situation of 1996 General Conference when "Saying No 
to Nuclear Deterrence." was adopted to the Book of Resolution. What was your main 
purpose of submitting that document to the Gerneral Conference? If you have the 
information about the committee which handled your bill and about date, I can find out 
related documents at Drew Archive center.  And also, I want to know about the 
effectiveness of Peach with Justice Breakfast at 1996 General Conference. How many 
General Conference members were participate in your breakfast? As a chair-person, 
how do you evaluate the effectiveness of breakfast as a channel to express your 
opinion? 

Secondly, I want to know abouht the situation of 2000 General Conference? What was 
your intention to revise "Saying No to Nuclear Deterrence?" Was it just update or 
implication of change in your concern? and I want to know about breakfast at General 
Conference 2000. How many delegate were present at your breakfast in 2000 
Conference? and, again do you think the breakfast play a important role to express the 
concern of your caucus to the public? 

Thidly, I need your personal and professional opinion, sir. While I was reading your 
history, I got an impression that as time goes by, your caucus are reaching out your 
hand out of United Methodist Church. I guess, as your participation in iterfaith 
partnership with the other religious groups is getting bigger, the participation within 
United Methodist Church is getting smaller. I understand that your caucus does not 
have any legislative relationship with UMC.  But, I assume that this phenomenon is 
partially because your concern and work for peace and justice is duplicated with the 
Peace with Justice Special Program managed by GBCS. I know, your caucus and 
GBCS have a very supportive relationship with each other, but, I guess, the existence of 

mailto:mupj@igc.org


two programs on the same matter or issue could reduce the participation of one 
program... especially, when one of these programs is managed by bigger and 
instutionized agency like UMC.  just a thought.... just a thought... I wonder how you think 
of my thought. What do you think of my opinion? 

Thank you so much, Mr. Hallman! I confess I don't have any way to express my thaks to 
you!  Thank you...! 

 Best Wishes, 
  Myungsun Han 
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New Challenges on Nuclear Disarmament Agenda 

A Call and Statement on Nuclear Disarmament 

 

I.  Background Briefing 

Pax Christi International stresses the need of the International Community and the 
Churches to insist once again on the continuing threat of nuclear weapons. We are at a very 
critical moment of new challenges to the international disarmament agenda. Statements 
alone will not be enough. Pax Christi International appeals to public opinion to raise its 
voice in the debate. 
 
Like Pax Christi International, numerous religious bodies have a long history of addressing 
nuclear weapons issues. Many have condemned nuclear weapons and called for their 
abolition. In their joint statement to the NPT Review PrepCom of April 1998, Cardinal 
Danneels, President of Pax Christi International, and Dr. Konrad Raiser, General Secretary 
of the World Council of Churches, stated: “Nuclear weapons, whether used or threatened, 
are grossly evil and therefore morally wrong. As an instrument of mass destruction, nuclear 
weapons slaughter the innocent and ravage the environment.”  
 
In May 2000 at the conclusion of the Review Conference of the 1968 Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty (NPT), the major nuclear powers made an important new 
commitment. They promised to make “an unequivocal undertaking to accomplish the total 
elimination of their nuclear arsenals.” True, a commitment to nuclear abolition was and is 
one of the obligations of the NPT itself (Art. VI); but the nuclear weapons states never took 
it seriously. Time and again the Holy See asked for an “unequivocal commitment” during 
interventions in the United Nations.   
 
Today, the window of opportunity for moves towards the elimination of nuclear weapons 
seems to be open again. However, there is still no concrete timeframe for the total abolition 
of nuclear weapons. The need for abolition exists because of a real possibility that nuclear 
weapons could be used in anger for the first time since Hiroshima and Nagasaki, with 
disastrous results for the whole of humanity. In recent years, we have witnessed policies by 
several states to extend the role for nuclear weapons in their security policies. India and 
Pakistan are the most prominent examples. The USA and the Russian Federation too are 
modernizing and extending the role of nuclear weapons. 
 
Public opinion takes little notice of the problem. This is due in part to the mistaken belief 

 



that with the end of the cold war nuclear weapons no longer pose serious 
dangers. However, the window of opportunity may be closed again if political leaders are 
not pressed by public opinion “to accomplish the total elimination” soon. Notwithstanding 
their proclaimed commitment to the nuclear disarmament required of them by the Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation Treaty, the Nuclear Weapons States still insist that their own security 
depends on retaining nuclear weapons while at the same time insisting that the security of 
other states depends on their renunciation of exactly the same weapons. The incoherence of 
this position is obvious and must be rectified before it is too late. 
 
Some Special Dangers  
The Churches and other religious organisations can play an important role in informing 
public opinion of some of the dangers that confront our common security: 
 
1. The likely further proliferation of nuclear weapons following the example of India and 
Pakistan, where there is a danger of nuclear weapons being used inadvertently or by 
miscalculation over (for example) the Kashmir dispute. 
2. The danger of a nuclear strike elsewhere in the world by chance, accident or 
inadvertence. 
3. The refusal of Cuba, Israel, India and Pakistan to accede to the NPT and to place their 
nuclear facilities under comprehensive International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) 
safeguards, or to accede to the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty. 
4. The refusal of North Korea to preserve and make available to the IAEA all information 
on its nuclear material, as it is obliged to do as a party to the NPT and its safeguard 
agreement with IAEA. 
5. The presence, especially in Europe, of many tactical nuclear weapons. 
6. The failure of the USA to ratify the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, and to rule out the 
extension of the role of nuclear weapons to deter attacks by other weapons of mass-
destruction and attacks by terrorist groups and so-called “rogue states,” or “states of 
concern.”  
7. The announcement by Russia of its intention to increase its reliance on nuclear weapons 
in response to its conventional military weakness and its sense of encirclement due to the 
expansion of NATO; and by China because of the alleged threat of Theatre Missile 
Defences in South East Asia. 
8. The fact that the deployment of nuclear weapons provides a strong rationale for the 
development and proliferation of all kinds of weaponry, especially biological and chemical 
weapons, often thought of as the mass-destruction weapons “of the poor and the weak.”  
9. US plans for “National Missile Defence,” a provocative and destabilising concept which 
threatens very serious damage to the arms control and disarmament efforts of other states. 
 



II. The Elimination of Nuclear Weapons - A Statement by Pax Christi International 

We call upon all states to put urgent negotiation of a nuclear disarmament convention at the 
top of the international agenda. We welcome the overwhelming support given to the “New 
Agenda Resolution” in the United Nations General Assembly in November 2000, including 
that of most (though regrettably not all) of the states which possess nuclear weapons.   
 
We see nuclear weapons abolition as a major component in the process of re-examining 
our traditional ideas about security and war. Our ultimate vision is of a peace built on 
common security based on justice and reconciliation. It is for all of us to work for the 
elimination of war, the priority of non-violence and the establishment of a global culture of 
peace. 
 
The Holy See has summarised the measures that need to be pursued at the present time; 
measures largely agreed by the expert opinion-makers: 
 

”It should be an immediate objective of the international community to eliminate non-
strategic nuclear weapons, de-alert weapons by removing warheads from delivery vehicles, 
establish a legally binding negative security assurance regime, and secure from the Nuclear 
Weapons States a pledge not to be the first to use nuclear weapons.”  
 
Negotiations do not have to start from scratch. A detailed scheme for nuclear abolition has 
been prepared and is lodged with the United Nations. We welcome the recent vote at the 
United Nations affirming the need of a universal and multilaterally negotiated legally 
binding instrument or a framework encompassing a mutually reinforcing set of instruments 
for the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free world, although we are disappointed that 
the New Agenda Resolution’s adopted text has weakened the sense of urgency present in 
the earlier drafts.   
 
Certain immediate steps should be taken which would move us closer to abolition. We 
urge: 
 
1. Russia and the USA to make rapid progress towards Start III with lower limits than 
those envisaged at Helsinki. 
2. The smaller Nuclear Weapons states to promote multilateral disarmament negotiations 
for the purpose of reducing nuclear arsenals in order to make progress towards the global 
elimination of nuclear weapons. The UK and France should take a lead here, by 
abandoning talk of relying on nuclear weapons for national security, promoting a no first 
use treaty among the Nuclear Weapons States, and announcing their intention not to 
replace their current arsenals at any time in the future. 
3. All states to ratify the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, and to promote its early entry 
into force. 

4. The removal of nuclear weapons from the territory of all non-nuclear European states. 
5. Nuclear weapons everywhere to be taken off alert, including removing warheads from 
all land-based missiles and placing them in secure internationally monitored storage. 
6. A no first use pledge to be given by all nuclear weapon states, as a confidence building 
measure. 
7. The establishment of nuclear weapon free zones where they do not yet exist, such as in the 
Middle East, Central Europe and South Asia.  
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Sorry! 
 
"Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> 05/03/02 04:36pm >>> 
I didn't receive the attachment you mention. 
 
Howard Hallman 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Mary Sperry <MSperry@usccb.org> 
To: mupj@igc.org <mupj@igc.org> 
Date: Friday, May 03, 2002 3:21 PM 
Subject: Re: Information for web site -Reply -Reply 
 
 
Dear Mr. Hallman: 
 
I have attached a copy of the document you sent me with notes inserted in 
red.  Please let me know if the color doesn't come through!  
Unfortunately, we do not have a disk copy of the summary of Challenge of 
Peace.  I will need to review the pages for the summary before granting final 
permission. 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact me if I can be of further assistance. 
 
Shabbat shalom, 
Mary Elizabeth Sperry 
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U.S Conference of Catholic Bishops 

 

[Import logo from web site: www.usccb.org].  The Catholic Church with 60 million 
members and 19,200 local parishes is the largest religious body in the United States.  
Oversight is provided by the United States Conference of Catholic Bishops (USCCB), 
which represents 300 active and about 100 bishops, who are appointed by the pope.  
The bishops serve as the heads of 194 dioceses in the United States. [As a matter of 
policy, we do not permit other organizations to use our logo.  Also, I would recommend 
rewriting this section completely.  For example, the USCCB does not exercise 
“oversight.” ] 

The Challenge of Peace: God's Promise and Our Response 
A Pastoral Letter on War and Peace 

[PDF document] 

In November 1980 the National Conference of Bishops (as it was then known) 
appointed a committee of bishops, chaired by Cardinal Joseph Bernardin, to draft a 
pastoral letter on war and peace.  The bishops reviewed two drafts and adopted the 
third and final draft on May3,1983.  A substantial part of this pastoral letter focuses on 
nuclear weapons.  The summary is presented below.  The complete pastoral letter, The 
Challenge of Peace, is available from USCCB at 800 235-8722, order number 863-0. 

[Possibly a photo of Cardinal Bernardin or the drafting committee] 

Summary 

[pp. i-viii] 

[Two side bars, say at one-third and two-thirds through the text. 

"No use of nuclear weapons which would violate the principle of discrimination or 
proportionality may be intended in a strategy of deterrence." 

"In the words of our Holy Father, we need a 'moral about-face.'  The whole world must 
summon the moral courage and technical means to say no to nuclear conflict; no to 
weapons of mass destruction; no to an arms race which robs the poor and the 
vulnerable; and no to the moral danger of a nuclear age which places before humankind 
indefensible choices of constant terror or surrender." 

 

 



The Harvest of Justice is Sown in Peace 
A Reflection of the National Conference of Catholic Bishops 

on the Tenth Anniversary of The Challenge of Peace 

[PDF document] 

Ten years after issuing The Challenge of Peace the National Conference of Catholic 
Bishops reviewed the findings of the 1983 pastoral letter and offered their reflections.   
The Harvest of Justice [http://www.usccb.org/sdwp/harvest.htm] is available on the web 
site of the U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops.  The section dealing with nuclear 
disarmament is presented below with permission. 

[Perhaps a photo of a wheat field inserted into the above paragraph.] 

[At appropriate locations, two side bars: 

  "We must continue to say No [bold previous word] to the very idea of nuclear 
war." 

"The eventual elimination of nuclear weapons is more than a moral ideal; it 
should be a policy goal."  

1. Unfinished Business: Nuclear Disarmament and Proliferation.  

[change margins to be like above] 

   Our l983 pastoral letter focused special attention on the morality of nuclear 
               weapons at a time of widespread fear of nuclear war. Only ten years 
               later, the threat of global nuclear war may seem more remote than at any 
               time in the nuclear age, but we may be facing a different but still 
               dangerous period in which the use of nuclear weapons remains a 
               significant threat. We cannot address questions of war and peace today, 
               therefore, without acknowledging that the nuclear question remains of vital 
               political and moral significance.  

               The end of the Cold War has changed the nuclear question in three ways 
               First, nuclear weapons are still an integral component of U.S. security 
               policies, but they are no longer at the center of these policies or of 
               international relations. In 1983, a dominant concern was the ethics of 
               nuclear weapons. Today, this concern, while still critically important, must 
               be considered in the context of a more fundamental question of the ethical 
               foundations of political order: How do we achieve (Pacem in Terris') [italicize  
ext in parentheses] 



               vision of a just and stable political order, so that nations will no longer rely 
               on nuclear weapons for their security? Second, we have new 
               opportunities to take steps toward progressive nuclear disarmament. In 
 

               l983, the first task was to stop the growth of already bloated nuclear 
               arsenals; today, the moral task is to proceed with deep cuts and ultimately 
               to abolish these weapons entirely. Third, the threat of global nuclear war 
               has been replaced by a threat of global nuclear proliferation. In addition to 
               the declared nuclear powers, a number of other countries have or could 
               very quickly deploy nuclear weapons, and still other nations, or even 
               terrorist groups, might seek to obtain or develop nuclear weapons. Just as 
               the nuclear powers must prevent nuclear war, so also they, with the rest 
               of the international community, bear a heavy moral responsibility to stop 
               the spread of nuclear, biological and chemical weapons.  

                  a. (The Moral Judgment on Deterrence. ) [italicize text in parentheses] 

   In 1983, we judged that 
                    nuclear deterrence may be morally acceptable as long as it is 
                    limited to deterring nuclear use by others; sufficiency, not nuclear 
                    superiority, is its goal; and it is used as a step on the way toward 
                    progressive disarmament. (add note) 

                    Some believe that this judgment remains valid, since significant 
                    progress has been made in reducing nuclear weapons, including the 
                    most destabilizing ones, while at least some of those that remain are 
                    still necessary to deter existing nuclear threats. Others point to the 
                    end of the Soviet threat and the apparent unwillingness of the 
                    nuclear powers to accept the need to eliminate nuclear weapons as 
                    reasons for abandoning our strictly conditioned moral acceptance 
                    of nuclear deterrence. They also cite the double standard inherent 
                    in nonproliferation efforts: What is the moral basis for asking other 
                    nations to forego nuclear weapons if we continue to judge our own 
                    deterrent to be morally necessary?  

                    We believe our judgment of 1983 that nuclear deterrence is 
                    morally acceptable only under certain strict conditions remains a 
                    useful guide for evaluating the continued moral status of nuclear 
                    weapons in a post-Cold War world. It is useful because it 
                    acknowledges the fundamental moral dilemmas still posed by 
                    nuclear weapons, and it reflects the progress toward fulfilling the 



                    conditions we elaborated in 1983. At the same time, it highlights 
                    the new prospects — and thus the added moral urgency — of 
                    making even more dramatic progress in arms control and 
                    disarmament as the only basis for the continued moral legitimacy of 
                    deterrence. 

b. (A Post-Cold War Agenda For Nuclear Disarmament.) ) [italicize text in 
parentheses] While  
         significant progress has been made in recent years, we believe 
         additional steps are needed if nuclear policies and priorities are to 
         keep up with the dramatic changes in world politics and if our 
         nation is to move away from relying on nuclear deterrence as a  
         basis for its security. Present challenges include the following:  

(The Role of Nuclear Weapons): ) [italicize text in parentheses] 
We must continue to say 
                         No (bold previous word) to the very idea of nuclear war. A 
minimal nuclear 
                         deterrent may be justified only to deter the use of nuclear 

                         weapons. The United States should commit itself never to 

                         use nuclear weapons first, should unequivocally reject 

                         proposals to use nuclear weapons to deter any nonnuclear 

                         threats, and should reinforce the fragile barrier against the 

                         use of these weapons. Indeed, we abhor any use of nuclear 

                         weapons.  

                         (Arms Control and Disarmament):  [italicize text in parentheses] 

 Nuclear deterrence may 

                         be justified only as a step on the way toward progressive 
                         disarmament. The end of the Cold War, according to the 
                         Holy See, "challenge[s] the world community to adopt a 
                         post-nuclear form of security. That security lies in the 
                         abolition of nuclear weapons and the strengthening of 
                         international law." [add note] A first step toward this goal would be 
                         prompt ratification and implementation of the START I and 
                         START II treaties. Even once these treaties are fully 
                         implemented, there will still be more than 10,000 nuclear 



                         weapons in the world, containing explosive power hundreds 
                         of thousands times greater than the bombs dropped on 
                         Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Therefore, much deeper cuts are 
                         both possible and necessary. The eventual elimination of 
                         nuclear weapons is more than a moral ideal; it should be a 
                         policy goal.  

                         The negotiation of a verifiable comprehensive test ban treaty 
                         would not only demonstrate our commitment to this goal, but 
                         also would improve our moral credibility in urging 
                         nonnuclear nations to forego the development of nuclear 
                         weapons. We, therefore, support a halt to nuclear testing as 
                         our nation pursues an effective global test ban and renewal 
                         of the Non-Proliferation Treaty. Also, steps must be taken 
                         to reduce the threat of nuclear terrorism. We must reverse 
                         the spread of nuclear technologies and materials. We 
                         welcome, therefore, U.S. efforts to achieve a global ban on 
                         the production of fissionable materials for use in nuclear 
                         weapons. Finally, one should not underestimate the role of 
                         the International Atomic Energy Agency as a forum for the 
                         discussion of these issues and as a force encouraging nations 
                         to take the steps necessary in this area. 

                         (Cooperative Security and a Just International Order: ) [italicize text in 
parentheses]     The nuclear powers may justify, and then only temporarily, 
                         their nuclear deterrents only if they use their power and 
                         resources to lead in the construction of a more just and 
                         stable international order. An essential part of this 
                         international order must be a collective security framework 
                         that reverses the proliferation of nuclear weapons, 
                         guarantees the security of nonnuclear states and ultimately 
                         seeks to make nuclear weapons and war itself obsolete. The 
                         United States and other nations should also make the 
                         investments necessary to help ensure the development of 
                         stable, democratic governments in nations which have 
                         nuclear weapons or might seek to obtain them. 

               An active commitment by the United States to nuclear disarmament and 
               the strengthening of collective security is the only moral basis for 
               temporarily retaining our deterrent and our insistence that other nations 
               forego these weapons. We advocate disarmament by example: careful but 
               clear steps to reduce and end our dependence on weapons of mass 



               destruction.  
 

               In our five-year report on (The Challenge of Peace), [italicize text in 
parentheses] 
we said: "To contain  
               the nuclear danger of our time is itself an awesome undertaking. To 
               reshape the political fabric of an increasingly interdependent world is an 
               even larger and more complicated challenge." (add note) Now, on this tenth 
               anniversary, we must be engaged in the difficult task of envisioning a 
               future rooted in peace, with new institutions for resolving differences 
               between nations, new global structures of mediation and 
               conflict-resolution and a world order that has moved beyond nuclear 
               weapons once and for all. We are committed to join in this struggle,  
   to bring the Gospel message of justice and peace to this vital work. 
 

Excerpt from The Harvest of Justice is Sown in Peace © 1993 United States 
Conference of Catholic Bishops, Inc., Washington, DC.  Used with permission.  All 
rights reserved.  No part of this document may be reproduced by any means without 
permission in writing from the copyright holder. 

 
 



U.S Conference of Catholic Bishops 
 
[Import logo from web site: www.usccb.org].  The Catholic Church with 60 million members 
and 19,200 local parishes is the largest religious body in the United States.  Oversight is provided 
by the United States Conference of Catholic Bishops (USCCB), which represents 300 active and 
about 100 bishops, who are appointed by the pope.  The bishops serve as the heads of 194 
dioceses in the United States. [As a matter of policy, we do not permit other organizations to use 
our logo.  Also, I would recommend rewriting this section completely.  For example, the USCCB 
does not exercise “oversight.” ] 
 

The Challenge of Peace: God's Promise and Our Response 
A Pastoral Letter on War and Peace 

[PDF document] 
In November 1980 the National Conference of Bishops (as it was then known) appointed a 
committee of bishops, chaired by Cardinal Joseph Bernardin, to draft a pastoral letter on war 
and peace.  The bishops reviewed two drafts and adopted the third and final draft on May3,1983.  
A substantial part of this pastoral letter focuses on nuclear weapons.  The summary is presented 
below.  The complete pastoral letter, The Challenge of Peace, is available from USCCB at 800 
235-8722, order number 863-0. 
 
[Possibly a photo of Cardinal Bernardin or the drafting committee] 
 
Summary 
 
[pp. i-viii] 
 
[Two side bars, say at one-third and two-thirds through the text. 
"No use of nuclear weapons which would violate the principle of discrimination or 
proportionality may be intended in a strategy of deterrence." 
"In the words of our Holy Father, we need a 'moral about-face.'  The whole world must summon 
the moral courage and technical means to say no to nuclear conflict; no to weapons of mass 
destruction; no to an arms race which robs the poor and the vulnerable; and no to the moral 
danger of a nuclear age which places before humankind indefensible choices of constant terror or 
surrender." 
 
 

The Harvest of Justice is Sown in Peace 
A Reflection of the National Conference of Catholic Bishops 

on the Tenth Anniversary of The Challenge of Peace 
[PDF document] 
Ten years after issuing The Challenge of Peace the National Conference of Catholic Bishops 
reviewed the findings of the 1983 pastoral letter and offered their reflections.   The Harvest of 
Justice [http://www.usccb.org/sdwp/harvest.htm] is available on the web site of the U.S. 
Conference of Catholic Bishops.  The section dealing with nuclear disarmament is presented 
below with permission. 
 
[Perhaps a photo of a wheat field inserted into the above paragraph.] 
 



[At appropriate locations, two side bars: 
  "We must continue to say No [bold previous word] to the very idea of nuclear war." 

"The eventual elimination of nuclear weapons is more than a moral ideal; it should be a 
policy goal."  

 
1.Unfinished Business: Nuclear Disarmament and Proliferation.  
[change margins to be like above] 

   Our l983 pastoral letter focused special attention on the morality of nuclear 
               weapons at a time of widespread fear of nuclear war. Only ten years 
               later, the threat of global nuclear war may seem more remote than at any 
               time in the nuclear age, but we may be facing a different but still 
               dangerous period in which the use of nuclear weapons remains a 
               significant threat. We cannot address questions of war and peace today, 
               therefore, without acknowledging that the nuclear question remains of vital 
               political and moral significance.  
 
               The end of the Cold War has changed the nuclear question in three ways. 
               First, nuclear weapons are still an integral component of U.S. security 
               policies, but they are no longer at the center of these policies or of 
               international relations. In 1983, a dominant concern was the ethics of 
               nuclear weapons. Today, this concern, while still critically important, must 
               be considered in the context of a more fundamental question of the ethical 
               foundations of political order: How do we achieve (Pacem in Terris') [italicize text in 
parentheses] 
               vision of a just and stable political order, so that nations will no longer rely 
               on nuclear weapons for their security? Second, we have new 
               opportunities to take steps toward progressive nuclear disarmament. In 
               l983, the first task was to stop the growth of already bloated nuclear 
               arsenals; today, the moral task is to proceed with deep cuts and ultimately 
               to abolish these weapons entirely. Third, the threat of global nuclear war 
               has been replaced by a threat of global nuclear proliferation. In addition to 
               the declared nuclear powers, a number of other countries have or could 
               very quickly deploy nuclear weapons, and still other nations, or even 
               terrorist groups, might seek to obtain or develop nuclear weapons. Just as 
               the nuclear powers must prevent nuclear war, so also they, with the rest 
               of the international community, bear a heavy moral responsibility to stop 
               the spread of nuclear, biological and chemical weapons.  
 
                  a. (The Moral Judgment on Deterrence. ) [italicize text in parentheses] 
 In 1983, we judged that 
                    nuclear deterrence may be morally acceptable as long as it is 
                    limited to deterring nuclear use by others; sufficiency, not nuclear 
                    superiority, is its goal; and it is used as a step on the way toward 
                    progressive disarmament. (add note) 
 
                    Some believe that this judgment remains valid, since significant 
                    progress has been made in reducing nuclear weapons, including the 
                    most destabilizing ones, while at least some of those that remain are 



                    still necessary to deter existing nuclear threats. Others point to the 
                    end of the Soviet threat and the apparent unwillingness of the 
                    nuclear powers to accept the need to eliminate nuclear weapons as 
                    reasons for abandoning our strictly conditioned moral acceptance 
                    of nuclear deterrence. They also cite the double standard inherent 
                    in nonproliferation efforts: What is the moral basis for asking other 
                    nations to forego nuclear weapons if we continue to judge our own 
                    deterrent to be morally necessary?  
 
                    We believe our judgment of 1983 that nuclear deterrence is 
                    morally acceptable only under certain strict conditions remains a 
                    useful guide for evaluating the continued moral status of nuclear 
                    weapons in a post-Cold War world. It is useful because it 
                    acknowledges the fundamental moral dilemmas still posed by 
                    nuclear weapons, and it reflects the progress toward fulfilling the 
                    conditions we elaborated in 1983. At the same time, it highlights 
                    the new prospects — and thus the added moral urgency — of 
                    making even more dramatic progress in arms control and 
                    disarmament as the only basis for the continued moral legitimacy of 
                    deterrence. 
 
                  b. (A Post-Cold War Agenda For Nuclear Disarmament.) ) [italicize text in 
parentheses] While 
                    significant progress has been made in recent years, we believe 
                    additional steps are needed if nuclear policies and priorities are to 
                    keep up with the dramatic changes in world politics and if our 
                    nation is to move away from relying on nuclear deterrence as a 
                    basis for its security. Present challenges include the following:  
 
                         (The Role of Nuclear Weapons): ) [italicize text in parentheses] 
We must continue to say 
                         No (bold previous word) to the very idea of nuclear war. A minimal nuclear 
                         deterrent may be justified only to deter the use of nuclear 
                         weapons. The United States should commit itself never to 
                         use nuclear weapons first, should unequivocally reject 
                         proposals to use nuclear weapons to deter any nonnuclear 
                         threats, and should reinforce the fragile barrier against the 
                         use of these weapons. Indeed, we abhor any use of nuclear 
                         weapons.  
                         (Arms Control and Disarmament):  [italicize text in parentheses] 
 Nuclear deterrence may 
                         be justified only as a step on the way toward progressive 
                         disarmament. The end of the Cold War, according to the 
                         Holy See, "challenge[s] the world community to adopt a 
                         post-nuclear form of security. That security lies in the 
                         abolition of nuclear weapons and the strengthening of 
                         international law." [add note] A first step toward this goal would be 
                         prompt ratification and implementation of the START I and 



                         START II treaties. Even once these treaties are fully 
                         implemented, there will still be more than 10,000 nuclear 
                         weapons in the world, containing explosive power hundreds 
                         of thousands times greater than the bombs dropped on 
                         Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Therefore, much deeper cuts are 
                         both possible and necessary. The eventual elimination of 
                         nuclear weapons is more than a moral ideal; it should be a 
                         policy goal.  
 
                         The negotiation of a verifiable comprehensive test ban treaty 
                         would not only demonstrate our commitment to this goal, but 
                         also would improve our moral credibility in urging 
                         nonnuclear nations to forego the development of nuclear 
                         weapons. We, therefore, support a halt to nuclear testing as 
                         our nation pursues an effective global test ban and renewal 
                         of the Non-Proliferation Treaty. Also, steps must be taken 
                         to reduce the threat of nuclear terrorism. We must reverse 
                         the spread of nuclear technologies and materials. We 
                         welcome, therefore, U.S. efforts to achieve a global ban on 
                         the production of fissionable materials for use in nuclear 
                         weapons. Finally, one should not underestimate the role of 
                         the International Atomic Energy Agency as a forum for the 
                         discussion of these issues and as a force encouraging nations 
                         to take the steps necessary in this area. 
 
                         (Cooperative Security and a Just International Order: ) [italicize text in 
parentheses]     The nuclear powers may justify, and then only temporarily, 
                         their nuclear deterrents only if they use their power and 
                         resources to lead in the construction of a more just and 
                         stable international order. An essential part of this 
                         international order must be a collective security framework 
                         that reverses the proliferation of nuclear weapons, 
                         guarantees the security of nonnuclear states and ultimately 
                         seeks to make nuclear weapons and war itself obsolete. The 
                         United States and other nations should also make the 
                         investments necessary to help ensure the development of 
                         stable, democratic governments in nations which have 
                         nuclear weapons or might seek to obtain them. 
 
               An active commitment by the United States to nuclear disarmament and 
               the strengthening of collective security is the only moral basis for 
               temporarily retaining our deterrent and our insistence that other nations 
               forego these weapons. We advocate disarmament by example: careful but 
               clear steps to reduce and end our dependence on weapons of mass 
               destruction.  
 
               In our five-year report on (The Challenge of Peace), [italicize text in parentheses] 
we said: "To contain  



               the nuclear danger of our time is itself an awesome undertaking. To 
               reshape the political fabric of an increasingly interdependent world is an 
               even larger and more complicated challenge." (add note) Now, on this tenth 
               anniversary, we must be engaged in the difficult task of envisioning a 
               future rooted in peace, with new institutions for resolving differences 
               between nations, new global structures of mediation and 
               conflict-resolution and a world order that has moved beyond nuclear 
               weapons once and for all. We are committed to join in this struggle,  

   to bring the Gospel message of justice and peace to this vital work. 
 
 
Excerpt from The Harvest of Justice is Sown in Peace © 1993 United States Conference of 
Catholic Bishops, Inc., Washington, DC.  Used with permission.  All rights reserved.  No part of 
this document may be reproduced by any means without permission in writing from the 
copyright holder. 
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From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
To: <paul@paxchristi.net>
Subject: Re: Statement on Nuclear Disarmament
Date: Fri, 3 May 2002 16:32:32 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit
X-Priority: 3
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.72.3110.5
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3

Dear Paul,

Thanks for sending me the statement on nuclear disarmament in several
languages.   What I need to provide direct linkages for our new web site is
the URL for the statement in English and the URL for the signatories.

Thanks,
Howard

-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Lansu <paul@paxchristi.net>
To: Hallman Howard (E-mail) <mupj@igc.org>
Date: Friday, May 03, 2002 8:25 AM
Subject: Statement in English, French, German, Dutch and Portuguese

>
>
>Paul Lansu
>
>Pax Christi International
>Vieux Marché aux Grains 21
>1000  Brussels
>Belgium
>
>phone: +32 (-2) 502.55.50
>fax:       +32 (-2) 502.46.26
>mobile: +32 (0475) -382170
>e-mail: paul@paxchristi.net
>url:       http://www.paxchristi.net
>
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From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
To: "Mary Sperry" <MSperry@usccb.org>
Subject: Re: Information for web site -Reply -Reply
Date: Fri, 3 May 2002 16:36:08 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
X-Priority: 3
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.72.3110.5
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3

I didn't receive the attachment you mention.

