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To: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: de-alerting sign-on letter
Cc: , btiller@psr.org, bmusil@psr.org
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 01:13 PM 8/11/98 -0400, Daryl Kimball wrote:
>Bob and Howard:
>
>To follow-up on my phone message to Bob today (Tuesday) regarding your
>letter on de-alerting ... 

Dear Daryl:

On the matter of letters to political leaders, my philosophy is: let many flowers bloom. Our current letter on de-alerting 
is a different species than your July 23 letter and has a different set of gardeners.  Your letter deals with several 
important matters while our letter focuses solely on de-alerting.  Your letter presents de-alerting "as an alternative" to 
"lowering the permitted level of deployed strategic warheads" while ours offers a more far-reaching proposal to achieve 
zero alert by December 31, 1999.   Your letter (which I never saw) was signed by Washington-based organizations 
while ours is seeking international signers.  Ours is addressed to both President Clinton and President Yeltsin while 
yours is directed only to President Clinton.  Thus, the two letters are complementary, not competitive.

I don't buy your notion that our letter is too late because staff has already determined the summit outcome.  Sometimes 
bigger ideas emerge that go beyond the limited vision of staff and NGO insiders.  Sometimes not.  But the flower we're 
planting will produce seeds that will bloom again.

I say that because I see our letter as a step in building stronger grassroots support for de-alerting and also for mobilizing 
international support.  You may recall that I proposed such a broader campaign at the last Deep Cuts Working Group 
meeting, but this was rejected by Jonathan Dean as unnecessary.  I disagree.  So now I am moving to bring this matter 
before the Nuclear Weapon Working Group, which is more action-oriented and more connected with grassroots 
activists.  

We need both elements: the elite insiders and the grassroots mobilizers.  Your July 23 letter is an expression of the 
former while our letter goes in the direction of the latter.  I'm glad you did yours.  I hope that you likewise will 
recognize the importance of our reaching out to a broader constituency to gain support for de-alerting.  It's not either/ or 
but rather both/and.

Shalom,
Howard
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Return-Path: <gdaniell@wt.com.au>
X-Sender: gdaniell@mail.wt.com.au
Date: Tue, 11 Aug 1998 20:55:06 +0800
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
From: Graham Daniell <gdaniell@wt.com.au>
Subject: Re: Sign-on letter to Clinton and Yeltsin on de-alerting

Please sign our organisation on to your letter.

Graham Daniell
People for Nuclear Disarmament
Perth, Western Australia
-------------------------------------------------------------------------
At 07:25 7/08/98 -0700, you wrote:
>Dear Colleagues:
>
>The meeting of President Clinton and President Yeltsin in early September
>offers us an opportunity to press our case for steps leading to nuclear
>disarmament.  We believe that it is particularly timely to request them to
>de-alert their nuclear arsenals, such as by separating warheads from
>delivery vehicles.   They can accomplish this objective through executive
>action without a treaty requiring ratification by the U.S. Senate and the
>Russian Duma.
>
>Therefore, we have developed the attached letter, urging President Clinton
>and President Yeltsin to embark upon a de-alerting initiative and to
>complete the task no later than December 31, 1999.  We invite you to be a
>co-signer of this letter.  If you are willing, please provide us your name,
>title, organization, and country.  You may reply to btiller@igc.org.
>Deadline for signing is Friday, August 21, 1998.
>
>If you have any questions, please get in touch with one of us.
>

Graham Daniell
Western Australia
gdaniell@wt.com.au
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Cc: btiller@psr.org, bananas-ana@igc.org, abolition-caucus@igc.org
Date: Tue, 11 Aug 1998 12:11:27 -0700 (PDT)
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: Addition to de-alerting letter
To: "Jackie Cabasso" <wslf@igc.org>
X-Sender: mupj@pop.igc.org (Unverified)

Dear Jackie:

Thanks for your suggestion to add a reference to India and Pakistan to the
de-alerting letter.   We use the same argument of positive effects in
seeking to convince the U.S. Senate to ratify the CTBT.  However, the
de-alerting letter has already gone out to several different networks and we
already have a number of signers.  In the short time we have, it's not
practicable to retrace our steps with an amended letter.  Nonetheless, we
hope that you will sign the letter as it is.

Shalom,
Howard

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

Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Tue, 11 Aug 1998 09:37:38 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Sign-on letter
References: <2.2.16.19980810075940.298f2d5c@pop.igc.org>

Howard,

I agree with all your suggestions.

Shalom,
Bob T.

Howard W. Hallman wrote:
> 
> At 04:16 PM 8/9/98 -0400, Bob Tiller wrote:
> >Howard,
> >
> >Have you been seeing all the e-mails about our sign-on letter?  We have
> >to make some decisions soon:
> >    1. What to do about individuals who want to sign on?  I am sort of
> >inclined to omit them, but I don't feel strongly about it.  What do you
> >think?
> >    2. What to do about the amendment that Jackie Cabasso proposed and
> >posted to the abolition caucus?  I am sort of inclined to refuse it.
> >What do you think?
> >
> >Shalom,
> >Bob T.
> >
> 
> Dear Bob:
> 
> 1. Why don't we wait on deciding whether to include individuals.  We may
> find some persons we want to include, but maybe not.
> 
> 2. I agree that we should decline Jackie Cabasso's proposal.  We can thank
> her, indicating that it's a good argument and that we are using a similar
> argument with the U.S. Senate in seeking CTBT ratification.  However, the
> letter has already gone out to several different networks and we already
> have a number of signers.  Thus, it's not practicable to make changes,
> especially in the short time we have for sign-ons.  If you agree with that
> message, I'll write Jackie, explain our reasons, and invite her sign the
> letter as it is.
> 
> 3. I'm getting a number of sign-ons because people are using the "reply-to
> sender" mode of my message to abolition caucus.  I'm making a list of their
> name, title,organization, and country plus their e-mail address.  I'll give
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> it to you as we approach the end of our sign-on period.
> 
> 4. Helen Caldicott replied with a suggestion that we ask Clinton and Yeltsin
> for an abolition treaty.  I suggest that I thank her for idea, explain that
> many of us have previously urged Clinton to seek a nuclear abolition
> convention but that we decided to focus on this concrete step at this time
> because de-alerting has such broad support.  I would ask her to sign the
> letter as it is.
> 
> Shalom,
> Howard
> 
> ###
> 
> Message from Helen Caldicott
> 
>         Dear Howard, I have another idea. In order for Clinton to move to the
> moral high ground and to remove himself from his sexual dilemmas, he and
> Yeltsin could reasonably agree to sign a treaty to abolish nuclear
> weapons bilaterally within the next five years - a sort of Rechevich -
> can't spell it. He would then go down in history as the greatest
> president and millions throughout the world would be greatful, and he
> could then rise above the rubbish which now engulfs him. Yetsin I'm sure
> would agree. Let's go for something big because the "stockpile
> stewardship - new Manhattan project will soon preempt any arms control
> deals currently under contemplation, Sincerely, Helen Caldicott
> 
> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
> Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
> 
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
> laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.
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To: hcaldic@ibm.net
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Clinton-Yeltsin summit
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Helen:

Thanks for your suggestion about how to approach President Clinton prior to his meeting with President Yeltsin.  
Several times in the past two years I have written a "your place in history" letter to President Clinton that spoke of total 
nuclear abolition.   For one of these I got signatures of heads of religious communions in the United States.

This time we decided to focus on the de-alerting issue because the idea has widespread support and because it is an 
action the two presidents can undertake through executive action without approval of their balky legislative bodies.

I'm from the "let many flowers bloom" school of approaches to political leaders.  Therefore, I would encourage you to 
write President Clinton with your idea about a treaty to abolish nuclear weapons bilaterally within the next five years 
(though it will be necessary to bring in UK, France, and China by the end of the period).

Meanwhile, I hope that you will sign the letter focused solely on de-alerting.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: LCNP@aol.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Suggestions on de-alerting letter
Cc: btiller@psr.org, abolition-caucus@igc.org
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Alyn:

Bob Tiller and I have noted your comments on the letter to President Clinton and President Yeltsin.  Although both our 
organizations are strong supporters of nuclear abolition and have frequently written President Clinton on this matter, we 
decided to focus this particular letter on the single issue of de-alerting.  In particular we want to stress that they can 
achieve this objective through executive action.  Therefore, they can move ahead without the roadblocks that the U.S. 
Senate and the Russian Duma are now putting in the way of the CTBT and START II and would likely erect for a more 
far-reaching treaty.  This doesn't lessen our commitment to nuclear abolition but rather reflects our decision to address 
an issue that has widespread support not only in the Abolition 2000 network but also in the broader NGO community.

We greatly respect the work of the Lawyers' Committee on Nuclear Policy and hope that you might reconsider and 
support this letter in support of de-alerting as now drafted.

Shalom,
Howard



80811.11.txt[5/3/2017 1:35:40 PM]

Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Tue, 11 Aug 1998 09:43:54 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Response to Alyn Ware
References: <2.2.16.19980810153617.3df766ca@pop.igc.org>

Howard,

Your draft is well done.  Go with it.

Shalom,
BT

Howard W. Hallman wrote:
> 
> Dear Bob:
> 
> I suppose you've read Alyn Ware's response to our Clinton-Yeltsin letter.
> Since he sent a copy to the entire abolition-caucus (which I wish he
> wouldn't do), perhaps we need to rely with a copy to the caucus.  Below is a
> draft.
> 
> Shalom,
> Howard
> 
> Draft:
> 
> Dear Alyn:
> 
> Bob Tiller and I have noted your comments on the letter to President Clinton
> and President Yeltsin.  Although both our organizations are strong
> supporters of nuclear abolition and have frequently written President
> Clinton on this matter, we decided to focus this particular letter on the
> single issue of de-alerting.   In particular we want to stress that they can
> achieve this objective through executive action.  Therefore, they can move
> ahead without the roadblocks that the U.S. Senate and Russian Duma are now
> putting in the way of the CTBT and START II and would likely erect for a
> more far-reaching treaty.  This doesn't lessen our commitment to nuclear
> abolition but rather reflects our decision to address an issue that has
> widespread support not only in the Abolition 2000 network but also in the
> broader NGO community.
> 
> In the last paragraph we note that the people of Earth would like to enter
> the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear destruction and would
> therefore welcome de-alerting.  We make no claim that de-alerting alone will
> totally eliminate this fear.
> 
> We greatly respect the work of the Lawyers' Committee on Nuclear Policy and
> hope that you might reconsider and sign this letter in support of
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> de-alerting as now drafted.
> 
> Shalom,
> Howard
> 
> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
> Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
> 
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
> laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Tue, 11 Aug 1998 09:41:14 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: [Fwd: Re: De-alerting sign-on]

Interesting comments.
Return-Path: <susangordon@pop.igc.apc.org>
Received: from [198.94.10.189] (susangordon@pppe-189.igc.org)
 by igc9.igc.apc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8) with SMTP id JAA21828
 for <btiller@psr.org>; Mon, 10 Aug 1998 09:14:32 -0700 (PDT)
Message-Id: <v01530502b1f421e60b07@[198.94.10.43]>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"
Date: Sun, 9 Aug 1998 21:17:14 -0700
To: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
From: susangordon@igc.org (Susan Gordon)
Subject: Re: De-alerting sign-on

Bob, ANA will not be able to sign on because unfortunately we have no
positions to support this.  Also, I was uncomfortable with the tone of the
letter which is sort of first person friendly when refering to the
Presidents of the US and Russia.  I think the tone should be more formal.
Phrases like "...the two of you .." would sound much better rewritten
like.."As Presidents of two of the worlds nuclear powers, you could provide
leadership and vision for the rest of the world by issuing executive orders
to de-alert the nuclear weapons in your arsenals..."  Or some such thing
that would show the respect they are do.  Good luck with the letter.  Maybe
you could think about bringing a position statement to the ANA meeting on
de-alerting?  susan

>Dear Colleagues:
>
>The meeting of President Clinton and President Yeltsin in early
>September offers us an opportunity to press our case for steps leading
>to nuclear disarmament.  We believe that it is particularly timely to
>request them to de-alert their nuclear arsenals, such as by separating
>warheads from delivery vehicles.   They can accomplish this objective
>through executive action without a treaty requiring ratification by the
>U.S. Senate and the Russian Duma.
>
>Therefore, we have developed the attached letter, asking President
>Clinton and President Yeltsin to embark upon a de-alerting initiative
>and to complete the task no later than December 31, 1999.  We invite you
>to be a co-signer of this letter.  If you are willing, please provide us
>your name, title, organization, and country.  You may reply to
><btiller@psr.org>    Deadline for signing is Friday, August 21, 1998.
>
>If you have any questions, please get in touch with one of us.
>
>Shalom,
>
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>Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
>Physicians for Social Responsibility
>Phone: 202 898-0150, ext. 220
>Fax: 202 898-0172
>E-mail: btiller@psr.org
>
>Howard W. Hallman, Chair
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice
>Phone/fax: 301 896-0013
>E-mail: mupj@igc.org
>
>-----------------------------------------------------------------
>
>August --, 1998
>
>The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
>The White House
>Washington, DC 20500
>
>The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
>The Kremlin
>Moscow, Russia
>
>Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin:
>
>When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a
>course so that Earth may enter the new millennium with all nuclear
>weapons taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method to
>accomplish this would be to separate warheads from their delivery
>vehicles and place them in secure national storage.
>
>We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the
>de-alerting process no later than January 1999 and complete the task no
>later than December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United
>Kingdom, France, and China so that they will likewise take their nuclear
>arsenals off alert within that time frame.
>
>With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia,
>the United Kingdom, France, and China maintain peaceful relations and
>carefully avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a
>condition of nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or
>unauthorized launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face
>the risk of attack by missiles launched on warning due to
>miscommunication or misinterpretation of data.  By removing these
>dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially enhance the national
>security of all the nuclear weapon states.
>
>Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out
>through executive action.  This is what your predecessors, President
>George Bush and President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991
>when they reduced the alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable
>number of intercontinental ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a
>positive step when you agreed to stop aiming strategic missiles at each
>other's country.   It is well within the purview of executive authority
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>to move now to de-alerting your respective nuclear arsenals.
>
>De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including
>the Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals
>leaders from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences
>in the United States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders,
>including 47 past and present heads of states and prime ministers
>(1998), and the recent New Agenda statement by the foreign ministers of
>Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa, and
>Sweden (1998).  This approach also has the support of a variety of
>religious bodies and numerous non-governmental organizations.
>
>De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would
>like to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear
>destruction.   We hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity
>to lead the world in this direction.
>
>Sincerely yours,
>
>Name
>Title
>Organization
>Country

                    ****************************************
                            Susan Gordon, Director
                      Alliance for Nuclear Accountability
1914 N 34th, Suite #407, Seattle, WA 98103  ph 206-547-3175  fax 206-547-7158
        ANA is a national alliance of organizations working to address
            issues of nuclear weapons production and waste clean-up.
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Tue, 11 Aug 1998 15:35:39 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: Daryl Kimball <dkimball@clw.org>
CC: mupj@igc.org, bmusil@psr.org
Subject: Re: de-alerting sign-on letter
References: <3D3C85C1597@local.clw.org>

Daryl,

Thanks for your feedback.  I do remember the letter from Coalition
groups to Clinton.  Howard and I thought that with this letter we would
do the following that were different from your letter:
   a. cast a much wider net, garnering sign-ons from numerous
organizations that were not on your letter
   b. address this letter to both Yeltsin and Clinton
   c. focus on the single issue of de-alerting, not on deep cuts
   d. urge complete de-alerting, not "nearly all"

I hope that this helps you to understand why it is worthwhile for us to
send this letter, and why it is not as repetitious as you suggest.

Shalom,
Bob T.