Howard Hallman

-----Original Message-----
From: Mary Sperry <MSperry@usccb.org>
To: mupj@igc.org <mupj@igc.org>
Date: Friday, May 03, 2002 3:21 PM
Subject: Re: Information for web site -Reply -Reply

Dear Mr. Hallman:

I have attached a copy of the document you sent me with notes inserted in
red.  Please let me know if the color doesn't come through!

Unfortunately, we do not have a disk copy of the summary of Challenge of
Peace.

I will need to review the pages for the summary before granting final
permission.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if I can be of further assistance.

Shabbat shalom,
Mary Elizabeth Sperry
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Status:  U
Return-Path: <marie_kayser@yahoo.com>
Received: from web13905.mail.yahoo.com ([216.136.175.68])
        by hazard.mail.mindspring.net (Earthlink Mail Service) with SMTP id 1740112Vm3NkYBY0
        for <mupj@igc.org>; Sat, 4 May 2002 09:55:59 -0400 (EDT)
Message-ID: <20020504135558.94050.qmail@web13905.mail.yahoo.com>
Received: from [209.244.210.149] by web13905.mail.yahoo.com via HTTP; Sat, 04 May 2002 06:55:58 PDT
Date: Sat, 4 May 2002 06:55:58 -0700 (PDT)
From: Marie Kayser <marie_kayser@yahoo.com>
Subject: Re: Graphic for Religious Statements
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
In-Reply-To: <001f01c1f23f$264e1f40$6a62f7a5@default>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="0-489094666-1020520558=:93450"

--0-489094666-1020520558=:93450
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

 Hi,
You can view the working draft of the Religious Statements page on
http://www.zero-nukes.org/draft/religiousstatements.html
For now I created a draft illustration for the Religious Statement.  I will change it as soon as I get the mail.
Thanks,
Marie
  "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> wrote: Marie, Forget about the pruning hook and plowshare for the 
Religious Statements page.  What I want is something I used at a news conference in 2000: a box with the words 
"Nuclear Weapons  A Moral Issue" with a flying dove in the background. I am mailing you the smaller of two 
versions we used in 2000.  It is 12"x18".  You can decide whether to scan it or make one of your own.  It can replace 
the trees on  the Religious Statements page. Howard 

---------------------------------
Do You Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Health - your guide to health and wellness
--0-489094666-1020520558=:93450
Content-Type: text/html; charset=us-ascii

<P> Hi,
<P>You can view the working draft of the Religious Statements page on<BR><A href="http://www.zero-
nukes.org/draft/religiousstatements.html">http://www.zero-nukes.org/draft/religiousstatements.html</A>
<P>For now I created a draft illustration for the Religious Statement.&nbsp; I will change it as soon as I get the mail.
<P>Thanks,<BR>Marie
<P>&nbsp; <B><I>"Howard W. Hallman" &lt;mupj@igc.org&gt;</I></B> wrote: 
<BLOCKQUOTE style="BORDER-LEFT: #1010ff 2px solid; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; PADDING-LEFT: 
5px"><!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD W3 HTML//EN">
<META content='"MSHTML 4.72.3110.7"' name=GENERATOR>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 size=2>Marie,</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 size=2></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT size=2>Forget about the pruning hook and plowshare for the Religious Statements page.&nbsp; What I 
want is something I used at a news conference in 2000: a box with the words "Nuclear Weapons&nbsp; A Moral 
Issue" with a flying dove in the background. I am mailing you the smaller of two versions we used in 2000.&nbsp; It 
is 12"x18".&nbsp; You can decide whether to scan it or make one of your own.&nbsp; It can replace the trees 



file:///Z|/STAFF/Tiago/MJP/MU%20Email/MU%20Email%20PDF/20501-11%20to%2020510-01/20504.01.txt[5/25/2017 1:21:41 PM]

on&nbsp; the Religious Statements page.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT size=2></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT size=2>Howard</FONT></DIV>
<BLOCKQUOTE style="BORDER-LEFT: #000000 2px solid; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; PADDING-LEFT: 
5px">&nbsp;</BLOCKQUOTE></BLOCKQUOTE><p><br><hr size=1><b>Do You Yahoo!?</b><br>
<a href="http://rd.yahoo.com/welcome/*http://health.yahoo.com">Yahoo! Health</a> - your guide to health and 
wellness
--0-489094666-1020520558=:93450--
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Status:  U
Return-Path: <millerph@att.net>
Received: from igcb.igc.apc.org ([192.82.108.46])
        by hazard.mail.mindspring.net (Earthlink Mail Service) with ESMTP id 174J6t7HP3NkYBY0
        for <mupj@igc.org>; Mon, 6 May 2002 10:04:37 -0400 (EDT)
Received: from mtiwmhc26.worldnet.att.net (mtiwmhc26.worldnet.att.net [204.127.131.51])
        by igcb.igc.apc.org (8.9.3/8.9.3) with ESMTP id HAA04036
        for <mupj@igc.apc.org>; Mon, 6 May 2002 07:02:52 -0700 (PDT)
From: millerph@att.net
Received: from webmail.worldnet.att.net ([204.127.135.43])
          by mtiwmhc26.worldnet.att.net
          (InterMail vM.4.01.03.27 201-229-121-127-20010626) with SMTP
          id <20020506140357.LSFA7485.mtiwmhc26.worldnet.att.net@webmail.worldnet.att.net>
          for <mupj@igc.apc.org>; Mon, 6 May 2002 14:03:57 +0000
Received: from [12.91.138.135] by webmail.worldnet.att.net;
        Mon, 06 May 2002 14:03:56 +0000
To: mupj@igc.apc.org (Howard Hallman)
Subject: Balances, etc.
Date: Mon, 06 May 2002 14:03:56 +0000
X-Mailer: AT&T Message Center Version 1 (Mar 27 2002)
Message-Id: <20020506140357.LSFA7485.mtiwmhc26.worldnet.att.net@webmail.worldnet.att.net>

Howard,
Foundry's PwJ Mission sponsored Jim Winkler at 
yesterday's luncheon after church.  He spoke on his 
recent trips to the Middle East.  What a great guy!  
What's more, John Hill is joining GBCS as a legislative 
lobbyist.

I spoke to Jim after his talk and pointed out that I was 
treasurer of MUPJ.  I had picked up the Board's generous 
contribution and assured him that we were very 
grateful.  

Our balances today are:

General Fund   $5336.31
Education Fund $2440.10

Phil

PS
I'm sorry I didn't see you at the Middle East Prayer 
Vigil and program at the Cathedral last night.  Jim 
Vittorello played an important role in organizing it to 
celebrate the Alexandria Declaration.  Jim Winkler said 
that Israeli and Palestinian officials were very aware 
of this statement as well as relevant Methodist 
statements.
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Status:  U
Return-Path: <sentto-4736742-56-1020697219-mupj=igc.org@returns.groups.yahoo.com>
Received: from n12.grp.scd.yahoo.com ([66.218.66.67])
        by kendall.mail.mindspring.net (Earthlink Mail Service) with SMTP id 174JYq5JH3Nl3pM0
        for <mupj@igc.org>; Mon, 6 May 2002 11:00:21 -0400 (EDT)
X-eGroups-Return: sentto-4736742-56-1020697219-mupj=igc.org@returns.groups.yahoo.com
Received: from [66.218.66.98] by n12.grp.scd.yahoo.com with NNFMP; 06 May 2002 15:00:19 -0000
X-Sender: david@fcnl.org
X-Apparently-To: interfaithnd@yahoogroups.com
Received: (EGP: mail-8_0_3_2); 6 May 2002 15:00:12 -0000
Received: (qmail 95102 invoked from network); 6 May 2002 15:00:11 -0000
Received: from unknown (66.218.66.217)
  by m15.grp.scd.yahoo.com with QMQP; 6 May 2002 15:00:11 -0000
Received: from unknown (HELO local.fcnl.org) (65.207.12.2)
  by mta2.grp.scd.yahoo.com with SMTP; 6 May 2002 15:00:09 -0000
Received: by local.fcnl.org with Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)
        id <2LYP1DZG>; Mon, 6 May 2002 10:54:09 -0400
Message-ID: <E9BA445D76C0D21182F30090273DFAF6A8575E@local.fcnl.org>
To: 'Persons interested in the new nuclear warhead' <No_One@fcnl.org>
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)
From: David Culp <david@fcnl.org>
X-Yahoo-Profile: davidculp
MIME-Version: 1.0
Mailing-List: list interfaithnd@yahoogroups.com; contact interfaithnd-owner@yahoogroups.com
Delivered-To: mailing list interfaithnd@yahoogroups.com
Precedence: bulk
List-Unsubscribe: <mailto:interfaithnd-unsubscribe@yahoogroups.com>
Date: Mon, 6 May 2002 10:54:07 -0400
Subject: [interfaithnd] New nuclear warhead alert for Maine
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

To: Persons interested in the new nuclear warhead, or "bunker buster" --

We need your help!  On Thursday morning (May 9), Sen. Susan Collins of
Maine will vote on whether Congress funds the new nuclear warhead (the
"bunker buster"). 

Sen. Collins is a key member of the Senate Armed Services Committee,
and could decide the issue.

Would you take a few minutes to read this critical action alert--and
forward it to your friends and contacts in Maine?.

Thanks!

David Culp
Legislative Representative
Friends Committee on National Legislation (FCNL)
------------------------------------------------

MAINE: Legislative Action Alert
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The following action items from the Friends Committee on National
Legislation (FCNL), a Quaker lobby based in Washington, D.C.

MAINE SEN. SUSAN COLLINS TO DECIDE ON NEW NUCLEAR WARHEAD

In its FY 2003 budget request, the Bush administration is asking for
$15.5 million for a study of the Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator (RNEP).
The RNEP would be designed to destroy hardened and deeply buried targets
such as bunkers containing chemical and biological weapons.

Because of its lower yield and earth penetrating capability, the RNEP is
considered to be a more "useable" nuclear weapon than large yield,
"strategic" nuclear weapons. However, reports by scientists indicate
that the RNEP is far from being a "clean" weapon. If detonated in an
urban setting, 10,000 to 50,000 people would receive a fatal dose of
radiation within the first 24 hrs. This does not take into account
traumatic injuries arising from the extreme pressures of the blast or
thermal injuries arising from the heat of the explosion. Nor does the
casualty estimate consider the consequences of fires and the collapse of
buildings from the seismic shock that the explosion would produce.

Moreover, proceeding with the production of RNEPs would significantly
undermine the global non-proliferation regime because the obvious
targets for these weapons are non-nuclear weapon states. The Nuclear
Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) prohibits the use of nuclear weapons
against such states.

The Senate Armed Services Committee will be considering the new nuclear
weapon on Thursday morning, May 9, as part of the defense authorization
bill. Sen. Susan Collins of Maine is a key member of the Committee, and
could decide the issue.

ACTION: Immediately contact Sen. Susan Collins (R-Maine) by telephone
or by fax to her Washington office. Her telephone number is
(202) 224-2523. Her fax number is (202) 224-2693. The message should be
to the attention of her defense aide, Krissi Fauser.

BACKGROUND: The U.S. introduced an earth-penetrating nuclear weapon in
1997, the B61, modification 11. The B61-11 modified a nuclear explosive
from an earlier bomb by putting it into a hardened steel casing with a
new nose cone to provide ground penetration capability. The deployment
was controversial because of official U.S. policy not to develop new
nuclear weapons. The Department of Energy and the national weapons labs
have consistently argued, however, that the B61-11 was merely a
"modification" of an older delivery system because it used an existing
warhead.

According to Dr. Rob Nelson of the Federation of American
Scientists, "The earth-penetrating capability of the B61-11 is
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fairly limited...Tests show it penetrates only 20 feet or so into
dry earth when dropped from an altitude of 40,000 feet. Even so,
by burying itself into the ground before detonation, a much
higher proportion of the explosion energy is transferred to
ground shock compared to a surface bursts. Any attempt to use it
in an urban environment, however, would result in massive
civilian casualties. Even at the low end of its 0.3-300 kiloton
yield range, the nuclear blast would simply blow out a huge
crater of radioactive material, creating a lethal gamma-radiation
field over a large area." (For more information, visit
<http://www.fas.org/faspir/2001/v54n1/weapons.htm>.) 

The development of a Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator would also
have disastrous consequences for the international arms control
regime. A nuclear weapon designed for battlefield use would
increase the perception that nuclear weapons were as usable as
any other part of the U.S. conventional weapons arsenal and that
the U.S. was preparing to use them. If the U.S. proceeds with
these weapons, other nations with far less conventional
capability will seek to deter a U.S. attack by developing their
own weapons of mass destruction, most likely chemical or
biological weapons.

The U.S. and other nuclear weapon states pledged in 1995, not to use
nuclear weapons against non-nuclear weapons states (with certain
exceptions), as an inducement for those non-nuclear weapon states to
agree to extend, indefinitely, the NPT. Therefore, the development or
testing of these weapons would be a de facto repudiation of these
assurances. To quote Rep. Markey in his letter, "the RNEPs may offer
marginal military benefits at best while imposing major costs and
risks."

P.S. Because the urgency of the message, we ask that you forward this
e-mail to five (or more) of your friends in Maine. Thanks!

###

------------------------ Yahoo! Groups Sponsor ---------------------~-->
Buy Stock for $4
and no minimums.
FREE Money 2002.
http://us.click.yahoo.com/orkH0C/n97DAA/Ey.GAA/nJ9qlB/TM
---------------------------------------------------------------------~->

To unsubscribe from this group, send an email to:
interfaithnd-unsubscribe@yahoogroups.com

 

Your use of Yahoo! Groups is subject to http://docs.yahoo.com/info/terms/ 
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From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
To: "Greg Laszakovits" <glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org>
Subject: Re: Web site sampler
Date: Mon, 6 May 2002 18:46:52 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
X-Priority: 3
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.72.3110.5
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3

Greg,

The check can be made payable to "Methodists United for Peace with Justice".
Send it to MUPJ at 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036.  Thanks.

I hope you like our home page.

Howard
-----Original Message-----
From: Greg Laszakovits <glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org>
To: mupj@igc.org <mupj@igc.org>
Date: Monday, May 06, 2002 2:15 PM
Subject: Re: Web site sampler

>Howard,
>I'll check out the website soon.  In the mean time, what are the
>specifics on writing a check for the project as promised: to whom do I
>make the check, and where does it get sent?
>
>Regards, Greg
>
>
>Greg Davidson Laszakovits
>Coordinator, Church of the Brethren Washington Office
>337 North Carolina Avenue SE
>Washington, DC  20003
>202.546.3202
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From: "Carlee L.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
To: "Marie Kayser" <marie_kayser@yahoo.com>
Subject: Draft page for Religious Statements
Date: Mon, 6 May 2002 16:04:19 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
        boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0011_01C1F517.AE2CA960"
X-Priority: 3
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.72.3110.5
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0011_01C1F517.AE2CA960
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Marie,

I'm glad to see the working draft page for Religious Statements. It's =
looking good. We're making progress.=20

Here is a detail critique and suggestions for corrections. After these =
are made and I give you a little more material, we are close to being =
ready to put this page on the web site.

1. Masthead. As I said previously, I would like the orange and brown =
bands for the navigation buttons carried clear to the right margin. For =
spacing, you may want to return "Your Feedback" to the top row, as you =
previously had it.

2. When you receive my "Nuclear Weapons A Moral Issue" graphic, you can =
work on the web page graphic, especially the dove.

3. I like the idea of buttons to connect with the various statements. =
However, you should use a different design because some might interpret =
it as a Christian cross, but we're interfaith. I suggest adding them to =
the four sub-topics under Catholic Church. These are long statements, so =
users should be able to connect with them directly.

4. For the World Council of Churches, delete the graphic you picked up =
from their web site. Replace it with the one I sent you. I might be =
imbedded into the first paragraph, or place separately. This is =
something we need to decide on and make consistent. You don't need World =
Council of Churches twice in the paragraph.

5. Now I see how you reference PDF. That's useful.

6. The way you block indent the WCC statement is a pattern to follow for =
latter statements.



file:///Z|/STAFF/Tiago/MJP/MU%20Email/MU%20Email%20PDF/20501-11%20to%2020510-01/20506.05..txt[5/25/2017 1:21:42 PM]

7. Re Statement to 1998 NPT Preparatory Committee. You may want to =
underline "Act Now for Nuclear Abolition" to link it for the full =
statement that comes later.

8. I haven't been able to get a picture of Dr. Raiser so far. You can =
delete that reference, but we may want to add a photo later if we get =
one.

9. Likewise I don't have the photos for Act Now for Nuclear Abolition. =
You can delete the reference in brackets. We can add a photo later if we =
get it.

10. Good job getting the signers into two columns.

11. Re "A Spiritual, Ethical...." Again you can cut out the bracket =
reference to a photo. I'm trying to get one to add later.

12. This statement should be block indented.

13. The date for the Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative is 2000, =
not 2002.

14. I will check with them if we can use their logo. (I know, I =
suggested it.) I'll be doing the same with others, for this can be a =
sensitive issue. As a design matter, I wonder whether we want to place =
logos separate as you have done, or as a paragraph insert. What do you =
think?

15. I gave you the photo for insertion here.

16. For the three for which we don't have statements -- National Council =
of Churches, Canadian Council of Churches, Conference of European =
Churches, are these their logos which you picked up? If so, thanks for =
the initiative. But if they are merely made up as markers, you can drop =
them and simply have the words "to be added".

17. DENOMINATIONS. This heading and subsequent headings should be in =
bold as you have done above. Likewise the introductory paragraphs should =
be in italic. I assume that you just haven't got around to this yet.

18. For your next version, please include the picture of St. Peter's and =
Pope John Paul II as a sidebar.

19. "There Has Been Regression": bold heading, block indent, remove =
photo reference, work in sidebar.

20. "Nuclear Weapons Cannot Be Justified...": bold heading, block =
indent, remove photo reference, work in sidebar.

21. U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops. Bold heading. After conferring =
with USCCB staff, I need to re-write the introductory paragraph, which I =
will send you. We can't use their logo.

22. "The Challenge of Peace". Bold heading. The Summary isn't available =
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in digital form, so I'm going to have to type it and supply it to you. =
You can leave [to be added].

23. "The Harvest of Justice". USCCB staff wants me to add footnotes and =
put a permission paragraph at the end. I'll supply you with revised =
text.

24. Pax Christi International: heading in bold, underline name in =
paragraph for linkage. I've asked for a URL for "New Challenges....". =
I'll give you numbers for blanks in paragraph.

25. Pax Christi USA: heading in bold, underline name in paragraph for =
linkage. I'm waiting for a URL reference for "The Morality of Nuclear =
Deterrence". Block indent excerpt.

26. Islam: same matters of bold heading, italic, and block indent.

27. Jewish: ditto.

28. I've asked other denominations for material. The only one I want for =
certain before we go on line is United Methodist. I can write that if =
necessary.

I look forward to seeing the next draft.

Howard

    -----Original Message-----
    From: Marie Kayser <marie_kayser@yahoo.com>
    To: Howard W. Hallman <mupj@igc.org>
    Date: Saturday, May 04, 2002 9:55 AM
    Subject: Re: Graphic for Religious Statements
   =20
   =20
    Hi,=20

    You can view the working draft of the Religious Statements page on
    http://www.zero-nukes.org/draft/religiousstatements.html=20

    For now I created a draft illustration for the Religious Statement.  =
I will change it as soon as I get the mail.=20

    Thanks,
    Marie=20

      "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> wrote:=20

        Marie,
        =20
        Forget about the pruning hook and plowshare for the Religious =
Statements page.  What I want is something I used at a news conference =
in 2000: a box with the words "Nuclear Weapons  A Moral Issue" with a =
flying dove in the background. I am mailing you the smaller of two =
versions we used in 2000.  It is 12"x18".  You can decide whether to =
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scan it or make one of your own.  It can replace the trees on  the =
Religious Statements page.
        =20
        Howard
           =20
   =20
   =20

-------------------------------------------------------------------------=
---   =20
    Do You Yahoo!?
    Yahoo! Health - your guide to health and wellness

------=_NextPart_000_0011_01C1F517.AE2CA960
Content-Type: text/html;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD W3 HTML//EN">
<HTML>
<HEAD>

<META content=3Dtext/html;charset=3Diso-8859-1 =
http-equiv=3DContent-Type>
<META content=3D'"MSHTML 4.72.3110.7"' name=3DGENERATOR>
</HEAD>
<BODY bgColor=3D#ffffff>
<DIV>
<P>Marie,</P>
<P>I'm glad to see the working draft page for Religious Statements. It's =
looking=20
good. We're making progress. </P>
<P>Here is a detail critique and suggestions for corrections. After =
these are=20
made and I give you a little more material, we are close to being ready =
to put=20
this page on the web site.</P>
<P>1. Masthead. As I said previously, I would like the orange and brown =
bands=20
for the navigation buttons carried clear to the right margin. For =
spacing, you=20
may want to return &quot;Your Feedback&quot; to the top row, as you =
previously=20
had it.</P>
<P>2. When you receive my &quot;Nuclear Weapons A Moral Issue&quot; =
graphic, you=20
can work on the web page graphic, especially the dove.</P>
<P>3. I like the idea of buttons to connect with the various statements. =

However, you should use a different design because some might interpret =
it as a=20
Christian cross, but we're interfaith. I suggest adding them to the four =
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sub-topics under Catholic Church. These are long statements, so users =
should be=20
able to connect with them directly.</P>
<P>4. For the World Council of Churches, delete the graphic you picked =
up from=20
their web site. Replace it with the one I sent you. I might be imbedded =
into the=20
first paragraph, or place separately. This is something we need to =
decide on and=20
make consistent. You don't need World Council of Churches twice in the=20
paragraph.</P>
<P>5. Now I see how you reference PDF. That's useful.</P>
<P>6. The way you block indent the WCC statement is a pattern to follow =
for=20
latter statements.</P>
<P>7. Re Statement to 1998 NPT Preparatory Committee. You may want to =
underline=20
&quot;Act Now for Nuclear Abolition&quot; to link it for the full =
statement that=20
comes later.</P>
<P>8. I haven't been able to get a picture of Dr. Raiser so far. You can =
delete=20
that reference, but we may want to add a photo later if we get one.</P>
<P>9. Likewise I don't have the photos for Act Now for Nuclear =
Abolition. You=20
can delete the reference in brackets. We can add a photo later if we get =
it.</P>
<P>10. Good job getting the signers into two columns.</P>
<P>11. Re &quot;A Spiritual, Ethical....&quot; Again you can cut out the =
bracket=20
reference to a photo. I'm trying to get one to add later.</P>
<P>12. This statement should be block indented.</P>
<P>13. The date for the Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative is =
2000, not=20
2002.</P>
<P>14. I will check with them if we can use their logo. (I know, I =
suggested=20
it.) I'll be doing the same with others, for this can be a sensitive =
issue. As a=20
design matter, I wonder whether we want to place logos separate as you =
have=20
done, or as a paragraph insert. What do you think?</P>
<P>15. I gave you the photo for insertion here.</P>
<P>16. For the three for which we don't have statements -- National =
Council of=20
Churches, Canadian Council of Churches, Conference of European Churches, =
are=20
these their logos which you picked up? If so, thanks for the initiative. =
But if=20
they are merely made up as markers, you can drop them and simply have =
the words=20
&quot;to be added&quot;.</P>
<P>17. DENOMINATIONS. This heading and subsequent headings should be in =
bold as=20
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you have done above. Likewise the introductory paragraphs should be in =
italic. I=20
assume that you just haven't got around to this yet.</P>
<P>18. For your next version, please include the picture of St. Peter's =
and Pope=20
John Paul II as a sidebar.</P>
<P>19. &quot;There Has Been Regression&quot;: bold heading, block =
indent, remove=20
photo reference, work in sidebar.</P>
<P>20. &quot;Nuclear Weapons Cannot Be Justified...&quot;: bold heading, =
block=20
indent, remove photo reference, work in sidebar.</P>
<P>21. U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops. Bold heading. After =
conferring with=20
USCCB staff, I need to re-write the introductory paragraph, which I will =
send=20
you. We can't use their logo.</P>
<P>22. &quot;The Challenge of Peace&quot;. Bold heading. The Summary =
isn't=20
available in digital form, so I'm going to have to type it and supply it =
to you.=20
You can leave [to be added].</P>
<P>23. &quot;The Harvest of Justice&quot;. USCCB staff wants me to add =
footnotes=20
and put a permission paragraph at the end. I'll supply you with revised=20
text.</P>
<P>24. Pax Christi International: heading in bold, underline name in =
paragraph=20
for linkage. I've asked for a URL for &quot;New Challenges....&quot;. =
I'll give=20
you numbers for blanks in paragraph.</P>
<P>25. Pax Christi USA: heading in bold, underline name in paragraph for =

linkage. I'm waiting for a URL reference for &quot;The Morality of =
Nuclear=20
Deterrence&quot;. Block indent excerpt.</P>
<P>26. Islam: same matters of bold heading, italic, and block =
indent.</P>
<P>27. Jewish: ditto.</P>
<P>28. I've asked other denominations for material. The only one I want =
for=20
certain before we go on line is United Methodist. I can write that if=20
necessary.</P>
<P>I look forward to seeing the next draft.</P>
<P>Howard</P></DIV>
<BLOCKQUOTE=20
style=3D"BORDER-LEFT: #000000 solid 2px; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; PADDING-LEFT: =
5px">
    <DIV><FONT face=3DArial size=3D2><B>-----Original =
Message-----</B><BR><B>From:=20
    </B>Marie Kayser &lt;<A=20
    =
href=3D"mailto:marie_kayser@yahoo.com">marie_kayser@yahoo.com</A>&gt;<BR>=
<B>To:=20
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    </B>Howard W. Hallman &lt;<A=20
    href=3D"mailto:mupj@igc.org">mupj@igc.org</A>&gt;<BR><B>Date: =
</B>Saturday,=20
    May 04, 2002 9:55 AM<BR><B>Subject: </B>Re: Graphic for Religious=20
    Statements<BR><BR></DIV></FONT>
    <P>Hi,=20
    <P>You can view the working draft of the Religious Statements page =
on<BR><A=20
    =
href=3D"http://www.zero-nukes.org/draft/religiousstatements.html">http://=
www.zero-nukes.org/draft/religiousstatements.html</A>=20
   =20
    <P>For now I created a draft illustration for the Religious =
Statement.&nbsp;=20
    I will change it as soon as I get the mail.=20
    <P>Thanks,<BR>Marie=20
    <P>&nbsp; <B><I>&quot;Howard W. Hallman&quot; =
&lt;mupj@igc.org&gt;</I></B>=20
    wrote:=20
    <BLOCKQUOTE=20
    style=3D"BORDER-LEFT: #1010ff solid 2px; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; =
PADDING-LEFT: 5px"><!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD W3 HTML//EN">
        <META content=3D'"MSHTML 4.72.3110.7"' name=3DGENERATOR>
        <DIV><FONT color=3D#000000 size=3D2>Marie,</FONT></DIV>
        <DIV><FONT color=3D#000000 size=3D2></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
        <DIV><FONT size=3D2>Forget about the pruning hook and plowshare =
for the=20
        Religious Statements page.&nbsp; What I want is something I used =
at a=20
        news conference in 2000: a box with the words &quot;Nuclear=20
        Weapons&nbsp; A Moral Issue&quot; with a flying dove in the =
background.=20
        I am mailing you the smaller of two versions we used in =
2000.&nbsp; It=20
        is 12&quot;x18&quot;.&nbsp; You can decide whether to scan it or =
make=20
        one of your own.&nbsp; It can replace the trees on&nbsp; the =
Religious=20
        Statements page.</FONT></DIV>
        <DIV><FONT size=3D2></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
        <DIV><FONT size=3D2>Howard</FONT></DIV>
        <BLOCKQUOTE=20
        style=3D"BORDER-LEFT: #000000 solid 2px; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; =
PADDING-LEFT: 5px">&nbsp;</BLOCKQUOTE></BLOCKQUOTE>
    <P><BR>
    <HR SIZE=3D1>
    <B>Do You Yahoo!?</B><BR><A=20
    href=3D"http://rd.yahoo.com/welcome/*http://health.yahoo.com">Yahoo! =

    Health</A> - your guide to health and =
wellness</BLOCKQUOTE></BODY></HTML>

------=_NextPart_000_0011_01C1F517.AE2CA960--
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Status:  U
Return-Path: <glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org>
Received: from mail.brethren.org ([216.145.233.26])
        by walker.mail.mindspring.net (Earthlink Mail Service) with ESMTP id 174OsB1tiQ3Nl3s71
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Howard,
Just getting to this request as well.  The Church of the Brethren
website is www.brethren.org   Logos can be found there.  How's this for
the "Religious Statements" page (let me know if it's too long:

The Church of the Brethren has 140,000 members and 1,100 congregations
in the United States.  It is governed by Annual Conference, with every
congregation sending delegates yearly.  General Board is the program and
administrative agency of the Church of the Brethren.  As a peace church
the Church of the Brethren through Annual Conference and General Board
has addressed the abhorance of nuclear weapons dozens of times.  Though
written nearly 20 years ago, the sentiment is perhaps captured best in
the following resolution.   

Church of the Brethren General Board Resolution October 1984 
In this time of terrible Belligerence

Never in the span of human existence have we known such ultimate threat
to life itself. Under the banner of national security, our nation fuels
a nuclear arms race; but it has not made us more secure. We seek to
intimidate enemies with the threat of nuclear weapons, calling it
deterrence; but it has not deterred other nations in their weapons
buildups. It has only heightened the mutual threat.

In growing devotion to military preparation, our national spending
priorities have changes. More of our wealth is being moved into war
making. The planned outlay of just under $300 billion for national
defense in 1985 is an increase of 70% within four years. At the same
time, there are for 1985 planned cuts in spending for programs to assist
low-income people. We are not investing our resources wisely. The
spending is not consistent with Christian stewardship.

Our nation has contributed to a world situation in which few serious
negotiations are taking place to reduce the danger of nuclear
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annihilation. We assume that all liberation movements are "communist"
inspired and controlled. We reduce international relationships to a
conflict between "the free world" and "an evil empire." We replace
diplomacy with military confrontation as a means to world stability. We
place missiles in Europe. We refuse to renounce first strike use of
nuclear weapons. Intervention by the United States in regional disputed
in areas like the Middle East and Central America has increased the
level of violence and contributed to conflict rather than resolving it.

In this time of terrible belligerence,

· As a people of God, as members of the body of Christ, as members of
the Church of the Brethren, we feel impelled to declare our concern
about present national direction.

· Our nation is not alone in creating conditions of enmity, in engaging
in terrorist activity, and in threatening human survival. Our task is
not to make a dispassionate, "even-handed" assessment of national blame
among the nations of the world. Rather, we must assess the action of our
own nation. We must acknowledge and confess our own responsibility for
that action. And we must determine the steps we will take as a people
convinced that "all war is sin." Ours is a sobering assignment. We come
to this time with and awareness that in the eyes of most of the world
and in the judgment of most of the Body of Christ, our nation is the
most threateningly belligerent on earth. We call for initiatives by our
government toward true security for all and away from belligerence.

In this time of terrible belligerence,

· We believe events have already demonstrated the negative results of
basing Pershing II ballistic missiles and ground-launched Cruise
missiles in Western Europe. The announced intention to deploy the
weapons unless new arms agreement s were reached between the United
States and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics has not resulted in
agreement. Rather those negotiations are terminated and the Soviets have
deployed submarines armed with nuclear weapons near our coastlines. Our
relationships with the nations of Western Europe are strained because of
opposition by so many people to the presence of the missiles. We call
for an end to the deployment of the missiles and the elimination of
their presence in Western Europe.

In this time of terrible belligerence,

· The MX missile is a dangerous and expensive weapon. IT is a
first-strike weapon with great accuracy and a "hard target kill
capacity" far exceeding land based missiles now possessed by either the
USA or the USSR. It is a weapon that invites a pre-emptive strike and an
early launch as a response.

· The future threat to human life is a great cost. But a greater cost
is the present one of human suffering in poverty that the same resources
could be used to alleviate. TO produce the first twenty-one missiles,
$2.5 billion has been budgeted for the 1984 fiscal year. To build the
proposed 100 MX Missiles would cost an estimated $25-$30 billion. In
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spite of those costs, reports came of the government's intention to
build 200 MX missiles. The cost in weaponry is increased by inflated and
accelerated charges. What is already committed represents locked-in
long-term costs for the future.

· The MX missile is promoted as a "bargaining chip" in arms control
negotiations. Such is obviously not the case. Even such justification
for the MX missile is a dangerous gamble in a game of violence. We call
for an end to the development and production of the MX missile.

In this time of terrible belligerence,

· The Trident II submarine-based missile is an even greater threat than
the MX. This counterforce weapon is designed to destroy enemy missile
silos. It is seen as a threat to the entire Soviet nuclear deterrence
force. While the MX would require one-half hour to reach the Soviet
Union, the Trident II can be launched near their shores. The projected
development of 20 submarines, each with 24 missiles, is estimated to
cost more than $40 billion. We call for a cancellation of the
development of this first strike nuclear weapon.

In this time of terrible belligerence

· Millions of dollars are being spent to design and create space
weaponry. Even as the nation engages in a limited debate about the
desirability of such arms, scientists are openly skeptical about the
possibility of developing the proposed defensive nuclear shield in
space. Whether possible or not we abhor even the idea if militarizing
outer space. We believe and international agreement should be sought to
keep outer space weapon-free and that funds should not even be used for
"star wars" research.

In this time of terrible belligerence,

· Continuing efforts are made to produce new chemical weapons after a
fifteen-year moratorium on such production. Hundreds of millions of
dollars are spent annually on chemical warfare. These chemical weapons,
most threatening to unarmed civilians, are rejected for deployment by
European allies. They should also be rejected by this nation. We call
for an end to research and weaponry for chemical warfare.

In this time of terrible belligerence,

· We know God's love. Even in our sin of participation in belligerence,
God's grace is available to us. Even in the midst of alienation and
conflict, we experience forgiveness within the Body of Christ. Even in
the midst of death and threats of death, there is resurrection. We are,
therefore, encouraged to respond, not only in fear, but also in genuine
hope.

In this time of terrible belligerence,

· We must pray to the God of all creation.
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· We pray for the people of El Salvador. May they know an end to the
violence of their own government with its death squads, the military,
and the guerillas. May they know an end to the United States supplying
the arms used by both the military and the guerilla forces. May they
experience a peaceful and just national reconciliation.

· We pray for the people of Honduras. May they know an end to the
militarization of their country by the United States. May they know an
end to the militarization of their country by the United States. May
they know an end to perpetual military exercises and the building of
permanent military bases.

· We pray for the people of Nicaragua. May they know an end to the
ravages of war by mercenaries funded and directed by the Central
Intelligence Agency, and by private interests in the United States. May
they experience a new unity within the body of Christ.

· We pray for all the people of Central America. May they have the
opportunity to determine their own destiny without outside intervention,
May the nations of the world prove neighbor to them by assisting in
economic development without exercising political control. May the siege
of poverty be lifted. May there be a new devotion to human rights. Let
the refugees who are victims of these times be welcome and secure in
their own homes.

· We pray for the people of the Middle East. May they know an end to
the violence of nation against nations, sect against sect. May they live
securely within national borders and within their own homes. May the
rights of minorities such as Palestinians and Kurds and Baha's be
respected. May the resources of the area contribute to the well-being of
the citizens and the welfare of the world through just world markets.
May people of faith -Baha'i, Islamic, Jewish, and Christian-live in
mutual respect and support.

· We pray for the people of the Soviet Union that they and we shall not
be implacable foes locked into devastating enmity. May they know with us
a mutual search for freedom form the tyranny of war.

· We pray for the people of Afghanistan. May they be free of occupation
by a foreign power.

· We pray for the people of the Philippines, Poland, South Africa, and
South Korea. May they know and end to the repressive measures by their
governments. May they have a new birth of freedom and justice.

· We pray for the people of the United States if America. May we become
aware of the dangers of the time and the elements that offer hope. May
we identify our own salvation with the saving of other peoples. May we
belligerency to peacemaking,

In this time of terrible belligerence,

· We must pray and we must act.
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· We the General Board, meeting in October, 1984 urge the Brethren

· -to assist our government in making a change in national priorities
to favor life instead of death;

· -to declare their own properties as nuclear-free zones as a signal of
their rejection of nuclear warfare;

· -to oppose military aid to other nations, now especially for
countries in Central America;

· -to support economic development assistance that is multilateral
especially that which can be offered through the church;

· -to oppose intervention and covert activities against other nations
by our intelligence agencies;

· -to seek political efforts those officeholders and those policies
that will embody the yearnings of what we have declared and what we have
prayed.

Finally, in this time of terrible.

· We know that "we cannot retreat from the world" but must move "from
where we are to where God's power and purpose have begun to define new
possibilities and new necessities." (from a Statement of the Church of
the Brethren of Justice and Nonviolence, 1977). May God help us and
strengthen us in these steps.

The biblical base and the policy foundations for this statement came
from the following Annual Conference actions:

"Obedience to God and Civil Disobedience" 1969

"Statement on War" revised 1970

"The Church's Responsibility for Justice and Nonviolence" 1977

One additional resource for study is "The Biblical Basis of a Peace
Witness," a four page listing of scriptures dealing with peacemaking. 
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From: millerph@att.net
Received: from webmail.worldnet.att.net ([204.127.135.57])
          by mtiwmhc25.worldnet.att.net
          (InterMail vM.4.01.03.27 201-229-121-127-20010626) with SMTP
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Received: from [12.91.129.152] by webmail.worldnet.att.net;
        Tue, 07 May 2002 19:06:42 +0000
To: mupj@igc.apc.org (Howard Hallman)
Subject: Uncleared Check
Date: Tue, 07 May 2002 19:06:42 +0000
X-Mailer: AT&T Message Center Version 1 (Mar 27 2002)
Message-Id: <20020507190643.IPSZ2855.mtiwmhc25.worldnet.att.net@webmail.worldnet.att.net>

I've just reconciled bank statements for both MUPJ 
accounts.  I notice that a check written from the 
general fund on December 17, 2001 to the East Ohio 
Conference/UMC for $128 has never cleared.  I believe it 
was for mailing a Peace Leaf.  Do you have any info?

Phil
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X-Yahoo-Profile: davidculp
MIME-Version: 1.0
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To: Persons interested in the new nuclear warhead, or "bunker buster" --

We need still need your help!

We think we are one vote short in the Senate Armed Services Committee.
That one vote is Sen. Ben Nelson of Nebraska.

The full Armed Services Committee will probably vote on funding for the
new nuclear warhead ("bunker buster") on Thursday, November 9.
Sen. Nelson will probably will decide the issue.

Would you forward this action alert to your friends and contacts in
Nebraska?.  Feel free to modify the alert, with or without credit to FCNL.

Many thanks!

David Culp
Legislative Representative
Friends Committee on National Legislation (FCNL)
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------------------------------------------------

NEBRASKA: Legislative Action Alert

The following action items from the Friends Committee on National
Legislation (FCNL), a Quaker lobby based in Washington, D.C.

NEBRASKA SEN. BEN NELSON TO DECIDE ON NEW NUCLEAR WARHEAD

In its FY 2003 budget request, the Bush administration is asking for
$15.5 million for a study of the Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator (RNEP).
The RNEP would be designed to destroy hardened and deeply buried targets
such as bunkers containing chemical and biological weapons.

Because of its lower yield and earth penetrating capability, the RNEP is
considered to be a more "useable" nuclear weapon than large yield,
"strategic" nuclear weapons. However, reports by scientists indicate
that the RNEP is far from being a "clean" weapon. If detonated in an
urban setting, 10,000 to 50,000 people would receive a fatal dose of
radiation within the first 24 hrs. This does not take into account
traumatic injuries arising from the extreme pressures of the blast or
thermal injuries arising from the heat of the explosion. Nor does the
casualty estimate consider the consequences of fires and the collapse of
buildings from the seismic shock that the explosion would produce.

Moreover, proceeding with the production of RNEPs would significantly
undermine the global non-proliferation regime because the obvious
targets for these weapons are non-nuclear weapon states. The Nuclear
Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) prohibits the use of nuclear weapons
against such states.

The Senate Armed Services Committee will be considering the new nuclear
weapon on Thursday morning, May 9, as part of the defense authorization
bill. Sen. Ben Nelson of Nebraska is a key member of the Committee, and
could decide the issue.

ACTION: Immediately contact Sen. Ben Nelson (D-Nebraska) by telephone
or by fax at his Washington office. His telephone number is
(202) 224-6551. His fax number is (202) 228-0012. The message should be
to the attention of his defense aide, Bill Sutey.

BACKGROUND: The U.S. introduced an earth-penetrating nuclear weapon in
1997, the B61, modification 11. The B61-11 modified a nuclear explosive
from an earlier bomb by putting it into a hardened steel casing with a
new nose cone to provide ground penetration capability. The deployment
was controversial because of official U.S. policy not to develop new
nuclear weapons. The Department of Energy and the national weapons labs
have consistently argued, however, that the B61-11 was merely a
"modification" of an older delivery system because it used an existing
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warhead.

According to Dr. Rob Nelson of the Federation of American
Scientists, "The earth-penetrating capability of the B61-11 is
fairly limited...Tests show it penetrates only 20 feet or so into
dry earth when dropped from an altitude of 40,000 feet. Even so,
by burying itself into the ground before detonation, a much
higher proportion of the explosion energy is transferred to
ground shock compared to a surface bursts. Any attempt to use it
in an urban environment, however, would result in massive
civilian casualties. Even at the low end of its 0.3-300 kiloton
yield range, the nuclear blast would simply blow out a huge
crater of radioactive material, creating a lethal gamma-radiation
field over a large area." (For more information, visit
<http://www.fas.org/faspir/2001/v54n1/weapons.htm>.) 

The development of a Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator would also
have disastrous consequences for the international arms control
regime. A nuclear weapon designed for battlefield use would
increase the perception that nuclear weapons were as usable as
any other part of the U.S. conventional weapons arsenal and that
the U.S. was preparing to use them. If the U.S. proceeds with
these weapons, other nations with far less conventional
capability will seek to deter a U.S. attack by developing their
own weapons of mass destruction, most likely chemical or
biological weapons.

The U.S. and other nuclear weapon states pledged in 1995, not to use
nuclear weapons against non-nuclear weapons states (with certain
exceptions), as an inducement for those non-nuclear weapon states to
agree to extend, indefinitely, the NPT. Therefore, the development or
testing of these weapons would be a de facto repudiation of these
assurances. To quote Rep. Markey in his letter, "the RNEPs may offer
marginal military benefits at best while imposing major costs and
risks."

P.S. Because the urgency of the message, we ask that you forward this
e-mail to five (or more) of your friends in Nebraska. Thanks!

###

------------------------ Yahoo! Groups Sponsor ---------------------~-->
Buy Stock for $4
and no minimums.
FREE Money 2002.
http://us.click.yahoo.com/orkH0C/n97DAA/Ey.GAA/nJ9qlB/TM
---------------------------------------------------------------------~->

To unsubscribe from this group, send an email to:
interfaithnd-unsubscribe@yahoogroups.com

 

Your use of Yahoo! Groups is subject to http://docs.yahoo.com/info/terms/ 
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CORRECTION: The e-mail you received earlier has the wrong defense aide.
The correct defense aide is Eric Pierce.  Thanks!
------------------ 

To: Persons interested in the new nuclear warhead, or "bunker buster" --

We need still need your help!

We think we are one vote short in the Senate Armed Services Committee.
That one vote is Sen. Ben Nelson of Nebraska.

The full Armed Services Committee will probably vote on funding for the
new nuclear warhead ("bunker buster") on Thursday, November 9.
Sen. Nelson will probably will decide the issue.

Would you forward this action alert to your friends and contacts in
Nebraska?.  Feel free to modify the alert, with or without credit to FCNL.

Many thanks!
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David Culp
Legislative Representative
Friends Committee on National Legislation (FCNL)
------------------------------------------------

NEBRASKA: Legislative Action Alert

The following action items from the Friends Committee on National
Legislation (FCNL), a Quaker lobby based in Washington, D.C.

NEBRASKA SEN. BEN NELSON TO DECIDE ON NEW NUCLEAR WARHEAD

In its FY 2003 budget request, the Bush administration is asking for
$15.5 million for a study of the Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator (RNEP).
The RNEP would be designed to destroy hardened and deeply buried targets
such as bunkers containing chemical and biological weapons.

Because of its lower yield and earth penetrating capability, the RNEP is
considered to be a more "useable" nuclear weapon than large yield,
"strategic" nuclear weapons. However, reports by scientists indicate
that the RNEP is far from being a "clean" weapon. If detonated in an
urban setting, 10,000 to 50,000 people would receive a fatal dose of
radiation within the first 24 hrs. This does not take into account
traumatic injuries arising from the extreme pressures of the blast or
thermal injuries arising from the heat of the explosion. Nor does the
casualty estimate consider the consequences of fires and the collapse of
buildings from the seismic shock that the explosion would produce.

Moreover, proceeding with the production of RNEPs would significantly
undermine the global non-proliferation regime because the obvious
targets for these weapons are non-nuclear weapon states. The Nuclear
Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) prohibits the use of nuclear weapons
against such states.

The Senate Armed Services Committee will be considering the new nuclear
weapon on Thursday morning, May 9, as part of the defense authorization
bill. Sen. Ben Nelson of Nebraska is a key member of the Committee, and
could decide the issue.

ACTION: Immediately contact Sen. Ben Nelson (D-Nebraska) by telephone
or by fax at his Washington office. His telephone number is
(202) 224-6551. His fax number is (202) 228-0012. The message should be
to the attention of his defense aide, Eric Pierce.

BACKGROUND: The U.S. introduced an earth-penetrating nuclear weapon in
1997, the B61, modification 11. The B61-11 modified a nuclear explosive
from an earlier bomb by putting it into a hardened steel casing with a
new nose cone to provide ground penetration capability. The deployment
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was controversial because of official U.S. policy not to develop new
nuclear weapons. The Department of Energy and the national weapons labs
have consistently argued, however, that the B61-11 was merely a
"modification" of an older delivery system because it used an existing
warhead.

According to Dr. Rob Nelson of the Federation of American
Scientists, "The earth-penetrating capability of the B61-11 is
fairly limited...Tests show it penetrates only 20 feet or so into
dry earth when dropped from an altitude of 40,000 feet. Even so,
by burying itself into the ground before detonation, a much
higher proportion of the explosion energy is transferred to
ground shock compared to a surface bursts. Any attempt to use it
in an urban environment, however, would result in massive
civilian casualties. Even at the low end of its 0.3-300 kiloton
yield range, the nuclear blast would simply blow out a huge
crater of radioactive material, creating a lethal gamma-radiation
field over a large area." (For more information, visit
<http://www.fas.org/faspir/2001/v54n1/weapons.htm>.) 

The development of a Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator would also
have disastrous consequences for the international arms control
regime. A nuclear weapon designed for battlefield use would
increase the perception that nuclear weapons were as usable as
any other part of the U.S. conventional weapons arsenal and that
the U.S. was preparing to use them. If the U.S. proceeds with
these weapons, other nations with far less conventional
capability will seek to deter a U.S. attack by developing their
own weapons of mass destruction, most likely chemical or
biological weapons.

The U.S. and other nuclear weapon states pledged in 1995, not to use
nuclear weapons against non-nuclear weapons states (with certain
exceptions), as an inducement for those non-nuclear weapon states to
agree to extend, indefinitely, the NPT. Therefore, the development or
testing of these weapons would be a de facto repudiation of these
assurances. To quote Rep. Markey in his letter, "the RNEPs may offer
marginal military benefits at best while imposing major costs and
risks."

P.S. Because the urgency of the message, we ask that you forward this
e-mail to five (or more) of your friends in Nebraska. Thanks!

###

------------------------ Yahoo! Groups Sponsor ---------------------~-->
Buy Stock for $4
and no minimums.
FREE Money 2002.
http://us.click.yahoo.com/orkH0C/n97DAA/Ey.GAA/nJ9qlB/TM
---------------------------------------------------------------------~->

To unsubscribe from this group, send an email to:
interfaithnd-unsubscribe@yahoogroups.com
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From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
To: <cawindrum@yahoo.com>
Subject: Fw: [interfaithnd] New nuclear warhead alert for Nebraska
Date: Tue, 7 May 2002 16:28:15 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
X-Priority: 1
X-MSMail-Priority: High
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.72.3110.5
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3

Carol,

For your information and action.

Shalom,
Howard

-----Original Message-----
From: David Culp <david@fcnl.org>
To: 'Persons interested in the new nuclear warhead' <No_One@fcnl.org>
Date: Tuesday, May 07, 2002 3:24 PM
Subject: [interfaithnd] New nuclear warhead alert for Nebraska

>To: Persons interested in the new nuclear warhead, or "bunker buster" --
>
>We need still need your help!
>
>We think we are one vote short in the Senate Armed Services Committee.
>That one vote is Sen. Ben Nelson of Nebraska.
>
>The full Armed Services Committee will probably vote on funding for the
>new nuclear warhead ("bunker buster") on Thursday, November 9.
>Sen. Nelson will probably will decide the issue.
>
>Would you forward this action alert to your friends and contacts in
>Nebraska?.  Feel free to modify the alert, with or without credit to FCNL.
>
>Many thanks!
>
>David Culp
>Legislative Representative
>Friends Committee on National Legislation (FCNL)
>------------------------------------------------
>
>NEBRASKA: Legislative Action Alert
>
>
>The following action items from the Friends Committee on National
>Legislation (FCNL), a Quaker lobby based in Washington, D.C.
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>
>
>NEBRASKA SEN. BEN NELSON TO DECIDE ON NEW NUCLEAR WARHEAD
>
>
>In its FY 2003 budget request, the Bush administration is asking for
>$15.5 million for a study of the Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator (RNEP).
>The RNEP would be designed to destroy hardened and deeply buried targets
>such as bunkers containing chemical and biological weapons.
>
>Because of its lower yield and earth penetrating capability, the RNEP is
>considered to be a more "useable" nuclear weapon than large yield,
>"strategic" nuclear weapons. However, reports by scientists indicate
>that the RNEP is far from being a "clean" weapon. If detonated in an
>urban setting, 10,000 to 50,000 people would receive a fatal dose of
>radiation within the first 24 hrs. This does not take into account
>traumatic injuries arising from the extreme pressures of the blast or
>thermal injuries arising from the heat of the explosion. Nor does the
>casualty estimate consider the consequences of fires and the collapse of
>buildings from the seismic shock that the explosion would produce.
>
>Moreover, proceeding with the production of RNEPs would significantly
>undermine the global non-proliferation regime because the obvious
>targets for these weapons are non-nuclear weapon states. The Nuclear
>Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) prohibits the use of nuclear weapons
>against such states.
>
>The Senate Armed Services Committee will be considering the new nuclear
>weapon on Thursday morning, May 9, as part of the defense authorization
>bill. Sen. Ben Nelson of Nebraska is a key member of the Committee, and
>could decide the issue.
>
>
>ACTION: Immediately contact Sen. Ben Nelson (D-Nebraska) by telephone
>or by fax at his Washington office. His telephone number is
>(202) 224-6551. His fax number is (202) 228-0012. The message should be
>to the attention of his defense aide, Bill Sutey.
>
>
>BACKGROUND: The U.S. introduced an earth-penetrating nuclear weapon in
>1997, the B61, modification 11. The B61-11 modified a nuclear explosive
>from an earlier bomb by putting it into a hardened steel casing with a
>new nose cone to provide ground penetration capability. The deployment
>was controversial because of official U.S. policy not to develop new
>nuclear weapons. The Department of Energy and the national weapons labs
>have consistently argued, however, that the B61-11 was merely a
>"modification" of an older delivery system because it used an existing
>warhead.
>
>According to Dr. Rob Nelson of the Federation of American
>Scientists, "The earth-penetrating capability of the B61-11 is
>fairly limited...Tests show it penetrates only 20 feet or so into
>dry earth when dropped from an altitude of 40,000 feet. Even so,
>by burying itself into the ground before detonation, a much
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>higher proportion of the explosion energy is transferred to
>ground shock compared to a surface bursts. Any attempt to use it
>in an urban environment, however, would result in massive
>civilian casualties. Even at the low end of its 0.3-300 kiloton
>yield range, the nuclear blast would simply blow out a huge
>crater of radioactive material, creating a lethal gamma-radiation
>field over a large area." (For more information, visit
><http://www.fas.org/faspir/2001/v54n1/weapons.htm>.) 
>
>The development of a Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator would also
>have disastrous consequences for the international arms control
>regime. A nuclear weapon designed for battlefield use would
>increase the perception that nuclear weapons were as usable as
>any other part of the U.S. conventional weapons arsenal and that
>the U.S. was preparing to use them. If the U.S. proceeds with
>these weapons, other nations with far less conventional
>capability will seek to deter a U.S. attack by developing their
>own weapons of mass destruction, most likely chemical or
>biological weapons.
>
>The U.S. and other nuclear weapon states pledged in 1995, not to use
>nuclear weapons against non-nuclear weapons states (with certain
>exceptions), as an inducement for those non-nuclear weapon states to
>agree to extend, indefinitely, the NPT. Therefore, the development or
>testing of these weapons would be a de facto repudiation of these
>assurances. To quote Rep. Markey in his letter, "the RNEPs may offer
>marginal military benefits at best while imposing major costs and
>risks."
>
>P.S. Because the urgency of the message, we ask that you forward this
>e-mail to five (or more) of your friends in Nebraska. Thanks!
>
>###
>
>------------------------ Yahoo! Groups Sponsor ---------------------~-->
>Buy Stock for $4
>and no minimums.
>FREE Money 2002.
>http://us.click.yahoo.com/orkH0C/n97DAA/Ey.GAA/nJ9qlB/TM
>---------------------------------------------------------------------~->
>
>To unsubscribe from this group, send an email to:
>interfaithnd-unsubscribe@yahoogroups.com
>
> 
>
>Your use of Yahoo! Groups is subject to http://docs.yahoo.com/info/terms/ 
>
>
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From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
To: <cawindrum@yahoo.com>
Subject: Fw: [interfaithnd] CORRECTION:  New nuclear warhead alert for Nebraska
Date: Tue, 7 May 2002 17:56:11 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
X-Priority: 1
X-MSMail-Priority: High
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.72.3110.5
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3

-----Original Message-----
From: David Culp <david@fcnl.org>
To: 'Persons interested in the new nuclear warhead' <No_One@fcnl.rog>
Date: Tuesday, May 07, 2002 4:57 PM
Subject: [interfaithnd] CORRECTION: New nuclear warhead alert for Nebraska

>CORRECTION: The e-mail you received earlier has the wrong defense aide.
>The correct defense aide is Eric Pierce.  Thanks!
>------------------ 
>
>To: Persons interested in the new nuclear warhead, or "bunker buster" --
>
>We need still need your help!
>
>We think we are one vote short in the Senate Armed Services Committee.
>That one vote is Sen. Ben Nelson of Nebraska.
>
>The full Armed Services Committee will probably vote on funding for the
>new nuclear warhead ("bunker buster") on Thursday, November 9.
>Sen. Nelson will probably will decide the issue.
>
>Would you forward this action alert to your friends and contacts in
>Nebraska?.  Feel free to modify the alert, with or without credit to FCNL.
>
>Many thanks!
>
>David Culp
>Legislative Representative
>Friends Committee on National Legislation (FCNL)
>------------------------------------------------
>
>NEBRASKA: Legislative Action Alert
>
>
>The following action items from the Friends Committee on National
>Legislation (FCNL), a Quaker lobby based in Washington, D.C.
>
>
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>NEBRASKA SEN. BEN NELSON TO DECIDE ON NEW NUCLEAR WARHEAD
>
>
>In its FY 2003 budget request, the Bush administration is asking for
>$15.5 million for a study of the Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator (RNEP).
>The RNEP would be designed to destroy hardened and deeply buried targets
>such as bunkers containing chemical and biological weapons.
>
>Because of its lower yield and earth penetrating capability, the RNEP is
>considered to be a more "useable" nuclear weapon than large yield,
>"strategic" nuclear weapons. However, reports by scientists indicate
>that the RNEP is far from being a "clean" weapon. If detonated in an
>urban setting, 10,000 to 50,000 people would receive a fatal dose of
>radiation within the first 24 hrs. This does not take into account
>traumatic injuries arising from the extreme pressures of the blast or
>thermal injuries arising from the heat of the explosion. Nor does the
>casualty estimate consider the consequences of fires and the collapse of
>buildings from the seismic shock that the explosion would produce.
>
>Moreover, proceeding with the production of RNEPs would significantly
>undermine the global non-proliferation regime because the obvious
>targets for these weapons are non-nuclear weapon states. The Nuclear
>Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) prohibits the use of nuclear weapons
>against such states.
>
>The Senate Armed Services Committee will be considering the new nuclear
>weapon on Thursday morning, May 9, as part of the defense authorization
>bill. Sen. Ben Nelson of Nebraska is a key member of the Committee, and
>could decide the issue.
>
>
>ACTION: Immediately contact Sen. Ben Nelson (D-Nebraska) by telephone
>or by fax at his Washington office. His telephone number is
>(202) 224-6551. His fax number is (202) 228-0012. The message should be
>to the attention of his defense aide, Eric Pierce.
>
>
>BACKGROUND: The U.S. introduced an earth-penetrating nuclear weapon in
>1997, the B61, modification 11. The B61-11 modified a nuclear explosive
>from an earlier bomb by putting it into a hardened steel casing with a
>new nose cone to provide ground penetration capability. The deployment
>was controversial because of official U.S. policy not to develop new
>nuclear weapons. The Department of Energy and the national weapons labs
>have consistently argued, however, that the B61-11 was merely a
>"modification" of an older delivery system because it used an existing
>warhead.
>
>According to Dr. Rob Nelson of the Federation of American
>Scientists, "The earth-penetrating capability of the B61-11 is
>fairly limited...Tests show it penetrates only 20 feet or so into
>dry earth when dropped from an altitude of 40,000 feet. Even so,
>by burying itself into the ground before detonation, a much
>higher proportion of the explosion energy is transferred to
>ground shock compared to a surface bursts. Any attempt to use it
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>in an urban environment, however, would result in massive
>civilian casualties. Even at the low end of its 0.3-300 kiloton
>yield range, the nuclear blast would simply blow out a huge
>crater of radioactive material, creating a lethal gamma-radiation
>field over a large area." (For more information, visit
><http://www.fas.org/faspir/2001/v54n1/weapons.htm>.) 
>
>The development of a Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator would also
>have disastrous consequences for the international arms control
>regime. A nuclear weapon designed for battlefield use would
>increase the perception that nuclear weapons were as usable as
>any other part of the U.S. conventional weapons arsenal and that
>the U.S. was preparing to use them. If the U.S. proceeds with
>these weapons, other nations with far less conventional
>capability will seek to deter a U.S. attack by developing their
>own weapons of mass destruction, most likely chemical or
>biological weapons.
>
>The U.S. and other nuclear weapon states pledged in 1995, not to use
>nuclear weapons against non-nuclear weapons states (with certain
>exceptions), as an inducement for those non-nuclear weapon states to
>agree to extend, indefinitely, the NPT. Therefore, the development or
>testing of these weapons would be a de facto repudiation of these
>assurances. To quote Rep. Markey in his letter, "the RNEPs may offer
>marginal military benefits at best while imposing major costs and
>risks."
>
>P.S. Because the urgency of the message, we ask that you forward this
>e-mail to five (or more) of your friends in Nebraska. Thanks!
>
>###
>
>------------------------ Yahoo! Groups Sponsor ---------------------~-->
>Buy Stock for $4
>and no minimums.
>FREE Money 2002.
>http://us.click.yahoo.com/orkH0C/n97DAA/Ey.GAA/nJ9qlB/TM
>---------------------------------------------------------------------~->
>
>To unsubscribe from this group, send an email to:
>interfaithnd-unsubscribe@yahoogroups.com
>
> 
>
>Your use of Yahoo! Groups is subject to http://docs.yahoo.com/info/terms/ 
>
>
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Status:  U
Return-Path: <dosmith6@juno.com>
Received: from m24.jersey.juno.com ([64.136.22.87])
        by farley.mail.mindspring.net (Earthlink Mail Service) with ESMTP id 175gUa5mV3Nl3pa0
        for <mupj@igc.org>; Tue, 7 May 2002 22:10:09 -0400 (EDT)
Received: from cookie.juno.com by cookie.juno.com for 
<"AliwukT0aNISnV2CjjWznWlhMyr0jOv2cGLdf36tk3oGkB9Hk5AK1Q==">
Received: (from dosmith6@juno.com) 
 by m24.jersey.juno.com (jqueuemail) id GZ9LG8GX; Tue, 07 May 2002 22:09:52 EDT
To: mcook221@mymailstation.com, willnorth@aol.com, gene.vincent@starpower.net,
        holronfost@aol.com, kiki@wizard.net, jfnorth@aol.com,
        jcm@duncanallen.com, mupj@igc.org, beverley@erols.com,
        andrewsa@saic.com
Date: Tue, 7 May 2002 21:29:13 -0400
Subject: May 8, 2002 Outreach Meeting
Message-ID: <20020507.220849.-498651.0.dosmith6@juno.com>
X-Mailer: Juno 5.0.27
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary=--__JNP_000_2b81.28e5.63b8
X-Juno-Line-Breaks: 11-6,10-19,21-37,39,41,43,45,47,49,51,53,55,57,59,61,63-64,65-32767
From: Dwight O Smith <dosmith6@juno.com>

This message is in MIME format.  Since your mail reader does not understand
this format, some or all of this message may not be legible.