Daryl Kimball wrote:
> 
> Bob and Howard:
> 
> To follow-up on my phone message to Bob today (Tuesday) regarding your
> letter on de-alerting ... I just wanted to remind you that a very similar
> letter from NGOs (which was circulated widely before its finalization) was
> sent out on July 23 (see below) to the President and relevant aides on the
> subject of action on nuclear weapons reductions at the upcoming summit. Bob,
> you and i discussed this letter a couple of times and Bob Musil signed-on.
> The letter makes three major recommendations, including de-alerting:
> 
> "... First, we suggest you seek agreement with President Yeltsin that the
> START II treaty be amplified by a protocol lowering the permitted level of
> deployed strategic warheads to 1,000 for each country and committing both
> governments to immediately begin negotiation on exchange of data on nuclear
> forces, warhead dismantlement, and transfer of fissile material to monitored
> storage.
> 
> "... the U.S. could propose a staged global program for de-alerting to be
> applied to the nuclear capabilities of the five NPT nuclear weapon states.
> This would strengthen the case for a separate system of monitoring Indian
> and Pakistani aircraft and missiles to prevent weapon deployment and provide
> warning when these systems are being moved."
> 
> "...we suggest that you indicate your willingness to place most of the
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> remaining U.S. tactical warheads and nearly all strategic reserve warheads
> in secure storage, open to monitoring by the Russians, with a commitment
> that they will eventually be dismantled, if the Russians are willing to do
> the same with comparable proportions of their weapons in these categories. "
> 
> The text of the July 23 letter is below.
> 
> Thus, while your draft letter is generally consistent with the earlier
> letter, you might want to be aware of the fact that some NGOs who signed the
> July 23 letter might find it repetitious or even slightly out of sync.
> 
> Also, you should keep in mind that most of the fundamental Clinton
> Administration decisions in connection with the summit have already been
> made (the summit occurs a mere 3 weeks from now) and they are already in the
> process of engaging the Russians in the pre-summit negotiations that really
> determine what will come out of the presidents' joint statement.
> 
> I'm sorry if you saw the July  23 letter and didn't think it fit the bill on
> de-alerting ... I hope that we can work more closely together to build
> support behind a strong nuclear disarmament/de-alerting line in the weeks
> ahead. Let's stay in touch about initiatives that might be of interest to
> the broader community of peace and disarmament advocates.
> 
> Peace,
> 
> DK
> 
> ************
> 
> 1616 P Street NW, Washington, D.C. 20036
> 
> July 23, 1998
> 
> William Jefferson Clinton
> The White House
> Washington, DC  20500
> 
> Dear Mr. President,
> 
>         Despite energetic action on the part of your administration, we may soon be
> faced with the prospect of major failure in its efforts to control nuclear
> weapons and to prevent their spread.
> 
>         Although President Yeltsin has repeatedly committed himself to do so, he
> has been unable to bring the Duma to ratify the START II Treaty. Russian
> command and control over nuclear weapons is reportedly becoming more
> fragile. The May 1998 nuclear weapons tests by India and Pakistan have
> seriously undermined the authority of the non-proliferation regime and
> increased the risk of nuclear war in South Asia.  Time is short in your
> administration to act to prevent the structure of nuclear arms control and
> non-proliferation from crumbling.
> 
>         Your September summit with President Yeltsin provides an opportunity to
> reverse this trend. We have two suggestions:
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> 
>         First, we suggest you seek agreement with President Yeltsin that the START
> II treaty be amplified by a protocol lowering the permitted level of
> deployed strategic warheads to 1,000 for each country and committing both
> governments to immediately begin negotiation on exchange of data on nuclear
> forces, warhead dismantlement, and transfer of fissile material to monitored
> storage. The two governments would also invite Britain, France and China to
> join them in discussion of the possibility of five power nuclear arms
> control, to include transparency and prevention of accidental or
> unauthorized launch.
> 
>         We believe this proposal on your part would be welcomed by the Yeltsin
> government and could induce the Duma to ratify the amended START II. Defense
> Minister Sergeyev and other Russian leaders have pointed out that, by 2012,
> Russia may be unable to pay for deploying more than 500 warheads, while
> President Yeltsin has repeatedly urged drawing the other weapon states into
> negotiation. At the same time, this action could move toward meeting the
> desires of India, Pakistan and of many non-weapon countries belonging to the
> Non-Proliferation Treaty for some significant action by all five declared
> weapon states with regard to their own nuclear forces and open the way for
> agreement on various forms of international controls over Indian and
> Pakistani nuclear materials.
> 
>         We believe Britain, France and China  would be inclined to cooperate in the
> face of this substantial U.S.-Russian reduction. However, as an alternative,
> the U.S. could propose a staged global program for de-alerting to be applied
> to the nuclear capabilities of the five NPT nuclear weapon states. This
> would strengthen the case for a separate system of monitoring Indian and
> Pakistani aircraft and missiles to prevent weapon deployment and provide
> warning when these systems are being moved.
> 
>         With significant action by the weapon states and with extension of
> international monitoring over Indian and Pakistani nuclear capabilities,
> the Indian and Pakistani nuclear tests can be converted into a net gain for
> the NPT regime. Without these developments, the long-term effect of the
> tests will be dangerous weakening of the cohesion of the NPT regime.
> 
>         Second, to control quickly the many thousands of tactical and reserve
> strategic nuclear weapons not yet limited by the START process --which
> likely pose the greatest risks of possible theft of a nuclear weapon, and
> whose existence has given rise to Russian START II fears that the United
> States could rapidly reload weapons on its missiles - we suggest that you
> immediately initiate with Russia a set of unilateral-reciprocal initiatives
> similar to those undertaken by President Bush and Soviet leader Mikhail
> Gorbachev in 1991.
> 
>         Specifically, we suggest that you indicate your willingness to place most
> of the remaining U.S. tactical warheads and nearly all strategic reserve
> warheads in secure storage, open to monitoring by the Russians, with a
> commitment that they will eventually be dismantled, if the Russians are
> willing to do the same with comparable proportions of their weapons in these
> categories. Such an initiative could ensure that, within months, some 70% of
> the Russian nuclear weapon stockpile not yet regulated by the START process
> was in secure, monitored storage, and committed to dismantlement; U.S.
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> security would be significantly improved. Indeed, technology is now
> available that would make it possible to permanently and verifiably disable
> all of these weapons in a matter of weeks. While Congress has placed limits
> on the Administration's ability to propose such reciprocal measures with
> respect to active-duty strategic forces, there are no limits on your
> authority to pursue such a productive initiative with respect to tactical
> and strategic reserve weapons.
> 
>         We urge you to authorize discussions of these suggestions with counterparts
> from the Russian Federation as early as possible. The circumstances call for
> extraordinary action.
> 
>             Sincerely,
> 
>         Rear Admiral Eugene J. Carroll, Jr. (Ret.)              Daniel Plesch,
>         Deputy Director,                                Director,
>         Center for Defense Information          British American
> Security Information Council
> 
>         John Isaacs,                            Joe Volk,
>         President,                              Executive Secretary,
>         Council for a Livable World                     Friends Committee on
> National Legislation
> 
>         Lindsay Mattison,                               Mark Sommer,                    Executive Director,                             Director,
>         International Center                            Mainstream Media Project,
> 
>         Christopher Paine,                              Gordon Clark,
>         Senior Research Director,                       Executive Director,
>         Natural Resources Defense Council               Peace Action
> 
>         Robert K. Musil,                                David Culp,
>         Executive Director,                             Legislative Director,
>         Physicians for Social Responsibility            Plutonium Challenge
> 
>         Stephen Raikin,                         Ambassador Jonathan Dean,
>         Executive Director,                             Advisor for International
> Security,
>         Public Education Center                 Union of Concerned Scientists
> 
>         Paul Walker,                            Susan Shaer,
>         President,                              Executive Director,
>         Veterans for Peace                              Women's Action for New
> Directions
> 
>         Robin Caiola,                   Admiral Stansfield Turner (Ret.)
>         Executive Director,
>         20/20 Vision Education Fund
> 
>         cc:     Albert Gore, Jr., Vice President
>                 John Holum, Undersecretary of State
>                 Samuel R. Berger, National Security Advisor
> 
> 
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> ***********************
> 
> You wrote:
> 
> >Dear Colleagues:
> >
> >The meeting of President Clinton and President Yeltsin in early
> >September offers us an opportunity to press our case for steps leading
> >to nuclear disarmament.  We believe that it is particularly timely to
> >request them to de-alert their nuclear arsenals, such as by separating
> >warheads from delivery vehicles.   They can accomplish this objective
> >through executive action without a treaty requiring ratification by the
> >U.S. Senate and the Russian Duma.
> >
> >Therefore, we have developed the attached letter, asking President
> >Clinton and President Yeltsin to embark upon a de-alerting initiative
> >and to complete the task no later than December 31, 1999.  We invite you
> >to be a co-signer of this letter.  If you are willing, please provide us
> >your name, title, organization, and country.  You may reply to
> ><btiller@psr.org>    Deadline for signing is Friday, August 21, 1998.
> >
> >If you have any questions, please get in touch with one of us.
> >
> >Shalom,
> >
> >Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
> >Physicians for Social Responsibility
> >Phone: 202 898-0150, ext. 220
> >Fax: 202 898-0172
> >E-mail: btiller@psr.org
> >
> >Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> >Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> >Phone/fax: 301 896-0013
> >E-mail: mupj@igc.org
> >
> >-----------------------------------------------------------------
> >
> >August --, 1998
> >
> >The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
> >The White House
> >Washington, DC 20500
> >
> >The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
> >The Kremlin
> >Moscow, Russia
> >
> >Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin:
> >
> >When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a
> >course so that Earth may enter the new millennium with all nuclear
> >weapons taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method to
> >accomplish this would be to separate warheads from their delivery
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> >vehicles and place them in secure national storage.
> >
> >We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the
> >de-alerting process no later than January 1999 and complete the task no
> >later than December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United
> >Kingdom, France, and China so that they will likewise take their nuclear
> >arsenals off alert within that time frame.
> >
> >With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia,
> >the United Kingdom, France, and China maintain peaceful relations and
> >carefully avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a
> >condition of nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or
> >unauthorized launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face
> >the risk of attack by missiles launched on warning due to
> >miscommunication or misinterpretation of data.  By removing these
> >dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially enhance the national
> >security of all the nuclear weapon states.
> >
> >Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out
> >through executive action.  This is what your predecessors, President
> >George Bush and President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991
> >when they reduced the alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable
> >number of intercontinental ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a
> >positive step when you agreed to stop aiming strategic missiles at each
> >other's country.   It is well within the purview of executive authority
> >to move now to de-alerting your respective nuclear arsenals.
> >
> >De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including
> >the Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals
> >leaders from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences
> >in the United States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders,
> >including 47 past and present heads of states and prime ministers
> >(1998), and the recent New Agenda statement by the foreign ministers of
> >Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa, and
> >Sweden (1998).  This approach also has the support of a variety of
> >religious bodies and numerous non-governmental organizations.
> >
> >De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would
> >like to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear
> >destruction.   We hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity
> >to lead the world in this direction.
> >
> >Sincerely yours,
> >
> >Name
> >Title
> >Organization
> >Country
> >
> ___________________________________
> Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
> 110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
> Washington  DC 20002
> p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
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> website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
> ___________________________________
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Tue, 11 Aug 1998 15:37:49 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: [Fwd: Final ltr. to Prez. on n-weapons]

Daryl is jerking our chain a bit.
Return-Path: <dkimball@clw.org>
Received: from loas.clark.net (mail.clark.net [168.143.0.10])
 by igc7.igc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8) with ESMTP id KAA08686;
 Tue, 11 Aug 1998 10:59:13 -0700 (PDT)
Received: from local.clw.org (clw.org [204.245.159.2])
 by loas.clark.net (8.8.8/8.8.8) with ESMTP id OAA28391;
 Tue, 11 Aug 1998 14:00:09 -0400 (EDT)
Date: Tue, 11 Aug 1998 14:00:09 -0400 (EDT)
Received: from CLW/SpoolDir by local.clw.org (Mercury 1.21);
    11 Aug 98 13:24:44 -0500
Received: from SpoolDir by CLW (Mercury 1.21); 11 Aug 98 13:24:20 -0500
Received: from clw13.clw.org by local.clw.org (Mercury 1.21);
    11 Aug 98 13:24:11 -0500
X-Sender: dkimball@[204.245.159.2]
X-Mailer: Windows Eudora Version 1.4.4
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"
To: dkimball@clw.org
From: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
Subject: Final ltr. to Prez. on n-weapons
Message-ID: <3D48DFE1A31@local.clw.org>

August 11

TO: Coalition members
FR: Daryl Kimball

RE: final text of July 23 sign-on letter to Pres. Clinton on n-weapons
reductions

As you will recall, last month the Coalition's Deep Cuts Working Group
drafted a letter to the President recommending nuclear weapons risk
reduction steps that might be pursued at the upcoming Clinton-Yeltsin summit
in Moscow scheduled for the first week in September.

FYI, attached below is an electronic version of the final text of the letter
as sent. A hard copy has been sent to each of the signatories. It should be
noted that the letter did not go out on Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
letterhead (i.e. as a communication from the Coalition) as a result of the
fact that one Coalition member organization could not be reached and three
did not agree with the timing and/or some of the details of the letter.

I have been informed that the letter was recieved and read by those U.S.
officials preparing for the summit. 
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I hope that the principal recommendations of the letter can serve as a basis
for our further discussions about "next steps" in the event that the
upcoming summit and subsequent Duma session do not yield satisfactory START
results.

DK

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

                        1616 P Street NW, Washington, D.C. 20036

July 23, 1998

William Jefferson Clinton
The White House
Washington, DC  20500

Dear Mr. President,

 Despite energetic action on the part of your administration, we may soon be
faced with the prospect of major failure in its efforts to control nuclear
weapons and to prevent their spread.

 Although President Yeltsin has repeatedly committed himself to do so, he
has been unable to bring the Duma to ratify the START II Treaty. Russian
command and control over nuclear weapons is reportedly becoming more
fragile. The May 1998 nuclear weapons tests by India and Pakistan have
seriously undermined the authority of the non-proliferation regime and
increased the risk of nuclear war in South Asia.  Time is short in your
administration to act to prevent the structure of nuclear arms control and
non-proliferation from crumbling.

 Your September summit with President Yeltsin provides an opportunity to
reverse this trend. We have two suggestions:

 First, we suggest you seek agreement with President Yeltsin that the START
II treaty be amplified by a protocol lowering the permitted level of
deployed strategic warheads to 1,000 for each country and committing both
governments to immediately begin negotiation on exchange of data on nuclear
forces, warhead dismantlement, and transfer of fissile material to monitored
storage. The two governments would also invite Britain, France and China to
join them in discussion of the possibility of five power nuclear arms
control, to include transparency and prevention of accidental or
unauthorized launch.

 We believe this proposal on your part would be welcomed by the Yeltsin
government and could induce the Duma to ratify the amended START II. Defense
Minister Sergeyev and other Russian leaders have pointed out that, by 2012,
Russia may be unable to pay for deploying more than 500 warheads, while
President Yeltsin has repeatedly urged drawing the other weapon states into
negotiation. At the same time, this action could move toward meeting the
desires of India, Pakistan and of many non-weapon countries belonging to the
Non-Proliferation Treaty for some significant action by all five declared



80811.14.txt[5/3/2017 1:35:40 PM]

weapon states with regard to their own nuclear forces and open the way for
agreement on various forms of international controls over Indian and
Pakistani nuclear materials.

 We believe Britain, France and China  would be inclined to cooperate in the
face of this substantial U.S.-Russian reduction. However, as an alternative,
the U.S. could propose a staged global program for de-alerting to be applied
to the nuclear capabilities of the five NPT nuclear weapon states. This
would strengthen the case for a separate system of monitoring Indian and
Pakistani aircraft and missiles to prevent weapon deployment and provide
warning when these systems are being moved.

 With significant action by the weapon states and with extension of
international monitoring over Indian and Pakistani nuclear capabilities,
the Indian and Pakistani nuclear tests can be converted into a net gain for
the NPT regime. Without these developments, the long-term effect of the
tests will be dangerous weakening of the cohesion of the NPT regime.

 Second, to control quickly the many thousands of tactical and reserve
strategic nuclear weapons not yet limited by the START process --which
likely pose the greatest risks of possible theft of a nuclear weapon, and
whose existence has given rise to Russian START II fears that the United
States could rapidly reload weapons on its missiles - we suggest that you
immediately initiate with Russia a set of unilateral-reciprocal initiatives
similar to those undertaken by President Bush and Soviet leader Mikhail
Gorbachev in 1991.

 Specifically, we suggest that you indicate your willingness to place most
of the remaining U.S. tactical warheads and nearly all strategic reserve
warheads in secure storage, open to monitoring by the Russians, with a
commitment that they will eventually be dismantled, if the Russians are
willing to do the same with comparable proportions of their weapons in these
categories. Such an initiative could ensure that, within months, some 70% of
the Russian nuclear weapon stockpile not yet regulated by the START process
was in secure, monitored storage, and committed to dismantlement; U.S.
security would be significantly improved. Indeed, technology is now
available that would make it possible to permanently and verifiably disable
all of these weapons in a matter of weeks. While Congress has placed limits
on the Administration's ability to propose such reciprocal measures with
respect to active-duty strategic forces, there are no limits on your
authority to pursue such a productive initiative with respect to tactical
and strategic reserve weapons.

 We urge you to authorize discussions of these suggestions with counterparts
from the Russian Federation as early as possible. The circumstances call for
extraordinary action.

            Sincerely,

 Rear Admiral Eugene J. Carroll, Jr. (Ret.)  Daniel Plesch, 
 Deputy Director,    Director,
 Center for Defense Information  British American
Security Information Council
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 John Isaacs,    Joe Volk,
 President,    Executive Secretary,
 Council for a Livable World   Friends Committee on
National Legislation  

 Lindsay Mattison,    Mark Sommer,                     Executive Director,
Director,
 International Center    Mainstream Media Project,      

 Christopher Paine,    Gordon Clark,
 Senior Research Director,   Executive Director,
 Natural Resources Defense Council  Peace Action

 Robert K. Musil,    David Culp,
 Executive Director,    Legislative Director,
 Physicians for Social Responsibility  Plutonium Challenge

 Stephen Raikin,    Ambassador Jonathan Dean,
 Executive Director,    Advisor for International
Public Education Center
Security,
                                                                            
      Union of Concerned Scientists

 Paul Walker,    Susan Shaer,
 President,    Executive Director,
 Veterans for Peace    Women's Action for New
Directions

 Robin Caiola,          Admiral Stansfield Turner (Ret.)
 Executive Director,
 20/20 Vision Education Fund

 cc: Albert Gore, Jr., Vice President
  John Holum, Undersecretary of State
  Samuel R. Berger, National Security Advisor
 

___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
___________________________________
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Tue, 11 Aug 1998 16:48:33 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: De-alerting and NWWG
References: <2.2.16.19980810173827.510fc6aa@pop.igc.org>

Howard,

Thank you for putting this together in a form that can be circulated to
NWWG.  Yes, I would be glad to be a co-signer.  Some comments and
suggestions follow.

I posted an e-mail to NWWG on Wed August 5th --- you could use that list
of e-mail addresses to send this out.   It may not be complete, but it
is as complete as I have.  If you don't have it, let me know.

Shalom,
BT
-------------------------------

Comments on your de-alerting proposal:

1. We should probably identify it as FOR DISCUSSION ONLY -- NOT FOR
DISTRIBUTION.

2. We should proably say in the introductory paragraph that we are open
to additional ideas and actions.

3. We need to attract the involvement of more Abolition types.  I don't
have any hot ideas on that topic, but we need to keep it in mind and
figure out how to draw some of them into this.

4. A very small style matter -- you have PHASE I and PHASE TWO.  You may
want to change one or the other.

5. Maybe we need to identify Phase Two as covering a Sep-Oct-Nov-Dec
time period, not just after the election.  If it is only after the
election, we have a problem, because there is a two-month gap between
the Summit and the election when nothing is happening.  At the end of
your draft you refer to a six-week public campaign, but I think we
should go for a longer period, say about 12 or 14 weeks.

6. Do we need to say something about linking Phase One to Phase Two? 
Right now they seem to stand alone.

7. In some respects this is heavily weighted to religious involvement. 
We may want to tone that down a bit for the NWWG.  Religious involvement
is fine, but it has not been strong on nuclear issues lately.  (Also
many religious networks are difficult to mobilize on short notice.)

8. The time frame may be too tight to have grassroots follow-through the
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same week as the public hearings.

9. I suspect that Cranston will not have time for the public hearings,
because of his other commitments.  We need to be prepared for how to
move if he says no.

10. I don't care a lot for the Pearl Harbor Day call-in proposal,
because it can be easily interpreted as support for missile defense.

11. We need to have some media emphasis in this.

12. Do you think that Daryl's critique should alter these plans?

13. American Public Health Association is meetin in mid-November.  We
will do something at that event with this.

14. Some typos:
  Phase One:
    Crantson should be Cranston
  Phase Two:
    Danfort should be Danforth
-------------------------------------------------

Howard W. Hallman wrote:
> 
> Dear Bob:
> 
> I have drafted the attached memo to the Nuclear Weapons Working Group
> regarding a de-alerting campaign.  After you've read it and offered your
> amendments, would you be a co-signer?  Otherwise I could send it under only
> my name.
> 
> Can you provide me a listing of e-mail addresses of all persons considered
> to be part of NWWG?  Then I can sending this memo to them.
> 
> Shalom,
> Howard
> 
> ###
> 
> DRAFT
> 
> To: Nuclear Weapons Working Group
> 
> From: Howard Hallman, Bob Tiller
> 
> Dear Colleagues:
> 
> As you know, we have initiated a sign-on letter to President Clinton and
> President Yeltsin, urging them to take executive action on de-alerting.  We
> propose that this be an initial step of a two-phase campaign on de-alerting
> to be carried out between now and the end of the year.  This might be guided
> by the Nuclear Weapons Working Group.   Therefore, we would like to discuss
> this possibility at this week's meeting.
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> 
>  In outline here are some possible activities of such a campaign.
> 
> PHASE I.  CLINTON-YELTSIN LETTER
> 
> Write and circulate letter in U.S. and worldwide.  Underway
> 
> Get selected individuals and organizations to write their own letters.  Such
> as, World Council of Churches, Holy See, U.S. Catholic Conference, Senator
> Crantson and his network.  Underway.
> 
> Ask Bruce Blair to write a 12 month schedule for achieving zero alert.
> 
> Prepare a compendium of statements on de-alerting from various reports.
> 
> Ask foreign ministers of Eight Nation Initiative to offer to provide
> verification teams for de-alerting.  Done.
> 
> Prior to Clinton-Yeltsin meeting, release sign-on letter, other letters,
> Blair piece, and compendium of statements to press; give to friendly reporters.
> 
> Communicate to national security staff that we are building public support
> for de-alerting and will counter public criticism of idea.
> 
> PHASE TWO.  PUBLIC PRESSURE ON CLINTON AFTER CONGRESSIONAL ELECTION
> 
> Make preparations as current session of Congress winds down and CTBT is put
> pretty much on hold until 1999.
> 
> Get out communications on de-alerting campaign to grassroots in second half
> of October.
> 
> Week of November 9 have Senator Cranston and other former senators, possibly
> under auspices of State of the World Forum, hold several days of public
> hearings on de-alerting.  Get C-Span, CNN coverage.  Hearing panel might
> include Senators Nunn (unless a witness), Exon, Hatfield, Danfort, etc.  Get
> space in a Senate building, such as the Caucus Room.  Have strong,
> well-known witnesses in favor of de-alerting.  Give opponents a chance to be
> heard.  Opportunity for rebuttal.
> 
> By the end of that week commence grassroots follow through with talk radio,
> letters to the editor, letters to Clinton, Gore (perhaps other potential
> presidential candidates), letters to members of Congress urging them to
> contact Clinton in favor of de-alerting, etc.  Get editorials written.
> 
> Week before Thanksgiving an offering of letters (especially from religious
> community, though not exclusively), telling Clinton "we would be thankful if
> de-alerting occurred).
> 
> Response from ground zero (such as week after Thanksgiving when National
> League of Cities is meeting).  Define group zero of a potential Russian
> attack, such as to include all cities over, say,  200,000.  Get mayors, city
> councils, state legislators of these locales to speak out in favor of
> de-alerting, to contact Clinton and Gore.   Bring in African-American and
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> Hispanic/Latino groups, whose constituents are heavily concentrated near
> ground zero.
> 
> Call-in day to White House on December 7: "Remember Pearl Harbor!  Protect
> our homeland from enemy attack."
> 
> Have a steady flow of statements from influentials (retired generals and
> admirals, scientists, professional, clergy, etc.) in favor of de-alerting.
> 
> Get grassroots rebuttal of members of Congress who speak out against
> de-alerting.
> 
> In sum, we can use various techniques from the CTBT campaign for a six-week
> public campaign for de-alerting.  Then in 1999 we can return to the final
> push for CTBT ratification.
> 
> We would like your response to these ideas.
> 
> Shalom,
> 
> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
> Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
> 
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
> laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.
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Return-Path: <emoon@afsc-pmr.org>
X-Sender: emoon914@mail.afsc-pmr.org
Date: Tue, 11 Aug 1998 14:26:57 -0700
To: mupj@igc.apc.org
From: Eric Moon <emoon@afsc-pmr.org>
Subject: Subscribe Religious Working Group

Hi, Howard Hallman...