----__JNP_000_2b81.28e5.63b8
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii  
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The Outreach Committee will meet tomorrow night, May 8, 2002.  The dinner
will start at 6:30 PM and our meeting is scheduled for 7:00 PM.  In
preparation for our meeting, the following items are transmitted with
this email:

Agenda
Ideas for Special Outreach (BFF) Budget Additions
March 6, 2002 Minutes

OUTREACH COMMITTEE MEETING AGENDA, MAY 8, 2002

Previous Minutes

Mental Health Sunday School Sessions- First Three Sundays in September
(Jeanne)

Opportunity International (Haven)

Special Outreach Budget (BFF) Additions (Dwight)

Follow-up Forum (Haven)

Homeless Shelter Meals (Pat)
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CMMC Activities (Pat and Haven)

Bethesda Cares Lunch Volunteer Coordinator (Dwight)

IDEAS FOR SPECIAL OUTREACH (BFF) BUDGET ADDITIONS

PROJECT                                                                  
                                        AMOUNT
Advocacy Forum                                                           
                                     $   1000
Zimbabwe HIV/AIDS                                                        
                                     1000
Africa U. Scholarship                                                    
                                           2000
Bethesda Cares                                                           
                                            1000
Opportunity International                                                
                                          1000
Sue Porter                                                               
                                                2000
Hoovers                                                                  
                                                 2000
Peace with Justice Program                                               
                                         500
Stop Hunger Now- Afghanistan                                             
                                  1000
CMMC Micro-Enterprise                                                    
                                   1500
                                                                         
                                                     _____
Total                                                                    
                                                  13000

               
----__JNP_000_2b81.28e5.63b8
Content-Type: text/plain; name="Mar. 6 Minutes.txt"; charset=iso-8859-1
Content-Transfer-Encoding: base64
file:///Z|/STAFF/Tiago/MJP/MU%20Email/MU%20Email%20PDF/20501-11%20to%2020510-01/20507.06.txt[5/25/2017 1:21:44 PM]
----__JNP_000_2b81.28e5.63b8--
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From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
To: "Dwight O Smith" <dosmith6@juno.com>
Subject: Re: May 8, 2002 Outreach Meeting
Date: Wed, 8 May 2002 07:49:50 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
X-Priority: 3
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.72.3110.5
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3

Dwight,

For tonight's agenda, could we also talk about Peace with Justice Sunday,
scheduled for May 26.  We may want to put up a display or otherwise give out
information.  There is supposed to be a bulletin insert and envelopes for
the Peace with Justice Offering.

Howard

-----Original Message-----
From: Dwight O Smith <dosmith6@juno.com>
To: mcook221@mymailstation.com <mcook221@mymailstation.com>;
willnorth@aol.com <willnorth@aol.com>; gene.vincent@starpower.net
<gene.vincent@starpower.net>; holronfost@aol.com <holronfost@aol.com>;
kiki@wizard.net <kiki@wizard.net>; jfnorth@aol.com <jfnorth@aol.com>;
jcm@duncanallen.com <jcm@duncanallen.com>; mupj@igc.org <mupj@igc.org>;
beverley@erols.com <beverley@erols.com>; andrewsa@saic.com
<andrewsa@saic.com>
Date: Tuesday, May 07, 2002 10:10 PM
Subject: May 8, 2002 Outreach Meeting

>The Outreach Committee will meet tomorrow night, May 8, 2002.  The dinner
>will start at 6:30 PM and our meeting is scheduled for 7:00 PM.  In
>preparation for our meeting, the following items are transmitted with
>this email:
>
>Agenda
>Ideas for Special Outreach (BFF) Budget Additions
>March 6, 2002 Minutes
>
>OUTREACH COMMITTEE MEETING AGENDA, MAY 8, 2002
>
>Previous Minutes
>
>Mental Health Sunday School Sessions- First Three Sundays in September
>(Jeanne)
>
>Opportunity International (Haven)
>
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>Special Outreach Budget (BFF) Additions (Dwight)
>
>Follow-up Forum (Haven)
>
>Homeless Shelter Meals (Pat)
>
>CMMC Activities (Pat and Haven)
>
>Bethesda Cares Lunch Volunteer Coordinator (Dwight)
>
>
>IDEAS FOR SPECIAL OUTREACH (BFF) BUDGET ADDITIONS
>
>PROJECT
>                                        AMOUNT
>Advocacy Forum
>                                     $   1000
>Zimbabwe HIV/AIDS
>                                     1000
>Africa U. Scholarship
>                                           2000
>Bethesda Cares
>                                            1000
>Opportunity International
>                                          1000
>Sue Porter
>                                                2000
>Hoovers
>                                                 2000
>Peace with Justice Program
>                                         500
>Stop Hunger Now- Afghanistan
>                                  1000
>CMMC Micro-Enterprise
>                                   1500
>
>                                                     _____
>Total
>                                                  13000
>
>
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Status:  U
Return-Path: <VIsner@UMC-GBCS.ORG>
Received: from church2.UMC-GBCS.ORG ([66.95.90.3])
        by osgood.mail.mindspring.net (Earthlink Mail Service) with ESMTP id 175v6d4Kt3Nl3pt0
        for <mupj@igc.org>; Wed, 8 May 2002 13:19:33 -0400 (EDT)
Received: by church2.umc-gbcs.org with Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)
        id <KN5RM1HW>; Wed, 8 May 2002 13:18:43 -0400
Message-ID: <619BD1E95646D311B69D0008C79FE32D944798@church2.umc-gbcs.org>
From: Vince Isner <VIsner@UMC-GBCS.ORG>
To: "'Howard W. Hallman'" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: RE: Web site sampler
Date: Wed, 8 May 2002 13:18:35 -0400 
MIME-Version: 1.0
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"

Hi Howard:

I like the site!!  I'm so glad you're working with TwoTonedEyes!  The one
sugestion I would have is to be sure she creates the site to be flexible and
easy to update.  If you're planning to change material often, you'll want
her to look at a database driven model so that you can change text easily.
Having said that, I know that the GBCS site is the WORST offender!  That is,
we're in the process of moving to a database-driven site.  As for my
personal site... forget it!  I haven't changed anything for weeks, and that
is the death rattle for websites, as you know.

I'm pleased to see that GBCS is being linked on the front page - we'll be
sure to add a link to your site as well as soon as Marie completes the site.

The only suggestion I would have is to encourage fewer words, and more
visual interest on the front page - that is, pictures that depict the
subject, etc. - and she might try some simple javascript or flash to add
some low-key animation to the site (rollovers that bring up small pics,
etc.) 

Aside from that, I think it's looking GREAT!  Thanks for the update.

On the subject of our information to your site, you should have our stuff,
right?  (In fact, most of the material from our web is YOUR work!  We will
be updating it, however) - Perhaps the most significant change to our site
is the addition of "U-MPower, an action site we've recently launched through
CapWiz.

The URL WILL be:  www.umc-gbcs.org/umpower  - however, right now it is
located at:

www.capwiz.com/gbcs

You can click there and poke around for several issues upon which we're
working.  The Nuclear issue will be there as we get the site up to full
steam.
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Many thanks!

Vince Isner
GBCS

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman [mailto:mupj@igc.org]
Sent: Wednesday, May 01, 2002 4:45 PM
To: glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org; turner@onebox.com;
J._Daryl_Byler@mcc.org; cgordon@ctr.pcusa.org; mweiner@rac.org;
egbertl4pj@yahoo.com; conoverp@ucc.org; Janet Horman; Vince Isner
Subject: Web site sampler

To: Web Site Steering Committee

I am now working with our web designer, Marie Kayser, on the design of
www.zero-nukes.org.  It is far enough along for me to share it with you.
You can see it by going to her web site: www.twotonedeyes.com/zero-nukes.  I
would appreciate your comments and suggestions.

This sampler has the home page, which introduces the site, and a second page
that tells "The Story behind Our Masthead".

You can also see the beginning of the page for "Religious Statements" by
clicking on that button.  The graphic on that page is hers and isn't final.
The mode of presenting the World Council of Churches is how I propose to do
this for various denominations.  It will be a combination of linkage where
key documents are available and direct posting where they are not.

I have on hand a mostly completed section for the Catholic Churches, which I
have been constructing, and the Union of American Hebrew Congregations,
which they supplied.

Let this remind the rest of you that you need to provide me information for
your denomination: a brief paragraph about who you are and the documents
related to nuclear disarmament that you want to share, either through
linkage or direct posting.  We will add these as we get them, but I would
like to have as many as possible by mid-May, even by Friday, May 10.  A Word
attachment would be the most convenient way for me to receive them and
forward them to Marie Kayser.

Finally, some of you indicated a willingness to make a financial
contribution.   So far I have received $2,000 from an anonymous member of
the Rockefeller family and a donation from UAHC.  The United Methodist
General Board of Church and Society has approved a $5,000 grant and will
make the payment in May.  We want your donations, even small ones, both for
the money and for the endorsement that financial assistance signifies.  But
that is not an absolute requirement for being a sponsor.

You can e-mail me your observations on the site design, or call me at 301
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896-0013 if you want to.

Shalom,
Howard

Howard W. Hallman is Chair of
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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Status:  U
Return-Path: <lwright@churchworldservice.org>
Received: from ddiemail.ddi.org ([216.37.43.217])
        by walker.mail.mindspring.net (Earthlink Mail Service) with ESMTP id 175xJ4h8y3Nl3s70
        for <mupj@igc.org>; Wed, 8 May 2002 16:07:50 -0400 (EDT)
Received: from GWDomain-MTA by ddiemail.ddi.org
        with Novell_GroupWise; Wed, 08 May 2002 15:07:36 -0500
Message-Id: <scd93f38.028@ddiemail.ddi.org>
X-Mailer: Novell GroupWise Internet Agent 6.0.1
Date: Wed, 08 May 2002 15:07:09 -0500
From: "Lisa Wright" <lwright@churchworldservice.org>
To: <mupj@igc.org>
Cc: <bgirtonm@ncccusa.org>
Subject: New Website
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
Content-Disposition: inline

Dear Howard:

I've just heard back from Bob about the new website - he agrees that the
NCC should be listed.

Let me know what process we should follow from here.

Thanks!

Lisa
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From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
To: "Lisa Wright" <lwright@churchworldservice.org>
Subject: Re: New Website
Date: Wed, 8 May 2002 16:53:33 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
X-Priority: 3
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.72.3110.5
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3

Lisa,

That's great.  You can view the draft home page at
www:twotonedeyes.com/zero-nukes.  How do you want NCC listed?  As the
Washington Office or some other way?  What URL do you want for linkage from
our home page.

For the Religious Statements page I would like to get from you NCC
statements related to nuclear disarmament that you want posted directly or
through linkage with your web site.  For the latter I'll need the URL.

I'm hoping to open the site on a limited basis next week.  It will build
from there.  Keep watching.

Shalom,
Howard

-----Original Message-----
From: Lisa Wright <lwright@churchworldservice.org>
To: mupj@igc.org <mupj@igc.org>
Cc: bgirtonm@ncccusa.org <bgirtonm@ncccusa.org>
Date: Wednesday, May 08, 2002 4:07 PM
Subject: New Website

>Dear Howard:
>
>I've just heard back from Bob about the new website - he agrees that the
>NCC should be listed.
>
>Let me know what process we should follow from here.
>
>Thanks!
>
>Lisa



From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> 
To: "Marie Kayser" <marie_kayser@yahoo.com> 
Subject: New material 
Date: Wed, 8 May 2002 16:43:12 -0400 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: multipart/mixed; 
 boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0006_01C1F6AF.72CC8400" 
X-Priority: 3 
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal 
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.72.3110.5 
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3 
 
Marie, 
 
1. I have another page ready for you to develop and post.  It is How to Get 
to Zero and is attached. 
 
2. I have revised the section of the Religious Statements page on U.S. 
Conference of Catholic Bishops.  It is attached.  You can substitute it for the one 
now in the draft page.  There is one page in red, which they supplied.  It should 
be in black. 
 
3. I have a new section for the Religious Statements on Church of the Brethren.  
It is attached.  Please install it. 
 
4.  I will soon have one more section to add -- for the United Methodist Church.  
Then after you make the corrections I have previously sent, and after one more 
review, the Religious Statements page will be ready to go on line. 
 
5.  My inclination is then to open the site for wider viewing with three pages: 
Home, Religious Statements, and How to Get to Zero.   This will provide a basis 
for asking contributors to the How to Get to Zero, for stimulating other religious 
offices to provide their information, and for making contacts with civil-sector 
organizations to get their material for the Civil Sector Statements page. 
 
6. Do you want a progress payment?  If so, let me know. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
 
Howard W. Hallman is Chair of 
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 

mailto:mupj@igc.org


laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
 

 

HOW TO GET TO ZERO 

[in a box:]   

"Standing down nuclear arsenals requires only a fraction of the ingenuity and resources 
as were devoted to their creation." -- General Lee Butler, December 4, 1996 [linkage to 
General Butler on Military Leaders Speak Out page]"Where there's will, there's a way." -
- anon. 

Introduction 

Reports of Commissions and International Bodies 

 Canberra Commission (1996) 
 National Academy of Sciences (1997) 
 New Agenda Coalition (1998) 
 Tokyo Forum (1999) 
 Final Document, 2000 NPT Review Conference (2000) 

Scenarios for Achieving Zero Nuclear Weapons 

 By Military Professionals 
 By Civilians 

Interim Measures 

 De-Alerting 
 Reductions Approach Zero 

Introduction 

Since the dawn of the nuclear weapons era, many persons and organizations have 
advocated their elimination.  Proposals to control nuclear arms were offered to the First 
Session of the United Nations General Assembly in 1946.  Every decade since has seen 
new proposals for getting rid of them.  Treaties have placed limits on nuclear weapons, 
but none has set forth an effective process for their elimination.  Standing in the way 
was the Cold War doctrine of nuclear deterrence, vigorously embraced by the Soviet 
Union, the United States, and its allies, and the resulting huge nuclear arsenals that 



neither side was willing to give up.  (For more on this history visit the NuclearFiles 
[http://www.nuclearfiles.org] of the Nuclear Age Peace Foundation.) 

 

When the Cold War came to an end in 1989 and the Soviet Union dissolved, many 
thought that the time was right to end nuclear deterrence and do away with the nuclear 
arsenals.  Although President Bush and President Gorbachev took positive steps in the 
fall of 1991 to reduce the nuclear confrontation, their measures fell far short of total 
elimination.  When these leaders were succeeded by President Clinton and President 
Yeltsin, there was talk about achieving greater reductions, but nothing concrete 
emerged. 

In this atmosphere many leaders and many nations around the globe concluded that 
much could be accomplished.  This led to several major commissions and study groups 
during the 1990s to develop proposals for nuclear weapon reduction and eventual 
elimination.   Some of these are presented below.  Among them are common themes, 
almost a consensus on measures that should be undertaken.  These ideas provide a 
foundation for us in the first decade of the 21st century to once again take up the quest 
for developing action programs for achieving zero nuclear weapons. 

Reports of Commissions and International Bodies 

Canberra Commission, 1996 

On October 24, 1995 (United Nations Day) Australian Prime Minister Paul Keating 
announced the formation of the Canberra Commission on the Elimination of Nuclear 
Weapons.  Composed of 17 international experts, its purpose was to propose concrete 
steps towards a world free of nuclear weapons.  Members included: 

 

Celso Amorin, Brazil 
General Lee Butler, United States 
Richard Butler, Australia 
Field Marshall Lord Michael Carver, 
 United Kingdom 
Jacques-Yves Cousteau, France 
Jayantha Dhanapala, Sri Lanka 
Rolf Ekeus, Sweden 
Mabil Elaraby, Egypt 

Ryukichi Imai, Japan 
Ronald McCoy, Malaysia 
Robert McNamara, United States 
Robert O'Neill, United Kingdom 
Qian Jiadong, China 
Michael Rocard, France 
Joseph Rotblat, United Kingdom 
Roald Sagdeev, United States 
Maj Brit Theorin, Sweden 



 



The Report of the Canberra Commission [http://www.gsinstitute.org/archieves/000007.shtml ] 
issued in August 11996 made the case for the elimination of nuclear weapons and offered 
concrete recommendations on how this could be accomplished.  It opened with the following 
statement from the commissioners: 

The destructiveness of nuclear weapons is immense. Any use would be catastrophic. 
 
Nuclear weapons pose an intolerable threat to all humanity and its habitat, yet tens of 
thousands remain in arsenals built up at an extraordinary time of deep antagonism. That 
time has passed, yet assertions of their utility continue. 
 
These facts are obvious but their implications have been blurred. There is no doubt that, 
if the peoples of the world were more fully aware of the inherent danger of nuclear 
weapons and the consequences of their use, they would reject them, and not permit 
their continued possession or acquisition on their behalf by their governments, even for 
an alleged need for self-defense. 
 
Nuclear weapons are held by a handful of states which insist that these weapons 
provide unique security benefits, and yet reserve uniquely to themselves the right to 
own them. This situation is highly discriminatory and thus unstable; it cannot be 
sustained. The possession of nuclear weapons by any state is a constant stimulus to 
other states to acquire them. 
 
The world faces threats of nuclear proliferation and nuclear terrorism. These threats are 
growing. They must be removed. 
 
For these reasons, a central reality is that nuclear weapons diminish the security of all 
states. Indeed, states which possess them become themselves targets of nuclear 
weapons. 
 
The opportunity now exists, perhaps without precedent or recurrence, to make a new 
and clear choice to enable the world to conduct its affairs without nuclear weapons and 
in accordance with the principles of the Charter of the United Nations. 
 
The members of the Canberra Commission call upon the United States, Russia, the 
United Kingdom, France and China to give the lead by committing themselves, 
unequivocally, to the elimination of all nuclear weapons. Such a commitment would 
propel the process in the most direct and imaginative way. All other governments must 
join this commitment and contribute to its fulfillment. 



 
The Commission has identified a series of steps which can be taken immediately and 
which would thereupon make the world safer. 
 
The Commission has also described the practical measures which can be taken to bring 
about the verifiable elimination of nuclear weapons and the full safeguarding of 
militarily usable nuclear material. 
 
A nuclear weapon free world can be secured and maintained through political 
commitment, and anchored in an enduring and binding legal framework. 

The Canberra Commission offered a set of immediate steps that could lead to a world free of 
nuclear weapons: 

The first requirement is for the five nuclear weapon states to commit themselves 
unequivocally to the elimination of nuclear weapons and agree to start work 
immediately on the practical steps and negotiations required for its achievement.... 

The commitment by the nuclear weapon states to a nuclear weapon free world must be 
accompanied by a series of practical, realistic and mutually reinforcing steps. There are a 
number of such steps that can be taken immediately.... The recommended steps are: 
 
1. Taking nuclear forces off alert. 
 
2. Removal of warheads from delivery vehicles.  
 
3. Ending deployment of non-strategic nuclear weapons.  
 
4. Ending nuclear testing.  
 
5. Initiating negotiations to further reduce United States and Russian nuclear arsenals.  
 
6. Agreement amongst the nuclear weapon states of reciprocal no first use 
undertakings, and of a non-use undertaking by them in relation to the non-nuclear 
weapon states.  

 

The Canberra Commission also recommended the following reinforcing steps: 



 
1. Action to prevent further horizontal proliferation. 
 
2. Developing verification arrangements for a nuclear weapon free world. 
 
3. Cessation of the production of fissile material for nuclear explosive purposes. 

National Academy of Sciences, 1997 

In the mid-1990s the Committee on International Security and Arms Control of the National 
Academy of Sciences embarked upon a study of the nuclear weapons policies in the post-cold 
war era.  The study group was chaired by Major General William F. Burns (U.S.Army, ret.) and 
produced a report entitled The Future of U.S. Nuclear Weapons Policy 
[http://www.nap.edu/catalog/5796.html].  (The full 120 page report can be read free on-line or 
purchased from the National Academy Press.) 

The report describes how U.S. and Russian nuclear forces and policies have evolved since the 
Cold War ended. The Committee evaluated a regime of progressive constraints for future U.S. 
nuclear weapons policy, including further reductions in nuclear forces, changes in nuclear 
operations to preserve deterrence but enhance operational safety, and measures to help 
prevent proliferation of nuclear weapons. In addition, the Committee examined the conditions 
and means by which comprehensive nuclear disarmament could become feasible and desirable. 

A news release issued when the report was issued summarizes the Committee's 
recommendations.  The Committee noted the need for progressive constraints by the United 
States and Russia and laid out a course of action, as follows: 

The first phase would include a set of near-term and mid-term reductions in nuclear 
arms, changes in operations and policies, and measures to increase the security of 
nuclear weapons and fissile materials worldwide.... 

Changing the ground rules for nuclear operations is an equally important objective that 
should be pursued in parallel with, but not linked to arms reduction talks.  
Recommendations include the following: 

Eliminate the practice of maintaining nuclear forces on continuous alert status so 
that the launch sequence for nuclear weapons would require hours, days, or even 
weeks rather than minutes. Such a provision would have to be accompanied by 
reliable means of determining compliance. 
 
End targeting policies based on large-scale, prompt retaliation. Any actual use of 



nuclear weapons would involve the smallest possible number of weapons, which 
would be used in response to immediate circumstances. 
 
Continue to restrict missile defense systems as required by the 1972 Anti-Ballistic 
Missile Treaty between the United States and the former Soviet Union. 

As nuclear arsenals are dismantled, it is also important to ensure the safe storage of 
weapons and nuclear materials removed from them. Enforcing strict security standards 
will reduce the dangers of theft or unauthorized use of nuclear arms. 

The Committee also discussed the possible prohibition of nuclear weapons. The news release 
noted:  

The second and long-term phase of the program recommended by the committee calls 
for examining how continuing changes in international relations could make it both 
desirable and possible to prohibit the possession of nuclear weapons. The path to a 
complete ban on nuclear weapons is not now clear, the committee acknowledged, but 
the potential benefits of a ban warrant serious efforts to identify and promote the 
conditions that would make this possible. 
 
One such condition would be comprehensive verification of potential weapons-related 
activities, which would require an unprecedented degree of international cooperation 
and openness. 

New Agenda Coalition, 1998 

In 1998 the foreign affairs ministers of Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, 
South Africa, and Sweden joined together to offer their ideas in a statement entitled Towards a 
Nuclear-Weapon-Free World: The Need for A New Agenda. 
[http://www.nuclearfiles.org/docs/1998/980609-new-agenda.html]  Among the measures they 
recommended are the following: 

Bilateral U.S.-Russian mechanisms (such as START) and subsequently plurilateral 
mechanisms including all the nuclear-weapon states (adding United Kingdom, France, 
and China) for practical dismantlement and destruction of nuclear armaments. 

Abandoning present hair-trigger postures by proceeding to de-alerting and de-activating 
their weapons. 

 Removal of non-strategic nuclear weapons from deployed sites. 



Reverse of nuclear weapons development and deployment by the three nuclear-
weapons-capable states [Israel, India, Pakistan]. 

All states sign and ratify the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty. 

International ban on the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other 
nuclear explosive devices. 

Joint no-first use undertaking between the nuclear-weapon states and non-use or threat 
of use of nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon-states.  

Establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in regions of tension, such as the Middle 
East and South Asia. 

Tokyo Forum, 1999 

The Tokyo Forum for Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmament was organized in August 1998 
at the initiative of the Prime Minister of Japan, Mr. Ryutaro Hashimoto and was continued by 
his successor, Prime Minister Keizo Obuchi.  Its 21 members were experts drawn from 15 
countries, including all the nuclear-weapon states.  The four meetings of the Forum were held in 
Tokyo; Hiroshima; Pocantico, New York; and again in Tokyo.  In July 1999 the Forum issued its 
report, Facing Nuclear Dangers: An Action Plan for the 21st Century. 
[http://www.nuclearfiles.org/docs/1999/990725facingnucleardangers.html ]  Its key 
recommendations are as follows: 

1. Stop and reverse the unraveling of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty regime by 
reaffirming the treaty's central bargain.  

2. Eliminate nuclear weapons through phased reductions.  

3. Bring the nuclear test ban into force.  

4. Revitalize START and expand the scope of nuclear reductions.  

5. Adopt nuclear transparency measures.  

6. Zero nuclear weapons on hair-trigger alert.  

7. Control fissile material, especially in Russia.  

8. Prevent weapons of mass destruction from falling into the hands of extremist, 
fanatical or criminal groups. 

9. Strengthen measures against missile proliferation.  



10. Exercise caution on missile defense deployments.  

11. Stop and reverse proliferation in South Asia.  

12. Eliminate weapons of mass destruction in the Middle East.  

13. Eliminate nuclear and missile dangers on the Korean Peninsula.  

14. No vetoes in support of proliferation in the United Nations Security Council. 

15. Revitalize the Conference on Disarmament.  

16. Strengthen verification for disarmament.  

17. Create effective non-compliance mechanisms for nuclear non-proliferation and 
disarmament. 

2000 NPT Review Conference 

The Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT), which first went into effect in 1970, provides for a 
review conference every five years to assess progress in achieving the treaty's objectives.  The 
2000 Review Conference that met in New York was a culmination of efforts to get the nuclear-
weapon states to make a firmer commitment to eliminate their nuclear arms, an objective set 
forth in Article VI.  In the 1990s commissions and study groups had made specific 
recommendations along these lines.  So had non-nuclear-weapon states through resolutions 
offered in the United Nations General Assembly, through the New Agenda Coalition, and the 
Middle Powers Initiative.   This led to inclusion in the Final Document of the 2000 NPT Review 
Conference [http://www.basicint.org/nuclear/revcon2000/FinalDocAdvance.htm] a set of 
practical steps that should be undertaken to fulfill the purpose of Article VI.  They are as follows: 

 Practical Steps on Article VI 

15.  The Conference agrees on the following practical steps for the 
           systematic and progressive efforts to implement Article VI of the Treaty on 
           the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and paragraphs 3 and 4(c) of the 
           1995 Decision on “Principles and Objectives for Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
           and Disarmament”: 

                   

                 1. The importance and urgency of signatures and ratifications, 
                 without delay and without conditions and in accordance with 



                 constitutional processes, to achieve the early entry into force of the 
                 Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty.                           

                 2. A moratorium on nuclear-weapon-test explosions or any other 
                 nuclear explosions pending entry into force of that Treaty.                     

                 3. The necessity of negotiations in the Conference on 
                 Disarmament on a non-discriminatory, multilateral and 
                 internationally and effectively verifiable treaty banning the production 
                 of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive 
                 devices in accordance with the statement of the Special Coordinator 
                 in 1995 and the mandate contained therein, taking into 
                 consideration both nuclear disarmament and nuclear 
                 non-proliferation objectives. The Conference on Disarmament is 
                 urged to agree on a programme of work which includes the 
                 immediate commencement of negotiations on such a treaty with a 
                 view to their conclusion within five years.  

                   

                 4. The necessity of establishing in the Conference on 
                 Disarmament an appropriate subsidiary body with a mandate to 
                 deal with nuclear disarmament. The Conference on Disarmament is 
                 urged to agree on a programme of work which includes the 
                 immediate establishment of such a body.                     

                 5. The principle of irreversibility to apply to nuclear disarmament, 
                 nuclear and other related arms control and reduction measures.                     

                 6. An unequivocal undertaking by the nuclear-weapon States to 
                 accomplish the total elimination of their nuclear arsenals leading to 
                 nuclear disarmament to which all States parties are committed 
                 under Article VI.                     

                 7. The early entry into force and full implementation of START II 
                 and the conclusion of START III as soon as possible while 
                 preserving and strengthening the ABM Treaty as a cornerstone of 
                 strategic stability and as a basis for further reductions of strategic 
                 offensive weapons, in accordance with its provisions.                     



                 8. The completion and implementation of the Trilateral Initiative 
                 between the United States of America, the Russian Federation and 
                 the International Atomic Energy Agency. 

                 9. Steps by all the nuclear-weapon States leading to nuclear 
                 disarmament in a way that promotes international stability, and 
                 based on the principle of undiminished security for all:                                       

                       -         Further efforts by the nuclear-weapon States to 
                          reduce their nuclear arsenals unilaterally.   

                       -         Increased transparency by the nuclear-weapon 
                          States with regard to the nuclear weapons capabilities 
                          and the implementation of agreements pursuant to 
                          Article VI and as a voluntary confidence-building 
                          measure to support further progress on nuclear 
                          disarmament.   

                       -         The further reduction of non-strategic nuclear 
                          weapons, based on unilateral initiatives and as an 
                          integral part of the nuclear arms reduction and 
                          disarmament process.   

                       -         Concrete agreed measures to further reduce the 
                          operational status of nuclear weapons systems.   
                       -         A diminishing role for nuclear weapons in security 
                          policies to minimize the risk that these weapons ever 
                          be used and to facilitate the process of their total 
                          elimination.   

                       -         The engagement as soon as appropriate of all the 
                          nuclear-weapon States in the process leading to the 
                          total elimination of their nuclear weapons.                                      

                 10.  Arrangements by all nuclear-weapon States to place, as soon 
                 as practicable, fissile material designated by each of them as no 
                 longer required for military purposes under IAEA or other relevant 
                 international verification and arrangements for the disposition of 
                 such material for peaceful purposes, to ensure that such material 
                 remains permanently outside of military programmes. 



 

                 11.  Reaffirmation that the ultimate objective of the efforts of States 
                 in the disarmament process is general and complete disarmament 
                 under effective international control. 

                 12.  Regular reports, within the framework of the NPT strengthened 
                 review process, by all States parties on the implementation of 
                 Article VI and paragraph 4 (c) of the 1995 Decision on “Principles 
                 and Objectives for Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmament”, and 
                 recalling the Advisory Opinion of the International Court of Justice of 
                 8 July 1996. 

                 13.  The further development of the verification capabilities that will 
                 be required to provide assurance of compliance with nuclear 
                 disarmament agreements for the achievement and maintenance of a 
                 nuclear-weapon-free world. 

Scenarios for Achieving Zero Nuclear Weapons 

We have presented proposals by commissions and study groups of the 1990s on steps need to 
achieve the global elimination of nuclear weapons.  We now open our web site to military 
professionals, civilian experts, and ordinary citizens to present their scenarios for achieving zero 
nuclear weapons.  These ideas can be sent to proposals@zero-nukes.org.  To facilitate the 
process, please send them as Word attachments or similar format. 