Can you subscribe me to Abo2K Religious Working Group, as emoon@afsc-pmr.org?

Thank you...
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Tue, 11 Aug 1998 18:26:25 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: [Fwd: Re: Sign-on letter]

Looks like I didn't follow all the right procedures and protocols to get
IPPNW involved in circulating the sign-on.

Shalom,
BT
Return-Path: <MChrist809@aol.com>
Received: from imo24.mx.aol.com (imo24.mx.aol.com [198.81.17.68])
 by igc7.igc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8) with ESMTP id OAA03407
 for <btiller@psr.org>; Tue, 11 Aug 1998 14:47:46 -0700 (PDT)
From: MChrist809@aol.com
Received: from MChrist809@aol.com
 by imo24.mx.aol.com (IMOv14_b1.1) id 1FSDa22587;
 Tue, 11 Aug 1998 17:47:11 -0400 (EDT)
Message-ID: <8a3f6e4c.35d0bbe0@aol.com>
Date: Tue, 11 Aug 1998 17:47:11 EDT
To: btiller@psr.org
Cc: MChrist809@aol.com
Mime-Version: 1.0
Subject: Re: Sign-on letter
Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit
X-Mailer: AOL 3.0 for Windows 95 sub 64

Dear Bob,

I'm rushing to get a bunch of things done before heading out next week for
time with my kids in Maine.  

I'm not sure how to answer you one way or the other about circulating the
sign-on letter.  In asking whether it is more appropriate for the Central
Office or PSR National to circulate the sign-on, I take it that, in essence,
you are asking whether we want this to be an IPPNW initiative?  With that
understanding, I think a decision would have been easier if we were involved
from the beginning.  As a joint letter to both Clinton and Yeltsin, we could
have issued this jointly by PSR and RPPNW for circulation to affiliates.
Indeed, for me to be involved, I would have to seek approval from Russia.
That would be my obligation if Russia had initiated such a letter without PSR.
I would also have put in the letter somewhere that abolition, and a commitment
to start serious negotiations/discussions, is our goal and that de-alerting is
seen as an important interim objective.  

Next week you should be in touch with Merav Datan, our new Program Director.  

Talk to you when I get back.  Take care.

Michael
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P.S.  Sorry for the delay, Michael drafted this late last week before he left
(He's away this week).  I had so many things that he had given me to do that I
forgot to forward this off to you.  

Naidene
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Return-Path: <LCNP@aol.com>
From: LCNP@aol.com
Date: Tue, 11 Aug 1998 20:12:25 EDT
To: mupj@igc.apc.org, btiller@psr.org
Subject: Dealerting letter

Dear Howard and Bob,

Thank you for your response. We know that both your organizations are
supportive of abolition. We also know that it is important to focus at times
on steps toward abolition, which is one of the reasons why we wholeheartedly
support dealerting, the other reason being that it will reduce the immediate
danger of a nuclear disaster.

However, our two main concerns with the letter remain despite your
explanations;
1) Making no reference what-so-ever to dealerting as a step toward nuclear
disarmament means that it could be seen as merely a temporary measure, with
the nuclear weapons ready to be placed back on alert at any momnet, rather
than the being followed as soon as possible by the next step toward nuclear
disarmament,
2) Saying that dealerting will enable us to enter the new millenium free from
the fear of nuclear destruction is not in line with our view that the nuclear
threat will only be reduced by dealerting. Nuclear abolition is necessary to
remove the threat.

That said, all the best with your letter. 

Alyn Ware
Lawyers' Committee on Nuclear Policy
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To: LCNP@aol.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Dealerting letter
Cc: btiller@psr.org
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 08:12 PM 8/11/98 EDT, LCNP@aol.com wrote:
>Dear Howard and Bob,
>
>Thank you for your response.....

>2) Saying that dealerting will enable us to enter the new millenium free from
>the fear of nuclear destruction is not in line with our view that the nuclear
>threat will only be reduced by dealerting. Nuclear abolition is necessary to
>remove the threat.
>
Dear Alyn:

I didn't previously reply to you comment about the last paragraph because I don't like to quibble over wording in 
communications that go to the entire abolition-caucus list.  All that last paragraph says is that the people of Earth would 
like to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear destruction and would therefore welcome de-alerting.  It 
doesn't claim that de-alerting alone will eliminate this fear.  Perhaps this rhetorical flourish could have been worded 
better, but I think you are reading too much into it.

Apart from your concern that "a step toward abolition" was omitted from this letter, I hope that we can all work together 
to push for de-alerting along with other activities
we are doing to achieve nuclear abolition.  Within Abolition 2000 there is general support for de-alerting.  There's been 
a lot of talk but very little action directed toward policy makers.  In the coming weeks we will be presenting some ideas 
on what can be done and would like to work with you and others in implementing them.

Shalom,
Howard
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Return-Path: <hcaldic@ibm.net>
Date: Tue, 11 Aug 1998 13:12:48 +1000
From: hcaldic <hcaldic@ibm.net>
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Clinton-Yeltsin summit
References: <2.2.16.19980811152548.58771d68@pop.igc.org>

Howard W. Hallman wrote:
> 
> Dear Helen:
> 
> Thanks for your suggestion about how to approach President Clinton prior to
> his meeting with President Yeltsin.  Several times in the past two years I
> have written a "your place in history" letter to President Clinton that
> spoke of total nuclear abolition.   For one of these I got signatures of
> heads of religious communions in the United States.
> 
> This time we decided to focus on the de-alerting issue because the idea has
> widespread support and because it is an action the two presidents can
> undertake through executive action without approval of their balky
> legislative bodies.
> 
> I'm from the "let many flowers bloom" school of approaches to political
> leaders.  Therefore, I would encourage you to write President Clinton with
> your idea about a treaty to abolish nuclear weapons bilaterally within the
> next five years (though it will be necessary to bring in UK, France, and
> China by the end of the period).
> 
> Meanwhile, I hope that you will sign the letter focused solely on de-alerting.
> 
> Shalom,
> Howard
> 
> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
> Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
> 
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
> laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.

 Ok Howard, I get the point, Helen And I will write the letter or call
the White House
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To: btiller@psr.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: De-alerting strategies
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Bob:

Please forward this to the NWWG list.  Feel free to make editorial changes.

Shalom,
Howard

###

To: Nuclear Weapons Working Group

From: Howard Hallman & Bob Tiller

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY -- NOT FOR DISTRIBUTION

Dear Colleagues:

As you know, we have initiated a sign-on letter to President Clinton and President Yeltsin, urging them to take 
executive action on de-alerting.  We propose that this be an initial step in a two-phase, public campaign on de-alerting to 
be carried out between now and the end of the year.  Public pressure aspects of this campaign might be planned and 
guided by the Nuclear Weapons Working Group (NWWG).   There should be close liaison with de-alerting advocates 
from the arms control community who are already engaged in discussion on this issue with White House and Pentagon 
staff.

We offer the following ideas on a public campaign.  We seek your comments and your additional ideas.  We would like 
to have some initial discussion at this week's meeting of NWWG.

PHASE ONE.  CLINTON-YELTSIN LETTER (August to early September)

Write and circulate letter in U.S. and worldwide; submit to Clinton and Yeltsin on August 21.  Underway.

Get selected individuals and organizations to write their own letters.  Such as, World Council of Churches, Holy See, 
U.S. Catholic Conference, Senator Cranston and his network.  Underway.

Ask Bruce Blair to write a 12-month schedule for achieving zero alert.

Prepare a compendium of statements on de-alerting from various reports.

Ask foreign ministers of the Eight Nation Initiative to offer to provide verification teams for de-alerting.   Done.

Prior to Clinton-Yeltsin meeting, release sign-on letter, other letters, Blair piece, and compendium of statements to the 
press; give to friendly reporters.

Communicate with national security staff that we are building public support for de-alerting and will counter public 
criticism of this approach.
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Consider the Clinton-Yeltsin letter to be an opening for a more intensive public campaign to gain Clinton's support for 
de-alerting.

PHASE TWO.  PUBLIC PRESSURE ON CLINTON (September to December)

This phase would be divided into (a) a planning and preparation period from Labor Day through the November election 
and (b) a period for public action between the election and mid-December.

The base for participation would be organizations working for CTBT ratification which would like to work on de-
alerting between sessions of Congress.  This effort should reach out to other potential allies, such as organizations in the 
Abolition 2000 network which perceive de-alerting as a step toward abolition.   It should relate to and complement the 
insiders approach that comes to focus in the Deep Cuts Working Group.

In September formulate an action plan through broad consultation and discussion.  This would include plans for 
grassroots activities and a media strategy.

In October begin grassroots outreach, including education on the issue and plans for grassroots activities after the 
election.

The week after the election stage some kind of event that would attract C-Span, CNN, etc.  For instance, perhaps 
Senator Cranston would be willing, under the auspices of the State of the World Forum, to convene a panel of retired 
senators for two or three days of public hearings on de-alerting.  Hearing panel might include Senators Exon, Hatfield, 
Danforth, Nunn (unless a witness), etc.  Witnesses would be pro and con with an opportunity for rebuttal of criticism of 
de-alerting.

An alternative would be to stage a debate on de-alerting between prominent advocates and opponents.  For instance, at 
the National Press Club.

Encourage grassroots activists to view the hearings or debate.  Follow through with a variety of grassroots activities, 
such as calls to talk radio, letters to the editor, letters to Clinton, Gore, and other potential presidential candidates, letters 
to members of Congress urging them to contact Clinton in favor of de-alerting.  Get grassroots rebuttal of members of 
Congress who speak out against de-alerting.

Get editorials written in newspapers around the country.

The week before Thanksgiving stimulate an offering of letters, telling Clinton "we would be thankful if de-alerting 
occur and the fear of nuclear attack was lessened".

Bring de-alerting advocacy into national meetings, such as the mid-November meeting of the American Public Health 
Association, the post-Thanksgiving meeting of the National League of Cities.

Relate the latter to a response from ground zero, that is, the targets of a potential Russian attack, including all cities 
over, say, 200,000.  Get mayors, city councils, state legislators of these locales to speak out in favor of de-alerting and to 
contact Clinton and Gore.  Bring in African-American and Hispanic/Latino groups, whose constituents are heavily 
concentrated near ground zero.

Have a call-in day to the White House in early December.

Have a steady flow of statements from influentials (retired generals and admirals, scientists, professionals, clergy, etc.) 
in favor of de-alerting.  Look to the Deep Cuts Working Group for this and related approaches.

Perhaps conduct a fresh public opinion survey on de-alerting.

Maintain continuous efforts to gain media attention.
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In sum, we can use various techniques from the CTBT campaign for an intensive campaign on de-alerting in the 
remaining months of 1998 with public pressure activities carried out especially between the election and mid-December.  
Then in 1999 we can return to the final push for CTBT ratification.

We will greatly appreciate your response to these ideas and for your additional ideas.

Shalom,
Howard & Bob
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Wed, 12 Aug 1998 14:40:09 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: vision@2020vision.org, anitas@ieer.org, btiller@psr.org, bmorse@igc.org,
        panukes@igc.org, cdavis@clw.org, cpaine@nrdc.org,
        73744.3675@compuserve.com, dkimball@clw.org, dculp@igc.org,
        paprog@igc.org, paexec@igc.org, mupj@igc.org, jsmith@clw.org,
        disarmament@igc.org, kathy@fcnl.org, wandwill@clark.net,
        ledwidge@psr.org, ctbt@2020vision.org, meldredge@igc.org,
        armsintern@ucsusa.org, stevenraikin@delphi.com, syoung@basicint.org,
        tperry@ucsusa.org, tcollina@ucsusa.org, vfp@igc.org
Subject: Nuclear Weapons Working Group
X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by igcb.igc.org id LAA20612

Come to the mid-August meeting of the Nuclear Weapons Working Group!
Enjoy the luxury of thoughtful discussion while Congress is out!
Ask your colleagues why they haven't gone away for vacation!

        Nuclear Weapons Working Group
        Thursday, August 13 --- Mott House

I. Introductions  — 9:02                                      

II. Updates on Congress/Administration — 9:05
 Defense Authorization --- conference status, tritium language and
sign-on letter
 Energy and Water Appropriations --- proposed sign-on letter
 Woolsey resolution
 Senate Governmental Affairs hearing in September
 Reports from Hill visits
 Richardson swearing-in
 Plutonium field hearings

III. Stockpile Stewardship — 9:20
     Markey Resolution
  -calls for cosponsorship
  -need clean copy of the bill and Dear Colleague
  -proposed Hill drop on Markey and subcriticals
 Subcriticals --- Bagpipe scheduled for Sept.
 Inquiry from reporter about ASCI
               
IV. De-alerting — 9:35
 Sign-on letter now circulating
 Proposal from Howard Hallman and Bob Tiller           

V. CTBT — 9:50
 Senate Reports:  Specter activities
 Field work — Miss. call, religious breakfast, grant states

VI. Other Nuclear Issues — 10:00
 Missile Defense
 START
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VII. Future Hill Visits — 10:10

VIII. Houseparties -- Kathy Crandall — 10:15

IX. NWWG business — 10:20
 Next Nuclear Policy Update
 Meeting dates
 Co-chairs

X. Announcements — 10:25
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Wed, 12 Aug 1998 14:54:28 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: vision@2020vision.org, anitas@ieer.org, btiller@psr.org, bmorse@igc.org,
        panukes@igc.org, cdavis@clw.org, cpaine@nrdc.org,
        73744.3675@compuserve.com, dkimball@clw.org, dculp@igc.org,
        paprog@igc.org, paexec@igc.org, mupj@igc.org, jsmith@clw.org,
        disarmament@igc.org, kathy@fcnl.org, wandwill@clark.net,
        ledwidge@psr.org, ctbt@2020vision.org, meldredge@igc.org,
        armsintern@ucsusa.org, stevenraikin@delphi.com, syoung@basicint.org,
        tperry@ucsusa.org, tcollina@ucsusa.org, vfp@igc.org
Subject: Proposal for discussion tomorrow

To: Nuclear Weapons Working Group

From: Howard Hallman & Bob Tiller

Date: August 12, 1998

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY -- NOT FOR DISTRIBUTION

Dear Colleagues:

As you know, we have initiated a sign-on letter to President Clinton and
President Yeltsin, urging them to take executive action on de-alerting.
We propose that this be an initial step in a two-phase, public campaign
on de-alerting, to be carried out between now and the end of the year. 
Public pressure aspects of this campaign might be planned and guided by
the Nuclear Weapons Working Group (NWWG).   There should be close
liaison with de-alerting advocates from the arms control community who
are already engaged in discussion on this issue with White House and
Pentagon staff.

We offer the following ideas on a public campaign.  We seek your
comments and your additional ideas.  We would like to have some initial
discussion at tomrrow's meeting of NWWG.

PHASE ONE.  CLINTON-YELTSIN LETTER (August to early September)

Write and circulate sign-on letter in U.S. and worldwide; submit to
Clinton and Yeltsin on August 21.  Underway.

Get selected individuals and organizations to write their own letters. 
Examples: World Council of Churches, Holy See, U.S. Catholic Conference,
Senator Cranston and his network.  Underway.

Ask Bruce Blair to write a 12-month schedule for achieving zero alert.

Prepare a compendium of statements on de-alerting from various reports.

Ask foreign ministers of the Eight Nation Initiative to offer to provide
verification teams for de-alerting.   Done.
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Prior to Clinton-Yeltsin meeting, release sign-on letter, other letters,
Blair piece, and compendium of statements to the press; give to friendly
reporters.

Communicate with National Security Council staff that we are building
public support for de-alerting and will counter public criticism of this
approach.

Consider the Clinton-Yeltsin letter to be an opening for a more
intensive public campaign to gain Clinton's support for de-alerting.

PHASE TWO.  PUBLIC PRESSURE ON CLINTON (September to December)

This phase would be divided into (a) a planning and preparation period
from Labor Day through the November election and (b) a period for public
action between the election and mid-December.

The base for participation would be organizations working for CTBT
ratification which would like to work on de-alerting between sessions of
Congress.  This effort should reach out to other potential allies, such
as organizations in the Abolition 2000 network which perceive
de-alerting as a step toward abolition.   It should relate to and
complement the insiders approach that comes to focus in the Deep Cuts
Working Group.

In September formulate an action plan through broad consultation and
discussion.  This would include plans for grassroots activities and a
media strategy.

In October begin grassroots outreach, including education on the issue
and plans for grassroots activities after the election.

The week after the election stage some kind of event that would attract
C-Span, CNN, etc.  For instance, perhaps Senator Cranston would be
willing, under the auspices of the State of the World Forum, to convene
a panel of retired senators for two or three days of public hearings on
de-alerting.  Hearing panel might include Senators Exon, Hatfield,
Danforth, Nunn (unless a witness), etc.  Witnesses would be pro and con,
with an opportunity for rebuttal of criticism of de-alerting.

An alternative would be to stage a debate on de-alerting between
prominent advocates and opponents.  For instance, at the National Press
Club.

Encourage grassroots activists to view the hearings or debate.  Follow
through with a variety of grassroots activities, such as calls to talk
radio, letters to the editor, letters to Clinton, Gore, and other
potential presidential candidates, letters to members of Congress urging
them to contact Clinton in favor of de-alerting.  Get grassroots
rebuttal of members of Congress who speak out against de-alerting.

Get editorials written in newspapers around the country.
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The week before Thanksgiving stimulate an outpouring of letters, telling
Clinton "we would be thankful if de-alerting occur and the fear of
nuclear attack was lessened."

Bring de-alerting advocacy into national meetings, such as the
mid-November meeting of the American Public Health Association, the
post-Thanksgiving meeting of the National League of Cities.

Relate the latter to a response from ground zero, that is, the targets
of a potential Russian attack, including all cities over, say, 200,000. 
Get mayors, city councils, state legislators of these locales to speak
out in favor of de-alerting and to contact Clinton and Gore.  Bring in
African-American and Hispanic/Latino groups, whose constituents are
heavily concentrated near ground zero.

Have a call-in day to the White House in early December.

Have a steady flow of statements from influentials (retired generals and
admirals, scientists, professionals, clergy, etc.) in favor of
de-alerting.  Look to the Deep Cuts Working Group for this and related
approaches.

Perhaps conduct a fresh public opinion survey on de-alerting.

Maintain continuous efforts to gain media attention.

In sum, we can use various techniques from the CTBT campaign for an
intensive campaign on de-alerting in the remaining months of 1998 with
public pressure activities carried out especially between the election
and mid-December.  Then in 1999 we can return to the final push for CTBT
ratification.

We will greatly appreciate your response to these ideas and your
additional ideas.

Shalom,
Howard & Bob
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Return-Path: <info@hoteltorino.it>
X-Sender: fn201462@dns.doge.it
Date: Thu, 13 Aug 1998 14:18:10 +0200
To: mupj <mupj@igc.apc.org>
From: Hotel Torino <info@hoteltorino.it>
Subject: Re: Request for information

With reference to your email, we inform you that for the period from 30
September to 02 October 1998 (2 nights) we still have a single and a double
room with shower/wc available, at the following rates:
Single room lit. 190.000.
double room Lit. 290.000.
The prices are per room per night and including breakfast taxes and service.

To confirm the reservation we need a fax (N° 041 5228227) or an email, with
your credit card number (no amexco) and the exp. date.
Cancellation policy is 48 hrs prior arrival.

Looking forward for your reply, best regards.

Reception/Stefano

At 07.32 13/08/98 -0700, you wrote:
>We are interested in obtain one single room with bath and one double room 
>with bath for the nights of September 30 and October 1.  Do you have 
>anything available?  If so, please hold the rooms for us until we can 
>make a formal reservation.  (Your on-line reservation server didn't fit 
>my screen.)  Thanks.
>
>Howard W. Hallman
> 
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Return-Path: <info@hoteltorino.it>
X-Sender: fn201462@dns.doge.it
Date: Thu, 13 Aug 1998 22:23:24 +0200
To: mupj@igc.apc.org
From: Hotel Torino <info@hoteltorino.it>
Subject: room reservation

Dear Mr Hallman
With reference to your fax we confirm the reservation of one double and one
single room,both with private shower/wc,from 30 September to 02 October
1998(2 nights)at the rate of lit 290.000 per room per night for the double
and lit 190.000 per room per night for the single,including breakfast,taxes
and service.
Ok credit card number to confirm the reservation.
Cancellation policy is 48 hrs. prior arrival.
To reach our hotel from the railroad station you can catch the waterbus
number 1 and get off at "Santa Maria del Giglio" stop (200 meters from our
hotel)or the waterbus number 82 and get off at "San Marco"stop(5 minutes
walking from our hotel).
Thank you for your kind preference.
Best Regards
Reservatios / Igor
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Return-Path: <owner-ctbt-organize@igc.org>
Date: Thu, 13 Aug 1998 17:03:21 -0400 (EDT)
From: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
Sender: owner-ctbt-organize@igc.org
Subject: Biden-Specter CTBT briefing transcript avail.
To: dkimball@clw.org
X-Sender: dkimball@[204.245.159.2]

August 13, 1998

TO: Coalition members and friends
FR: Daryl Kimball

RE: July 29 Biden-Specter press briefing transcript now available;
        July 30 Assoc. Press article on Biden-Specter statements

The transcript of the Coalition's July 29 press briefing with Senators
Joseph Biden and Arlen Specter is now available on the Coalition's web site at:

<http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/comb0729.htm>

Also, attached below is the July 30 Associated Press article concering the
Senators statements at the press briefing.

DK

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

U.S. senators call for nuclear test ban ratification
David Briscoe
Associated Press

313 Words
2290 Characters

07/30/1998
AP Online
Associated Press

WASHINGTON (AP) -- A Republican and a Democratic senator are pushing for
U.S. ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, touting a new survey
indicating overwhelming public support for the accord.

"I'd bet the average American believes we already have this treaty," said
Sen. Joseph Biden, who accused Republican congressional leaders of giving in
to a conservative-led "stealth campaign" to prevent U.S. ratification.

The treaty, which would halt all nuclear tests, has been signed by 149
national leaders, including President Bill Clinton in 1996. But Senate
approval is required for U.S. ratification. Opposition centers on concern by
conservatives that the United States maintain a strong nuclear missile
defense system.
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"Failure by the United States to ratify the treaty may give rise to an
inference that the United States government is not serious about banning
nuclear testing and may, in effect, encourage or at least not discourage
such testing," Biden and Sen. Arlen Specter said in a letter Wednesday to
fellow Senators.

U.S. ratification is considered key to getting other countries to follow.
Thirteen nations has so far ratified it, including Great Britain and France.
U.S. officials have also been asking India and Pakistan to ratify the treaty
as part of efforts to head off a South Asian nuclear arms race following
atomic bomb tests by the two countries.

Specter and Biden called for a Senate Foreign Relations Committee hearing on
the treaty as a first step towards Senate ratification.

Specter said that even without committee action, he would introduce an
amendment to pending foreign operations legislation to fund a preparatory
commission for the treaty. That measure would probably be approved by 80
percent of the Senate, he predicted, providing strong impetus for ratification.

Biden said he did not expect a vote on the treaty itself before the Senate
completes this year's work, but he said it should pass within the next 12
months.
___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
___________________________________
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date: Fri, 14 Aug 1998 14:50:47 +0200 (CET)
From: Martin Kalinowski <dh3m@hrzpub.tu-darmstadt.de>
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: I have to say goodbye
To: abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org

Dear friends,

I have decided to quit my work with IANUS and INESAP and start a 
new job on October 1 in Vienna. I received an offer for a three years 
contract, extendible up to 7 years, from the Provisional Technical 
Secretariat of the Preparatory Commission for the Comprehensive 
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty Organisation (CTBTO). I will have the 
position of Fusion and Review Officer in the International Data 
Center Division. My responsibility will be final review and 
integration of all products from the seismic, radionuclide, 
hydroacoustic and infrasound measurements.

As you can imagine, I am very happy to have the opportunity to 
continue my work for nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation. 
I will gain much experience from working in an international 
organisation where I can apply my knowledge of physics and 
international relations to verify compliance with a treaty. I look 
forward to the challenging work of building up a new institution and 
establishing new procedures. Especially in the first years, research 
work will dominate and I expect routine work to increase with time. 
I will keep in contact with many of you with regard to the political 
relevant research questions that come up during my work.

Of cause I will follow the further development of NGO activities, but I 
will have a different role as long as I work with an international 
organisation. I wish you all the best and success for your work. Many 
of you became friends to me and I hope that we will keep in contact.

Best best regards,

Martin

-- 

****************************************************************************
                 Dr. Martin B. Kalinowski, IANUS/INESAP
                Hochschulstr. 10, 64289 Darmstadt, Germany
              Tel.: +49-6151-163016   FAX: +49-6151-166039
            Internet, private: KALINOWSKI@HRZPUB.TU-DARMSTADT.DE
            Internet, group:        IANUS@HRZPUB.TU-DARMSTADT.DE
  http://www.tu-darmstadt.de/ze/ianus/       and    .../ianus/inesap.html
****************************************************************************

Please mind the change in our postal address!
Please mind the slight change in the internet address: tu instead of th !
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To: Martin Kalinowski <dh3m@hrzpub.tu-darmstadt.de>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: I have to say goodbye
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 02:50 PM 8/14/98 +0200, you wrote:
>Dear friends,
>
>I have decided to quit my work with IANUS and INESAP and start a 
>new job on October 1 in Vienna....

Dear Martin:

It has been a pleasure to become acquainted with you, first through e-mail and then in person at Geneva during the NPT 
PrepCom meeting.  I admire your work and appreciate what you have done to advance the cause of nuclear abolition.  
Good luck in your new job.  By next spring we hope to get the U.S. Senate to ratify the CTBT and to have the United 
States as part of the CTBTO.

Salom,
Howard
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date: Fri, 14 Aug 1998 11:02:20 -0700 (PDT)
From: Karina Wood <kwood@igc.apc.org>
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: Hague Appeal for Peace: article
To: abolition-caucus@igc.org
X-MIME-Autoconverted: from quoted-printable to 8bit by igc3.igc.apc.org id LAA29426
X-Sender: kwood@pop.igc.org (Unverified)

X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by igcb.igc.org id LAA10327

Dear Abolitionists: 

Here is a 1,525 word article on the Hague Appeal for Peace that I encourage
you to reproduce in your newsletters and journals. Feel free to edit and
translate it to suit your needs and space requirements (it's written with a
US audience in mind, but the majority of the content is relevant to people
anywhere). If you publish an article on the Hague Appeal for Peace, please
send me a copy to the address below. Thanks,
Karina Wood.
*****************
Time to Abolish War and Build a Culture of Peace: The Hague Appeal for Peace

I recently went to see Stephen Spielberg's new movie "Saving Private Ryan."
It's a three hour intimately visceral portrayal of the systematic slaughter
that is war: an unrelenting succession of people killing people in horrific
ways one after another after another until one side has inflicted more death
and destruction than the other side can bear, and thereby wins. When I got
home that night I lay down on my bed and wept. I saw the hundreds and
hundreds of mangled bodies lying lifeless on the beaches of Normandy, washed
over by waves turned red from their blood. They were my grandfathers'
brothers and friends. Each one had a name and a mother. I cried too for the
images of war I was not shown: Families bombed in their beds while they
slept; burning cities; gas chambers; mass graves; women being raped;
prisoners-of-war being tortured; refugees walking wearily; poverty and
starvation; the atom bombs exploding on Hiroshima and Nagasaki; a naked
napalmed little girl running, screaming. 

The Bloodiest Century 

We are coming to the end of the bloodiest and most brutal century in
history. The military industrial complex and the politicians who serve it
are rich and thriving from war and the preparation for war. Meanwhile,
millions and millions of people are dead from war, sick from war, starving
from war, homeless from war, impoverished from war, weary from war.
Continual preparations for war are devouring precious financial and human
resources. The Cold War quest for mastery of the ultimate war-fighting
machine - the nuclear bomb - has caused and continues to cause untold
numbers of fatal cancers and genetic defects from the production, testing,
storage and dismantlement of deadly plutonium warheads. War, especially
preparations for nuclear war, is devastating the environment of our planet.

A New Way of Thinking and Living 
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It is time for society to call for the abolition of war. We have the
opportunity to define the next century before it begins. None of us has ever
entered a new century. A new century offers us a unique opportunity to
discard the war culture of the past millennia, and launch a new way of
thinking and living. As the people organized and abolished slavery in the
United States, as the people organized and abolished apartheid in South
Africa, as many people have organized to abolish colonialism in their lands,
let the people of the world organize to abolish war in the 21st century. 

De-legitimizing War

I urge you to join the 600 plus and growing non-governmental organizations
worldwide who are participating in the Hague Appeal for Peace: a major
end-of-the-century campaign and conference dedicated to the
de-legitimization of war and the creation of a culture of peace. The Hague
Appeal for Peace seeks to refocus our minds on a vision of the world in
which armed conflict in the settlement of disputes is seen as illegitimate
and fundamentally unjust. 

The Hague Appeal for Peace Conference will complete the extraordinary
sequence of world conferences held over the last decade on children,
environment, human rights, social development, population, women, and
habitat. But with an important difference: this last major conference of the
century is being convened by civil society, not by governments. The
conference will be held in The Hague, Netherlands, from May 11-15 1999.
Thousands of participants are coming from every continent. 

The Hague Appeal for Peace addresses four specific challenges:
· to link and devise strategies for achieving global disarmament, including
nuclear abolition
· to strengthen and expand international human rights, humanitarian law and
institutions
· to advance the peaceful settlement of disputes, including conflict
prevention and peace-building
· to examine the root causes of war, and develop a new culture of peace for
the 21st century 

Developing an Agenda for Sustainable Peace

The campaign is bringing together an extraordinary range of existing
initiatives, experts, activists, organizations, political leaders and
ordinary people who are developing specific global strategies for the
de-legitimization of war and the creation of a sustainable culture of peace.
The results of this work will become the Hague Appeal for Peace Agenda,
which will be presented and finalized at the 1999 Conference. Preparatory
meetings at the national and regional level are being held, so people from
around the world can contribute to the Agenda. After its launch at the civil
society conference, the Hague Appeal for Peace Agenda will be presented to
the 1999 governmental meetings in The Hague and St. Petersburg, called to
commemorate the Centennial of the Hague Peace Conference of 1899, and to the
1999 international meetings of the Red Cross and Red Crescent. Responding in
large part to the civil society conference, governments plan to introduce a
resolution at the 52nd General Assembly of the United Nations outlining a
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program of action dedicated to the commemoration of the Centennial. An
intensive follow-up program is anticipated.

A Strategic Opportunity

The occasion of the Centennial thus presents civil society, governments, and
the International Committee of the Red Cross -- the most important
intergovernmental organization in the field of humanitarian law -- with an
extraordinary strategic opportunity to identify innovative proposals for
strengthening institutions of peace and justice, and to develop an action
plan that we implement in partnership. The people, governments and
intergovernmental organizations are seldom actively engaged in the same
project at the same time, but the occasion of the Centennial brings these
three key global actors together in a historic convergence of great
opportunity. Organized and led by civil society, the creative partnership
strategy of the Hague Appeal for Peace 1999 thus reflects the "new
diplomacy" forged by the International Campaign to Ban Landmines.

The Organizers

The Hague Appeal's Organizing Committee comprises 55 NGOs from all sectors
of civil society, and includes Asian Forum for Human Rights, Afronet,
EarthAction International, Friends of the Earth, International Association
of Lawyers Against Nuclear Arms, International Peace Bureau, International
Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War, Pax Christi International,
Third World Network, Unrepresented Nations and Peoples Organization, Women's
Environment and Development Organization, Women's International League for
Peace and Freedom, and the World Federalist Movement. Endorsing or
participating organizations now number 550. Individual endorsers include His
Holiness the Dalai Lama, Jose Ramos Horta and Jody Williams. Keynote
speakers include Archbishop Desmond Tutu; Graca Machel, expert on children
in armed conflict; and Federico Mayor, Director General of UNESCO. 

Focus on Youth 

Young people are actively involved at every level of the Hague Appeal and
they are developing a strong Youth Program. An orientation weekend is being
planned by and for young people, to lead into the Hague Conference, with
social, cultural and fun activities. The Youth Program will bring together
young people from many countries and war zones around the globe, to share
their experiences of, and responses to, armed conflict, and to explore what
can be done about it through international solidarity. A Careers Fair will
expose young people to opportunities that exist worldwide for professional
and volunteer work in the disarmament, humanitarian, human rights, conflict
prevention and resolution and development fields. Peace Child International
will lead theater workshops and stage an original musical, specially created
for the Hague Appeal. Ideas are being developed on peace education,
including organizing an International Day for Peace in schools and colleges
worldwide that would promote the Hague Appeal for Peace Agenda. A youth
video festival at the Hague Conference will feature submissions from people
under 25 depicting their vision of a world without war. 

A National Teach-In on the War System & Transformation to a Peace System 
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In honor of Martin Luther King Jr., the US coordinating committee of the
Hague Appeal for Peace is organizing a National Teach-In on the War System &
Transformation to a Peace System on January 20 1999, in Washington, DC. We
intend this event to catalyze teach-ins across the nation on university
campuses, in unions, schools and religious institutions. For Americans, war
is a central organizing principle of our national government. Our defense
budgets are greater than any ten other nations combined; the US is the
central supplier of weapons to the world and the leading nuclear power.
Obviously, within the US there are many who believe in the present "defense"
and preparation for war system. But as the recent protests and national
disquiet over the planned US bombing of Iraq shows, there is also
considerable support for the non-violent resolution of conflicts. Through
the teach-ins, we will use the Hague Appeal for Peace to start a national
debate.

Yes, We Can End War!

Let us find the moral, spiritual and political will to do what our leaders
know must be done but cannot bring themselves to do. Let us commit to
initiating the final steps for abolishing war, for replacing the law of
force with the force of law. In the words of Desmond Tutu as he launched the
Hague Appeal for Peace in May 1998: "We have the capacity to destroy the
world many times over. We also have the capacity to make this a beautiful
world. We have been able to end slavery. Yes, we can end war."

I hope to see you at teach-ins around the country and in The Hague in May 1999!

For details about the Hague Appeal for Peace, the National Teach-In, and
information on discount travel to The Hague Appeal Conference, please contact:

Karina Wood
U.S. Outreach Coordinator, 
Hague Appeal for Peace 1999
43 Nisbet St, 3rd Fl.
Providence, RI 02906
Tel: 401 751-8172
Fax: 401 751-1476
Email: kwood@igc.apc.org
Karina Wood
U.S. Outreach Coordinator, 
Hague Appeal for Peace 
43 Nisbet St, 3rd Fl.
Providence, RI 02906
Tel: 401 751-8172
Fax: 401 751-1476
Email: kwood@igc.apc.org

Come to the global people's conference in The Hague, Netherlands May 11-15 1999!
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Return-Path: <dkimball@clw.org>
Date: Fri, 14 Aug 1998 20:05:10 -0400 (EDT)
X-Sender: dkimball@[204.245.159.2]
To: dkimball@clw.org
From: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
Subject: Outlook for CTBT & Upcoming Work -- draft ideas for Sept.-Oct.

Dear friends:

The following draft memo outlines some action ideas for NGO work on the CTBT
in the coming weeks. This is by no means meant to be a definitive analysis
or prescription, merely a starting point for a discussion and consensus for
our public education work for the late-August to early-October timeframe..

I am circulating this memo to CTBT Working Groups participants and a few
others who are actively involved in public education work on the test ban.

Please forward your comments to me (I can forward you comments to others on
the recipient list if you wish) no later than August 25 so that we can try
to "finalize" the ideas that survive your careful anlysis. When offering
your comments and suggestions, please do not forget to say what you and your
organization will do and when it can be completed.

I hope that we might be able to go over the final "to-do" list and check-up
on follow-through at the upcoming meetings on CTBT on September 3
(grassroots) and September 4 (CTBT Working Group at UCS, 9:30am).

Thanks,

Daryl

P.S. I will be out of the office until August 24.

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

August 14, 1998

TO: CTBT colleagues in Washington, DC
FR: Daryl Kimball

RE: One last push on CTBT through September to improve prospects for 1999 

-- DRAFT plan for public and policy-maker education for August through
October 9 --

OVERVIEW OF THE SITUATION: Despite the considerable public and policy-maker
education campaign that has been waged in Washington, DC and most
importantly in the grassroots, we have not yet been able to force Senators
Lott and Helms to allow Senate consideration of the CTBT. Because, in part,
the Congress will be in session for just over one month more this year and
there is a considerable amount of unfinished business, we should not expect
hearings or a ratification vote on the CTBT until 1999. 
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However, we still have an opportunity to advance the test ban issue and
significantly improve prospects for Senate consideration if we can
effectively mobilize public support for the CTBT in September of this year.
Further, some important progress has been achieved -- to date 4 Republican
Senators have publicly called for prompt action on the CTBT and at least 3
others have privately urged Helms to hold hearings.

It is possible and important that a commitment is secured from Senator Lott
and Helms that hearings and a floor vote on the CTBT will occur by a date
certain (in 1999).

THE SHORT-TERM (1998): It is likely that we will have several opportunities
to advance our cause in the next few weeks. While it is difficult to predict
exactly how or when the following opportunities might emerge, NGOs can
create a general climate of support for the test ban that will improve our
overall chance of success on any of the following items:

1) POSSIBLE "TEST VOTE" ON THE TEST BAN: Senators Specter and Biden
announced at the Coalition's July 29 press briefing that they will press for
a "test vote" on the test ban next month. The aim of such an effort would be
to demonstrate to the Senate's Republican leadership that there is
considerable support for the CTBT and to promote an open debate on the
Senate's failure to act on the treaty.

This vote would involve either: a) Senate floor consideration of the
Specter-Biden resolution, which calls for Senate hearings on the CTBT "as
expeditiously as possible;" or b) a Specter amendment to the Commerce-
Justice-State Appropriations bill to restore FY99 funding (eliminated in
committee) for the United States' contribution to the Comprehensive Test Ban
Treaty Organization (CTBTO), which is $29 million. It is possible that this
vote could occur as soon as the week of September 1.  (See
<http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/comb0729.htm> for further details
about Specter-Biden plans.)

2) WHITE HOUSE/SENATE CALL FOR ACTION: Executive Branch and Senate-sponsored
public statements calling for action on the CTBT on or around September 24
-- the 35th anniversary of Senate ratification of the Limited Test Ban
Treaty, the 2nd anniversary of the signing of the CTBT, and the
1stanniversary of transmittal of the treaty to the Senate.

THE MID-TERM (1999): Though the 1998 election will not likely improve the
balance of support for the test ban in the Senate, pressure for Senate
approval may in fact build, especially if:

* a "breakthrough" is achieved in South Asia concerning Indian and Pakistani
conformance to the CTBT regime;

* the special conference of CTBT states parties is set for late-1999 and
additional ratifications occur in early 1999; and

* additional Republican Senators continue to express their support for
action on the CTBT.
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The following are: suggested messages; a summary of the states and senators
who are the focus of current CTBT public education effort; and the kinds of
activities that concerned citizens might want to pursue during the
SHORT-TERM (i.e. August through October 9 period).

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

I. MESSAGE: The message from grassroots CTBT supporters should still focus
on prompt Senate hearings and vote of approval.

 "Senators Lott and Helms continue to defy public opinion and aggravate the
nuclear testing crisis in South Asia by continuing to refuse to allow
debate, let alone a vote on the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT), which
bans all nuclear explosions. President Clinton has called on the Senate to
approve the treaty this year and Senators Arlen Specter (R-PA) and Joseph
Biden (D-DE) and dozens of other Senators have called for prompt Senate
action on the CTBT. Recent bipartisan public opinion surveys show that
three-quarters of American voters support Senate approval of the test ban
treaty and that voters consider the test ban "more important" in the
aftermath of recent nuclear blasts by India and Pakistan. A two-thirds
majority of Senators is needed for ratification. 

The treaty would guard against the renewal of the nuclear arms race;
establish an extensive, global monitoring and verification system, and curb
the spread of nuclear weapons to other countries. U.S. leadership on the
CTBT and other nuclear risk reduction initiatives is vital to addressing the
threat of a nuclear arms race between India and Pakistan. 

Senators should not go home without taking action on the CTBT. They should
publicly support prompt Senate consideration and approval of the CTBT.
Failure to act on or ratify the treaty would be a major blow to U.S. efforts
to stop the spread of nuclear weapons."

II. KEY STATES/SENATORS: Goal - to get public Republican endorsements/votes.
Please note that Senators in other states are also very important, including
those who are likely test ban supporters. Their public calls for action will
be important for building pressure for Senate action.

While each natl. group may not be able to work in every state, EACH of these
states IS IMPORTANT to the outcome of any vote on the test ban. Groups
should work in those states where they feel they can be most effective.