Ideas of Military Professionals 

Ideas of Civilians 

Interim Measures 

[to be developed] 

De-Alerting 

Reductions Approach Zero 

 

 

 



U.S Conference of Catholic Bishops 

The Catholic Church with 60 million members and 19,200 local parishes is the largest religious body in 
the United States.  Bishops appointed by the pope serve as spiritual and administrative leaders of 194 
dioceses.  The bishops join together as the United States Conference of Catholic Bishops (USCCB) to 
jointly exercise certain pastoral functions on behalf of the Christian faithful of the United States. 

The Challenge of Peace: God's Promise and Our Response 
A Pastoral Letter on War and Peace 

[PDF document] 

In November 1980 the National Conference of Bishops (as it was then known) appointed a committee of 
bishops, chaired by Cardinal Joseph Bernardin, to draft a pastoral letter on war and peace.  The bishops 
reviewed two drafts and adopted the third and final draft on May 3,1983.  A substantial part of this 
pastoral letter focuses on nuclear weapons.  The summary is presented below.  The complete pastoral 
letter, The Challenge of Peace, is available from USCCB at 800 235-8722, order number 863-0. 

Summary 

[pp. i-viii to be added] 

[Two side bars, at about one-third and two-thirds through the text.] 

"No use of nuclear weapons which would violate the principle of discrimination or proportionality may 
be intended in a strategy of deterrence." 

"In the words of our Holy Father, we need a 'moral about-face.'  The whole world must summon the 
moral courage and technical means to say no to nuclear conflict; no to weapons of mass destruction; no 
to an arms race which robs the poor and the vulnerable; and no to the moral danger of a nuclear age 
which places before humankind indefensible choices of constant terror or surrender." 

The Harvest of Justice Is Sown in Peace 
A Reflection of the National Conference of Catholic Bishops 

on the Tenth Anniversary of The Challenge of Peace 

[PDF document] 

Ten years after issuing The Challenge of Peace the National Conference of Catholic Bishops reviewed the 
findings of the 1983 pastoral letter.  They offered their reflections in a report entitled The Harvest of 
Justice Is Sown in Peace [http://www.usccb.org/sdwp/harvest.htm], which is available on the USCCB 
web site.   The section dealing with nuclear disarmament is presented below. 

[At appropriate locations, two side bars:] 

  "We must continue to say No to the very idea of nuclear war." 



"The eventual elimination of nuclear weapons is more than a moral ideal; it should be a policy 
goal."  

1.Unfinished Business: Nuclear Disarmament and Proliferation 

Our l983 pastoral letter focused special attention on the morality of nuclear weapons at a time 
of widespread fear of nuclear war. Only ten years later, the threat of global nuclear war may 
seem more remote than at any time in the nuclear age, but we may be facing a different but still 
dangerous period in which the use of nuclear weapons remains a significant threat. We cannot 
address questions of war and peace today, therefore, without acknowledging that the nuclear 
question remains of vital political and moral significance.  

The end of the Cold War has changed the nuclear question in three ways. First, nuclear weapons 
are still an integral component of U.S. security policies, but they are no longer at the center of 
these policies or of international relations. In 1983, a dominant concern was the ethics of 
nuclear weapons. Today, this concern, while still critically important, must be considered in the 
context of a more fundamental question of the ethical foundations of political order: How do we 
achieve Pacem in Terris' vision of a just and stable political order, so that nations will no longer 
rely on nuclear weapons for their security? Second, we have new opportunities to take steps 
toward progressive nuclear disarmament. In l983, the first task was to stop the growth of 
already bloated nuclear arsenals; today, the moral task is to proceed with deep cuts and 
ultimately to abolish these weapons entirely. Third, the threat of global nuclear war has been 
replaced by a threat of global nuclear proliferation. In addition to the declared nuclear powers, a 
number of other countries have or could very quickly deploy nuclear weapons, and still other 
nations, or even terrorist groups, might seek to obtain or develop nuclear weapons. Just as the 
nuclear powers must prevent nuclear war, so also they, with the rest of the international 
community, bear a heavy moral responsibility to stop he spread of nuclear, biological and 
chemical weapons.  

a. The Moral Judgment on Deterrence.  In 1983, we judged that nuclear deterrence may be 
morally acceptable as long as it is limited to deterring nuclear use by others; sufficiency, not 
nuclear superiority, is its goal; and it is used as a step on the way toward progressive 
disarmament.29  

Some believe that this judgment remains valid, since significant progress has been made in 
reducing nuclear weapons, including the most destabilizing ones, while at least some of those 
that remain are still necessary to deter existing nuclear threats. Others point to the end of the 
Soviet threat and the apparent unwillingness of the nuclear powers to accept the need to 
eliminate nuclear weapons as reasons for abandoning our strictly conditioned moral acceptance 
of nuclear deterrence. They also cite the double standard inherent in nonproliferation efforts: 
What is the moral basis for asking other nations to forego nuclear weapons if we continue to 
judge our own deterrent to be morally necessary?  



We believe our judgment of 1983 that nuclear deterrence is morally acceptable only under 
certain strict conditions remains a useful guide for evaluating the continued moral status of 
nuclear weapons in a post-Cold War world. It is useful because it acknowledges the fundamental 
moral dilemmas still posed by nuclear weapons, and it reflects the progress toward fulfilling the 
conditions we elaborated in 1983. At the same time, it highlights the new prospects — and thus 
the added moral urgency — of making even more dramatic progress in arms control and 
disarmament as the only basis for the continued moral legitimacy of deterrence. 

b. A Post-Cold War Agenda For Nuclear Disarmament.  While significant progress has been made 
in recent years, we believe additional steps are needed if nuclear policies and priorities are to 
keep up with the dramatic changes in world politics and if our nation is to move away from 
relying on nuclear deterrence as a basis for its security. Present challenges include the following: 

• The Role of Nuclear Weapons: We must continue to say No to the very idea of nuclear war. 
A minimal nuclear deterrent may be justified only to deter the use of nuclear  weapons. The 
United States should commit itself never to use nuclear weapons first, should unequivocally 
reject proposals to use nuclear weapons to deter any nonnuclear threats, and should 
reinforce the fragile barrier against the use of these weapons. Indeed, we abhor any use of 
nuclear weapons. 
 

• Arms Control and Disarmament: Nuclear deterrence may be justified only as a step on the 
way toward progressive disarmament. The end of the Cold War, according to  the Holy See, 
"challenge[s] the world community to adopt a post-nuclear form of security. That security 
lies in the abolition of nuclear weapons and the strengthening of international law."30  A first 
step toward this goal would be prompt ratification and implementation of the START I and 
START II treaties. Even once these treaties are fully implemented, there will still be more 
than 10,000 nuclear weapons in the world, containing explosive power hundreds of 
thousands times greater than the bombs dropped on Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Therefore, 
much deeper cuts are both possible and necessary. The eventual elimination of nuclear 
weapons is more than a moral ideal; it should be a policy goal.  
 
The negotiation of a verifiable comprehensive test ban treaty would not only demonstrate 
our commitment to this goal, but also would improve our moral credibility in urging 
nonnuclear nations to forego the development of nuclear weapons. We, therefore, support 
a halt to nuclear testing as our nation pursues an effective global test ban and renewal of 
the Non-Proliferation Treaty. Also, steps must be taken to reduce the threat of nuclear 
terrorism. We must reverse  the spread of nuclear technologies and materials. We welcome, 
therefore, U.S. efforts to achieve a global ban on the production of fissionable materials for 
use in nuclear weapons. Finally, one should not underestimate the role of the International 
Atomic Energy Agency as a forum for the discussion of these issues and as a force 
encouraging nations to take the steps necessary in this area. 

 



• Cooperative Security and a Just International Order:  The nuclear powers may justify, and 
then only temporarily, their nuclear deterrents only if they use their power and resources to 
lead in the construction of a more just and stable international order. An essential part of 
this international order must be a collective security framework  that reverses the 
proliferation of nuclear weapons, guarantees the security of nonnuclear states and 
ultimately seeks to make nuclear weapons and war itself obsolete. The United States and 
other nations should also make the investments necessary to help ensure the development 
of stable, democratic governments in nations which have nuclear weapons or might seek to 
obtain them. 
 

An active commitment by the United States to nuclear disarmament and the strengthening of 
collective security is the only moral basis for temporarily retaining our deterrent and our 
insistence that other nations forego these weapons. We advocate disarmament by example: 
careful but clear steps to reduce and end our dependence on weapons of mass destruction.  

In our five-year report on The Challenge of Peace, we said: "To contain the nuclear danger of our 
time is itself an awesome undertaking. To reshape the political fabric of an increasingly 
interdependent world is an even larger and more complicated challenge."31 Now, on this tenth 
anniversary, we must be engaged in the difficult task of envisioning a future rooted in peace, 
with new institutions for resolving differences between nations, new global structures of 
mediation and conflict-resolution and a world order that has moved beyond nuclear weapons 
once and for all. We are committed to join in this struggle, to bring the Gospel message of 
justice and peace to this vital work. 

 

                                                           
29 Th Challenge of Peace, nos. 186-188. 
30 Archbishop Renato Martino, "Address to the United Nations Committee on Nuclear Disarmament," 
Origins 23:21 (November 4, 1993), 382. 
31 United States Catholic Conference, A Report on The Challenge of Peace and Policy Developments 
1983-1988 (Washington, D.C.: USCC Office for Publishing and Promotion Service, 1988), no. 129.  
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The Church of the Brethren 
Church of the Brethren 
 
[logo from web site] The Church of the Brethren [www.brethren.org] has 140,000 members and 
1,100 congregations in the United States. It is governed by Annual Conference, with every 
congregation sending delegates yearly. General Board is the program and administrative 
agency of the Church of the Brethren. As a peace church the Church of the Brethren through 
Annual Conference and General Board has addressed the abhorance of nuclear weapons 
dozens of times. Though written nearly 20 years ago, the sentiment is perhaps captured best in 
the following resolution.  

Church of the Brethren General Board Resolution October 1984  

In this time of terrible Belligerence 
Never in the span of human existence have we known such ultimate threat 
to life itself. Under the banner of national security, our nation fuels 
a nuclear arms race; but it has not made us more secure. We seek to 
intimidate enemies with the threat of nuclear weapons, calling it 
deterrence; but it has not deterred other nations in their weapons 
buildups. It has only heightened the mutual threat. 
 
In growing devotion to military preparation, our national spending 
priorities have changes. More of our wealth is being moved into war 
making. The planned outlay of just under $300 billion for national 
defense in 1985 is an increase of 70% within four years. At the same 
time, there are for 1985 planned cuts in spending for programs to assist 
low-income people. We are not investing our resources wisely. The 
spending is not consistent with Christian stewardship. 
 
Our nation has contributed to a world situation in which few serious 
negotiations are taking place to reduce the danger of nuclear 
annihilation. We assume that all liberation movements are "communist" 
inspired and controlled. We reduce international relationships to a 
conflict between "the free world" and "an evil empire." We replace 
diplomacy with military confrontation as a means to world stability. We 
place missiles in Europe. We refuse to renounce first strike use of 
nuclear weapons. Intervention by the United States in regional disputed 
in areas like the Middle East and Central America has increased the 
level of violence and contributed to conflict rather than resolving it. 
 
In this time of terrible belligerence, 
 



                                                                                                                                                                                           
As a people of God, as members of the body of Christ, as members of 
the Church of the Brethren, we feel impelled to declare our concern 
about present national direction.  

Our nation is not alone in creating conditions of enmity, in engaging 
in terrorist activity, and in threatening human survival. Our task is 
not to make a dispassionate, "even-handed" assessment of national blame 
among the nations of the world. Rather, we must assess the action of our 
own nation. We must acknowledge and confess our own responsibility for 
that action. And we must determine the steps we will take as a people 
convinced that "all war is sin." Ours is a sobering assignment. We come 
to this time with and awareness that in the eyes of most of the world 
and in the judgment of most of the Body of Christ, our nation is the 
most threateningly belligerent on earth. We call for initiatives by our 
government toward true security for all and away from belligerence. 
 

In this time of terrible belligerence, 

We believe events have already demonstrated the negative results of 
basing Pershing II ballistic missiles and ground-launched Cruise 
missiles in Western Europe. The announced intention to deploy the 
weapons unless new arms agreement s were reached between the United 
States and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics has not resulted in 
agreement. Rather those negotiations are terminated and the Soviets have 
deployed submarines armed with nuclear weapons near our coastlines. Our 
relationships with the nations of Western Europe are strained because of 
opposition by so many people to the presence of the missiles. We call 
for an end to the deployment of the missiles and the elimination of 
their presence in Western Europe. 
 
In this time of terrible belligerence, 
 
The MX missile is a dangerous and expensive weapon. IT is a 
first-strike weapon with great accuracy and a "hard target kill 
capacity" far exceeding land based missiles now possessed by either the 
USA or the USSR. It is a weapon that invites a pre-emptive strike and an 
early launch as a response. 
 
The future threat to human life is a great cost. But a greater cost 
is the present one of human suffering in poverty that the same resources 
could be used to alleviate. TO produce the first twenty-one missiles, 
$2.5 billion has been budgeted for the 1984 fiscal year. To build the 
proposed 100 MX Missiles would cost an estimated $25-$30 billion. In 



                                                                                                                                                                                           
spite of those costs, reports came of the government's intention to 
build 200 MX missiles. The cost in weaponry is increased by inflated and 
accelerated charges. What is already committed represents locked-in 
long-term costs for the future. 
 
The MX missile is promoted as a "bargaining chip" in arms control 
negotiations. Such is obviously not the case. Even such justification 
for the MX missile is a dangerous gamble in a game of violence. We call 
for an end to the development and production of the MX missile. 
 
In this time of terrible belligerence, 
 
The Trident II submarine-based missile is an even greater threat than 
the MX. This counterforce weapon is designed to destroy enemy missile 
silos. It is seen as a threat to the entire Soviet nuclear deterrence 
force. While the MX would require one-half hour to reach the Soviet 
Union, the Trident II can be launched near their shores. The projected 
development of 20 submarines, each with 24 missiles, is estimated to 
cost more than $40 billion. We call for a cancellation of the 
development of this first strike nuclear weapon. 
 
In this time of terrible belligerence 
 
Millions of dollars are being spent to design and create space 
weaponry. Even as the nation engages in a limited debate about the 
desirability of such arms, scientists are openly skeptical about the 
possibility of developing the proposed defensive nuclear shield in 
space. Whether possible or not we abhor even the idea if militarizing 
outer space. We believe and international agreement should be sought to 
keep outer space weapon-free and that funds should not even be used for 
"star wars" research. 
 
In this time of terrible belligerence, 
 
Continuing efforts are made to produce new chemical weapons after a 
fifteen-year moratorium on such production. Hundreds of millions of 
dollars are spent annually on chemical warfare. These chemical weapons, 
most threatening to unarmed civilians, are rejected for deployment by 
European allies. They should also be rejected by this nation. We call 
for an end to research and weaponry for chemical warfare. 
 
In this time of terrible belligerence, 
 



                                                                                                                                                                                           
We know God's love. Even in our sin of participation in belligerence, 
God's grace is available to us. Even in the midst of alienation and 
conflict, we experience forgiveness within the Body of Christ. Even in 
the midst of death and threats of death, there is resurrection. We are, 
therefore, encouraged to respond, not only in fear, but also in genuine 
hope. 
 
In this time of terrible belligerence, 
 
We must pray to the God of all creation. 
 
We pray for the people of El Salvador. May they know an end to the 
violence of their own government with its death squads, the military, 
and the guerillas. May they know an end to the United States supplying 
the arms used by both the military and the guerilla forces. May they 
experience a peaceful and just national reconciliation. 
 
We pray for the people of Honduras. May they know an end to the 
militarization of their country by the United States. May they know an 
end to the militarization of their country by the United States. May 
they know an end to perpetual military exercises and the building of 
permanent military bases. 
 
We pray for the people of Nicaragua. May they know an end to the 
ravages of war by mercenaries funded and directed by the Central 
Intelligence Agency, and by private interests in the United States. May 
they experience a new unity within the body of Christ. 
 
We pray for all the people of Central America. May they have the 
opportunity to determine their own destiny without outside intervention, 
May the nations of the world prove neighbor to them by assisting in 
economic development without exercising political control. May the siege 
of poverty be lifted. May there be a new devotion to human rights. Let 
the refugees who are victims of these times be welcome and secure in 
their own homes. 
 
We pray for the people of the Middle East. May they know an end to 
the violence of nation against nations, sect against sect. May they live 
securely within national borders and within their own homes. May the 
rights of minorities such as Palestinians and Kurds and Baha's be 
respected. May the resources of the area contribute to the well-being of 
the citizens and the welfare of the world through just world markets. 
May people of faith -Baha'i, Islamic, Jewish, and Christian-live in 



                                                                                                                                                                                           
mutual respect and support. 
 
We pray for the people of the Soviet Union that they and we shall not 
be implacable foes locked into devastating enmity. May they know with us 
a mutual search for freedom form the tyranny of war. 
 
We pray for the people of Afghanistan. May they be free of occupation 
by a foreign power. 
 
We pray for the people of the Philippines, Poland, South Africa, and 
South Korea. May they know and end to the repressive measures by their 
governments. May they have a new birth of freedom and justice. 
 

We pray for the people of the United States if America. May we become 
aware of the dangers of the time and the elements that offer hope. May 
we identify our own salvation with the saving of other peoples. May we 
belligerency to peacemaking, 
 
In this time of terrible belligerence, 
 
We must pray and we must act. 
 
We the General Board, meeting in October, 1984 urge the Brethren 
 

--to assist our government in making a change in national priorities 
to favor life instead of death; 
-- to declare their own properties as nuclear-free zones as a signal of 
their rejection of nuclear warfare; 
-- to oppose military aid to other nations, now especially for 
countries in Central America; 
-- to support economic development assistance that is multilateral 
especially that which can be offered through the church; 
 
-- to oppose intervention and covert activities against other nations 
by our intelligence agencies; 
-- to seek political efforts those officeholders and those policies 
that will embody the yearnings of what we have declared and what we have 
prayed. 
 
Finally, in this time of terrible belligerence, 
 
-- We know that "we cannot retreat from the world" but must move "from 



                                                                                                                                                                                           
where we are to where God's power and purpose have begun to define new 
possibilities and new necessities." (from a Statement of the Church of 
the Brethren of Justice and Nonviolence, 1977). May God help us and 
strengthen us in these steps. 
 
The biblical base and the policy foundations for this statement came 
from the following Annual Conference actions: 
 
"Obedience to God and Civil Disobedience" 1969 
 
"Statement on War" revised 1970 
 
"The Church's Responsibility for Justice and Nonviolence" 1977 
 
One additional resource for study is "The Biblical Basis of a Peace 
Witness," a four page listing of scriptures dealing with peacemaking.  
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Marie,

I want to share with you some comments from Vince Isner.

I don't know what he means by a database driven model.  Is that what you are
providing?  I know we will be changing material and constantly adding.

As to the front page, I'm the one who put in the words (though fewer that I
started with).  I'm a writer and work with words.  The site itself will be
wordy by its nature.  I'm willing to consider other ideas for the front
page, but I believe it works all right the way it is.

Any comments?

Howard

-----Original Message-----
From: Vince Isner <VIsner@UMC-GBCS.ORG>
To: 'Howard W. Hallman' <mupj@igc.org>
Date: Wednesday, May 08, 2002 1:19 PM
Subject: RE: Web site sampler

>Hi Howard:
>
>I like the site!!  I'm so glad you're working with TwoTonedEyes!  The one
>sugestion I would have is to be sure she creates the site to be flexible
and
>easy to update.  If you're planning to change material often, you'll want
>her to look at a database driven model so that you can change text easily.
>Having said that, I know that the GBCS site is the WORST offender!  That
is,
>we're in the process of moving to a database-driven site.  As for my
>personal site... forget it!  I haven't changed anything for weeks, and that
>is the death rattle for websites, as you know.
>
>I'm pleased to see that GBCS is being linked on the front page - we'll be
>sure to add a link to your site as well as soon as Marie completes the
site.
>



file:///Z|/STAFF/Tiago/MJP/MU%20Email/MU%20Email%20PDF/20501-11%20to%2020510-01/20508.05.txt[5/25/2017 1:21:56 PM]

>The only suggestion I would have is to encourage fewer words, and more
>visual interest on the front page - that is, pictures that depict the
>subject, etc. - and she might try some simple javascript or flash to add
>some low-key animation to the site (rollovers that bring up small pics,
>etc.)
>
>Aside from that, I think it's looking GREAT!  Thanks for the update.
>
>On the subject of our information to your site, you should have our stuff,
>right?  (In fact, most of the material from our web is YOUR work!  We will
>be updating it, however) - Perhaps the most significant change to our site
>is the addition of "U-MPower, an action site we've recently launched
through
>CapWiz.
>
>The URL WILL be:  www.umc-gbcs.org/umpower  - however, right now it is
>located at:
>
>www.capwiz.com/gbcs
>
>You can click there and poke around for several issues upon which we're
>working.  The Nuclear issue will be there as we get the site up to full
>steam.
>
>Many thanks!
>
>
>Vince Isner
>GBCS
>
>
>--
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 Hi,
I will train you how to update the content on the web.  It will be easy after all the pages are finished and all you have 
to do is change the content.
As far as the content, I have to agree with Vince.  Writing for the Web is very different than writing for print.  I 
recommend that you visit this site and get some pointers on web content format:
http://www.iss.stthomas.edu/studyguides/writing_content.htm
Marie
  "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> wrote: Marie,

I want to share with you some comments from Vince Isner.

I don't know what he means by a database driven model. Is that what you are
providing? I know we will be changing material and constantly adding.

As to the front page, I'm the one who put in the words (though fewer that I
started with). I'm a writer and work with words. The site itself will be
wordy by its nature. I'm willing to consider other ideas for the front
page, but I believe it works all right the way it is.

Any comments?

Howard

-----Original Message-----
From: Vince Isner 
To: 'Howard W. Hallman' 
Date: Wednesday, May 08, 2002 1:19 PM
Subject: RE: Web site sampler

>Hi Howard:
>
>I like the site!! I'm so glad you're working with TwoTonedEyes! The one
>sugestion I would have is to be sure she creates the site to be flexible
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and
>easy to update. If you're planning to change material often, you'll want
>her to look at a database driven model so that you can change text easily.
>Having said that, I know that the GBCS site is the WORST offender! That
is,
>we're in the process of moving to a database-driven site. As for my
>personal site... forget it! I haven't changed anything for weeks, and that
>is the death rattle for websites, as you know.
>
>I'm pleased to see that GBCS is being linked on the front page - we'll be
>sure to add a link to your site as well as soon as Marie completes the
site.
>
>The only suggestion I would have is to encourage fewer words, and more
>visual interest on the front page - that is, pictures that depict the
>subject, etc. - and she might try some simple javascript or flash to add
>some low-key animation to the site (rollovers that bring up small pics,
>etc.)
>
>Aside from that, I think it's looking GREAT! Thanks for the update.
>
>On the subject of our information to your site, you should have our stuff,
>right? (In fact, most of the material from our web is YOUR work! We will
>be updating it, however) - Perhaps the most significant change to our site
>is the addition of "U-MPower, an action site we've recently launched
through
>CapWiz.
>
>The URL WILL be: www.umc-gbcs.org/umpower - however, right now it is
>located at:
>
>www.capwiz.com/gbcs
>
>You can click there and poke around for several issues upon which we're
>working. The Nuclear issue will be there as we get the site up to full
>steam.
>
>Many thanks!
>
>
>Vince Isner
>GBCS
>
>
>--

---------------------------------
Do You Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Shopping - Mother's Day is May 12th!
--0-1873213594-1020904443=:10571
Content-Type: text/html; charset=us-ascii
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<P> Hi,
<P>I will train you how to update the content on the web.&nbsp; It will be easy after all the pages are finished and all 
you have to do is change the content.
<P>As far as the content, I have to agree with Vince.&nbsp; Writing for the Web is very different than writing for 
print.&nbsp; I recommend that you visit this site and get some pointers on web content format:
<P><A 
href="http://www.iss.stthomas.edu/studyguides/writing_content.htm">http://www.iss.stthomas.edu/studyguides/writing
_content.htm</A>
<P>Marie
<P>&nbsp; <B><I>"Howard W. Hallman" &lt;mupj@igc.org&gt;</I></B> wrote: 
<BLOCKQUOTE style="BORDER-LEFT: #1010ff 2px solid; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; PADDING-LEFT: 
5px">Marie,<BR><BR>I want to share with you some comments from Vince Isner.<BR><BR>I don't know what he 
means by a database driven model. Is that what you are<BR>providing? I know we will be changing material and 
constantly adding.<BR><BR>As to the front page, I'm the one who put in the words (though fewer that I<BR>started 
with). I'm a writer and work with words. The site itself will be<BR>wordy by its nature. I'm willing to consider other 
ideas for the front<BR>page, but I believe it works all right the way it is.<BR><BR>Any comments?
<BR><BR>Howard<BR><BR>-----Original Message-----<BR>From: Vince Isner <VISNER@UMC-
GBCS.ORG><BR>To: 'Howard W. Hallman' <MUPJ@IGC.ORG><BR>Date: Wednesday, May 08, 2002 1:19 
PM<BR>Subject: RE: Web site sampler<BR><BR><BR>&gt;Hi Howard:<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;I like the site!! I'm so 
glad you're working with TwoTonedEyes! The one<BR>&gt;sugestion I would have is to be sure she creates the site 
to be flexible<BR>and<BR>&gt;easy to update. If you're planning to change material often, you'll want<BR>&gt;her 
to look at a database driven model so that you can change text easily.<BR>&gt;Having said that, I know that the 
GBCS site is the WORST offender! That<BR>is,<BR>&gt;we're in the process of moving to a database-driven site. 
As for my<BR>&gt;personal site... forget it! I haven't changed anything for weeks, and that<BR>&gt;is the death 
rattle for websites, as you know.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;I'm pleased to see that GBCS is being linked on the front page - 
we'll be<BR>&gt;sure to add a link to your site as well as soon as Marie completes 
the<BR>site.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;The only suggestion I would have is to encourage fewer words, and 
more<BR>&gt;visual interest on the front page - that is, pictures that depict the<BR>&gt;subject, etc. - and she might 
try some simple javascript or flash to add<BR>&gt;some low-key animation to the site (rollovers that bring up small 
pics,<BR>&gt;etc.)<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;Aside from that, I think it's looking GREAT! Thanks for the 
update.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;On the subject of our information to your site, you should have our stuff,<BR>&gt;right? 
(In fact, most of the material from our web is YOUR work! We will<BR>&gt;be updating it, however) - Perhaps the 
most significant change to our site<BR>&gt;is the addition of "U-MPower, an action site we've recently 
launched<BR>through<BR>&gt;CapWiz.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;The URL WILL be: www.umc-gbcs.org/umpower - 
however, right now it is<BR>&gt;located at:<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;www.capwiz.com/gbcs<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;You can 
click there and poke around for several issues upon which we're<BR>&gt;working. The Nuclear issue will be there as 
we get the site up to full<BR>&gt;steam.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;Many thanks!<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;Vince 
Isner<BR>&gt;GBCS<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;--<BR></BLOCKQUOTE><p><br><hr size=1><b>Do You 
Yahoo!?</b><br>
<a href="http://rd.yahoo.com/welcome/*http://shopping.yahoo.com">Yahoo! Shopping</a> - Mother's Day is May 
12th!
--0-1873213594-1020904443=:10571--
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        for <mupj@igc.org>; Wed, 8 May 2002 20:35:06 -0400 (EDT)
Message-ID: <20020509003505.82490.qmail@web13905.mail.yahoo.com>
Received: from [63.208.164.58] by web13905.mail.yahoo.com via HTTP; Wed, 08 May 2002 17:35:05 PDT
Date: Wed, 8 May 2002 17:35:05 -0700 (PDT)
From: Marie Kayser <marie_kayser@yahoo.com>
Subject: Re: Comments from Vince Isner
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
In-Reply-To: <001601c1f6d2$98095cc0$5a56f7a5@default>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="0-249601751-1020904505=:82004"

--0-249601751-1020904505=:82004
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

 Here is another site from MIT:
http://macfadden.mit.edu:9500/webgroup/writing/
  "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> wrote: Marie,

I want to share with you some comments from Vince Isner.

I don't know what he means by a database driven model. Is that what you are
providing? I know we will be changing material and constantly adding.

As to the front page, I'm the one who put in the words (though fewer that I
started with). I'm a writer and work with words. The site itself will be
wordy by its nature. I'm willing to consider other ideas for the front
page, but I believe it works all right the way it is.

Any comments?

Howard

-----Original Message-----
From: Vince Isner 
To: 'Howard W. Hallman' 
Date: Wednesday, May 08, 2002 1:19 PM
Subject: RE: Web site sampler

>Hi Howard:
>
>I like the site!! I'm so glad you're working with TwoTonedEyes! The one
>sugestion I would have is to be sure she creates the site to be flexible
and
>easy to update. If you're planning to change material often, you'll want
>her to look at a database driven model so that you can change text easily.
>Having said that, I know that the GBCS site is the WORST offender! That
is,
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>we're in the process of moving to a database-driven site. As for my
>personal site... forget it! I haven't changed anything for weeks, and that
>is the death rattle for websites, as you know.
>
>I'm pleased to see that GBCS is being linked on the front page - we'll be
>sure to add a link to your site as well as soon as Marie completes the
site.
>
>The only suggestion I would have is to encourage fewer words, and more
>visual interest on the front page - that is, pictures that depict the
>subject, etc. - and she might try some simple javascript or flash to add
>some low-key animation to the site (rollovers that bring up small pics,
>etc.)
>
>Aside from that, I think it's looking GREAT! Thanks for the update.
>
>On the subject of our information to your site, you should have our stuff,
>right? (In fact, most of the material from our web is YOUR work! We will
>be updating it, however) - Perhaps the most significant change to our site
>is the addition of "U-MPower, an action site we've recently launched
through
>CapWiz.
>
>The URL WILL be: www.umc-gbcs.org/umpower - however, right now it is
>located at:
>
>www.capwiz.com/gbcs
>
>You can click there and poke around for several issues upon which we're
>working. The Nuclear issue will be there as we get the site up to full
>steam.
>
>Many thanks!
>
>
>Vince Isner
>GBCS
>
>
>--

---------------------------------
Do You Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Shopping - Mother's Day is May 12th!
--0-249601751-1020904505=:82004
Content-Type: text/html; charset=us-ascii

<P> Here is another site from MIT:
<P><A 
href="http://macfadden.mit.edu:9500/webgroup/writing/">http://macfadden.mit.edu:9500/webgroup/writing/</A>
<P>&nbsp; <B><I>"Howard W. Hallman" &lt;mupj@igc.org&gt;</I></B> wrote: 
<BLOCKQUOTE style="BORDER-LEFT: #1010ff 2px solid; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; PADDING-LEFT: 
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5px">Marie,<BR><BR>I want to share with you some comments from Vince Isner.<BR><BR>I don't know what he 
means by a database driven model. Is that what you are<BR>providing? I know we will be changing material and 
constantly adding.<BR><BR>As to the front page, I'm the one who put in the words (though fewer that I<BR>started 
with). I'm a writer and work with words. The site itself will be<BR>wordy by its nature. I'm willing to consider other 
ideas for the front<BR>page, but I believe it works all right the way it is.<BR><BR>Any comments?
<BR><BR>Howard<BR><BR>-----Original Message-----<BR>From: Vince Isner <VISNER@UMC-
GBCS.ORG><BR>To: 'Howard W. Hallman' <MUPJ@IGC.ORG><BR>Date: Wednesday, May 08, 2002 1:19 
PM<BR>Subject: RE: Web site sampler<BR><BR><BR>&gt;Hi Howard:<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;I like the site!! I'm so 
glad you're working with TwoTonedEyes! The one<BR>&gt;sugestion I would have is to be sure she creates the site 
to be flexible<BR>and<BR>&gt;easy to update. If you're planning to change material often, you'll want<BR>&gt;her 
to look at a database driven model so that you can change text easily.<BR>&gt;Having said that, I know that the 
GBCS site is the WORST offender! That<BR>is,<BR>&gt;we're in the process of moving to a database-driven site. 
As for my<BR>&gt;personal site... forget it! I haven't changed anything for weeks, and that<BR>&gt;is the death 
rattle for websites, as you know.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;I'm pleased to see that GBCS is being linked on the front page - 
we'll be<BR>&gt;sure to add a link to your site as well as soon as Marie completes 
the<BR>site.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;The only suggestion I would have is to encourage fewer words, and 
more<BR>&gt;visual interest on the front page - that is, pictures that depict the<BR>&gt;subject, etc. - and she might 
try some simple javascript or flash to add<BR>&gt;some low-key animation to the site (rollovers that bring up small 
pics,<BR>&gt;etc.)<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;Aside from that, I think it's looking GREAT! Thanks for the 
update.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;On the subject of our information to your site, you should have our stuff,<BR>&gt;right? 
(In fact, most of the material from our web is YOUR work! We will<BR>&gt;be updating it, however) - Perhaps the 
most significant change to our site<BR>&gt;is the addition of "U-MPower, an action site we've recently 
launched<BR>through<BR>&gt;CapWiz.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;The URL WILL be: www.umc-gbcs.org/umpower - 
however, right now it is<BR>&gt;located at:<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;www.capwiz.com/gbcs<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;You can 
click there and poke around for several issues upon which we're<BR>&gt;working. The Nuclear issue will be there as 
we get the site up to full<BR>&gt;steam.<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;Many thanks!<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;Vince 
Isner<BR>&gt;GBCS<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;<BR>&gt;--<BR></BLOCKQUOTE><p><br><hr size=1><b>Do You 
Yahoo!?</b><br>
<a href="http://rd.yahoo.com/welcome/*http://shopping.yahoo.com">Yahoo! Shopping</a> - Mother's Day is May 
12th!
--0-249601751-1020904505=:82004--
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Status:  U
Return-Path: <marie_kayser@yahoo.com>
Received: from web13901.mail.yahoo.com ([216.136.175.27])
        by pickering.mail.mindspring.net (Earthlink Mail Service) with SMTP id 175DzH1uP3Nl3p20
        for <mupj@igc.org>; Wed, 8 May 2002 22:22:33 -0400 (EDT)
Message-ID: <20020509022233.85995.qmail@web13901.mail.yahoo.com>
Received: from [63.208.164.58] by web13901.mail.yahoo.com via HTTP; Wed, 08 May 2002 19:22:33 PDT
Date: Wed, 8 May 2002 19:22:33 -0700 (PDT)
From: Marie Kayser <marie_kayser@yahoo.com>
Subject: Re: Draft page for Religious Statements
To: "Carlee L.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
In-Reply-To: <000401c1f54f$37826b00$5962f7a5@default>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="0-286567907-1020910953=:83615"

--0-286567907-1020910953=:83615
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

 see comments below
  "Carlee L. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> wrote: 
Marie,

I'm glad to see the working draft page for Religious Statements. It's looking good. We're making progress. 

Here is a detail critique and suggestions for corrections. After these are made and I give you a little more material, we 
are close to being ready to put this page on the web site.

1. Masthead. As I said previously, I would like the orange and brown bands for the navigation buttons carried clear to 
the right margin. For spacing, you may want to return "Your Feedback" to the top row, as you previously had it.  Done

2. When you receive my "Nuclear Weapons A Moral Issue" graphic, you can work on the web page graphic, especially 
the dove. Okay

3. I like the idea of buttons to connect with the various statements. However, you should use a different design because 
some might interpret it as a Christian cross, but we're interfaith. I suggest adding them to the four sub-topics under 
Catholic Church. These are long statements, so users should be able to connect with them directly.  Done but I am not 
going to use the cross button because it is too large compared to the bullets.

4. For the World Council of Churches, delete the graphic you picked up from their web site. Replace it with the one I 
sent you. I might be imbedded into the first paragraph, or place separately. This is something we need to decide on and 
make consistent. You don't need World Council of Churches twice in the paragraph.  Please check to make sure we can 
use all the logo's on this page.  We need to be consistent.  If one organization prefers not to put their logo, we should 
delete all logo's.  In my opinion, we should not include the logo's because they make the page look too busy - viewers 
can always look at the logo's once they visit the site by clicking on the links.

5. Now I see how you reference PDF. That's useful.  

6. The way you block indent the WCC statement is a pattern to follow for latter statements.  Okay

7. Re Statement to 1998 NPT Preparatory Committee. You may want to underline "Act Now for Nuclear Abolition" to 
link it for the full statement that comes later.  It will only be underlined once I add the link.  Let me know once you 
have the link address.
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8. I haven't been able to get a picture of Dr. Raiser so far. You can delete that reference, but we may want to add a 
photo later if we get one.Okay

9. Likewise I don't have the photos for Act Now for Nuclear Abolition. You can delete the reference in brackets. We 
can add a photo later if we get it.Okay

10. Good job getting the signers into two columns.

11. Re "A Spiritual, Ethical...." Again you can cut out the bracket reference to a photo. I'm trying to get one to add 
later.  Okay

12. This statement should be block indented.  Done

13. The date for the Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative is 2000, not 2002.Done

14. I will check with them if we can use their logo. (I know, I suggested it.) I'll be doing the same with others, for this 
can be a sensitive issue. As a design matter, I wonder whether we want to place logos separate as you have done, or as 
a paragraph insert. What do you think?  Same comment as in No. 4

15. I gave you the photo for insertion here. 

16. For the three for which we don't have statements -- National Council of Churches, Canadian Council of Churches, 
Conference of European Churches, are these their logos which you picked up? If so, thanks for the initiative. But if 
they are merely made up as markers, you can drop them and simply have the words "to be added".  I took the logo's 
from their site.

17. DENOMINATIONS. This heading and subsequent headings should be in bold as you have done above. Likewise 
the introductory paragraphs should be in italic. I assume that you just haven't got around to this yet.  I haven't 
formatted the rest of the text but will do so.  It will help me a great deal if you send me the text already formatted just 
the way you want it "bold headings, etc."  HTML does not automatically format text - I have to do formatting line by 
line because I am simply cutting and pasting the text you send to me.

Keep checking the site to see new stuff :)

Marie

18. For your next version, please include the picture of St. Peter's and Pope John Paul II as a sidebar.

19. "There Has Been Regression": bold heading, block indent, remove photo reference, work in sidebar.

20. "Nuclear Weapons Cannot Be Justified...": bold heading, block indent, remove photo reference, work in sidebar.

21. U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops. Bold heading. After conferring with USCCB staff, I need to re-write the 
introductory paragraph, which I will send you. We can't use their logo.

22. "The Challenge of Peace". Bold heading. The Summary isn't available in digital form, so I'm going to have to type 
it and supply it to you. You can leave [to be added].

23. "The Harvest of Justice". USCCB staff wants me to add footnotes and put a permission paragraph at the end. I'll 
supply you with revised text.

24. Pax Christi International: heading in bold, underline name in paragraph for linkage. I've asked for a URL for "New 
Challenges....". I'll give you numbers for blanks in paragraph.
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25. Pax Christi USA: heading in bold, underline name in paragraph for linkage. I'm waiting for a URL reference for 
"The Morality of Nuclear Deterrence". Block indent excerpt.

26. Islam: same matters of bold heading, italic, and block indent.

27. Jewish: ditto.

28. I've asked other denominations for material. The only one I want for certain before we go on line is United 
Methodist. I can write that if necessary.

I look forward to seeing the next draft.

Howard
-----Original Message-----
From: Marie Kayser <marie_kayser@yahoo.com>
To: Howard W. Hallman <mupj@igc.org>
Date: Saturday, May 04, 2002 9:55 AM
Subject: Re: Graphic for Religious Statements

Hi, 
You can view the working draft of the Religious Statements page on
http://www.zero-nukes.org/draft/religiousstatements.html 
For now I created a draft illustration for the Religious Statement.  I will change it as soon as I get the mail. 
Thanks,
Marie 
  "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> wrote: Marie, Forget about the pruning hook and plowshare for the 
Religious Statements page.  What I want is something I used at a news conference in 2000: a box with the words 
"Nuclear Weapons  A Moral Issue" with a flying dove in the background. I am mailing you the smaller of two 
versions we used in 2000.  It is 12"x18".  You can decide whether to scan it or make one of your own.  It can replace 
the trees on  the Religious Statements page. Howard 

---------------------------------
Do You Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Health - your guide to health and wellness

---------------------------------
Do You Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Shopping - Mother's Day is May 12th!
--0-286567907-1020910953=:83615
Content-Type: text/html; charset=us-ascii

<P> see comments below
<P>&nbsp; <B><I>"Carlee L. Hallman" &lt;mupj@igc.org&gt;</I></B> wrote: 
<BLOCKQUOTE style="BORDER-LEFT: #1010ff 2px solid; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; PADDING-LEFT: 
5px"><!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD W3 HTML//EN">
<META content='"MSHTML 4.72.3110.7"' name=GENERATOR>
<DIV>
<P>Marie,</P>
<P>I'm glad to see the working draft page for Religious Statements. It's looking good. We're making progress. </P>
<P>Here is a detail critique and suggestions for corrections. After these are made and I give you a little more material, 
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we are close to being ready to put this page on the web site.</P>
<P>1. Masthead. As I said previously, I would like the orange and brown bands for the navigation buttons carried clear 
to the right margin. For spacing, you may want to return "Your Feedback" to the top row, as you previously had 
it.&nbsp; <FONT color=blue><STRONG>Done</STRONG></FONT></P>
<P>2. When you receive my "Nuclear Weapons A Moral Issue" graphic, you can work on the web page graphic, 
especially the dove. <FONT color=blue><STRONG>Okay</STRONG></FONT></P>
<P>3. I like the idea of buttons to connect with the various statements. However, you should use a different design 
because some might interpret it as a Christian cross, but we're interfaith. I suggest adding them to the four sub-topics 
under Catholic Church. These are long statements, so users should be able to connect with them directly.&nbsp; 
<FONT color=blue><STRONG>Done but I am not going to use the cross button because it is too large compared to 
the bullets.</STRONG></FONT></P>
<P>4. For the World Council of Churches, delete the graphic you picked up from their web site. Replace it with the 
one I sent you. I might be imbedded into the first paragraph, or place separately. This is something we need to decide 
on and make consistent. You don't need World Council of Churches twice in the paragraph<FONT 
color=blue><STRONG>.&nbsp; Please check to make sure we can use all the logo's on this page.&nbsp; We need to 
be consistent.&nbsp; If one organization prefers not to put their logo, we should delete all logo's.&nbsp; In my 
opinion, we should not include the logo's because they make the page look too busy - viewers can always look at the 
logo's once they visit the site by clicking on the links.</STRONG></FONT></P>
<P>5. Now I see how you reference PDF. That's useful.&nbsp; </P>
<P>6. The way you block indent the WCC statement is a pattern to follow for latter statements.&nbsp; <FONT 
color=blue><STRONG>Okay</STRONG></FONT></P>
<P>7. Re Statement to 1998 NPT Preparatory Committee. You may want to underline "Act Now for Nuclear 
Abolition" to link it for the full statement that comes later.&nbsp; <FONT color=blue><STRONG>It will only be 
underlined once I add the link.&nbsp; Let me know once you have the link address.</STRONG></FONT></P>
<P>8. I haven't been able to get a picture of Dr. Raiser so far. You can delete that reference, but we may want to add a 
photo later if we get one.<FONT color=blue><STRONG>Okay</STRONG></FONT></P>
<P>9. Likewise I don't have the photos for Act Now for Nuclear Abolition. You can delete the reference in brackets. 
We can add a photo later if we get it.<FONT color=blue><STRONG>Okay</STRONG></FONT></P>
<P>10. Good job getting the signers into two columns.</P>
<P>11. Re "A Spiritual, Ethical...." Again you can cut out the bracket reference to a photo. I'm trying to get one to add 
later.&nbsp; <FONT color=blue><STRONG>Okay</STRONG></FONT></P>
<P>12. This statement should be block indented.&nbsp; <FONT 
color=#0000ff><STRONG>Done</STRONG></FONT></P>
<P>13. The date for the Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative is 2000, not 2002.<FONT 
color=#0000ff><STRONG>Done</STRONG></FONT></P>
<P>14. I will check with them if we can use their logo. (I know, I suggested it.) I'll be doing the same with others, for 
this can be a sensitive issue. As a design matter, I wonder whether we want to place logos separate as you have done, 
or as a paragraph insert. What do you think?&nbsp; <FONT color=blue><STRONG>Same comment as in No. 
4</STRONG></FONT></P>
<P>15. I gave you the photo for insertion here. </P>
<P>16. For the three for which we don't have statements -- National Council of Churches, Canadian Council of 
Churches, Conference of European Churches, are these their logos which you picked up? If so, thanks for the initiative. 
But if they are merely made up as markers, you can drop them and simply have the words "to be added".&nbsp; 
<FONT color=blue><STRONG>I took the logo's from their site.</STRONG></FONT></P>
<P>17. DENOMINATIONS. This heading and subsequent headings should be in bold as you have done above. 
Likewise the introductory paragraphs should be in italic. I assume that you just haven't got around to this yet<FONT 
color=blue><STRONG>.&nbsp; I haven't formatted the rest of the text but will do so.&nbsp; It will help me a great 
deal if you send me the text already formatted just the way you want it "bold headings, etc."&nbsp; HTML does not 
automatically format text - I have to do formatting line by line because I am simply cutting and pasting the text you 
send to me.</STRONG></FONT></P>
<P><FONT color=#0000ff><STRONG>Keep checking the site to see new stuff 
:)<BR><BR>Marie</STRONG></FONT></P>
<P>18. For your next version, please include the picture of St. Peter's and Pope John Paul II as a sidebar.</P>
<P>19. "There Has Been Regression": bold heading, block indent, remove photo reference, work in sidebar.</P>
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<P>20. "Nuclear Weapons Cannot Be Justified...": bold heading, block indent, remove photo reference, work in 
sidebar.</P>
<P>21. U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops. Bold heading. After conferring with USCCB staff, I need to re-write the 
introductory paragraph, which I will send you. We can't use their logo.</P>
<P>22. "The Challenge of Peace". Bold heading. The Summary isn't available in digital form, so I'm going to have to 
type it and supply it to you. You can leave [to be added].</P>
<P>23. "The Harvest of Justice". USCCB staff wants me to add footnotes and put a permission paragraph at the end. 
I'll supply you with revised text.</P>
<P>24. Pax Christi International: heading in bold, underline name in paragraph for linkage. I've asked for a URL for 
"New Challenges....". I'll give you numbers for blanks in paragraph.</P>
<P>25. Pax Christi USA: heading in bold, underline name in paragraph for linkage. I'm waiting for a URL reference 
for "The Morality of Nuclear Deterrence". Block indent excerpt.</P>
<P>26. Islam: same matters of bold heading, italic, and block indent.</P>
<P>27. Jewish: ditto.</P>
<P>28. I've asked other denominations for material. The only one I want for certain before we go on line is United 
Methodist. I can write that if necessary.</P>
<P>I look forward to seeing the next draft.</P>
<P>Howard</P></DIV>
<BLOCKQUOTE style="BORDER-LEFT: #000000 2px solid; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; PADDING-LEFT: 5px">
<DIV><FONT face=Arial size=2><B>-----Original Message-----</B><BR><B>From: </B>Marie Kayser &lt;<A 
href="mailto:marie_kayser@yahoo.com">marie_kayser@yahoo.com</A>&gt;<BR><B>To: </B>Howard W. Hallman 
&lt;<A href="mailto:mupj@igc.org">mupj@igc.org</A>&gt;<BR><B>Date: </B>Saturday, May 04, 2002 9:55 
AM<BR><B>Subject: </B>Re: Graphic for Religious Statements<BR><BR></DIV></FONT>
<P>Hi, 
<P>You can view the working draft of the Religious Statements page on<BR><A href="http://www.zero-
nukes.org/draft/religiousstatements.html">http://www.zero-nukes.org/draft/religiousstatements.html</A> 
<P>For now I created a draft illustration for the Religious Statement.&nbsp; I will change it as soon as I get the mail. 
<P>Thanks,<BR>Marie 
<P>&nbsp; <B><I>"Howard W. Hallman" &lt;mupj@igc.org&gt;</I></B> wrote: 
<BLOCKQUOTE style="BORDER-LEFT: #1010ff 2px solid; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; PADDING-LEFT: 
5px"><!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD W3 HTML//EN">
<META content='"MSHTML 4.72.3110.7"' name=GENERATOR>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 size=2>Marie,</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 size=2></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT size=2>Forget about the pruning hook and plowshare for the Religious Statements page.&nbsp; What I 
want is something I used at a news conference in 2000: a box with the words "Nuclear Weapons&nbsp; A Moral 
Issue" with a flying dove in the background. I am mailing you the smaller of two versions we used in 2000.&nbsp; It 
is 12"x18".&nbsp; You can decide whether to scan it or make one of your own.&nbsp; It can replace the trees 
on&nbsp; the Religious Statements page.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT size=2></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT size=2>Howard</FONT></DIV>
<BLOCKQUOTE style="BORDER-LEFT: #000000 2px solid; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; PADDING-LEFT: 
5px">&nbsp;</BLOCKQUOTE></BLOCKQUOTE>
<P><BR>
<HR SIZE=1>
<B>Do You Yahoo!?</B><BR><A href="http://rd.yahoo.com/welcome/*http://health.yahoo.com">Yahoo! 
Health</A> - your guide to health and wellness</BLOCKQUOTE></BLOCKQUOTE><p><br><hr size=1><b>Do 
You Yahoo!?</b><br>
<a href="http://rd.yahoo.com/welcome/*http://shopping.yahoo.com">Yahoo! Shopping</a> - Mother's Day is May 
12th!
--0-286567907-1020910953=:83615--
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Status:  U
Return-Path: <sentto-4736742-59-1020917923-mupj=igc.org@returns.groups.yahoo.com>
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X-eGroups-Return: sentto-4736742-59-1020917923-mupj=igc.org@returns.groups.yahoo.com
Received: from [66.218.67.196] by n26.grp.scd.yahoo.com with NNFMP; 09 May 2002 04:18:43 -0000
X-Sender: david@fcnl.org
X-Apparently-To: interfaithnd@yahoogroups.com
Received: (EGP: mail-8_0_3_2); 9 May 2002 04:18:42 -0000
Received: (qmail 35666 invoked from network); 9 May 2002 04:18:42 -0000
Received: from unknown (66.218.66.218)
  by m3.grp.scd.yahoo.com with QMQP; 9 May 2002 04:18:42 -0000
Received: from unknown (HELO local.fcnl.org) (65.207.12.2)
  by mta3.grp.scd.yahoo.com with SMTP; 9 May 2002 04:18:42 -0000
Received: by local.fcnl.org with Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)
        id <2LYP1GSC>; Thu, 9 May 2002 00:12:34 -0400
Message-ID: <E9BA445D76C0D21182F30090273DFAF6A857BE@local.fcnl.org>
To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament 
         <interfaithnd@yahoogroups.com>
Importance: high
X-Priority: 1
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)
From: David Culp <david@fcnl.org>
X-Yahoo-Profile: davidculp
MIME-Version: 1.0
Mailing-List: list interfaithnd@yahoogroups.com; contact interfaithnd-owner@yahoogroups.com
Delivered-To: mailing list interfaithnd@yahoogroups.com
Precedence: bulk
List-Unsubscribe: <mailto:interfaithnd-unsubscribe@yahoogroups.com>
Date: Thu, 9 May 2002 00:12:30 -0400
Subject: [interfaithnd] House to vote on *major* nuclear weapons/missile defense amendmen
        ts today (Thursday, May 9)
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The House of Representatives will vote on several *major* nuclear weapons
and missile defense amendments this afternoon, Thursday, May 9, as part of
the defense authorization bill.  The amendments are listed below.  Voting on
the first amendment (Weldon amendment) will start sometime after noon.  The
order of amendments should follow the order below.  The defense
authorization bill may be completed this evening (Thursday).

I think most organizations will want to *strongly* oppose the Weldon
amendment, and *strongly* support the Tauscher, Markey, and Tierney
amendments.

The full text of the amendments is on the House Rules Committee web page in
PDF files at <http://www.house.gov/rules/107rule4546.htm>.

David Culp
Friends Committee on National Legislation (Quakers)
---------------------------------------------------
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PART A Amendments

Weldon (PA) - States that it is the policy of the U.S. to pursue greater
cooperation, transparency, and confidence with the Russian Federation
regarding a variety of nuclear weapons-related matters through engagement.
The amendment specifies the conditions under which the current ban on
designing and developing low-yield nuclear weapons is automatically
repealed. (20 minutes)

Tauscher - Requires the Secretary of Energy to report to Congress on options
for reaching the level of operationally deployed nuclear warheads at 1,700
to 2,200 outlined in the Nuclear Posture Review, in 2006, 2008, and 2010.
(10 minutes)

Markey - Permanently prohibits the use of funds to develop, test or engineer
a nuclear earth penetrator weapon and prohibits FY 2003 funds for a
feasibility study of a nuclear earth penetrator weapon. (20 minutes)

Tierney - Provides that no funds for FY 2003 for the Department of Defense
may be used for space-based national missile defense programs. (20 minutes)

Spratt - Adds funding for two programs needed to meet here-and-now threats
and $65 million for PAC-3 and $70 million for the Israeli Arrow system to be
offset by cutting three BMD programs. (20 minutes)

Hunter - Substitute Amendment for the Spratt Amendment. Transfers funds
within the Missile Defense Agency to increase funds for PAC-3 missile
procurement and the Arrow program. (10 minutes)

[Followed by other amendments not dealing with nuclear weapons or missile
defense.  The full list of amendments is posted at
<http://www.house.gov/rules/107rule4546.htm>.

###

------------------------ Yahoo! Groups Sponsor ---------------------~-->
Buy Stock for $4
and no minimums.
FREE Money 2002.
http://us.click.yahoo.com/orkH0C/n97DAA/Ey.GAA/nJ9qlB/TM
---------------------------------------------------------------------~->

To unsubscribe from this group, send an email to:
interfaithnd-unsubscribe@yahoogroups.com

 

Your use of Yahoo! Groups is subject to http://docs.yahoo.com/info/terms/ 
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Status:  U
Return-Path: <BHenderson@UMC-GBCS.ORG>
Received: from church2.UMC-GBCS.ORG ([66.95.90.3])
        by tyner.mail.mindspring.net (Earthlink Mail Service) with ESMTP id 175OIWny3Nl3rs0
        for <mupj@igc.org>; Thu, 9 May 2002 10:16:50 -0400 (EDT)
Received: by church2.umc-gbcs.org with Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)
        id <KN5RM10N>; Thu, 9 May 2002 10:15:58 -0400
Message-ID: <619BD1E95646D311B69D0008C79FE32D82C050@church2.umc-gbcs.org>
From: Betty Henderson <BHenderson@UMC-GBCS.ORG>
To: "'pwjp@juno.com'" <pwjp@juno.com>, "'revjim@pa.net'" <revjim@pa.net>, 
        "'paxmlb@juno.com'" <paxmlb@juno.com>, "'ibloom@visi.com'"
         <ibloom@visi.com>, "'kentkathyb@earthlink.net'"
         <kentkathyb@earthlink.net>, "'brucecase@usa.net'" <brucecase@usa.net>, 
        "'afong@jps.net'" <afong@jps.net>, "'andina@tstar.net'"
         <andina@tstar.net>, "'joumc@aol.com'" <joumc@aol.com>, 
        "'jgeorgieff@earthlink.net'" <jgeorgieff@earthlink.net>, 
        "'cergreen@worldnet.att.net'" <cergreen@worldnet.att.net>, 
        "'mupj@igc.org'" <mupj@igc.org>, "'paxwithjustice@cs.com'"
         <paxwithjustice@cs.com>, "'WHolcomb@umcswtx.org'" <WHolcomb@umcswtx.org>, 
        "'ekuhl@frontier.net'" <ekuhl@frontier.net>, 
        "'gogram315@mymailstation.com'" <gogram315@mymailstation.com>, 
        "'neldareid@aol.com'" <neldareid@aol.com>, "'wayofpeace@hotmail.com'"
         <wayofpeace@hotmail.com>, "'LSabin1313@aol.com'" <LSabin1313@aol.com>, 
        "'HarStanton@aol.com'" <HarStanton@aol.com>, "'cawindrum@yahoo.com'"
         <cawindrum@yahoo.com>
Subject: FW: PwJ Coordinator Follow-up
Date: Thu, 9 May 2002 10:15:48 -0400 
MIME-Version: 1.0
X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)
Content-Type: multipart/mixed;
        boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C1F764.045B5810"

This message is in MIME format. Since your mail reader does not understand
this format, some or all of this message may not be legible.

------_=_NextPart_000_01C1F764.045B5810
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"

Dear Friends of Peace with Justice,  

You may have already received this report on the Retreat, but just in case I
wanted you to have a copy.

Teddy and I were talking about a "List Serv" again today and it came to
mind.

Hope all is going well in your varying ministries as you get ready for
Annual Conferences.

                                        Grace,
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                                        Betty Henderson
>  -----Original Message-----
> From:         Teddy Crum  
> Sent: Thursday, May 09, 2002 10:02 AM
> To:   Betty Henderson
> Subject:      FW: PwJ Coordinator Follow-up
> 
> 
> 
>  -----Original Message-----
> From:         Teddy Crum  
> Sent: Wednesday, April 24, 2002 2:29 PM
> To:   Janet Horman
> Cc:   Betty Henderson
> Subject:      PwJ Coordinator Follow-up
> 
> 
> 
> 
>  <<Peace with Justice Coordinators Action Planning 4-02.doc>> 

------_=_NextPart_000_01C1F764.045B5810
Content-Type: application/msword;
        name="Peace with Justice Coordinators Action Planning 4-02.doc"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: base64
Content-Disposition: attachment;
        filename="Peace with Justice Coordinators Action Planning 4-02.doc"



file:///Z|/STAFF/Tiago/MJP/MU%20Email/MU%20Email%20PDF/20501-11%20to%2020510-01/20509.03.txt[5/25/2017 1:21:58 PM]

From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
To: "Marie Kayser" <marie_kayser@yahoo.com>
Subject: Web writing
Date: Thu, 9 May 2002 07:59:49 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
X-Priority: 3
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.72.3110.5
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3

Marie,

Your two references are useful, especially about "bottom down" writing.   I
am going to review what I sent you on How to Get to Zero with that in mind.
Hold up on processing it.  I may revise it.

On your comments regarding logos, I am still inclined to use them where
permitted.   I believe that we need some visual interest to go along with so
many words.  This is an easy way to do it.   But I'm willing to discuss it
further with you.

Howard

Howard W. Hallman is Chair of
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.



From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org> 
To: "Marie Kayser" <marie_kayser@yahoo.com> 
Subject: Revised How to Get To Zero 
Date: Thu, 9 May 2002 13:05:55 -0400 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: multipart/mixed; 
 boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0012_01C1F75A.415E4920" 
X-Priority: 3 
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal 
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 4.72.3110.5 
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3 
 
Marie, 
 
Your two references on how to write for the web were helpful.  Accordingly, 
I have revised the page on How to Get Zero to apply this guidance.   It is 
sent as a Word attachment.   This replaces what I sent yesterday. 
 
I have eliminated some verbiage, added more summary information at the top, 
and added subheadings to clarify the structure. My instructions on graphics 
are suggestions, but you have artistic discretion. 
 
It is formated with block indentation and bold type.  I hope that comes 
through in transmission. 
 
I am going to review the Religious Statements page in light of my new 
insights on web writing. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
 
Howard W. Hallman is Chair of 
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. 
 

 

 

 

 

mailto:mupj@igc.org


HOW TO GET TO ZERO 

[Frame the introductory paragraph with the "no-nukes" graphic on each side] 

This web page explores practical steps for the global elimination of 
nuclear weapons.   It starts with recommendations from major reports of 
the past ten years.  It continues with proposals from military professionals 
and civilian experts.  It also gives detailed consideration to interim 
measures, such as de-alerting and nuclear arms reductions approaching 
zero. 

[in a box on left side]  

"Standing down nuclear arsenals requires only a fraction of the ingenuity and 
resources as were devoted to their creation." -- General Lee Butler, December 4, 
1996 [linkage to General Butler on Military Leaders Speak Out page] 

"Where there's will, there's a way." -- anon. 

[contents on right side] 

Reports of Commissions and International Bodies 

 Canberra Commission (1996) 
 National Academy of Sciences (1997) 
 New Agenda Coalition (1998) 
 Tokyo Forum (1999) 
 Final Document, 2000 NPT Review Conference (2000) 
  

Scenarios for Achieving Zero Nuclear Weapons 

 By Military Professionals 
 By Civilians 
 

Interim Measures 

 De-Alerting 
 Reductions Approaching Zero 
 

Reports of Commissions and International Bodies 

Common Elements 

 



Efforts to eliminate nuclear weapons in this first decade of the 21st century can 
build upon ideas developed in the 1990s by several distinguished commissions 
and study groups.  From their reports and recommendations a consensus has 
merged on some of the major steps along the road toward zero nuclear 
weapons.  They are as follows: 

 1. De-alerting and standing down deployed nuclear weapons. 

 2. Comprehensive test ban. 

 3. Cease development and production of new nuclear weapons. 

 4. Bilateral (U.S. and Russia) nuclear arms reduction. 

 5. Bring in other nuclear-weapon states in multilateral reductions. 

 6. Halt attempts to develop national missile defense. 

 7. International control of fissile materials. 

Canberra Commission, 1996 

[PDF document] 

[as a graphic, an outline map of Australia with a star showing the location of 
Canberra] 

On October 24, 1995 (United Nations Day) Australian Prime Minister Paul 
Keating announced the formation of the Canberra Commission on the Elimination 
of Nuclear Weapons.  Its members were 17 international experts.  The Report of 
the Canberra Commission, [http://www.gsinstitute.org/archieves/000007.shtml ] 
issued in August 1996, made the case for the elimination of nuclear weapons 
and offered concrete recommendations on how this could be accomplished. 