Priority states:

Colorado - Campbell, Allard
Kansas - Brownback (SFRC), Roberts
Maine - Collins, Snowe (Snowe has called for prompt hearings, need positive
reinforcement)
Mississippi - Lott (Maj. Leader)
Nebraska - Hagel (SFRC)
New Mexico - Domenici
Oregon - Smith (SFRC)
Ohio - DeWine
Tennessee - Frist (SFRC), Thompson
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Utah - Bennett, Hatch
Washington - Gorton
Wyoming - Enzi, Thomas (SFRC)

Secondary states:

Alaska - Stevens (SFRC); Murkowski
Arizona - McCain
Delaware - Roth
Indiana - Lugar (SFRC), Coats
Iowa - Grassley
Kentucky - McConnell
Minnesota - Grahms
New York - D'Amato
Pennsylvania - Santorum
Virginia - Warner, Robb (who is the Democrats' point-person on the
India-Pakistan crisis)

*(SFRC) denotes members on Senate Foreign Relations Committee

III. ACTIVITIES BY DC-BASED GROUPS THAT WOULD BE HELPFUL:

A. Generating Public Support

1. Action alerts (e-mail, fax, postcard) from natl. offices to members in
states where each grp. has activist base (UCS to activists in OR, UT, KS,
NE, TN, ME, IA and WY. Other groups ?)
2. Regular communications (i.e. telephone calls) with "state contacts"
3. Conference call with "state contacts" to communicate news and action
suggestions (Kathy Crandall and others) - August 18

B. Hill work to be conducted/completed from September 1st to 24th

1. Sign-on ltr. (if necessary) from DC-based groups in support of possible
"test vote" (early-Sept, J. Isaacs ?)
2. Letters from individual organizations and groups of "opinion-elites"
calling for action on the CTBT
 - letter from historians to be released by September 11th (D. Kimball & CLW)
                   - Nobel Laureates letter ??                     
3. Communication/meetings with key Senate allies (J. Isaacs and others)
4. Meetings with "swing" senators (D. Kimball, T. Collina, J. Isaacs, D.
Culp, others)
5. Coalition fax blasts on CTBT based on polling results and other
information (D. Kimball & J. Smith, CRND)
6. Edit. board mailing on CTBT and other n-weapons topics, plus follow-up
calls (Karen Yourish, NSNS ?)

C. Further outreach to CTBT allies

1. Religious leaders breakfast (Howard Hallman, MUPJ, with D. Culp & Marie
Reitmann)
2. Posting of list of known CTBT endorsers on Coalition to Reduce N-Dangers
web site (J. Smith) - by Aug. 28
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D. Work with Foreign Gov'ts on Test Ban

1. Meet with key embassies in Oct.-Nov. about progress toward convening
special conference of CTBT ratifiers in late-1999

IV. ACTIVITIES AT THE LOCAL LEVEL THAT CAN HELP: It is most important that
Senate offices hear from their constituents throughout the month of
September about the test ban issue.

1.  Postcard/letter campaign urging citizens to write their Senators asking
them to take a public position in support of the CTBT. (For more specific
message suggestions, see above.) *Keep in mind that students will have
returned to college campuses.

2.  Organized delegations of prominent citizens to meet with Senator and/or
senior staff at state offices or in Washington on issue: religious leaders,
business people, university heads, labor leaders, mayors, civic leaders

3.  Organize letters signed by prominent community leaders to Senators.

4.  Editorial board meetings to encourage pro-CTBT editorials. (See the
Coalition's web site for a list of pro- CTBT editorials and op-eds.)

5.  Submit letters to the editor on the test ban issue, focusing around
Sept. 24 anniversaries. (Contact 20/20 Vision for more information.)

6. Call-in to radio talk shows. (Contact 20/20 Vision for more information.)

7.  Attend Senators' coffees and speeches to raise the CTBT issue.

8.  Identify and ask individuals with personal influence with Senators to
help on CTBT. (A sign-on letter from former senators and representatives
calling for support from organizations and prominent individuals is being
circulated.)

IV. IMPORTANT DATES AND EVENTS: 

September 1-3 -- Clinton-Yeltsin Summit in Russia

September 1-4 -- Non-Aligned Movement Summit, Durban, South Africa

Early-September -- possible test vote on CTBT

Early-September -- expected decision/announcement about Clinton visit to
South Asia in November

September 3 -- grassroots organizing meeting on CTBT, 10:30 am at FCNL, 245
C St. NE (B. Tiller, Chair)

September 4 -- CTBT Working Group Meeting, 9:30 am at UCS, 1616 P St. NW,
7th floor (T. Collina, Chair)
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September 16 -- Interfaith CTBT Breakfast Briefing with Sen. Jim Jeffords
for religious leaders. Invitation only. (Howard Hallman, coordinator)

September 17 -- Senate Governmental Affairs Subcommittee on Investigations
hearing on National Cancer Institute study on the health effects on fallout
from atomic testing

September 24 -- 35th anniversary of LTBT ratification; 2nd anniv. of CTBT
signing; 1st anniv. of transmittal of the CTBT to the Senate for its advice
and consent

October 9 -- target date for Senate adjournment

mid-November -- President Clinton travels to India and Pakistan (tentative)
___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
___________________________________
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Return-Path: <kotya@mailexcite.com>
To: "Robert Tiller" <btiller@psr.org>, "Howard Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Date: Fri, 14 Aug 1998 23:41:59 -0700
From: "Konstantin Karapetyan" <kotya@mailexcite.com>
X-Sent-Mail: on
Subject: Nuclear disarmament
X-Sender-Ip: 195.46.165.150
Organization: MailExcite  (http://www.mailexcite.com:80)

Dear Mr. Tiller and Mr. Hallman,

I have read the letter urging nuclear disarmament you
are going to pass to Presidents Clinton and Yeltsin. I
absolutely agree with you and would like to become a
co-signer of this letter. However may I remind you of
the latest nuclear events in India and Pakistan. Today
after ten years since the end of the Cold War we again 
face the nuclear danger. Though I believe your idea 
about separating warheads from the delivery vehicles is 
the best solution to the problem for next few years for 
our countries (along with UK, France and China) I am 
afraid presidents may rejoin you these two new nuclear 
states have become an obstacle for its fulfilment. 
Therefore may I recommend you to add a few words about 
this to the letter. They may look somehow like this.

"Though India and Pakistan have managed to obtain 
nuclear bombs it cannot become a real threat for your 
countries. These states don't have enough quantity of 
nuclear weapons to begin a war against US or Russia. At 
the same time if the situation becomes dangerous in the 
future which, due to the current political situation 
when most problems are being solved through 
negotiations, is almost improbable the necessary amount 
of nuclear bombs or rockets (much less than today) may 
be alerted again."

Yours sincerely,
Konstantin Karapetyan,

the fourth year student of the Bauman University,
Moscow, Russia.

Free web-based email, Forever, From anywhere!
http://www.mailexcite.com
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Return-Path: <marylia@igc.org>
Date: Thu, 13 Aug 1998 15:16:35 -0700 (PDT)
X-Sender: marylia@pop.igc.apc.org (Unverified)
To: bananas-ana@igc.org
From: marylia@igc.org (marylia)
Subject: on the de-alerting letter
Cc: mupj@igc.org

Dear Bob Tiller and Howard Hallman:

RE: the dealerting sign-on letter below --

>From my perspective, I would like to see the last sentence in the first
paragraph shortened from "place them in secure national storage" to the
more general statement "place them in secure storage." The reason being
that, here at Tri-Valley CAREs, we would prefer them to be under
international monitoring. While that may be a step-by-step process in how
it plays out in reality, I would not want to BEGIN by signalling at the
outset that national control is our ultimate objective-- so, if you don't
want to explicitely say international control, then it's better to leave it
unsaid altogether. (More on this topic later when I type up and post notes
from a luncheon in which I participated with Admiral Ramdas, chief of the
Indian Navy, rtd.).

Moreover, in the main, I think the de-alerting letter would also be
improved by the suggestions of Alyn Ware (adding the fact that the
citations used in this letter placed de-alerting in the context of it being
a step toward elimination) and Jackie Cabasso (that a sentence about India
and Pakistan be included). If there is a process by which these small, but
important, changes can be made, I believe they should be made.

Tri-Valley CAREs (Communities Against a Radioactive Environment) in
Livermore, CA, USA can sign-on to the letter (albeit just barely and not
totally happily without the changes, to be frank).

Peace,

Marylia Kelley
Executive Director

Date: Fri, 07 Aug 1998 09:14:14 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility MIME-Version: 1.0
To: bananas-ana@igc.org
Subject: De-alerting sign-on

Dear Colleagues:

The meeting of President Clinton and President Yeltsin in early September
offers us an opportunity to press our case for steps leading to nuclear
disarmament. We believe that it is particularly timely to request them to
de-alert their nuclear arsenals, such as by separating warheads from
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delivery vehicles. They can accomplish this objective through executive
action without a treaty requiring ratification by the U.S. Senate and the
Russian Duma.

Therefore, we have developed the attached letter, asking President Clinton
and President Yeltsin to embark upon a de-alerting initiative and to
complete the task no later than December 31, 1999. We invite you to be a
co-signer of this letter. If you are willing, please provide us your name,
title, organization, and country. You may reply to <btiller@psr.org>
Deadline for signing is Friday, August 21, 1998.

If you have any questions, please get in touch with one of us.

Shalom,

Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs Physicians for Social
Responsibility
Phone: 202 898-0150, ext. 220
Fax: 202 898-0172
E-mail: btiller@psr.org

Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice Phone/fax: 301 896-0013
E-mail: mupj@igc.org

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

August --, 1998

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
The Kremlin
Moscow, Russia

Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin:

When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a
course so that Earth may enter the new millennium with all nuclear weapons
taken off high alert status. One straightforward method to accomplish this
would be to separate warheads from their delivery vehicles and place them
in secure national storage.

We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the de-alerting
process no later than January 1999 and complete the task no later than
December 31, 1999. We ask you to work with the United Kingdom, France, and
China so that they will likewise take their nuclear arsenals off alert
within that time frame.

With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia, the
United Kingdom, France, and China maintain peaceful relations and carefully
avoid military confrontation. Yet all five nations live in a condition of
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nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or unauthorized
launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert. They face the risk of attack
by missiles launched on warning due to miscommunication or
misinterpretation of data. By removing these dangers, mutual de-alerting
will substantially enhance the national security of all the nuclear weapon
states.

Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out through
executive action. This is what your predecessors, President George Bush and
President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991 when they reduced the
alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable number of intercontinental
ballistic missiles. In 1994 you two took a positive step when you agreed to
stop aiming strategic missiles at each other's country. It is well within
the purview of executive authority to move now to de-alerting your
respective nuclear arsenals.

De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including the
Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals leaders
from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences in the
United States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders, including 47
past and present heads of states and prime ministers (1998), and the recent
New Agenda statement by the foreign ministers of Brazil, Egypt, Ireland,
Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa, and Sweden (1998). This
approach also has the support of a variety of religious bodies and numerous
non-governmental organizations.

De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would like
to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear destruction. We
hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity to lead the world in
this direction.

Sincerely yours,

Name
Title
Organization
Country

Marylia Kelley
Tri-Valley CAREs
(Communities Against a Radioactive Environment)
5720 East Ave. #116, Livermore, CA USA 94550

<www.igc.org/tvc/> is our website, currently under construction
(925) 443-7148 - is our phone
(925) 443-0177 - is our fax

Working for peace, justice and a healthy environment since 1983, Tri-Valley
CAREs has been a member of the nation-wide Alliance for Nuclear
Accountability in the U.S. since 1989, and is a co-founding member of the
international Abolition 2000 network for the elimination of nuclear
weapons.
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Fri, 14 Aug 1998 09:26:35 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: on the de-alerting letter; Marylia's comments
References: <2.2.16.19980814090842.3f5fa5de@pop.igc.org>

Yes, I guess it's OK.  (Didn't you find that phrase in the civilian
leaders statement?)

Shalom,
BT

Howard W. Hallman wrote:
> 
> At 03:16 PM 8/13/98 -0700, Marylia wrote:
> >Dear Bob Tiller and Howard Hallman:
> >
> >RE: the dealerting sign-on letter below --
> >
> >>From my perspective, I would like to see the last sentence in the first
> >paragraph shortened from "place them in secure national storage" to the
> >more general statement "place them in secure storage." ....
> 
> Bob,
> 
> I think we could drop the word "national" as a perfecting change without
> going back to  our signers.  What do you think?
> 
> Howard
> 
> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
> Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
> 
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
> laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Cc: abolition-caucus@igc.org
Date: Fri, 14 Aug 1998 09:59:52 -0700 (PDT)
From: marylia@igc.org (marylia)
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: Tri-Valley CAREs on the web!
To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com, nukenet@envirolink.org,
        careerpro@igc.org, BHoehn@wajones.org, weaston@igc.org,
        ensnews@alpha1.ctaz.com, bill.cox@amd.com
X-Sender: marylia@pop.igc.apc.org (Unverified)

>From Tri-Valley CAREs:

Our Cyberspace News: Thanks to Will, one of our wonderful volunteers,
Tri-Valley CAREs now has a web site under construction. You are hereby
encouraged to check it out at <www.igc.org/tvc>. There you will find our
beautiful multi-color logo, action alerts, back issues of Citizen's Watch
and much more. Reports, press releases, fact sheets, etc. are being
installed. Let us know what you think of this new "space," and tell us what
you would like to see there.

Peace, Marylia

P.S. If you have a web site on related topics of nuclear weapons, waste and
cleanup and would like to "link" please let us know. You can reply on the
our web site or via my email. I will pass messages on to Will.

Marylia Kelley
Tri-Valley CAREs
(Communities Against a Radioactive Environment)
5720 East Ave. #116, Livermore, CA USA 94550

<www.igc.org/tvc/> is our website, currently under construction
(925) 443-7148 - is our phone
(925) 443-0177 - is our fax

Working for peace, justice and a healthy environment since 1983, Tri-Valley
CAREs has been a member of the nation-wide Alliance for Nuclear
Accountability in the U.S. since 1989, and is a co-founding member of the
international Abolition 2000 network for the elimination of nuclear
weapons.
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To: btiller
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: on the de-alerting letter; Marylia's comments
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 03:16 PM 8/13/98 -0700, Marylia wrote:
>Dear Bob Tiller and Howard Hallman:
>
>RE: the dealerting sign-on letter below --
>
>>From my perspective, I would like to see the last sentence in the first
>paragraph shortened from "place them in secure national storage" to the
>more general statement "place them in secure storage." ....

Bob,

I think we could drop the word "national" as a perfecting change without going back to  our signers.  What do you 
think?

Howard
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To: abolition-caucus
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
Cc: btiller@psr.org
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Colleagues:

We are in the final week of gathering signatures for the letter to President Clinton and President Yeltsin, urging them to 
take decisive action to de-alert their nuclear arsenal.  We have a number of signers in the United States and around the 
globe and would like to add your name and organization to the list.  Deadline for signing is twelve noon, Eastern 
daylight time, Friday, August 21, 1998.  You may reply to me at the above e-mail address or to Bob Tiller, Director of 
Security Programs, Physicians for Social Responsibility at btiller@psr.org.

Shalom,
Howard Hallman

###

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
The Kremlin
Moscow, Russia

Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin.:

When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a course so that Earth may enter the new 
millennium with all nuclear weapons taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method would be to separate 
warheads from their delivery vehicles and place them in secure storage.

We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the de-alerting process no later than January 1999 and 
complete the task no later than December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United Kingdom, France, and China 
so that they will likewise take their nuclear arsenals off alert within that time frame.

With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia, the United Kingdom, France, and China 
maintain peaceful relations and carefully avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a condition of nuclear 
insecurity because of the danger of accidental or unauthorized launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face 
the risk of attack by missiles launched on warning due to miscommunication or misinterpretation of data.  By removing 
these dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially enhance the national security of all the nuclear weapon states.

Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out through executive action.  This is what your 
predecessors, President George Bush and President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991 when they reduced the 
alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable number of intercontinental ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a 
positive step when you agreed to stop aiming strategic missiles at each other's country.   It is well within the purview of 
executive authority to move now to de-alerting your respective nuclear arsenals.

De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including the Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 
60 generals and admirals leaders from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences in the United States 
(1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders, including 47 past and present heads of states and prime ministers (1998), and 
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the recent New Agenda Declaration adopted by the foreign ministers of Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, 
Slovenia, South Africa, and Sweden (1998).  This approach also has the support of a variety of religious bodies and 
numerous non-governmental organizations.

 De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would like to enter the new millennium free from 
the fear of nuclear destruction.   We hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity to lead the world in this 
direction.

Sincerely yours,
 
Name, Title
Organization
Country
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To: relctbt
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Colleagues:

We are in the final week of gathering signatures for the letter to President Clinton and President Yeltsin, urging them to 
take decisive action to de-alert their nuclear arsenal.  We have a number of signers in the United States and around the 
globe and would like to add your name and organization to the list.  Deadline for signing is twelve noon, Eastern 
daylight time, Friday, August 21, 1998.  You may reply to me at the above e-mail address or to Bob Tiller, Director of 
Security Programs, Physicians for Social Responsibility at btiller@psr.org.

Shalom,
Howard Hallman

###

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
The Kremlin
Moscow, Russia

Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin.:

When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a course so that Earth may enter the new 
millennium with all nuclear weapons taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method would be to separate 
warheads from their delivery vehicles and place them in secure storage.

We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the de-alerting process no later than January 1999 and 
complete the task no later than December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United Kingdom, France, and China 
so that they will likewise take their nuclear arsenals off alert within that time frame.

With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia, the United Kingdom, France, and China 
maintain peaceful relations and carefully avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a condition of nuclear 
insecurity because of the danger of accidental or unauthorized launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face 
the risk of attack by missiles launched on warning due to miscommunication or misinterpretation of data.  By removing 
these dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially enhance the national security of all the nuclear weapon states.

Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out through executive action.  This is what your 
predecessors, President George Bush and President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991 when they reduced the 
alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable number of intercontinental ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a 
positive step when you agreed to stop aiming strategic missiles at each other's country.   It is well within the purview of 
executive authority to move now to de-alerting your respective nuclear arsenals.

De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including the Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 
60 generals and admirals leaders from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences in the United States 
(1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders, including 47 past and present heads of states and prime ministers (1998), and 
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the recent New Agenda Declaration adopted by the foreign ministers of Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, 
Slovenia, South Africa, and Sweden (1998).  This approach also has the support of a variety of religious bodies and 
numerous non-governmental organizations.

 De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would like to enter the new millennium free from 
the fear of nuclear destruction.   We hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity to lead the world in this 
direction.