Members 



Celso Amorin, Brazil 
General Lee Butler, United States 
Richard Butler, Australia 
Field Marshall Lord Michael Carver,
 United Kingdom 
Jacques-Yves Cousteau, France 
Jayantha Dhanapala, Sri Lanka 
Rolf Ekeus, Sweden 
Mabil Elaraby, Egypt 

Ryukichi Imai, Japan 
Ronald McCoy, Malaysia 
Robert McNamara, United States 
Robert O'Neill, United Kingdom 
Qian Jiadong, China 
Michael Rocard, France 
Joseph Rotblat, United Kingdom 
Roald Sagdeev, United States 
Maj Brit Theorin, Sweden 

 
Statement of the Commissioners 

The Canberra Commission report opened with the following statement of the 
commissioners: 

The destructiveness of nuclear weapons is immense. Any use would be 
catastrophic. 
 
Nuclear weapons pose an intolerable threat to all humanity and its habitat, yet 
tens of thousands remain in arsenals built up at an extraordinary time of deep 
antagonism. That time has passed, yet assertions of their utility continue. 
 
These facts are obvious but their implications have been blurred. There is no 
doubt that, if the peoples of the world were more fully aware of the inherent 
danger of nuclear weapons and the consequences of their use, they would reject 
them, and not permit their continued possession or acquisition on their behalf by 
their governments, even for an alleged need for self-defense. 
 
Nuclear weapons are held by a handful of states which insist that these weapons 
provide unique security benefits, and yet reserve uniquely to themselves the right 
to own them. This situation is highly discriminatory and thus unstable; it cannot 
be sustained. The possession of nuclear weapons by any state is a constant 
stimulus to other states to acquire them. 
 
The world faces threats of nuclear proliferation and nuclear terrorism. These 
threats are growing. They must be removed. 
 
For these reasons, a central reality is that nuclear weapons diminish the security 
of all states. Indeed, states which possess them become themselves targets of 
nuclear weapons. 
 



The opportunity now exists, perhaps without precedent or recurrence, to make a 
new and clear choice to enable the world to conduct its affairs without nuclear 
weapons and in accordance with the principles of the Charter of the United 
Nations. 
 
The members of the Canberra Commission call upon the United States, Russia, 
the United Kingdom, France and China to give the lead by committing 
themselves, unequivocally, to the elimination of all nuclear weapons. Such a 
commitment would propel the process in the most direct and imaginative way. All 
other governments must join this commitment and contribute to its fulfillment. 
 
The Commission has identified a series of steps which can be taken immediately 
and which would thereupon make the world safer. 
 
The Commission has also described the practical measures which can be taken 
to bring about the verifiable elimination of nuclear weapons and the full 
safeguarding of militarily usable nuclear material. 
 
A nuclear weapon free world can be secured and maintained through political 
commitment, and anchored in an enduring and binding legal framework. 

Recommendations for Immediate Steps 

The Canberra Commission offered recommendations for a set of immediate steps that 
could lead to a world free of nuclear weapons: 

The first requirement is for the five nuclear weapon states to commit themselves 
unequivocally to the elimination of nuclear weapons and agree to start work 
immediately on the practical steps and negotiations required for its 
achievement.... 

The commitment by the nuclear weapon states to a nuclear weapon free world 
must be accompanied by a series of practical, realistic and mutually reinforcing 
steps. There are a number of such steps that can be taken immediately.... The 
recommended steps are: 
 
1. Taking nuclear forces off alert. 
 
2. Removal of warheads from delivery vehicles.  
 
3. Ending deployment of non-strategic nuclear weapons.  
 



4. Ending nuclear testing.  
 
5. Initiating negotiations to further reduce United States and Russian nuclear 
arsenals.  
 
6. Agreement amongst the nuclear weapon states of reciprocal no first use 
undertakings, and of a non-use undertaking by them in relation to the non-
nuclear weapon states.  

Reinforcing Steps 

The Canberra Commission also recommended the following reinforcing steps: 

 
1. Action to prevent further horizontal proliferation. 
 
2. Developing verification arrangements for a nuclear weapon free world. 
 
3. Cessation of the production of fissile material for nuclear explosive purposes. 

National Academy of Sciences, 1997 

[PDF document] 

[As a graphic, photo of statue of Albert Einstein on the grounds of the National Academy 
of Sciences or a portrait.  Text:  Regarding nuclear weapons, Albert Einstein said: "there 
is no secret and there is no defense; there is no possibility of control except through the 
aroused understanding and insistence of the peoples of the world." -- January 22, 1947] 
 

In the mid-1990s the Committee on International Security and Arms Control of the 
National Academy of Sciences embarked upon a study of the nuclear weapons policies 
in the post-cold war era.  The study group was chaired by Major General William F. 
Burns (U.S.Army, ret.).  It produced a report entitled The Future of U.S. Nuclear 
Weapons Policy [http://www.nap.edu/catalog/5796.html]. 

Summary  

The report describes how U.S. and Russian nuclear forces and policies have evolved 
since the Cold War ended. The Committee evaluated a regime of progressive 
constraints for future U.S. nuclear weapons policy, including further reductions in 
nuclear forces, changes in nuclear operations to preserve deterrence but enhance 
operational safety, and measures to help prevent proliferation of nuclear weapons. In 



addition, the Committee examined the conditions and means by which comprehensive 
nuclear disarmament could become feasible and desirable. 

Recommended Near-term and Mid-term Actions 

In its report the Committee noted the need for progressive constraints by the United 
States and Russia and laid out a course of action, as follows: 

The first phase would include a set of near-term and mid-term reductions in 
nuclear arms, changes in operations and policies, and measures to increase the 
security of nuclear weapons and fissile materials worldwide.... 

Changing the ground rules for nuclear operations is an equally important 
objective that should be pursued in parallel with, but not linked to arms reduction 
talks.  Recommendations include the following: 

Eliminate the practice of maintaining nuclear forces on continuous alert status 
so that the launch sequence for nuclear weapons would require hours, days, 
or even weeks rather than minutes. Such a provision would have to be 
accompanied by reliable means of determining compliance. 
 
End targeting policies based on large-scale, prompt retaliation. Any actual 
use of nuclear weapons would involve the smallest possible number of 
weapons, which would be used in response to immediate circumstances. 
 
Continue to restrict missile defense systems as required by the 1972 Anti-
Ballistic Missile Treaty between the United States and the former Soviet 
Union. 

As nuclear arsenals are dismantled, it is also important to ensure the safe 
storage of weapons and nuclear materials removed from them. Enforcing strict 
security standards will reduce the dangers of theft or unauthorized use of nuclear 
arms. 

Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons 

The Committee also discussed the possible prohibition of nuclear weapons. A news 
release on the report noted:  

The second and long-term phase of the program recommended by the 
committee calls for examining how continuing changes in international relations 
could make it both desirable and possible to prohibit the possession of nuclear 
weapons. The path to a complete ban on nuclear weapons is not now clear, the 
committee acknowledged, but the potential benefits of a ban warrant serious 



efforts to identify and promote the conditions that would make this possible. 
 
One such condition would be comprehensive verification of potential weapons-
related activities, which would require an unprecedented degree of international 
cooperation and openness. 

New Agenda Coalition, 1998 

[PDF document] 

In 1998 the foreign affairs ministers of Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, 
Slovenia, South Africa, and Sweden joined together to offer their ideas in a statement 
entitled Towards a Nuclear-Weapon-Free World: The Need for A New Agenda. 
[http://www.nuclearfiles.org/docs/1998/980609-new-agenda.html] 

Recommended Actions 

Among the measures recommended the New Agenda Coalition are the following: 

1. Bilateral U.S.-Russian mechanisms (such as START) and subsequently 
plurilateral mechanisms including all the nuclear-weapon states (adding United 
Kingdom, France, and China) for practical dismantlement and destruction of 
nuclear armaments. 

 

2. Abandoning present hair-trigger postures by proceeding to de-alerting and de-
activating their weapons. 

 

 3. Removal of non-strategic nuclear weapons from deployed sites. 

 

4. Reverse of nuclear weapons development and deployment by the three 
nuclear-weapons-capable states [Israel, India, Pakistan]. 

 

5. All states sign and ratify the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty. 

 

6. International ban on the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or 
other nuclear explosive devices. 



 

7. Joint no-first use undertaking between the nuclear-weapon states and non-use 
or threat of use of nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon-states. 

  

8. Establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in regions of tension, such as the 
Middle East and South Asia. 

Tokyo Forum, 1999 

[PDF document] 

[As graphic, an outline map of Japan with Tokyo shown with a star, Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki by dots.]  

The Tokyo Forum for Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmament was organized in 
August 1998 at the initiative of the Prime Minister of Japan, Mr. Ryutaro Hashimoto and 
was continued by his successor, Prime Minister Keizo Obuchi.  Its 21 members were 
experts drawn from 15 countries, including all the nuclear-weapon states.  The four 
meetings of the Forum were held in Tokyo; Hiroshima; Pocantico, New York; and again 
in Tokyo.  In July 1999 the Forum issued its report, Facing Nuclear Dangers: An 
Action Plan for the 21st Century. 
[http://www.nuclearfiles.org/docs/1999/990725facingnucleardangers.html ]  

Recommendations 

The key recommendations of the Tokyo Forum are as follows: 

1. Stop and reverse the unraveling of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty 
regime by reaffirming the treaty's central bargain.  

2. Eliminate nuclear weapons through phased reductions.  

3. Bring the nuclear test ban into force.  

4. Revitalize START and expand the scope of nuclear reductions.  

5. Adopt nuclear transparency measures.  

6. Zero nuclear weapons on hair-trigger alert.  

7. Control fissile material, especially in Russia.  

8. Prevent weapons of mass destruction from falling into the hands of extremist, 
fanatical or criminal groups. 



9. Strengthen measures against missile proliferation.  

10. Exercise caution on missile defense deployments.  

11. Stop and reverse proliferation in South Asia. 

12. Eliminate weapons of mass destruction in the Middle East.  

13. Eliminate nuclear and missile dangers on the Korean Peninsula.  

14. No vetoes in support of proliferation in the United Nations Security Council. 

15. Revitalize the Conference on Disarmament.  

16. Strengthen verification for disarmament.  

17. Create effective non-compliance mechanisms for nuclear non-proliferation 
and disarmament. 

2000 NPT Review Conference 

[PDF document] 

[As graphic, photo the United Nations buildings in New York.] 

The Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT), which first went into effect in 1970, 
provides for a review conference every five years to assess progress in achieving the 
treaty's objectives.  The 2000 Review Conference that met at United Nations 
headquarters in New York was a culmination of efforts to get the nuclear-weapon states 
to make a firmer commitment to eliminate their nuclear arms, an objective set forth in 
Article VI.  This led to inclusion in the Final Document of the 2000 NPT Review 
Conference [http://www.basicint.org/nuclear/revcon2000/FinalDocAdvance.htm] a set 
of practical steps that should be undertaken to fulfill the purpose of Article VI.  They are 
as follows: 

Practical Steps on Article VI 

15.  The Conference agrees on the following practical steps for the 
           systematic and progressive efforts to implement Article VI of the Treaty on 
           the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and paragraphs 3 and 4(c) of the 

           1995 Decision on “Principles and Objectives for Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
           and Disarmament”:                    

                 1. The importance and urgency of signatures and ratifications, 
                 without delay and without conditions and in accordance with 



                 constitutional processes, to achieve the early entry into force of the 
                 Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty.                         

                 2. A moratorium on nuclear-weapon-test explosions or any other 
                 nuclear explosions pending entry into force of that Treaty.                     

                 3. The necessity of negotiations in the Conference on 
                 Disarmament on a non-discriminatory, multilateral and 
                 internationally and effectively verifiable treaty banning the production 
                 of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive 
                 devices in accordance with the statement of the Special Coordinator 
                 in 1995 and the mandate contained therein, taking into 
                 consideration both nuclear disarmament and nuclear 
                 non-proliferation objectives. The Conference on Disarmament is 
                 urged to agree on a programme of work which includes the 
                 immediate commencement of negotiations on such a treaty with a 
                 view to their conclusion within five years.                     

                 4. The necessity of establishing in the Conference on 
                 Disarmament an appropriate subsidiary body with a mandate to 
                 deal with nuclear disarmament. The Conference on Disarmament is 
                 urged to agree on a programme of work which includes the 
                 immediate establishment of such a body.                     

                 5. The principle of irreversibility to apply to nuclear disarmament, 
                 nuclear and other related arms control and reduction measures.                     

                 6. An unequivocal undertaking by the nuclear-weapon States to 
                 accomplish the total elimination of their nuclear arsenals leading to 
                 nuclear disarmament to which all States parties are committed 
                 under Article VI.                     

                 7. The early entry into force and full implementation of START II 
                 and the conclusion of START III as soon as possible while 
                 preserving and strengthening the ABM Treaty as a cornerstone of 
                 strategic stability and as a basis for further reductions of strategic 
                 offensive weapons, in accordance with its provisions.  
                    

                 8. The completion and implementation of the Trilateral Initiative 
                 between the United States of America, the Russian Federation and 
                 the International Atomic Energy Agency. 



                 9. Steps by all the nuclear-weapon States leading to nuclear 
                 disarmament in a way that promotes international stability, and 
                 based on the principle of undiminished security for all:                                       

                       -         Further efforts by the nuclear-weapon States to 
                          reduce their nuclear arsenals unilaterally.   

                       -         Increased transparency by the nuclear-weapon 
                          States with regard to the nuclear weapons capabilities 
                          and the implementation of agreements pursuant to 
                          Article VI and as a voluntary confidence-building 
                          measure to support further progress on nuclear 
                          disarmament.   

                       -         The further reduction of non-strategic nuclear 
                          weapons, based on unilateral initiatives and as an 
                          integral part of the nuclear arms reduction and 
                          disarmament process.   

                       -         Concrete agreed measures to further reduce the 
                          operational status of nuclear weapons systems.   

                       -         A diminishing role for nuclear weapons in security 
                          policies to minimize the risk that these weapons ever 
                          be used and to facilitate the process of their total 
                          elimination.   

                       -         The engagement as soon as appropriate of all the 
                          nuclear-weapon States in the process leading to the 
                          total elimination of their nuclear weapons.                                       

                 10.  Arrangements by all nuclear-weapon States to place, as soon 
                 as practicable, fissile material designated by each of them as no 
                 longer required for military purposes under IAEA or other relevant 
                 international verification and arrangements for the disposition of 
                 such material for peaceful purposes, to ensure that such material 
                 remains permanently outside of military programmes. 

                 11.  Reaffirmation that the ultimate objective of the efforts of States 
                 in the disarmament process is general and complete disarmament 
                 under effective international control. 

                 12.  Regular reports, within the framework of the NPT strengthened 
                 review process, by all States parties on the implementation of 



                 Article VI and paragraph 4 (c) of the 1995 Decision on “Principles 
                 and Objectives for Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmament”, and 
                 recalling the Advisory Opinion of the International Court of Justice of 
                 8 July 1996. 

                 13.  The further development of the verification capabilities that will 
                 be required to provide assurance of compliance with nuclear 
                 disarmament agreements for the achievement and maintenance of a 
                 nuclear-weapon-free world. 

Scenarios for Achieving Zero Nuclear Weapons 

In this section we present scenarios for achieving zero nuclear weapons as proposed by 
military professionals, civilian experts, and ordinary citizens.  Others who want  present 
their own scenarios can send them  to proposals@zero-nukes.org.  To facilitate the 
process, please send them as Word attachments or similar format.  Persons who want 
to comment on proposals of others can reach us through Your Feedback. 

Ideas of Military Professionals 

Ideas of Civilians 

Interim Measures 

The elimination of nuclear weapons is most likely to occur through sequential steps.  A 
frequent beginning step recommended by many experts is de-alerting, that is, taking 
weapons off quick-launch alert.  Also, some experts are uncertain about the final course 
to the total elimination of nuclear weapons but want them reduced to low numbers 
approaching zero.  Their ideas are presented here.  

De-Alerting 

Reductions Approaching Zero 
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URGENT ACTION ALERT: CONGRESS VOTES TODAY ON NUCLEAR WEAPONS

Thursday, May 9, 2002

The full House of Representatives will vote THIS AFTERNOON on
three key floor amendments on nuclear weapons and missile defense
issues.

We strongly ask you to call your U.S. Representative in
Washington--IMMEDIATELY--at (202) 225-3121.

The three amendments are to the defense authorization bill. The
simple message is: Vote "No" on Weldon and "Yes" on Markey and
Tierney.

* WELDON amendment. The amendment would allow research and
development of small, "usable" nuclear weapons. These are also
known as "mini-nukes". OPPOSE.

* MARKEY amendment. Eliminates funds ($15.5 million) for the
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nuclear earth penetrator weapon, also know as the "bunker
buster". This is another new nuclear weapon proposed by the Bush
administration. SUPPORT.

* TIERNEY amendment. Prohibits funds from being used for
space-based missile defense programs. SUPPORT.

Call your Representative at (202) 225-3121. Ask to speak to the
defense aide. If he/she is not available, please leave a message.

Sorry for the short notice for this action alert. These
amendments were only posted late last evening. Thanks for your
help!

David Culp
Legislative Representative
Friends Committee on National Legislation (Quakers)
 

P.S. These votes are so critical, I would greatly appreciate it if you
would forward this e-mail to ten (or more) of your friends and contacts.

------------------------ Yahoo! Groups Sponsor ---------------------~-->
Buy Stock for $4
and no minimums.
FREE Money 2002.
http://us.click.yahoo.com/orkH0C/n97DAA/Ey.GAA/nJ9qlB/TM
---------------------------------------------------------------------~->

To unsubscribe from this group, send an email to:
interfaithnd-unsubscribe@yahoogroups.com

 

Your use of Yahoo! Groups is subject to http://docs.yahoo.com/info/terms/ 
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Vince,

Thanks for your comments.  I shared them with Marie.  She in turn referred
me to a couple of "how to write for the web sites", which were helpful.  She
assured me that our site will be easy to keep updated.

I looked at your new site.  I'm looking forward to see it develop.

For our purposes it would be helpful if you had at least two more items on
it: (1) the bishops' pastoral letter from In Defense of Creation (1986) and
(2) the General Conference resolution on "Saying No to Nuclear Deterrence".
I have the latter in Word if it would be useful to you for adaptation.  For
our purposes the Disarmament section of the resolution on "The United
Methodist Church and Peace" would also be useful, though you may want the
whole resolution on line for broader purposes.  If you have these on your
site, I'll link with them.   Otherwise I'll put them on our site.

For our home page, what URL shall I use to connect with GBCS?

I'll keep in touch.

Howard
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Marie, 
 
I have applied the guidance of the two "how to write for the web" sources, 
which you sent me to, to the Religious Statements page.  Mainly I put more 
summary information up front in the various sections, including some 
statements that previously were identified as for sidebars.  The entire page 
as revised is attached as RELIGIOUS STATEMENTS.text.doc.  It is also 
formatted with headings and block indentation as I want them.  To make it 
easier for you to find the changes and additions, I have identified them in 
a separate attachment, Religious Statements.additions.doc. 
 
When are you going away?  Will it be possible to complete the Religious 
Statements with the latest additions and revisions and How to Get to Zero, 
which I sent you a couple of days ago, before then?  It would be useful to 
have them on line so that persons I'm asking to provide us information and 
their scenarios can have an idea of what our web site is all about. 
 
Yesterday I mailed you a photo of the Albert Einstein statue on the grounds 
of the National Academy of Sciences.   It goes with the NAS entry in the How 
to Get to Zero page. 
 
If you want to discuss any of this by phone, please call me at 301 896-0013. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
 
 
Howard W. Hallman is Chair of 
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. 

mailto:mupj@igc.org


RELIGIOUS STATEMENTS 
 
This web page contains statements on nuclear weapons by a variety of religious bodies 
and religious leaders.  Most of them have been made since the end of the Cold War.  
Without exception they oppose the use of nuclear weapons.  Most speak in favor of the 
elimination or abolition of nuclear weapons.  Some are willing to accept the doctrine of 
nuclear deterrence during an interim period until nuclear weapons are totally eliminated, 
but others oppose the practice of nuclear deterrence here and now. 
 
 
INTERFAITH AND ECUMENICAL 
World Council of Churches 
Religious Statements to 1998 NPT PrepCom 
1999 Parliament of the World's Religious 
Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative (2000) 
National Council of Churches of Christ in the USA 
Canadian Council of Churches 
Conference of European Churches 
 
 
DENOMINATIONS 
Catholic 
 Holy See 
 U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops 
 Pax Christi International 
 Pax Christi USA 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
[others to be added] 
 
 
INTERFAITH AND ECUMENICAL STATEMENTS 
 
World Council of Churches 
 
[logo from web page] The World Council of Churches [www.wcc-coe.org] is a fellowship 
of 342 churches (that is, denominations) from virtually all Christian traditions in more 
than 120 countries in all continents.  It formed in 1948, not long after the end of World 
War II.  For its legislative body the WCC has an Assembly composed of representatives 
of member churches.  It meets every seven years.  Between meetings the Central 
Committee and its Executive Committee  serve as governing bodies. 



 
Report of the Sixth Assembly (1983) 
 
The most fully development statement on nuclear disarmament by the World Council of 
Churches occurred in  "Gathered for Life:Official Report of the Sixth Assembly", which 
met  in Vancouver, Canada in 1983.   On this occasion the World Council of Churches 
rejected the doctrine of nuclear deterrence and unequivocally declared  
" that the production and deployment as well as the use of nuclear weapons are a crime 
against humanity and that such activities must be condemned on ethnical and 
theological grounds." 
 
[PDF document] 
"Nuclear Arms, Doctrines and Disarmament" 
 
13.  It would be an intolerably evil contradiction of the Sixth Assembly's theme, "Jesus 
Christ -- the Life of the World", to support the nuclear weapons and doctrines which 
threaten the survival of the world.  We now affirm, as a declaration of this Assembly, the 
conviction expressed by the 1981 Amsterdam Public Hearing on Nuclear Weapons and 
Disarmament and commended to WCC member churches by the Central Committee in 
1982: 
 
We believe that the time has come when the churches must unequivocally declare that 
the production and deployment as well as the use of nuclear weapons are a crime 
against humanity and that such activities must be condemned on ethnical and 
theological grounds. 
 
Furthermore, we appeal for the institution of a universal covenant to this effect so that 
nuclear weapons and warfare are delegitimized and condemned as violations of 
international law. 
 
14.  Nuclear deterrence, as the strategic doctrine which has justified nuclear weapons in 
the name of security and war prevention, must now be categorically rejected as contrary 
to our faith in Jesus Christ who is our life and peace.  Nuclear deterrence is morally 
unacceptable because it relies on the credibility of the intention to use nuclear weapons: 
we believe that any intention to use weapons of mass destruction is an utterly inhuman 
violation of the mind and spirit of Christ which should be in us.   We know that may 
Christians and others sincerely believe that deterrence provides an interim assurance of 
peace and stability on the way to disarmament.  We must work together with those 
advocates of interim deterrence who are earnestly committed to arms reduction.  But  
the increasing probabilities of nuclear war and the spectre of an arms race totally out of 



control have exposed the cruel illusions of such faith in deterrence. 
 
15.  Nuclear deterrence can never provide the foundation of genuine peace.  It is the 
antithesis of an ultimate faith in that love which casts our fear.  It escalates the arms 
race in a vain pursuit of stability.  It ignores the economic, social and psychological 
dimensions of security, and frustrates justice by maintaining the status quo in world 
politics.  It destroys the reality of self-determination for most nations in matters of their 
own safety and survival, and diverts resources from basic human needs.  It is the 
contradiction of disarmament because it exalts the threat of force, rationalizes the 
development of new weapons of mass destruction, and acts as a spur to nuclear 
proliferation by persistently breaking the "good faith" pledge of disarmament in the Non-
Proliferation Treaty, thus tempting other governments to become nuclear-weapon 
states.  It is increasingly discredited by first-strike and war-fighting strategies which 
betray the doubts about its reliability. 
 
16.  We urge our member communions to educate their members in the urgency of 
delegitimizing nuclear weapons and demythologizing deterrence. 
 
17.  In the meantime we affirm our support for the following specific measures: 
a mutual and verifiable freeze on the development, testing, production, and deployment 
of nuclear weapons and delivery vehicles; 
completion of a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty;   
early and successful completion of the Geneva negotiations between the US and USSR 
for substantial reductions in strategic nuclear weapons;  
non-deployment of Pershing II and ground-launched cruise missiles, major reductions of 
Soviet intermediate range missiles including SS-20s, and successful conclusion of 
intermediate nuclear forces (INF) negotiations in Geneva;  
creation of nuclear-free zones wherever possible;  
cessation of all nuclear weapons and missile tests in the Pacific and a programme of 
medical and environmental  aid to promote the health of Pacific peoples affected by 
nuclear activities;  
the negotiation of a treaty providing for the total demilitarization of space, including the 
banning of all nuclear, anti-satellite and anti-missile systems in space;  
commitment by all nuclear-weapon states to a policy of no first use of nuclear weapons; 
independent, non-negotiated initiatives such as a moratorium on the testing or 
development of nuclear weapons, renunciation of a specific weapon system, cessation 
of production of fissionable materials for weapons purposes, or reductions in existing 
arsenals or projected military. 
 
 



Statement to 1998 NPT  Preparatory Committee 
 
In 1998 Dr. Konrad Raiser, general secretary of the World Council of Churches, joined 
with Godfried Cardinal Danneels, president of Pax Christi International, in a statement 
entitled Act Now for Nuclear Abolition [linkage to the statement elsewhere on this page], 
presented to the 1998 session of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) 
Preparatory Committee. Among other things they stated: [Insert a photo of Dr. Raiser.] 
 
Nuclear weapons, whether used or threatened, are grossly evil and morally wrong.  As 
an instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons slaughter the innocent and ravage 
the environment....When used as an instrument of deterrence, nuclear weapons hold 
innocent people hostage for political and military purposes.  Therefore, the doctrine of 
nuclear deterrence is morally corrupt. 
 
 
Policy Statement of 2001 
 
In 2001 the Executive Committee of the World Council of Churches, meeting in 
Potsdam, Germany, issued a Statement on Nuclear Disarmament, NATO Policy and the 
Churches. [http://www.wcc-coe.org/wcc/who/cc2001/pi5-e.html]  In this statement  the 
Executive Committee: 
 
Reiterates its deep and long-standing concern at the continued risk of Creation posed 
by the existences of nuclear weapons. 
 
Welcomes the Final Document [linkage to How to Get to Zero page on this web site] of 
the 2000 NPT Review Conference, which established a new global agenda for nuclear 
disarmament. 
 
Calls upon the member states of NATO and NATO itself to ensure that their nuclear 
weapon policies conform to the obligations undertaken by states in the Non-Proliferation 
Treaty and are consistent with pursuit of the global nuclear disarmament agenda. 
 
 
Religious Statements to 1998 NPT PrepCom 
 
The Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) has provisions for a Review Conference 
every five years.   In each five year period an NPT Preparatory Committee meets 
several times to prepare for the next Review Conference.  For the 1998 session in 
Geneva, Switzerland two statements laid out the religious case for the elimination of 



nuclear weapons. 
 
A joint statement, Act Now for Nuclear Abolition, [link to below] by the heads of the 
World Council of Churches and Pax Christi International described nuclear weapons as 
grossly evil and morally wrong and stated that the doctrine of nuclear deterrence is 
morally corrupt.  The statement presented nuclear disarmament policies for the 
PrepCom to consider. 
 
The Religious Working Group for Nuclear Abolition offered A Spiritual, Ethical, and 
Humanitarian Perspective on Nuclear Weapons that described the immorality of nuclear 
weapons from all three viewpoints.  The statement characterized the possession of 
nuclear weapons as an addiction that could and should be cured. 
 
Act Now for Nuclear Abolition 
 
The Rev. Dr. Konrad Raiser, general secretary of the World Council of Churches, and 
Godfried Cardinal Danneels, president of Pax Christi International, presented the 
following statement to the 1998 PrepCom delegates. [insert photo of Dr. Raiser, 
Cardinal Danneels, and NPT PrepCom chair] 
[PDF document] 
 The time has come to rid planet Earth of nuclear weapons -- all of them, 
everywhere.  The Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Preparatory Committee has a 
remarkable opportunity at its upcoming meeting to set the course resolutely for the 
achievement of this goal. 
 
 Nuclear weapons, whether used or threatened, are grossly evil and morally 
wrong.  As an instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons slaughter the innocent 
and ravage the environment.  This was quite apparent in Hiroshima and Nagasaki.   The 
same result would probably occur in any further use, and indeed would be worse 
because of the increased destructive power of modern nuclear weapons. 
 
 When used as an instrument of deterrence, nuclear weapons hold innocent 
people hostage for political and military purposes.   Therefore, the doctrine of nuclear 
deterrence is morally corrupt.  It loses sight of the inviolable connection between means 
and end by failing to recognize that just ends cannot be achieved through wrongful 
means. 
 
 During the past 50 years the production and testing of nuclear weapons has 
proven grievously harmful to individuals and the environment in the vicinity of mining 
operations, processing plants, production facilities, and test sites.  Numerous locales 



are burdened with lingering radioactivity and deadly waste products that will take 
decades to clean up.  Some sites may never be restored to safe occupancy. 
 
 Psalm 24 teaches, "The earth is the Lord's and the fulness thereof, the world and 
those who dwell therein."  The First Book of Moses, also known as Genesis, indicates 
that God made Earth available to humankind to till and keep, that is, to use for mutual 
benefit and to preserve.  Because production and use of nuclear weapons causes grave 
harm to Earth and its inhabitants, we as good stewards of God's Earth have an 
obligation to rid the world of this perilous threat. 
 
 Numerous religious bodies have condemned nuclear weapons and have called 
for their abolition.   Thus, the Sixth Assembly of the World Council of Churches in 1983 
stated: "We believe that the time has come when the churches must unequivocally 
declare that the production and deployment as well as the use of nuclear weapons are a 
crime against humanity and that such activities must be condemned on ethical and 
theological grounds.  Furthermore, we appeal for the institution of a universal covenant 
to this effect so that nuclear weapons and warfare are delegitimized and condemn as 
violations of international law."  
 
 Speaking for the Holy See before the First Committee of the United Nations 
General Assembly on October 15, 1997, Archbishop Renato Martino stated: "Nuclear 
weapons are incompatible with the peace we seek for the 21st century.  They cannot be 
justified.  They deserve condemnation.  The preservation of the Non-Proliferation Treaty 
demands an unequivocal commitment to their abolition....This is a moral challenge, a 
legal challenge and a political challenge.  That multiple-based challenge must be met by 
the application of our humanity." 
 