Sincerely yours,
 
Name, Title
Organization
Country
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>From nirsnet  Mon Aug 17 08:08:11 1998
Return-Path: <nirsnet@igc.apc.org>
Date: Mon, 17 Aug 1998 08:08:09 -0700 (PDT)
X-Sender: nirsnet@pop.igc.org
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
From: Michael Mariotte <nirsnet@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
Cc: btiller@psr.org

You can sign Michael Mariotte, Executive Director, Nuclear Information and
Resource Service, Washington DC USA

Michael

At 06:06 AM 8/17/98 -0700, Howard W. Hallman wrote:
>Dear Colleagues:
>
>We are in the final week of gathering signatures for the letter to President
>Clinton and President Yeltsin, urging them to take decisive action to
>de-alert their nuclear arsenal.  We have a number of signers in the United
>States and around the globe and would like to add your name and organization
>to the list.  Deadline for signing is twelve noon, Eastern daylight time,
>Friday, August 21, 1998.  You may reply to me at the above e-mail address or
>to Bob Tiller, Director of Security Programs, Physicians for Social
>Responsibility at btiller@psr.org.
>
>Shalom,
>Howard Hallman
>
>###
>
>The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
>The White House
>Washington, DC 20500
>
>The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
>The Kremlin
>Moscow, Russia
>
>Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin.:
>
>When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a
>course so that Earth may enter the new millennium with all nuclear weapons
>taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method would be to
>separate warheads from their delivery vehicles and place them in secure
storage.
>
>We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the de-alerting
>process no later than January 1999 and complete the task no later than
>December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United Kingdom, France, and
>China so that they will likewise take their nuclear arsenals off alert
>within that time frame.
>
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>With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia, the
>United Kingdom, France, and China maintain peaceful relations and carefully
>avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a condition of
>nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or unauthorized
>launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face the risk of attack
>by missiles launched on warning due to miscommunication or misinterpretation
>of data.  By removing these dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially
>enhance the national security of all the nuclear weapon states.
>
>Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out through
>executive action.  This is what your predecessors, President George Bush and
>President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991 when they reduced the
>alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable number of intercontinental
>ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a positive step when you agreed to
>stop aiming strategic missiles at each other's country.   It is well within
>the purview of executive authority to move now to de-alerting your
>respective nuclear arsenals.
>
>De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including the
>Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals leaders
>from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences in the United
>States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders, including 47 past and
>present heads of states and prime ministers (1998), and the recent New
>Agenda Declaration adopted by the foreign ministers of Brazil, Egypt,
>Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa, and Sweden (1998).
>This approach also has the support of a variety of religious bodies and
>numerous non-governmental organizations.
>
> De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would like
>to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear destruction.   We
>hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity to lead the world in
>this direction.
>
>Sincerely yours,
> 
>Name, Title
>Organization
>Country
>
>
>Howard W. Hallman, Chair
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice
>1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
>Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
>
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
>laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
>
>
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Return-Path: <nde>
Date: Mon, 17 Aug 1998 09:50:10 -0700 (PDT)
From: Nevada Desert Experience <nde@igc.apc.org>
To: mupj@igc.apc.org
Subject: Re:  Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin

Please add "The Nevada Desert Experience" to your sign on letter.
 David Buer, ofm-Interim Director
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Return-Path: <aslater@gracelinks.org>
X-Sender: slatera@204.141.205.3
Date: Mon, 17 Aug 1998 12:59:35 -0400
To: mupj@igc.apc.org (mupj@igc.apc.org), abolition-caucus@igc.org
From: ASlater <aslater@gracelinks.org>
Subject: Re: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
Cc: btiller@psr.org

Dear Bob and Howard,
After considering the objections to the letter below raised by Alyn Ware
(that there is no call to eliminate nuclear weapons) and Marylia Kelley
(that the weapons should be placed under international not national guard)
and the friendly amendment offered by Jackie Cabasso (that we state in the
letter that de-alerting our weapons may influence India and Pakistan not to
deploy their weapons), is there any reason why we couldn't see if the
original signers would object to these amendments?  It seems to me that you
could garner even more enthusiastic signatures if the changes were made.
While we would all breathe a sigh of relief if weapons were de-alerted,
NGOs should be asking much more of Clinton and Yeltsin at their summit
meeting than the mere dealerting of nuclear weapons. By not asking for
more, we may give them the wrong impression.  For this reason, GRACE
regrets that it will not sign the letter as drafted.  Would you care to
share with the abolition-caucus the organizations who have already signed
the draft, to date?  Many thanks for your consideration.  Regards, Alice
Slater

At 06:06 AM 8/17/98 -0400, mupj@igc.apc.org wrote:
>Dear Colleagues:
>
>We are in the final week of gathering signatures for the letter to
>President
>Clinton and President Yeltsin, urging them to take decisive action to
>de-alert their nuclear arsenal.  We have a number of signers in the United
>States and around the globe and would like to add your name and
>organization
>to the list.  Deadline for signing is twelve noon, Eastern daylight time,
>Friday, August 21, 1998.  You may reply to me at the above e-mail address
>or
>to Bob Tiller, Director of Security Programs, Physicians for Social
>Responsibility at btiller@psr.org.
>
>Shalom,
>Howard Hallman
>
>###
>
>The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
>The White House
>Washington, DC 20500
>
>The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
>The Kremlin
>Moscow, Russia
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>
>Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin.:
>
>When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a
>course so that Earth may enter the new millennium with all nuclear weapons
>taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method would be to
>separate warheads from their delivery vehicles and place them in secure
>storage.
>
>We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the de-alerting
>process no later than January 1999 and complete the task no later than
>December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United Kingdom, France, and
>China so that they will likewise take their nuclear arsenals off alert
>within that time frame.
>
>With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia, the
>United Kingdom, France, and China maintain peaceful relations and carefully
>avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a condition of
>nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or unauthorized
>launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face the risk of
>attack
>by missiles launched on warning due to miscommunication or
>misinterpretation
>of data.  By removing these dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially
>enhance the national security of all the nuclear weapon states.
>
>Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out through
>executive action.  This is what your predecessors, President George Bush
>and
>President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991 when they reduced the
>alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable number of intercontinental
>ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a positive step when you agreed
>to
>stop aiming strategic missiles at each other's country.   It is well within
>the purview of executive authority to move now to de-alerting your
>respective nuclear arsenals.
>
>De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including the
>Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals leaders
>from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences in the
>United
>States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders, including 47 past and
>present heads of states and prime ministers (1998), and the recent New
>Agenda Declaration adopted by the foreign ministers of Brazil, Egypt,
>Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa, and Sweden (1998).
>This approach also has the support of a variety of religious bodies and
>numerous non-governmental organizations.
>
> De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would
>like
>to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear destruction.   We
>hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity to lead the world in
>this direction.
>
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>Sincerely yours,
> 
>Name, Title
>Organization
>Country
>
>
>Howard W. Hallman, Chair
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice
>1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
>Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
>
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
>laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
>
>
>
>--- Internet Message Header Follows ---
>Received: from igcb.igc.org (192.82.108.46)
> by firstclass.jcca.org (FirstClass Mail Server v5.11)
> transient id 76; 10:26:00 AM -0400
>Received: from igc3.igc.apc.org (igc3.igc.org [192.82.108.33])
> by igcb.igc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8) with ESMTP id GAA10175;
> Mon, 17 Aug 1998 06:14:21 -0700 (PDT)
>Received: (from root@localhost)
> by igc3.igc.apc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8) id GAA15970;
> Mon, 17 Aug 1998 06:13:12 -0700 (PDT)
>Received: from pppe-82.igc.org (mupj@pppe-82.igc.org)
> by igc3.igc.apc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8) with SMTP id GAA15558;
> Mon, 17 Aug 1998 06:06:48 -0700 (PDT)
>Cc: btiller@psr.org
>Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"
>Date: Mon, 17 Aug 1998 06:06:48 -0700 (PDT)
>From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
>Message-Id: <2.2.16.19980817090600.36d73c52@pop.igc.org>
>Mime-Version: 1.0
>Precedence: bulk
>Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
>Subject: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
>To: abolition-caucus@igc.org
>X-Mailer: Windows Eudora Pro Version 2.2 (16)
>X-Sender: mupj@pop.igc.org (Unverified)
>
>
Alice Slater
Global Resource Action Center for the Environment
15 East 26 St.
New York, NY  10010
212-726-9161(tel)
212-726-9160(fax)
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Return-Path: <aslater@gracelinks.org>
X-Sender: slatera@204.141.205.3
Date: Mon, 17 Aug 1998 12:59:35 -0400
To: mupj@igc.apc.org (mupj@igc.apc.org), abolition-caucus@igc.org
From: ASlater <aslater@gracelinks.org>
Subject: Re: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
Cc: btiller@psr.org

Dear Bob and Howard,
After considering the objections to the letter below raised by Alyn Ware
(that there is no call to eliminate nuclear weapons) and Marylia Kelley
(that the weapons should be placed under international not national guard)
and the friendly amendment offered by Jackie Cabasso (that we state in the
letter that de-alerting our weapons may influence India and Pakistan not to
deploy their weapons), is there any reason why we couldn't see if the
original signers would object to these amendments?  It seems to me that you
could garner even more enthusiastic signatures if the changes were made.
While we would all breathe a sigh of relief if weapons were de-alerted,
NGOs should be asking much more of Clinton and Yeltsin at their summit
meeting than the mere dealerting of nuclear weapons. By not asking for
more, we may give them the wrong impression.  For this reason, GRACE
regrets that it will not sign the letter as drafted.  Would you care to
share with the abolition-caucus the organizations who have already signed
the draft, to date?  Many thanks for your consideration.  Regards, Alice
Slater

At 06:06 AM 8/17/98 -0400, mupj@igc.apc.org wrote:
>Dear Colleagues:
>
>We are in the final week of gathering signatures for the letter to
>President
>Clinton and President Yeltsin, urging them to take decisive action to
>de-alert their nuclear arsenal.  We have a number of signers in the United
>States and around the globe and would like to add your name and
>organization
>to the list.  Deadline for signing is twelve noon, Eastern daylight time,
>Friday, August 21, 1998.  You may reply to me at the above e-mail address
>or
>to Bob Tiller, Director of Security Programs, Physicians for Social
>Responsibility at btiller@psr.org.
>
>Shalom,
>Howard Hallman
>
>###
>
>The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
>The White House
>Washington, DC 20500
>
>The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
>The Kremlin
>Moscow, Russia
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>
>Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin.:
>
>When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a
>course so that Earth may enter the new millennium with all nuclear weapons
>taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method would be to
>separate warheads from their delivery vehicles and place them in secure
>storage.
>
>We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the de-alerting
>process no later than January 1999 and complete the task no later than
>December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United Kingdom, France, and
>China so that they will likewise take their nuclear arsenals off alert
>within that time frame.
>
>With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia, the
>United Kingdom, France, and China maintain peaceful relations and carefully
>avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a condition of
>nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or unauthorized
>launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face the risk of
>attack
>by missiles launched on warning due to miscommunication or
>misinterpretation
>of data.  By removing these dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially
>enhance the national security of all the nuclear weapon states.
>
>Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out through
>executive action.  This is what your predecessors, President George Bush
>and
>President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991 when they reduced the
>alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable number of intercontinental
>ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a positive step when you agreed
>to
>stop aiming strategic missiles at each other's country.   It is well within
>the purview of executive authority to move now to de-alerting your
>respective nuclear arsenals.
>
>De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including the
>Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals leaders
>from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences in the
>United
>States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders, including 47 past and
>present heads of states and prime ministers (1998), and the recent New
>Agenda Declaration adopted by the foreign ministers of Brazil, Egypt,
>Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa, and Sweden (1998).
>This approach also has the support of a variety of religious bodies and
>numerous non-governmental organizations.
>
> De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would
>like
>to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear destruction.   We
>hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity to lead the world in
>this direction.
>
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>Sincerely yours,
> 
>Name, Title
>Organization
>Country
>
>
>Howard W. Hallman, Chair
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice
>1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
>Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
>
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
>laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
>
>
>
>--- Internet Message Header Follows ---
>Received: from igcb.igc.org (192.82.108.46)
> by firstclass.jcca.org (FirstClass Mail Server v5.11)
> transient id 76; 10:26:00 AM -0400
>Received: from igc3.igc.apc.org (igc3.igc.org [192.82.108.33])
> by igcb.igc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8) with ESMTP id GAA10175;
> Mon, 17 Aug 1998 06:14:21 -0700 (PDT)
>Received: (from root@localhost)
> by igc3.igc.apc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8) id GAA15970;
> Mon, 17 Aug 1998 06:13:12 -0700 (PDT)
>Received: from pppe-82.igc.org (mupj@pppe-82.igc.org)
> by igc3.igc.apc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8) with SMTP id GAA15558;
> Mon, 17 Aug 1998 06:06:48 -0700 (PDT)
>Cc: btiller@psr.org
>Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"
>Date: Mon, 17 Aug 1998 06:06:48 -0700 (PDT)
>From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
>Message-Id: <2.2.16.19980817090600.36d73c52@pop.igc.org>
>Mime-Version: 1.0
>Precedence: bulk
>Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
>Subject: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
>To: abolition-caucus@igc.org
>X-Mailer: Windows Eudora Pro Version 2.2 (16)
>X-Sender: mupj@pop.igc.org (Unverified)
>
>
Alice Slater
Global Resource Action Center for the Environment
15 East 26 St.
New York, NY  10010
212-726-9161(tel)
212-726-9160(fax)
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Return-Path: <regina.hagen@jugendstil.da.shuttle.de>
X-Envelope-To: <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Date: Mon, 17 Aug 1998 21:02:33 +0200
From: Regina Hagen <regina.hagen@jugendstil.da.shuttle.de>
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
References: <2.2.16.19980817090600.36d73c52@pop.igc.org>

You can add the following name to your list:

Regina Hagen
Darmstaedter Friedensforum
Germany
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Return-Path: <hcaldic@ibm.net>
Date: Mon, 17 Aug 1998 09:33:54 +1000
From: hcaldic <hcaldic@ibm.net>
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
References: <2.2.16.19980817090600.36d73c52@pop.igc.org>

Howard W. Hallman wrote:
> 
> Dear Colleagues:
> 
> We are in the final week of gathering signatures for the letter to President
> Clinton and President Yeltsin, urging them to take decisive action to
> de-alert their nuclear arsenal.  We have a number of signers in the United
> States and around the globe and would like to add your name and organization
> to the list.  Deadline for signing is twelve noon, Eastern daylight time,
> Friday, August 21, 1998.  You may reply to me at the above e-mail address or
> to Bob Tiller, Director of Security Programs, Physicians for Social
> Responsibility at btiller@psr.org.
> 
> Shalom,
> Howard Hallman
> 
> ###
> 
> The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
> The White House
> Washington, DC 20500
> 
> The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
> The Kremlin
> Moscow, Russia
> 
> Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin.:
> 
> When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a
> course so that Earth may enter the new millennium with all nuclear weapons
> taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method would be to
> separate warheads from their delivery vehicles and place them in secure storage.
> 
> We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the de-alerting
> process no later than January 1999 and complete the task no later than
> December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United Kingdom, France, and
> China so that they will likewise take their nuclear arsenals off alert
> within that time frame.
> 
> With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia, the
> United Kingdom, France, and China maintain peaceful relations and carefully
> avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a condition of
> nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or unauthorized
> launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face the risk of attack
> by missiles launched on warning due to miscommunication or misinterpretation
> of data.  By removing these dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially
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> enhance the national security of all the nuclear weapon states.
> 
> Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out through
> executive action.  This is what your predecessors, President George Bush and
> President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991 when they reduced the
> alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable number of intercontinental
> ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a positive step when you agreed to
> stop aiming strategic missiles at each other's country.   It is well within
> the purview of executive authority to move now to de-alerting your
> respective nuclear arsenals.
> 
> De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including the
> Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals leaders
> from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences in the United
> States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders, including 47 past and
> present heads of states and prime ministers (1998), and the recent New
> Agenda Declaration adopted by the foreign ministers of Brazil, Egypt,
> Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa, and Sweden (1998).
> This approach also has the support of a variety of religious bodies and
> numerous non-governmental organizations.
> 
>  De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would like
> to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear destruction.   We
> hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity to lead the world in
> this direction.
> 
> Sincerely yours,
> 
> Name, Title
> Organization
> Country
> 
> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
> Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
> 
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
> laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.

 Dear Howard, I have been advising people around the country to suggest
strongly to Clinton that he and Yelstin sign an agreement to abolish
nuclear weapons within the enxt five years. He would then go down in
history as the greatest president who ever lived, China has stated that
they would follow suit and the others would be forced to follow.
 If this does not happen I guarantee that within ten years at least ten
new nations will have developed nuclear weapons with the example of the
"new Manhattan Project" i.e. Stockpile Stewardship which is probably the
most evil thing that I have ever read about now that the cold war is
over. People are very receptive to this idea and are currently sending
letters to the White House. Sincerely Helen Caldicott
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Return-Path: <pcoombes@web.net>
From: "Peter Coombes" <pcoombes@web.net>
To: "Abolition International" <abolition-caucus@igc.org>, <btiller@psr.org>,
        "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Cc: "End the Arms Race" <info@peacewire.org>
Subject: Re: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
Date: Mon, 17 Aug 1998 21:29:51 -0700
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3

Dear Howard and Bob;

A very good letter!

I wish to add my name to the list of signers as President of End the Arms
Race (End the
Arms Race is one of Canada's largest and most active peace groups).

I agree with the concerns raised, especially that the letter does not make
reference to abolition.  But I also recognize that when trying to reach a
coalition agreement we have to sometimes stick to the simplest point of
agreement before moving on (often, as you point out this  time, it's just a
matter of logistics and timing.)

Your letter will have a significant impact and will further our objective of
abolition.

I hope you'll send a copy of the letter to End the Arms Race along
with a list of the signers so we can send it to our media here in Vancouver
and Canada. And I would suggest that you send the final copy along with the
list of signers to everyone who signed and urge them to send it out to the
media internationally.

Sincerely yours,
Peter Coombes
President

End the Arms Race
Suite 405 - 825 Granville Street
Vancouver BC  V6Z 1K9
604/687-3223  fax: 687-3277
info@peacewire.org
www.peacewire.org

-----Original Message-----
From: Howard W. Hallman <mupj@igc.apc.org>
To: abolition-caucus@igc.org <abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Cc: btiller@psr.org <btiller@psr.org>
Date: August 17, 1998 10:01 AM
Subject: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin

>Dear Colleagues:
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>
>We are in the final week of gathering signatures for the letter to
President
>Clinton and President Yeltsin, urging them to take decisive action to
>de-alert their nuclear arsenal.  We have a number of signers in the United
>States and around the globe and would like to add your name and
organization
>to the list.  Deadline for signing is twelve noon, Eastern daylight time,
>Friday, August 21, 1998.  You may reply to me at the above e-mail address
or
>to Bob Tiller, Director of Security Programs, Physicians for Social
>Responsibility at btiller@psr.org.
>
>Shalom,
>Howard Hallman
>
>###
>
>The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
>The White House
>Washington, DC 20500
>
>The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
>The Kremlin
>Moscow, Russia
>
>Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin.:
>
>When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a
>course so that Earth may enter the new millennium with all nuclear weapons
>taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method would be to
>separate warheads from their delivery vehicles and place them in secure
storage.
>
>We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the de-alerting
>process no later than January 1999 and complete the task no later than
>December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United Kingdom, France, and
>China so that they will likewise take their nuclear arsenals off alert
>within that time frame.
>
>With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia, the
>United Kingdom, France, and China maintain peaceful relations and carefully
>avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a condition of
>nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or unauthorized
>launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face the risk of
attack
>by missiles launched on warning due to miscommunication or
misinterpretation
>of data.  By removing these dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially
>enhance the national security of all the nuclear weapon states.
>
>Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out through
>executive action.  This is what your predecessors, President George Bush
and
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>President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991 when they reduced the
>alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable number of intercontinental
>ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a positive step when you agreed
to
>stop aiming strategic missiles at each other's country.   It is well within
>the purview of executive authority to move now to de-alerting your
>respective nuclear arsenals.
>
>De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including the
>Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals leaders
>from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences in the
United
>States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders, including 47 past and
>present heads of states and prime ministers (1998), and the recent New
>Agenda Declaration adopted by the foreign ministers of Brazil, Egypt,
>Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa, and Sweden (1998).
>This approach also has the support of a variety of religious bodies and
>numerous non-governmental organizations.
>
> De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would
like
>to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear destruction.   We
>hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity to lead the world in
>this direction.
>
>Sincerely yours,
>
>Name, Title
>Organization
>Country
>
>
>Howard W. Hallman, Chair
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice
>1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
>Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
>
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
>laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.
>
>
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Return-Path: <owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org>
Date: Tue, 18 Aug 1998 10:25:05 +0200
From: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>
To: pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Subject: pov-l: August Bulletin from Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
Sender: owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Reply-To: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>

------------------------  Start of message from list: pov-l ---->

Rio de Janeiro Peace to the City Campaign
AUGUST 1998 BULLETIN

In this Issue:

School Friends: a nationwide campaign to keep kids in school in the
drought-stricken regions of Northeast Brazil 

Solidarity Shopping Spree:  Viva Rio coordinates first-ever clothes
donation campaign with 12 major shopping centers in greater Rio de
Janeiro.  The goal is to collect 500,000 items.

Viva Rio Mailbox: 
Letters of encouragement and solidarity from participants in Viva Rio's
Adult Schooling and Civilian Volunteer Service programs

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

1) SCHOOL FRIENDS:  Viva Rio coordinates hunger relief campaign for
schoolchildren in drought-stricken Northeastern Brazil

The devastating consequences of the prolonged drought in Northeastern
Brazil are affecting millions of families, worsening the already painful and
miserable living conditions of the inhabitants of this vast region.  The
most hard hit areas are registering high levels of famine and malnutrition
among the population, with children being those most affected by the
extreme lack of food and drinking water.

So far, 16,000 schools in the region have shut down due to the lack of
resources and water supplies, being unable to provide even the most
basic conditions required in classrooms.  Public schools in Brazil
generally serve a meal for all students during school hours.  In the
majority of the cases in the drought-stricken Northeast, the lunch children
receive during the school day has now become their only meal of the
day.
 
In response to this dramatic situation, a nationwide network of solidarity
agencies, along with international aid agencies such as Caritas and
Unicef, are launching a campaign to bring relief supplies as quickly as
possible to the drought-stricken Northeast. The most urgent need is to
deliver these food supplies to the schools so that the children can be
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nourished and stay in school. 