 In principle the nations of Earth agree on the need to eliminate nuclear weapons.  
Indeed, they have made a strong commitment in Article VI of the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) "to the cessation of the nuclear arms race at an 
early date and to nuclear disarmament."  After reviewing this article at the request of the 
General Assembly of the United Nations, the International Court of Justice unanimously 
agreed that "There exists an obligation to pursue in good faith and bring to a conclusion 
negotiations leading to nuclear disarmament in all its aspects under strict and effective 
international control." 
 
    Now is the time to take this obligation seriously. We call upon the members of the 
NPT Preparatory Committee to make the 1998 session a notable landmark in the 
journey toward the abolition of all nuclear weapons.  
 



 First, we ask the delegates to call resolutely upon the nuclear weapon states to 
embark upon a series of steps along the road leading to nuclear abolition.  There is 
broad consensus among study commissions, retired generals and admirals, scientists, 
and other civilian experts on what these steps should be.  They include: 
 
Declare a policy of no first use amongst themselves and non-use in relation to non-
nuclear weapon states. 
Cease all research, development, production, and deployment of new nuclear weapons. 
Refrain from modernizing the existing nuclear arsenal and increasing the number of 
deployed nuclear weapons. 
Take all nuclear forces off alert and remove warheads from delivery vehicles. 
Achieve faster and deeper bilateral reduction of nuclear weapons by the United States 
and Russia. 
 
It would be appropriate for the NPT Preparatory Committee to require the nuclear 
weapon states to provide annual progress reports on how they are carrying out such 
measures. 
 
 Second, we ask the delegates to take the lead in commencing the process of 
developing a 
nuclear weapons convention to outlaw and abolish all nuclear weapons.  One 
appropriate method would be to establish a working group of the NPT Preparatory 
Committee for this purpose.  Although the nuclear weapons states should be part of this 
process, other nations need not wait until they are willing to become engaged.  Rather 
as stewards of God's Earth, non-nuclear weapon states can begin the task of 
developing a nuclear weapons convention that specifies a fair and effective program to 
abolish all nuclear weapons.   
 
 We appeal to delegates to the NPT Preparatory Committee to consider what is 
best for the whole Earth and its inhabitants when they vote on issues of nuclear non-
proliferation and disarmament.  Loyalty to all humankind exceeds that of loyalty within 
political blocs of nations. We urge delegates to act now decisively and courageously for 
the benefit of all the peoples of Earth. 
 
Godfried Cardinal Danneels, President Rev. Dr. Konrad Raiser, General Secretary 
Pax Christi International World Council of Churches 
 
March 1998 
 
Co-Signers 



 
The following religious leaders co-signed the statement, "Act Now for Nuclear Abolition". 
[format into two columns] 
Archbishop Michael 
Metropolitan Bishop 
Greek Orthodox Church in Austria 
President, Ecumenical Council of  
Churches in Austria 
 
Superintendent Helmut Nausner 
United Methodist Church in Austria 
Secretary, Ecumenical Council of Churches  
 
Christine Gleixner 
Mother Superior of the Order, Sisters of Bethany, and Vice Chair, Ecumenical Council 
of Churches in Austria 
 
Rev. Ivan Petkin 
Bulgarian Orthodox Church in Austria 
 
Rev. Johannes El Baramousy 
Koptic Orthodox Church in Austria 
 
Bishop Mag. Herwig Sturm 
Lutheran Church in Austria 
 
Bishop Bernhard Heitz 
Old Catholic Church, Austria 
 
Bishop Dr. Heinrich Fasching 
Roman Catholic Church 
President, "Justitia et Pax" in Austria 
 
Metropolit Archbishop Ireneji 
Russian Orthodox Church in Austria 
 
The Most Rev. J. Barry Curtis 
President, Canadian Council of Churches 
 
Archbishop Michael G. Peers 



Primate of the Anglican Church of Canada 
 
The Rev. Arie G. Van Eek 
Council of Christian Reformed Churches 
in Canada 
 
The Rev. Telmor Sartison, Bishop 
Evangelical Lutheran Church in Canada 
Marvin Frey 
Executive Director 
Mennonite Central Committee Canada 
 
The Rev. John D. Congram 
Moderator 
The Presbyterian Church in Canada 
 
Gale Wills 
Religious Society of Friends (Quakers) 
in Canada 
 
Commissioner Donald V. Kerr 
Territorial Commander 
The Salvation Army, Canada 
 
The Very Rev. Bill Phipps 
Moderator 
United Church of Canada 
 
Rev. Dr. Lothar Engel 
Deputy General, Association of Protestant Churches and Missions in Germany 
 
Bishop Dr. Walter F. Klaiber 
United Methodist Church in Germany 
 
Rev. John Reardon 
General Secretary 
Council of Churches for Britain and Ireland 
 
D. Dr. Béla Harmati 
Bishop of the Lutheran Church 



President, Ecumenical Council 
of Churches in Hungary 
 
Dr. Zoltán Bóna 
General Secretary, Ecumenical Council 
of Churches in Hungary 
 
Rev. Domenico Tomasetto 
President, Federation of Protestant 
Churches in Italy 
 
Rev. Kenichi Otsu 
General Secretary, 
National Christian Council in Japan 
 
Rev. Samuel I. Koshiishi 
Acting General Secretary 
Nippon Sei Ko Kai 
(Anglican/ Episcopal Church)  
 
Rev. Junichiro Naito 
Executive Secretary 
Japan Baptist Convention 
 
Rev. Masakazu Asami 
President 
Japan Evangelical Lutheran Church 
 
Rev. Satoru Gohada 
President 
Japan Free Methodist Church 
 
Rev. Sadao Ozawa 
General Secretary 
United Church of Christ in Japan 
 
William V. Robinson 
President, CCANZ (Conference of Churches in Aotearoa New Zealand) 
 
Rev. Jennifer Dawson 



President, CCANZ 
 
Rev. Max Reid 
President, CCANZ 
 
Mrs. Jan Cornack 
General Secretary, CCANZ 
 
Rev. Billy Taranger 
President, Christian Council of Norway 
 
Rev. Ingrid Vad Nilsen 
General Secretary 
Christian Council of Norway 
 
Bishop Nifon of Slobozia and Calarasi 
President, Ecumenical Association  
of Churches in Romania 
 
Bishop Christoph Klein 
Evangelical AC Church in Romania 
Vice President, Ecumenical Association 
of Churches in Romania 
 
Bishop Kalman Csiha 
Reformed Church of Transsylvania 
Member, Administrative Council 
Ecumenical Association of Churches 
in Romania 
 
Christian Teodoresu 
General Secretary, Ecumenical Association 
of Churches in Romania 
 
Rev. Thord-OveThordson 
General Secretary 
Christian Council of Sweden 
 
Rev. Tord Ström 
General Secretary 



Free Church of Sweden 
 
Rev. Krister Andersson 
President and General Secretary 
Mission Covenant Church of Sweden 
 
A Spiritual, Ethical, and Humanitarian Perspective on Nuclear Weapons 
[PDF document] 
As part of a series of presentations to the 1998 PrepCom meeting by non-governmental 
organizations, the Religious Working Group for Nuclear Abolition developed this 
statement.  Co-chairs of the Working Group were Howard W. Hallman, Methodists 
United for Peace with Justice; Ibrahim Abdil-Mu'id Ramey, Fellowship of Reconciliation 
(USA); and Dave Robinson, Pax Christi USA.  The final draft was polished and 
presented on April 28, 1998 by Bishop Thomas Gumbleton, past president of Pax 
Christi USA.. [insert photo of Bishop Gumbleton] 
       
Mr. Chairman and delegates to the 1998 session of the NPT Preparatory Committee, 
we in the community of non-governmental organizations greatly appreciate the 
opportunity to appear before you and provide information on vital issues that are on 
your agenda.  My role is to offer some ideas developed by the Religious Working Group 
for Nuclear Abolition. 
 
You meet at a propitious time. With a new millennium rapidly approaching, the people of 
this planet would like to enter the new century free from the threat of nuclear holocaust.  
In the next two weeks you delegates here assembled have a great opportunity to take 
decisive action to set the course for the abolition of all nuclear weapons on Earth. 
 
The moral grounds for nuclear abolition are expressed in a statement by Godfried 
Cardinal Danneels, president of Pax Christi International, and Rev. Dr. Konrad Raiser, 
general secretary of the World Council of Church, which you have received.  They state 
 
Nuclear weapons, whether used or threatened, are grossly evil and morally wrong.  As 
an 
instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons slaughter the innocent and ravage the 
environment. ...As an instrument of deterrence, nuclear weapons hold innocent people 
hostage for political and military purposes.  Therefore, the doctrine of nuclear 
deterrence is morally corrupt. 
 
This view stems from a belief in the sanctity of life, a perspective shared by other world 
religions: Judaism, Islam, Hinduism, Buddhism. 



 
I believe that most of you today, who come from different faiths, in your heart of hearts, 
in the deep recesses of your mind, also understand the moral depravity of nuclear 
weapons.  The 
challenge to you is to let your moral judgment guide your actions. 
 
A statement developed for this meeting by the International Peace Conference, based 
in Prague, offers a pair of reasons for the total rejection of nuclear weapons: first, the 
threat to Creation and, second, the contribution to moral degradation.   
 
"Nuclear weapons," says this statement,  "fundamentally differ from all other weapons 
because of their potential to destroy all life on this planet.  They are terminal in relation 
to Nature.  They can destroy the divine Creation....They take from God the sole power 
to end the created order, and thus usurp the divine prerogative....Nuclear weapons 
stand condemned because they can destroy 'the sacred gift of life' and are thus innately 
demonic and blasphemous." 
 
  Secondly, the statement notes,  "The terrible suffering caused by nuclear 
weapons, 
their potential for total destruction, and their perversion of the fundamental nature of 
matter have 
contributed immeasurably to the moral degradation of humanity in our time."  This moral 
decline has escalated from the mass slaughter of World War I to the Nazi concentration 
camps to the mass bombing of cities in World War II to the development of nuclear 
weapons and their use on 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki in the 1945.  Since then "the East-West nuclear confrontation 
with the 
readiness of states to commit global genocide further hugely contributed to the moral 
de-sensitization of our age, now so evident in many aspects of contemporary life."    
 
  From an ethical perspective, Judge Mohammed Bedjaoui, when he was 
president of the 
International Court of Justice, stated: "The nuclear weapon, the ultimate evil, 
destabilizes 
humanitarian law which is the law of lesser evil.  The existence of nuclear weapons is 
therefore a 
challenge to the very existence of humanitarian law, not to mention their long-term 
effects of damage to the human environment, in respect to which the right to life must 
be exercised." 
 



  Judge Bedjaoui spoke in connection with the 1996 advisory opinion of the 
International 
Court of Justice in which the Court decided unanimously that under Article VI of the 
Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation Treaty, "There exists an obligation to pursue in good faith and bring to 
conclusion negotiations leading to nuclear disarmament in all aspects under strict and 
effective international control." 
 
  Notice the words "good faith", two terms with deep religious meaning.  In this 
context they refer to basic honesty, to abiding by one's commitment. You delegates 
have it within your goodness to act decisively in behalf of all us: humans, animals, 
plants, the whole community of life.  We have faith that you will show yourself worthy of 
this trust.  
 
Even if no other nuclear bomb is exploded, the Earth will remain scarred by the nuclear 
weapons era.   Earth and its people have suffered grave harm in the mining of 
fissionable material, by production of nuclear warheads with the byproduct of 
radioactive waste,  and through nuclear testing in the atmosphere and below the 
ground. 
 
Beyond harm to people and environmental damage, nuclear weapons have taken an 
enormous economic toll.  Since the 1940s the nuclear weapon states have spent more 
than $8 
trillion to develop, test, produce, transport, deploy, and safeguard their nuclear arsenal.  
This vast 
waste of resources brings to mind the words of U.S. President Dwight D. Eisenhower, 
himself a 
former general, words deemed so important that they are engraved beside his tomb in 
Abilene, 
Kansas.  " Every gun made, every warship launched, every rocket fired signifies, in the 
final sense, a theft from those who hunger and are not fed, those who are cold and are 
not clothed....This is not a way of life at all....Under the cloud of threatening war, it is 
humanity hanging from a cross of iron." 
 
The great irony is that the nuclear weapon states through these vast expenditures have 
failed to produce the security they seek.  Indeed, it is their own people who are at 
greatest risk due to their doctrine of mutually assured destruction.  Citizens of the allies 
of nuclear weapon states are themselves vulnerable to nuclear attack because of the 
military doctrine of the nuclear powers.  Any other nation gaining nuclear weapons 
would join the ranks of the insecure.  



 
Tragically the nuclear weapon states and their allies are victims of a self-imposed and 
self-destructive addiction to nuclear weapons.  Yes, an addiction.   Like many other 
addictions cure can come in two ways. 
 
First, the addicted can exercise self-will, can renounce the addictive substance or 
orientation, and can through great determination and inner strength free itself from the 
addiction that is sapping its vitality.  In this case, the nuclear weapon states can say 
individually or join together in a covenant that says, "We renounce the use of nuclear 
weapons for war-fighting purposes.  We renounce nuclear deterrence as an instrument 
of foreign and military policy."  Renunciation would remove the fundamental blockage to 
carrying out a series of actions that lead to nuclear abolition.  Other speakers on this 
program will describe the steps that can be taken along this road. 
 
  Second, friends of the addicted can apply "tough love".  They can talk firmly and 
insist that the addicted take the necessary steps leading out of addiction.   In the matter 
at hand, you delegates from non-nuclear weapon states can exercise tough love by 
insisting that the nuclear powers embark upon a course of action that moves toward 
nuclear abolition.  You can even develop a plan in the form of a nuclear weapons 
convention to outlaw and abolish nuclear weapons.  Even if you are part of a political 
bloc with one or more nuclear weapon states, true friendship requires you to apply 
tough love by acting independently and supporting measures leading to nuclear 
abolition.  Beyond that, each and every one of you has a higher loyalty to all of 
humankind, to the well-being of all peoples on Earth. 
 
  As you prepare to meet the challenges before you during this session of the NPT 
Preparatory Committee, I invite you to pause and observe one minute of silence.  Draw 
upon the 
perspective of your personal faith and use this minute to reflect upon the human 
suffering caused by nuclear weapons in their more than fifty years of existence: the 
victims at Hiroshima and Nagasaki; the indigenous people and other inhabitants living in 
the vicinity of test sites in the western United States, Algeria, Russia, Kazakhstan, 
China, the South Pacific, and Australia; persons far away from test sites but harmed by 
drifting radioactive fallout; the people who have suffered by the side effects of mining 
operations and weapon production facilities. 
 
In silence we can remember all who have suffered..  We can share together feelings of 
regret and contrition.  You who are delegates can also use this moment to reflect on 
what you can accomplish in the next two weeks.  You can re-dedicate yourself to 
working courageously and with imagination to find ways to end the nuclear arms race 



and rid Earth of this horrible plague on human existence.   
 
May we pause now in silence.              [One minute of silence.] 
 
In the spirit of renewal and re-dedication, the NGO community this afternoon would like 
to offer you ideas on steps that can be undertaken to achieve the abolition of nuclear 
weapons, an 
achievable goal that humankind longs to accomplish.  Although NGOs have various 
perspectives on the issues presented, we have collaborated in preparing these 
statements.  We hope that our ideas will be useful to you in your deliberations. 
Throughout your session we will be available to you to elaborate on what we have 
presented today.  We look forward to further exchange of ideas in the period leading up 
to the year 2000 NPT review conference. 
 
Lastly I want to thank you personally for the privilege of speaking to you.  
 
 
1999 Parliament of the World’s Religions 
 
More than 7,000 persons from around the world assembled in Cape Town, South Africa 
in December 1999 for a Parliament of the World's Religions.  In the course of the 
gathering religious leaders and people of many faiths presented A Moral Call to 
Eliminate the Threat of Nuclear Weapons. 
[http://www.gsinstitute.org/archives/000029.shtml]   Among other elements  The Call 
states: 
 
The threat and use of nuclear weapons is incompatible with civilized norms, standards 
of morality and humanitarian law which prohibit the use of inhumane weapons and 
those with indiscriminate effects....We say that a peace based on terror, a peace based 
upon threats of inflicting  annihilation and genocide upon whole populations, is a peace 
that is morally corrupting. 
 
 
Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Initiative (2000) 
 
[logo of NRDI from www.nrdi.org]  In June 2000 at a ceremony at the Washington 
National Cathedral 21 religious leaders along with 18 military professionals issued a 
Joint Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Statement 
[http://www.nrdi.org/nuclear/Nuclear02.html].  This initiative began as an interfaith 
project led by Washington National Cathedral, with assistance from the late Senator 



Alan Cranston, his Global Security Institute [www.gsinstitute.org], and the Fourth 
Freedom Forum [www.fourthfreedom.org].  After issuance of the statement the Nuclear 
Reduction/Disarmament Initiative [www.nrdi.org] evolved into an educational program 
and became a part of The Churches' Center for Theology and Public Policy, located at 
Wesley Theological Seminary in Washington, DC. 
 
[photo of signers with caption.  "Participants in the news conference that released the 
Joint Nuclear Reduction/Disarmament Statement included the Very Reverend Nathan 
D. Baxter, dean of the Washington National Cathedral; Admiral Stansfield Turner, U.S. 
Navy (Ret.); Bishop William B. Oden, president, Council of Bishops, United Methodist 
Church; Dr. Muzammi H. Siddiqi, president, The Islamic Society of North America; and 
General Charles S. Horner, U.S.Air Force (Ret.).  Rabbi David Saperstein, director, 
Religious Action Center of Reform Judaism, also participated in the news conference." 
 
Highlights of the statement include: 
 
We deeply believe that the long-term reliance on nuclear weapons in the arsenals of the 
nuclear powers, and the ever-present danger of their acquisition by others, is morally 
untenable and militarily unjustifiable. They constitute a threat to the security of our 
nation, a peril to world peace, a danger to the whole human family. 
 
Historically, military and religious leaders have not always been in agreement on these 
issues, but now a consensus is emerging. National security imperatives and ethical 
demands have converged to bring us to the necessity of outlawing and prohibiting 
nuclear weapons worldwide. 
 
We also believe that reliance on a nuclear deterrent in the long run calls into question 
our 
stewardship of God‘s creation. 
 
And so it is that we now come together to bear witness anew: it is past time for a great 
national and international discussion and examination of the true and full implications of 
reliance on nuclear weapons, to be followed by action leading to the international 
prohibition of these weapons. 
 
 
National Council of Churches of Christ in the USA 
[to be added] 
 
Canadian Council of Churches 



[to be added] 
 
Conference of European Churches 
[to be added] 
 
DENOMINATIONS 
 
Catholic Church 
 
[Photo of St. Peter's Cathedral in Rome]  The Catholic Church is the largest body of 
Christians in the world.  It has about 1 billion members. The pope, who is the bishop of 
Rome, serves as the head of the Catholic Church and governs from Vatican City, 
sometimes referred to as the Holy See.   The pope appoints cardinals to be his main 
advisers.  As a group, they form the College of Cardinals and elect a new pope after a 
reigning pope dies or resigns.  The pope also appoints bishops who preside over 
churches in different countries. 
 
[Side bar:  Picture of John Paul II with caption:  Pope John Paul II has called for the 
banishment of all nuclear weapons through "a workable system for negotiation, even of 
arbitration".] 
 
Holy See 
 
In recent years policy statements coming from the Holy See on nuclear disarmament 
are made by Holy See delegation to the United Nations in New York. 
 
"There Has Been Regression" 
[PDF document] 
Address by Monsignor Francis Chullikat, deputy head of a Holy See delegation to the 
United Nations, to the Preparatory Committee for the 2005 Review Conference of the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty in New York on April 10, 2002.   
 
[Possibly a photo of Monsignor Chullikat addressing the NPT PrepCom.] 
 
[Within the body of the text a side bar: " There can be no moral acceptance of military 
doctrines that embody the permanence of nuclear weapons."] 
 
Mr. Chairman, as the international community begins preparation for the 2005 Review 
of the Non-Proliferation Treaty, my Delegation notes the deep concern that is widely felt 
about the state of nuclear disarmament. 



 
At the 2000 Review, it was felt that progress was being made. The Review obtained a 
clear-cut commitment from the nuclear weapon states that systematic and progressive 
efforts to implement Article VI would include: "An unequivocal undertaking by the 
nuclear weapon states to accomplish the total elimination of their nuclear arsenals 
leading to nuclear disarmament to which all states parties are committed under Article 
VI." 
 
This commitment was embodied in a list of 13 practical steps the conference 
unanimously agreed to take. However, the progress made in implementing the 13 steps 
over the past two years has been indeed discouraging. In fact, the prospects for future 
implementation are alarming. 
 
As an examination of the 13 steps shows, there has not only been a lack of sufficient 
progress, there has been regression. Although, thankfully, there has been no nuclear 
testing in this period, the entry-into-force of the CTBT cannot be seen on the near 
horizon. The Conference on Disarmament is paralyzed. One of the parties to the Anti-
Ballistic Missile Treaty has given notice of withdrawal. Nuclear weapons are still kept on 
alert status. The admonition of the International Court of Justice for the completion of 
negotiations towards elimination is ignored. 
 
Even more serious than the lack of progress is the overt determination of some nuclear 
weapon states to maintain nuclear weapons in a critical role in their military doctrines. 
While the international community rightly welcomes the willingness of those with the 
most nuclear weapons to reduce their stocks of operationally deployed warheads, what 
is the real effect of such unilateral disarmament when it is not made irreversible, i.e., 
when such stocks can be remounted again quickly? 
 
My Delegation is deeply concerned about the old posture of nuclear deterrence that is 
evolving into the possibility of use in new strategies. This must be stoutly resisted. The 
Holy See has constantly recalled the fact that the strategy of deterrence can be 
envisaged only as a stage in the process aimed at disarmament, even of a progressive 
nature. So long as it is taken as an end in itself, deterrence encourages the protagonists 
to ensure a constant superiority over one another, in ceaseless race of over-arming. 
 
Mr. Chairman, the concern of the Holy See mounts in seeing the non-proliferation 
regime, with the NPT as its cornerstone, in disarray. The old policies of nuclear 
deterrence, which prevailed in the Cold War, must lead now to concrete disarmament 
measures. The rule of law cannot countenance the continuation of doctrines that hold 
nuclear weapons as essential. 



 
There can be no moral acceptance of military doctrines that embody the permanence of 
nuclear weapons. That is why Pope John Paul II has called for the banishment of all 
nuclear weapons through "a workable system for negotiation, even of arbitration." 
Those nuclear weapon states resisting negotiations should therefore be strongly urged 
to finally come to the negotiating table. 
 
In fact, in clinging to their outmoded rationales for nuclear deterrence, they are denying 
the most ardent aspirations of humanity as well as the opinion of the highest legal 
authority in the world. In this regard, my Delegation wishes to reaffirm its well-known 
position: nuclear weapons are incompatible with the peace we seek for the 21st century; 
they cannot be justified. These weapons are instruments of death and destruction. The 
preservation of the Non-Proliferation Treaty demands unequivocal action towards their 
elimination. Only when such a noble goal is attained can the international community be 
assured that nations are acting in "good faith". 
 
Mr. Chairman, my Delegation is confident that the Preparatory Committee will seize this 
opportunity to develop a sharpened sense of urgency to root out nuclear weapons that 
are the biggest threat to mankind. To keep developing weapon systems that can 
jeopardize the natural structure upon which all civilization rests seriously undermines 
the genuine quest of the family of nations to build a culture of peace for the present and 
future generations. 
 
 
"Nuclear Weapons Cannot Be Justified and Deserve Condemnation" 
[PDF document] 
Excerpt from a statement by Archbishop Renato Martino, the Holy See's permanent 
observer at the United Nations, to the United Nations' First Committee, October 15, 
1997.  After expressing support of the Holy See for the recently developed treaty to 
eliminate land mines, he stated: 
 
[Possibly a photo of Archbishop Martino.] 
 
[Somewhere within the body of the text a side bar: "The world must move to the 
abolition of nuclear weapons through a universal, non-discriminatory ban with intensive 
inspection by universal authority."] 
 
 If biological weapons, chemical weapons and now land-mines can be done away 
with, so too can nuclear weapons.  No weapon so threatens the longed-for peace of the 
21st century as the nuclear.   



 
 Let not the immensity of this task dissuade us from the efforts needed to free 
humanity from such a scourge.  With the valuable admonition offered in the Advisory 
Opinion of the International Court of Justice, the international community can see the 
legal and moral arguments against nuclear weapons intertwine with the strategic: since 
nuclear weapons can destroy all life on the planet, they peril all that humanity has ever 
stood for and indeed humanity itself. 
 
 During the acrimonious years of the Cold War with the emphasis on the military 
doctrine of nuclear deterrence as a constant justification for the nuclear arms build-up, 
the international community felt powerless to stop the relentless build-up of nuclear 
weapons.  Not now, in the post-Cold War era characterized by new partnerships, the 
international community cannot shield itself from the assault on life itself that nuclear 
weapons represent. 
 
 The work of this Committee has done in calling for negotiations leading to a 
Nuclear Weapons Convention must be increased.  Those nuclear weapons States 
resisting such negotiations must be challenged, for, in clinging to their outmoded 
rationales for nuclear deterrence, they are denying the most ardent aspirations of 
humanity as well as the opinion of the highest legal authority in the world.   The gravest 
consequences for mankind lie ahead if the world is to be ruled by the militarism 
represented by nuclear weapons rather than the humanitarian law espoused by the 
International Court of Justice. 
 
 Nuclear weapons are incompatible with the peace we seek for the 21st century.  
They cannot be justified.  They deserve condemnation.  The preservation of the Non-
Proliferation Treaty demands an unequivocal commitment to their abolition. 
 
 The Holy See has previously stated in this Committee: "The world must move to 
the abolition of nuclear weapons through a universal, non-discriminatory ban with 
intensive inspection by universal authority".  Today we repeat those words, conscious 
that there is a gathering momentum of world opinion in support of the complete 
elimination of nuclear weapons.  This is a moral challenge, a legal challenge and a 
political challenge.  That multiple- based challenge must be met by the application of 
our humanity. 
 
U.S Conference of Catholic Bishops 
 
[Import logo from web site: www.usccb.org]. The Catholic Church with 60 million 
members and 19,200 local parishes is the largest religious body in the United States.  



Oversight is provided by the United States Conference of Catholic Bishops (USCCB), 
which represents 300 active and about 100 bishops, who are appointed by the pope.  
The bishops serve as the heads of 194 dioceses in the United States. 
 
The Challenge of Peace: God's Promise and Our Response 
A Pastoral Letter on War and Peace 
[PDF document] 
In November 1980 the National Conference of Bishops (as it was then known) 
appointed a committee of bishops, chaired by Cardinal Joseph Bernardin, to draft a 
pastoral letter on war and peace.  The bishops reviewed two drafts and adopted the 
third and final draft on May3,1983.  A substantial part of this pastoral letter focuses on 
nuclear weapons.  The summary is presented below with permission.  The complete 
pastoral letter, The Challenge of Peace, is available from [to be completed]. 
 
[Possibly a photo of Cardinal Bernardin or the drafting committee] 
 
[Two side bars, say at one-third and two-thirds through the text. 
"No use of nuclear weapons which would violate the principle of discrimination or 
proportionality may be intended in a strategy of deterrence." 
"In the words of our Holy Father, we need a 'moral about-face.'  The whole world must 
summon the moral courage and technical means to say no to nuclear conflict; no to 
weapons of mass destruction; no to an arms race which robs the poor and the 
vulnerable; and no to the moral danger of a nuclear age which places before humankind 
indefensible choices of constant terror or surrender." 
 
Summary 
 
[to be added]] 
 
The Harvest of Justice Is Sown in Peace 
A Reflection of the National Conference of Catholic Bishops 
on the Tenth Anniversary of The Challenge of Peace 
[PDF document] 
Ten years after issuing The Challenge of Peace the National Conference of Catholic 
Bishops reviewed the findings of the 1983 pastoral letter and offered their reflections.   
The Harvest of Justice [http://www.usccb.org/sdwp/harvest.htm] is available on the web 
site of the U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops.  The section dealing with nuclear 
disarmament is presented below with permission. 
 
[Perhaps a photo or drawing of a wheat field inserted into the above paragraph.] 



 
[At appropriate locations, two side bars: 
  "We must continue to say No to the very idea of nuclear war." 
"The eventual elimination of nuclear weapons is more than a moral ideal; it should be a 
policy goal."  
 
Unfinished Business: Nuclear Disarmament and Proliferation.  
[change margins to be like above] 
   Our l983 pastoral letter focused special attention on the morality of nuclear 
               weapons at a time of widespread fear of nuclear war. Only ten years 
               later, the threat of global nuclear war may seem more remote than at any 
               time in the nuclear age, but we may be facing a different but still 
               dangerous period in which the use of nuclear weapons remains a 
               significant threat. We cannot address questions of war and peace today, 
               therefore, without acknowledging that the nuclear question remains of vital 
               political and moral significance.  
 
               The end of the Cold War has changed the nuclear question in three ways. 
               First, nuclear weapons are still an integral component of U.S. security 
               policies, but they are no longer at the center of these policies or of 
               international relations. In 1983, a dominant concern was the ethics of 
               nuclear weapons. Today, this concern, while still critically important, must 
               be considered in the context of a more fundamental question of the ethical 
               foundations of political order: How do we achieve Pacem in Terris' 
               vision of a just and stable political order, so that nations will no longer rely 
               on nuclear weapons for their security? Second, we have new 
               opportunities to take steps toward progressive nuclear disarmament. In 
               l983, the first task was to stop the growth of already bloated nuclear 
               arsenals; today, the moral task is to proceed with deep cuts and ultimately 
               to abolish these weapons entirely. Third, the threat of global nuclear war 
               has been replaced by a threat of global nuclear proliferation. In addition to 
               the declared nuclear powers, a number of other countries have or could 
               very quickly deploy nuclear weapons, and still other nations, or even 
               terrorist groups, might seek to obtain or develop nuclear weapons. Just as 
               the nuclear powers must prevent nuclear war, so also they, with the rest 
               of the international community, bear a heavy moral responsibility to stop 
               the spread of nuclear, biological and chemical weapons.  
 
                  a.The Moral Judgment on Deterrence. In 1983, we judged that 
                    nuclear deterrence may be morally acceptable as long as it is 



                    limited to deterring nuclear use by others; sufficiency, not nuclear 
                    superiority, is its goal; and it is used as a step on the way toward 
                    progressive disarmament. 
 
                    Some believe that this judgment remains valid, since significant 
                    progress has been made in reducing nuclear weapons, including the 
                    most destabilizing ones, while at least some of those that remain are 
                    still necessary to deter existing nuclear threats. Others point to the 
                    end of the Soviet threat and the apparent unwillingness of the 
                    nuclear powers to accept the need to eliminate nuclear weapons as 
                    reasons for abandoning our strictly conditioned moral acceptance 
                   IG== 
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