Viva Rio, which has traditionally participated in yearly food donation
campaigns in Rio de Janeiro during the Christmas season, and which
recently coordinated donations of foodstuffs for the Northeast, will be at
the forefront of the campaign, called "School Friends " in Rio de Janeiro.

The idea behind the campaign is direct and to the point:  schools in Rio de
Janeiro and in other states of Brazil will "adopt" one or more schools in
the Northeast which are facing a critical hunger situation.  Students,
teachers, parents, church organizations and community groups will
gather funds to send relief payments directly to the partner schools in
the drought-stricken regions.

The mathematics involved in this equation is surprisingly simple :- A
school meal costs approximately 20 cents (out of a US dollar ) per child
per day.
- A donation of 6 US dollars will feed a child during one month.
- 30 US dollars will feed a child throughout the duration of the 5-month
school term and the expected drought period

The scope and scale of the needs for emergency relief, however, are
extremely complex:

62,000 schools are currently undergoing serious difficulties to nourish
their students in the drought-stricken states. Each school enrolls
approximately 50 students. This means that over 3 million children are
currently not receiving a proper meal in these areas.

Only 7,700 schools out of this total are equipped with the human and
material resources required to be able to efficiently receive and distribute
donations for their students. These are the schools which are
administered by officially authorized parents and teachers association or
committees handling school issues, which can be contacted by the
solidarity network and entrusted to distribute the donations.

The "School Friends"  campaign will begin with the adoption of 100
schools, selecting those in the greatest need-- and build up from there.

Viva Rio hopes to mobilize its far-reaching network of community
organizations which are participating in several educational projects set
up  in the poorer neighborhoods of Rio de Janeiro. The idea is to expand
from this initial network already participating in Viva Rio's Adult Schooling
Program  and the Civilian Volunteer Service so as to be able to quickly
move beyond the classroom and into the community at large. 

Viva Rio's  past experience with several donation campaigns has proven
that solidarity is not a hollow word for those who have often been in
need of assistance.  As was the case during last year's "Christmas
Without Hunger" campaign, it is often the poorest communities which set
an example for those who are better off by being the first to contribute to
solidarity efforts; donating resources, time, and good will.

"School Friends" was launched on August 9th, on the anniversary of the
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death of renowned Brazilian human rights activist Herbert de Souza,
fondly known as "Betinho".  During his lifetime, "Betinho" struggled
incessantly to eradicate hunger in Brazil. It is in tribute to his memory and
life's work that the campaign hopes to mobilize public opinion to address
this urgent issue.

If you would like to participate in this effort by sending a donation, please
contact us at:  tel: (55) (21) 56-5004  fax: (55) (21) 558-1381 e-mail: 
vivario@ax.apc.org
VIVA RIO, Ladeira da Gloria 98, CEP:  22.211-120,  Rio de Janeiro RJ
Brazil

2) SOLIDARITY SHOPPING SPREE:
  
For the past four years, the major shopping centers in the greater Rio de
Janeiro region have jointly launched a campaign during the month of
August offering large discounts in prices to attract customers.
Throughout the duration of the two week campaign, the city is overtaken
by a shopping frenzy which has become a traditional event in the local
calendar. 

This time around, the shopping centers have decided to offer something
more than just a good bargain:  the 12 major shopping centers
participating in the campaign are providing the opportunity to put solidarity
into practice. 

Collection centers for donations of used clothes and shoes will be set up
within the shopping malls so that customers can take advantage of this
easy access, and while looking around for something new to buy,  the
shoppers can also donate used items for those in greater need. The goal
of the campaign is to collect 500,000 items of clothing -- if not more.

Viva Rio is coordinating the collection and distribution of the donations
gathered in the shopping centers in conjunction with 200 community
organizations located in the poorer neighborhoods of Rio de Janeiro.  The
community organizations participating in Viva Rio's Adult Schooling
Program and Civilian Volunteer Service Program will double as deposit
centers for the donations, with each organization locally distributing the
collected items. 

Beyond the donations themselves, the campaign will also be a means to
generate resources and funding for the community centers involved in
the distribution process.  These centers will organize bazaars to sell the
clothes they have received for the public at the symbolic price of one
Brazilian Real (approximately 75 US cents out of a dollar) per item.

Viva Rio's Executive Secretary, Rubem Cesar Fernandes, sums up the
festive and fraternal atmosphere of this campaign: 

"In my house there are three children.  The middle child inherits the best
clothes from the eldest, and the younger child uses the clothes that
belonged to the one in the middle. The eldest used to receive my clothes,
but he has grown so much that the roles are now reversed.  I now
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share his clothes and shoes.  This is the how I imagine the campaign that
we are coordinating with the shopping centers during the month of
August will function.  The idea is to extend the network of fraternity
which strengthens this city, despite all the crises which continue to exist
in Rio de Janeiro today.  To be able to dress each other, with the same
joyful spirit as when you put on something new for the first time.*  

Twelve shopping centers and 200 community organizations will be
working together in this effort.  The community organizations take part in
a network of educational projects coordinated by Viva Rio. These are
organizations working to improve the living conditions of the people in
this city on a daily basis by creating new opportunities.  This campaign
was well thought out.  Everyone has something to gain: the shoppers,
the shopping centers, the community organizations working in poor
neighborhoods, the city of Rio de Janeiro."

3) VIVA RIO MAILBOX

Every day, Viva Rio receives dozens of  letters, requests, petitions and
suggestions from various individuals and associations who are striving
to reduce the social inequalities in Rio de Janeiro and strengthen civil
society.  

In the mailbox, Viva Rio also receives letters of encouragement from
recipients of the community programs coordinated by the institution.

Two of these letters sum up how and why projects committed to
strengthening education and community development are making a
difference for many of the poorer inhabitants in Rio de Janeiro:Viva Rio's
Adult Schooling Program is currently operating in 225 classrooms
throughout the city and benefiting over 7,000 persons.  Out of this total,
140 classrooms have now completed the first curricular year and
presented a final examination for those students enrolled. The results
from the final examination evaluating the level of skills acquired by the
students were extremely encouraging: approximately 70 percent
successfully completed the examination and now possess a certificate
officially recognized by the  Ministry of Education.  This certificate is the
equivalent to the Ministry's Basic Education Degree, and represents a
new opportunity on the job market for many of the city's poorer
inhabitants. 

One of the older students in the Adult Schooling Program, Maria das
Gracas Lopes from the Mari community was so thrilled by the opportunity
to be able to go back to school and complete her basic education, that
she decided to share her joy with other students by sending a letter to
Viva Rio, excerpts of which we are sharing with you.

"After spending 30 years away from school, I now have the opportunity
to remember everything I forgot and to study once again. I discovered
that it is never too late to be able to learn something new -- and to share
your knowledge with someone else. I want to tell my younger
classmates: Don't give up !"
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Another letter of encouragement comes from one of the young
volunteers, or "Agents of the Future", enrolled in the Civilian Volunteer
Service, a community-based program coordinated by Viva Rio which is
providing youth at risk with a new opportunity to complete their basic
education in exchange for 20 hours per month of community work.

Silvana Loureneo, 18,  from the Valenca community in Rio de Janeiro
state explained why the Civilian Volunteer Service is making a difference
in her life by giving her a new sense of pride. For her  fellow "Agents of
the Future" Silvana wrote the following 3 guidelines:

Don't play around with the Civilian Volunteer Service, because your
future depends upon it.

When the world gives you 1000 reasons to want to take drugs, the
Civilian Volunteer Service gives you 1001 reasons to want to become an
"Agent of the Future".

Don't use drugs, let the Civilian Volunteer Service be your only vice.

Viva Rio
Ladeira da Gloria, 98 - Gloria 
CEP: 22211-120
Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
+55-21-556-5004
+55-21-558-1381 (fax)
vivario@ax.apc.org
http://www.informe.simpleweb.com.br/vivario/rio

------------------------  End of message from list: pov-l  ---->
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To: hcaldic <hcaldic@ibm.net>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 09:33 AM 8/17/98 +1000, hcaldic wrote:

> Dear Howard, I have been advising people around the country to suggest
>strongly to Clinton that he and Yelstin sign an agreement to abolish
>nuclear weapons within the enxt five years..... 

Dear Helen:

Thanks for doing this.  It will be great for President Clinton to receive letters  from different perspectives on what he 
and Yeltsin might do.  Our call for de-alerting by the end of 1999 and your call for complete abolition within five years 
emphasize different aspects of a common agenda.

Shalom,
Howard
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Return-Path: <LCNP@aol.com>
From: LCNP@aol.com
Date: Tue, 18 Aug 1998 10:41:49 EDT
To: mupj@igc.apc.org
Cc: aslater@gracelinks.org
Subject: Re: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin

Dear Howard,

Please do not characterize our decision not to support your letter as a
failure to support the dealerting concept (as writtne in your latest
communication on this). We are FULLY  behind the dealerting concept, as I
wrote to you in our previous email. As we mentioned we feel there are dangers
in us being more conservative than the New Agenda Coalition (eight nations)
and the Canberra Commission, both of which put dealerting in the context of a
step toward disarmament.  And as we noted, we will not become free from the
nuclear threat until there is aboliiton. Dealerting will only reduce the
threat.

All the best with your efforts.
Alyn
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Tue, 18 Aug 1998 11:47:11 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: De-alerting campaign

1. Thanks for coming to my office today.  We made some good progress. 
Here is a list of Monday Lobby groups that are co-signers (so far):
   PSR
   20/20 Vision
   Veterans for Peace
   FCNL
I will re-post it to several Monday Lobby colleagues.

2. Also, I have these groups as co-signers.  A few of these overlap with
the list you gave me today.
   Peace Links
   Coalition for Peace Action (New Jersey)
   War Resisters League
   Psychologists for Social Respnosibility
   PSR/Los Angeles
   Proposition One Committee
   Oak Ridge Environmental Peace Alliance
   Friends of the Earth Australia
   International Peace Bureau
   Episcopal Peace Fellowship
   Peace Union of Finland
   Maryknoll Office of Global Concerns
   Tir-Valley Cares
   Nanoose Conversion Campaign
   American Friends Service Committee - Colorado Office
   Australian Peace Committee
   Campaign for International Cooperation and Disarmament, Australia
   Physicians for Global Survival, Canada
   Nuclear Information and Resource Service
   Kate Dewes, Vice President International Peace Bureau (Aotearoa/New
Zealand)
   Commander Robert Green RN (Ret'd), Chair World Court Project UK

3. What are we going to do about individuals who want to co-sign?  We
have heard from three or four.

Shalom,
BT
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>From psrsm  Tue Aug 18 11:04:00 1998
Return-Path: <psrsm@igc.apc.org>
Date: Tue, 18 Aug 1998 11:03:54 -0700 (PDT)
X-Sender: psrsm@pop.igc.apc.org
To: btiller@igc.org, mupj@igc.org
From: Jonathan Parfrey <psrsm@igc.apc.org>
Subject: abolition abd stuff
Cc: bmusil@igc.org

Dear Bob and Howard:

I write in support of your letter. AS IT IS!

Although I am closely identified with the community of people supporting
nuclear abolition, I cannot support their continued boosterism of abolition
when its promotion becomes counter-productive to our goals. Certainly, the
world needs a vision of what-should-be, but in IMHO the world needs still
more urgently, a sensible path to move from *where-we-are* towards
where-we-must-go. In Washington, mention "abolition" as an immediate
practical solution and eyes roll. I wish it were not so . . . but that's
where national security folk are today. They believe abolition to be
pie-in-the-sky.

PSR's mission is to "eliminate weapons of mass destruction." But let me ask
this: why do we wish to eliminate such weapons. I think, because we wish to
prevent nuclear war . . . to prevent any nuclear weapon from ever being used
-- that, and NOT abolition, is our true and larger mission. Abolition is
only a strategy to that end.

And de-alerting a great strategy in working to prevent nuclear war. Thank
you for promoting it!

In reviewing my own emotions in response to the abolition-tongue-clicking .
. . maybe I take issue with the abolitionists 'cause their absolutism just
seems immature . . . maybe 'cause fundamentalism, even when espoused by
friends in a benign movement, strikes me as repugnant.

Jonathan Parfrey
Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility, Los Angeles
1316 Third Street Promenade, Suite B1
Santa Monica, California 90401-1325
310.458.2694/phone * 310.458.7925/fax * psrsm@psr.org *
http://www.labridge.com/psr/
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To: Jonathan Parfrey <psrsm@igc.apc.org>, btiller@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: abolition abd stuff
Cc: bmusil@igc.org
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 11:03 AM 8/18/98 -0700, Jonathan Parfrey wrote:
>Dear Bob and Howard:
>
>I write in support of your letter. AS IT IS!....

Dear Jonathan:

Thanks for your encouragement.  And thanks for sending your message only to us and not the whole abolition-caucus!

Shalom,
Howard
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To: kathy@fcnl.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Request for addresses
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Kathy:

I'm working on invitations for the September 16 breakfast.  I need addresses for the following signers of "A Statement 
of American Religious Leaders: Ratify the CTBT".  Can you help me?

Bishop McKinley Young
Bishop Nathaniel Linsey
Dr. Willie T. Snead
Metropolitan Theodosius
Dr. Bert Beach
Archbishop Mor Cyril Aphrem Karim
Rev. Bill Moroney

Thanks,
Howard
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Tue, 18 Aug 1998 15:38:55 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: [Fwd: Re: De-alerting sign-on]
Content-Disposition: inline

Return-Path: <lasg@igc.apc.org>
Received: from pppe-8.igc.org (lasg@pppe-8.igc.org)
 by igce.igc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8) with SMTP id KAA20758;
 Tue, 18 Aug 1998 10:26:54 -0700 (PDT)
Date: Tue, 18 Aug 1998 10:26:54 -0700 (PDT)
Message-Id: <2.2.16.19980818112339.3457e960@pop.igc.org>
X-Sender: lasg@pop.igc.org
X-Mailer: Windows Eudora Pro Version 2.2 (16)
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"
To: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
From: Greg Mello <lasg@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: De-alerting sign-on
Cc: wslf@igc.org, alichterman@igc.org, marylia@igc.org, jburroughs@igc.org

Dear Bob--
        I have been following the email regarding this sign-on letter; then
I forgot it for a while.  I hope it is not too late to sign on; I would like
to do so on behalf of the Los Alamos Study Group.  I think that the points
of improvement offered by Jackie and Marylia and Alyn have a lot of merit,
and would support a letter which incorporated them.  Don't even bother
checking with me again.  But it may be just too much work for you to go back
to the other signers now, as you or Howard may have said.  
        A letter like this is necessarily a rather blunt instrument, and it
seems that these letters are quite hard to craft in a way that pleases
everyone.  I wish the arms control community was not so far along the
nuclear spectrum toward the Administration; this widens the differences we
have to work with.  Naturally, I would move that end of the spectrum toward
us, rather than vice-versa.  The best one can do is make a compromise, based
on incomplete information.  Thank you very much for the effort.
        All is well here.  A new staff member will start tomorrow.  
        As of last week, I hoped (without being able to ask him) that Andy
Lichterman was going to the ANA meeting on our behalf; yesterday it was me;
and today, as I face the music coming from home and from our organization's
doubling in staff size (2 to 4) here, it has become Maya.  This means that I
will be writing something on the abolition issue, and responding to Lisa's
and Don's questions as well on disposition in writing.  I think that will be
more useful in any case.
        We have tentatively decided to become "friends" of ANA next year,
which is our de facto status anyway, regardless of how things go in Paducah.
I love the people and want to help, but cannot keep up with what appear to
be essentially social expectations posed by all the meetings.  I'll break
the news later, when it is solidified and the time is right.
        I will miss seeing you and others there, but there are many reasons
why it will be just fine for Maya to go.  I hope to send her to Washington
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for a week or two this fall, and feel that her maturation as a campaigner
will be served by the professional connections she makes at this meeting and
in DC this fall.  For us to have written materials ready for the stewardship
briefing/seminar, for congressional drops this fall, and for her and my
congressional staff visits, I must stay here this time.  An important-to-me
religious training retreat will be held a few days after the Paducah
meeting, and if I attempt to go to KY, things here will truly fall apart, in
all ways.
        All the best
        Greg
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date: Tue, 18 Aug 1998 16:55:37 -0400
From: ASlater <aslater@gracelinks.org>
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: Abolition Appeal by World Leaders
To: abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org
X-Sender: slatera@204.141.205.3

Dear Friends,
>
>    Attached is the Appeal signed by Carter, Gorbachev, Arias and others
>that was organized by David Cortright, President of the Fourth Freedom
Forum and released to the press on August 6.
>
>Appeal for Negotiations
>to Eliminate Nuclear Arms
>
>
>The nuclear tests in South Asia have jarred the world into new awareness
>of nuclear danger. They have demonstrated unmistakably the peril of
>nuclear proliferation and the weakness of international measures of
>control.  They have also cast harsh new light on the persistence of the
>arsenals of the United States, Russia, China, Great Britain, and France,
>who jointly possess some 35,000 nuclear weapons.  These two main
>components of nuclear danger-proliferation on the one hand, and the
>remaining cold war arsenals on the other-can no longer be considered in
>isolation.  They must be addressed together.
>
>To this end, we call for negotiations to reduce and eliminate nuclear
>weapons in a series of well defined stages accompanied by increasing
>verification and control.  We direct our appeal especially to the
>nuclear powers, to confirm and implement  their existing commitment to
>the elimination of nuclear weapons in Article VI of the Nuclear
>Nonproliferation Treaty.  India has declared a moratorium on tests and
>its willingness to give up nuclear weapons in the context of a global
>plan for their elimination. Today, only a commitment to nuclear
>abolition can realistically halt nuclear proliferation.
>
>The tests of South Asia pose great danger but, against the background of
>the end of the cold war, they have also created an opportunity that must
>not be missed to take action that can at last free the world of nuclear
>danger. The hour is late, and the time for action is now.
>
Oscar Arias
Alan Cranston
Daniel Ellsberg
Mark Hatfield
Joseph Rotblat
Admiral Eugene Carroll
Richard Barnet
Mikhail Gorbachev
Marcus Raskin
Bishop Walter R. Sullivan



80819.01.txt[5/3/2017 1:36:44 PM]

Jimmy Carter
Jonathan Dean
Morton Halperin
Douglas Roche
David Cortright
Alice Slater
Global Resource Action Center for the Environment
15 East 26 St.
New York, NY  10010
212-726-9161(tel)
212-726-9160(fax)
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Return-Path: <kathy@fcnl.org>
X-Sender: kathy@local.fcnl.org
Date: Tue, 18 Aug 1998 18:40:16 -0400
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
From: Kathy Guthrie <kathy@fcnl.org>
Subject: Re: Request for addresses

Howard, I found all but 2.  Kathy
At 01:13 PM 8/18/98 -0700, you wrote:
>Dear Kathy:
>
>I'm working on invitations for the September 16 breakfast.  I need addresses
>for the following signers of "A Statement of American Religious Leaders:
>Ratify the CTBT".  Can you help me?
>
>Bishop McKinley Young--African Methodist Episcopal Church, 1658 Adams De
SW, Atlanta, GA 30311
>Bishop Nathaniel Linsey--National Missionary Baptist Convention of
America, PO Box 2096, Los Angeles, CA 90051-0096
>Dr. Willie T. Snead--Christian Methodist Episcopal Church, 2815 Melrose
Ave, Cincinnati, OH 45206
>Metropolitan Theodosius--Orthodox Church in America, P.O. Box 675,
Syosset, NY 11791
>Dr. Bert Beach--can't find
>Archbishop Mor Cyril Aphrem Karim--Syrian Orthodox Church of Antioch, 263
Elm Ave, Teaneck, NY 07666-23230
>Rev. Bill Moroney--can't find
>
>Thanks,
>Howard
>
>Howard W. Hallman, Chair
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice
>1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
>Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
>
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
>laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
>
>
Kathy Guthrie
Field Program Secretary
Friends Committee on National Legislation
245 Second Street, NE 
Washington, DC  20002
Phone:  202/ 547-6000
Fax:  202/ 547-6019
E-mail:  kathy@fcnl.org
Web page:  http://www.fcnl.org/pub/fcnl
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com>
X-Sender: slatera@204.141.205.3
Date: Tue, 18 Aug 1998 19:18:19 -0400
To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com
From: ASlater <aslater@gracelinks.org>
Subject: (abolition-usa) A-2000 NY Metro Working Group Minutes/US Abolition Campaign
Sender: owner-abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com
Reply-To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com

Dear Friends,
Enclosed are the minutes of the Abolition 2000 NY Metro Group.  Since they
are of more than general interest, I thought I would post them to our USA
list:  the actions recommended and discussion are not specific to New York.
 Have any of you been having regional or local Abolition 2000 meetings?  In
New York, we were able to get a list of all the Abolition 2000 member
organizations from the International Office to enlarge our group here.  You
can get a list of groups in your area from Sue Broidy, the Coordinator at
our administrative offices. Sue's e-mail is <a2000@silcom.com>.
>
>To: Abolition 2000 NY Metro Working Group
>From: Tracy Moavero 
>Re: Minutes, August 11, 1998
>
>Abolition 2000 New York Metro - Minutes of 8.11.98 meeting
>
>Attendance: Tracy Moavero (Peace Action International Office) Tina
Bell(Women's International League for Peace and Freedom-NY Metro); Selma
Brackman, Johanne Winchester,Kevin Sanders(War and Peace Digest); Sonya
Ostrom (Metro NY Peace Action); Alyn Ware, Peter Weiss, Nya Gregor Fleron
(Lawyers' Committee on Nuclear Policy); Howie Katz (Jewish Peace
Fellowship); Mickey Singsen(American Friends Service Committee); Amardeep
Assar(York College/CUNY); Jonathan Schell(the Nation Institute); Alice
Slater (Global Resouce Action Center for the Environment); Anne Zanes(Peace
Links); Michael Raphael,Adam Weissman(Wetlands); Steve Kent(Kent
Communications); Chris Ney(War Resisters League)
>
>Announcements:
>The Lawyers Committee on Nuclear Policy and several other US groups(GRACE,
AFSC, Western States Legal Foundation,Fourth Freedom Forum, Nuclear Age
Peace Foundation) are hiring a full-time abolition organizer to work out of
Washington DC. Alyn Ware at LCNP (212-674-7790, lcnp@aol.com) can provide a
job description and is the contact for applications.  Fax resumes to Alyn
at 212-674-6199 Please get the word out! The response needs to be stronger
to have a good pool of candidates.
>
>Jonathan Schell announced that a 100 mile anti-nuclear march in Vermont
>will take place starting August 15, organized by the American Friends
Service Committee. (It was felt that as many people in the group had not
heard about this march, this signified the need for more cooperation and
coordination nationally.) This effort is part of an initiative to hold New
England town meetings on nuclear abolition.
>
>Congressional Resolutions:
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>
>Markey Resolution, H.Con.Res. 307 to cut funding for new nuclear weapons
in the "Stockpile Stewardship" program. Alice Slater said that thanks to
lots of people working in the New York area and around the country the
current sponsors are Lee, Tierney, Woolsey, Furse, Maloney, Nadler,
Schumer, Lowey, Filner.  Although Major Owens told Sonya Ostrom that he
would sign on, his name was still not on the list.
>
>Woolsey Resolution, HR 479 calling on Clinton to negotiate a treaty to
eliminate nuclear weapons. Current sponsors are Filner Stark, Towns,
McGovern, Furse, Slaughter, Kennedy(Mass), Hinchley, Olver, Faleomavakua,
Norton, Lofren, Sanders, Owens, Frank(Mass), Hooley, Miller(CA), Lowey,
Nadler, Hilliard, Lee
>
>Working Group members were encouraged to meet or call their
Representatives to either thank them for co-sponsoring or to get them on
board during the August Congressional recess.
>
>New Agenda Coalition 
>The international sign-on letter to support the eight countries calling for
>disarmament negotiations is still open for signatures. For more information
>contact Tracy Moavero at Peace Action International 212-750-5795
,<paintl@igc.apc.org>.
>
>Members of the Working Group have been meeting with delegates of the New
>Agenda nations - Mexico and South Africa so far. They urged these countries
>to move beyond their declaration and their planned General Assembly
>resolution to push their initiative into strong action. They have also been
>meeting with members of the declared nuclear weapons states, most recently
>Russia. 
>
>Selma Brackman suggested that working group members meet with the G-77
leadership. Alyn noted that getting members of those governments behind the
NAC resolution shouldn't be too difficult, but it will take a lot of work
>to get European nations to vote for it, particularly NATO members. The
>Abolition 2000 administrator (Sue Broidy of Nuclear Age Peace Foundation)
>will soon be in Austria to encourage Austrian groups to push the Austrian
>government on this initiative. Jonathan Granoff will also be in Europe to
>do similar work.
>
>Alyn also reported that a representative of Abolition 2000, most likely
>Paul Saoke Of Kenya (who is a member of the international steering
committee) may be attending the triennial Non-Aligned Movement meeting in
South Africa at the end of August.
>
>Tracy mentioned the possibility of getting an article written by someone
>prominent on the New Agenda Coalition to then shop it around to the media.
>Retired Senator Alan Cranston and former Canadian Ambassador Doug Roche
>were suggested. Alice asked Jonathan who said he might consider it but has
a heavy workload. Alyn emphasized the need for careful timing and suggested
>that we talk with the Irish mission to coordinate with their publicity
>around the UNGA resolution launch. Selma and Kevin mentioned a Canadian
>t.v. network which broadcast the World Court hearing on nuclear weapons
use or threat of use (1996).
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>
>Abolition 2000 USA Meeting
>Jonathan reported that an ad hoc group of activists from around the country
>were invited by David Cortwright of the Fourth Freedom Forum to explore the
>idea of a nationally-coordinated abolition campaign. This campaign would be
>oriented to pressuring the U.S. government to adopt a policy favoring a
>nuclear weapons abolition convention. It would be a cooperative effort with
>the existing international network and would combine both grassroots and
>"elite"-level work with an eye to media coverage. The above-mentioned
>organizer will work alongside a coordinator already hired by Fourth
>Freedom. 
>
>No proposals for the shape or structure of this campaign came out of this
>meeting. Instead, regional meetings would plan input to an Oct. 9 national
>meeting in Chicago. This Abolition 2000 New York Metro meeting was one of
>the regional meetings. The minutes of the abolition meeting and a time line
>of planned and possible events around which to work were distributed by
Alice and are available from GRACE. 
>
>Additions were made to the Proposed Time Line of Nucler Abolition Activities:
>
>Sept.14-16: NY, UN Dept. of Public Info. Conference
>
>October 19: Day Without the Pentagon, Wahington, DC
>
>There was general agreement that the Sept/Oct date of the proposed press
conference and public launch of a US Abolition Campaign was too early. 
>
>Highlights of a detailed discussion on a national campaign:
>- Important to use different perspectives on abolition: moral,
>intellectual, strategic. Working Group members varied on where the
emphasis needs to be, though most agreed that they need to be combined in
different ways.
>- Need to organize on campuses, although it was recognized that currently
>many students are more responsive to human rights issues such as Chiapas.
>- Potential computer malfunctions in the year 2000 give added urgency to
>abolition by 2000 (Kevin Sanders and Johanne Winchester volunteered to
write a simple fact sheet relating the Y2K problem to nuclear abolition)
>- Having materials ready to hand out at the Department of Public
>Information/NGO Conference at the UN (Sept. 14-16) would be useful as many
>U.S. NGOs will have representatives there.
>- It would be excellent to have Arundati Roy speak at an abolition event.
>She's the author of the Pulitzer Prize Winning bestseller The God of Small
>Things who recently published a widely-praised, deeply-moving article on
>nuclear weapons tests in India.
>- A postcard campaign in addition to abolition petitions would create a
>steady stream of pressure for abolition instead of just a one-time delivery
>of petitions.(Alice passed out samples of a FCNL mailer with four
postcards: to the President, two Senators, and Congressional Representative)
>- The Cooper Union speech by Lee Butler (on the anniversary of an important
>Abraham Lincoln speech on the abolition of slavery) was agreed to be an
>important moment for attention to the US abolition campaign, possibly for a
>launch and definitely for some media work.
>- The Mayor of Hiroshima was seen by some as an important ally in our U.S.
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>work, most likely when speaking with U.S. mayors to connect Hiroshima (and
>Nagasaki) to the U.S. Others felt that working with him in a U.S. national
>campaign could be counterproductive, particularly when reaching out to
>youth.
>- Legislation is important, but getting youth involved requires other
>tactics, such as rock bands or other events that don't center on
>traditional politics.
>
>Election Campaigns
>Peter Weiss urged the working group to get House and Senate candidates on
>record on abolition during the primary campaigns. Peace Action is already
doing work on the Senate race in New York State and elsewhere, but not on
the New York House races. It was agreed that members of the group would try
to get Congressional Candidates to state their positions on abolition and
HR 479 and H. ConRes 307. Alyn and Alice will work up a questionnaire for
candidates, Anne Zanes will help. Steve Kent will write up a briefing paper
on abolition, in consultation with Jonathan. These materials will be
available for giving to candidates. Steve also mentioned that we can get
supportive candidates to make speeches on our issue, then help them get
radio time to air the same views more broadly, creating a cooperative
relationship.
>
>Next meeting - Wednesday, September 9 at noon. 
>
>Minutes - Tracy Moavero 8.11.98
>******************************************
>
Alice Slater
Global Resource Action Center for the Environment
15 East 26 St.
New York, NY  10010
212-726-9161(tel)
212-726-9160(fax)

-
 To unsubscribe to abolition-usa, send an email to "majordomo@xmission.com"
 with "unsubscribe abolition-usa" in the body of the message.
 For information on digests or retrieving files and old messages send
 "help" to the same address.  Do not use quotes in your message.
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Return-Path: <bent@math.uio.no>
Date: Wed, 19 Aug 1998 10:09:35 +0200 (MET DST)
X-Sender: bent@ma-mail.uio.no
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
From: Bent Natvig <bent@math.uio.no>
Subject: Re: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin

Hallo,

I happily sign the letter on behalf of the Norwegian Group "Science and
Responsibility in the Nuclear Age". As a professor in Reliability I have
actually been interested in the probability of accidental nuclear war the
last 12 years.

  Bent Natvig
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To: sylvia
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Information on our trip
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Sylvia,

So you won't have sticker shock when you receive a package of information from our travel agent, here is an 
approximation of cost of transportation and hotels for our trip.  Hotels are higher than I was hoping for, but these are the 
best buys I can find with bath (probably showers) in the room and  in the locations we want.  Rates include breakfast.

Air travel
Minneapolis-D.C. round trip --  $276
Dulles-Milan; Rome-Milan-Dulles -- $712

Train: Milan-Venice; Venice-Florence; Florence-Rome; 1st class, reserved seats -- $161

Hotels
Venice: Hotel Torino (near St. Mark's) -- 2 nights, single room @ $115
Florence: Arizona Hotel -- 7 nights @ $137 for double room; may be less for one occupant; wait listed for single room 
at lower rate
Rome: Astoria Gardens (near Vatican) 5 nights, single room @ $110

In Florence the museums have entrance fees of $3 to $12.  Some do in Venice and Rome though we will go mostly to 
sites that are free.  There will be some local transportation costs, including from and to airport.  I have no estimates on 
meals.

It looks it will be at the upper end of the  $3,000 to $4,000 that Carlee estimated for you.  From our perspective it will be 
worth it.  I hope you feel the same way.

I have made reservations to go the Uffizi Gallery in Florence on three separate days.  I have requested tickets for the 
Vatican Gardens.  There is nothing else that I know of where we want or can get advanced reservation.

So things are shaping up.

Howard
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To: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>, mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: De-alerting campaign
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 04:49 PM 8/18/98 -0400, Bob Tiller wrote:
>Some thoughts and queries:
>
>1. Do you think we should invite some of the "New York crowd" to our
>proposed September 11th mmeting, e.g. Alyn and Alice?
>
I'm inclined to think that we should have separate dialogue rather than invite them to our first meeting in Washington.  
As I said yesterday, I believe that we should send out a communication to all of abolition-usa, asking for ideas on a de-
alerting campaign. (I'll draft one and share it with you.)  That way we can have broader input, including from those who 
may be less insistent on mentioning abolition every time we say de-alerting.  However, we definitely need the New 
Yorkers to be part of a de-alerting campaign as it shapes up.

>2. I will plan to post a notice about the September 11th meeting
>sometime next week.

Okay.
>
>3. One of us should talk to Alistair Millar of Fourth Freedom Forum
>about what we are planning.  Do you know him?  I know him, and I would
>be glad to do it if you don't know him or don't want to call him.

Please go ahead.
>
>4. Lisa and Kathy convinced me that we should get out a press release
>before the summit.  I am thinking that maybe we should aim for Thursday
>the 27th to get it out.  What do you think?  I will talk to our press
>person tomorrow about it.

Yes, go ahead.
>
>Shalom,
>Howard
>
>
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Return-Path: <mknolldc@igc.apc.org>
Date: Wed, 19 Aug 1998 12:06:16 -0400
From: "Marie A. Dennis" <mknolldc@igc.apc.org>
Reply-To: mknolldc@igc.apc.org
Organization: Maryknoll Office for Global
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
References: <2.2.16.19980817090611.36d7876a@pop.igc.org>

Thank you. I would like to sign - thougt I did so earlier, but I must have
forgotten.

Marie Dennis
Director
Maryknoll Office for Global Concerns

Howard W. Hallman wrote:

> Dear Colleagues:
>
> We are in the final week of gathering signatures for the letter to President
> Clinton and President Yeltsin, urging them to take decisive action to
> de-alert their nuclear arsenal.  We have a number of signers in the United
> States and around the globe and would like to add your name and organization
> to the list.  Deadline for signing is twelve noon, Eastern daylight time,
> Friday, August 21, 1998.  You may reply to me at the above e-mail address or
> to Bob Tiller, Director of Security Programs, Physicians for Social
> Responsibility at btiller@psr.org.
>
> Shalom,
> Howard Hallman
>
> ###
>
> The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
> The White House
> Washington, DC 20500
>
> The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
> The Kremlin
> Moscow, Russia
>
> Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin.:
>
> When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a
> course so that Earth may enter the new millennium with all nuclear weapons
> taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method would be to
> separate warheads from their delivery vehicles and place them in secure storage.
>
> We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the de-alerting
> process no later than January 1999 and complete the task no later than
> December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United Kingdom, France, and
> China so that they will likewise take their nuclear arsenals off alert
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> within that time frame.
>
> With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia, the
> United Kingdom, France, and China maintain peaceful relations and carefully
> avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a condition of
> nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or unauthorized
> launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face the risk of attack
> by missiles launched on warning due to miscommunication or misinterpretation
> of data.  By removing these dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially
> enhance the national security of all the nuclear weapon states.
>
> Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out through
> executive action.  This is what your predecessors, President George Bush and
> President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991 when they reduced the
> alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable number of intercontinental
> ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a positive step when you agreed to
> stop aiming strategic missiles at each other's country.   It is well within
> the purview of executive authority to move now to de-alerting your
> respective nuclear arsenals.
>
> De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including the
> Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals leaders
> from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences in the United
> States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders, including 47 past and
> present heads of states and prime ministers (1998), and the recent New
> Agenda Declaration adopted by the foreign ministers of Brazil, Egypt,
> Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa, and Sweden (1998).
> This approach also has the support of a variety of religious bodies and
> numerous non-governmental organizations.
>
>  De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would like
> to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear destruction.   We
> hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity to lead the world in
> this direction.
>
> Sincerely yours,
>
> Name, Title
> Organization
> Country
>
> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
> Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
>
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
> laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.
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Return-Path: <wagingpeace@napf.org>
X-Sender: napf@silcom.com
Date: Wed, 19 Aug 1998 11:31:52 -0700
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
From: Nuclear Age Peace Foundation <wagingpeace@napf.org>
Subject: Re: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin

Dear Howard:
Please sign me on:

David Krieger, President
Nuclear Age Peace Foundation
USA

Thanks!

At 06:06 AM 8/17/98 -0700, you wrote:
>Dear Colleagues:
>
>We are in the final week of gathering signatures for the letter to President
>Clinton and President Yeltsin, urging them to take decisive action to
>de-alert their nuclear arsenal.  We have a number of signers in the United
>States and around the globe and would like to add your name and organization
>to the list.  Deadline for signing is twelve noon, Eastern daylight time,
>Friday, August 21, 1998.  You may reply to me at the above e-mail address or
>to Bob Tiller, Director of Security Programs, Physicians for Social
>Responsibility at btiller@psr.org.
>
>Shalom,
>Howard Hallman
>
>###
>
>The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
>The White House
>Washington, DC 20500
>
>The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
>The Kremlin
>Moscow, Russia
>
>Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin.:
>
>When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a
>course so that Earth may enter the new millennium with all nuclear weapons
>taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method would be to
>separate warheads from their delivery vehicles and place them in secure storage.
>
>We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the de-alerting
>process no later than January 1999 and complete the task no later than
>December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United Kingdom, France, and
>China so that they will likewise take their nuclear arsenals off alert
>within that time frame.
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>
>With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia, the
>United Kingdom, France, and China maintain peaceful relations and carefully
>avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a condition of
>nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or unauthorized
>launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face the risk of attack
>by missiles launched on warning due to miscommunication or misinterpretation
>of data.  By removing these dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially
>enhance the national security of all the nuclear weapon states.
>
>Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out through
>executive action.  This is what your predecessors, President George Bush and
>President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991 when they reduced the
>alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable number of intercontinental
>ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a positive step when you agreed to
>stop aiming strategic missiles at each other's country.   It is well within
>the purview of executive authority to move now to de-alerting your
>respective nuclear arsenals.
>
>De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including the
>Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals leaders
>from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences in the United
>States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders, including 47 past and
>present heads of states and prime ministers (1998), and the recent New
>Agenda Declaration adopted by the foreign ministers of Brazil, Egypt,
>Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa, and Sweden (1998).
>This approach also has the support of a variety of religious bodies and
>numerous non-governmental organizations.
>
> De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would like
>to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear destruction.   We
>hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity to lead the world in
>this direction.
>
>Sincerely yours,
> 
>Name, Title
>Organization
>Country
>
>
>Howard W. Hallman, Chair
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice
>1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
>Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
>
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
>laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
>
>
*********************************************************
NUCLEAR AGE PEACE FOUNDATION
International contact for Abolition 2000
a Global Network to Eliminate Nuclear Weapons
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**********************************************************
1187 Coast Village Road, Box 123
Santa Barbara, CA 93108-2794
Phone (805) 965-3443 * Fax (805) 568-0466
e- mailto:wagingpeace@napf.org
URL http://www.wagingpeace.org
URL http://www.napf.org/abolition2000/
**********************************************************
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Wed, 19 Aug 1998 14:56:27 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: bmusil@psr.org, bharner@ix.netcom.com, bmorse@igc.org, panukes@igc.org,
        rac_uahc@csi.com, dkimball@clw.org, dculp@igc.org, paprog@igc.org,
        paexec@igc.org, mupj@igc.org, jsmith@clw.org, joe@fcnl.org,
        kyourish@hotmail.com, disarmament@igc.org, kathy@fcnl.org,
        wandwill@clark.net, ledwidge@psr.org, ctbt@2020vision.org,
        meldredge@igc.org, armsintern@ucsusa.org, mfonte@clw.org,
        robin@2020vision.org, stevenraikin@delphi.com, tperry@ucsusa.org,
        tcollina@ucsusa.org
Subject: CTBT grassroots meeting

Mark your calendars ---- the next CTBT grassroots meeting will be:
    Date:  Thursday, September 3, 1998
    Time:  10:30 a.m. to 12:00 noon
    Place:  FCNL

Hope to see you there.  Agenda to follow.

Shalom,
Bob Tiller
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Return-Path: <crramey@pop.igc.apc.org>
Sender: <crramey@igc.org>
From: "Clayton Ramey" <crramey@igc.apc.org>
Organization:  F.O.R.
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Date:          Wed, 19 Aug 1998 16:12:15 +0000
Subject:       Re: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
Reply-to: crramey@igc.apc.org
Priority: normal

Dear Howard,

Thanks for sharing the letter on "de-alerting" to Clinton and 
Yeltsin.  While I do agree that the comments raised by Alyn, Alice, 
and others do have merit, I'm also convinced that de-alerting does 
represent, in the real world of potential nuclear holocaust, a 
significant, albeit incomplete, step in the right direction.

Perhaps some of the objections raised by others could have been 
addressed by changing some of the language in the first paragraph of 
the letter ( to reflect our desire to "live in a world free of 
nuclear weapons" and not just the danger of an accidental nuclear 
exchange).  But while the letter falls short of a call for abolition, 
it is worthy of suppport and endorsement- and I would like for you 
to include my name, and that of the Fellowship of Reconciliation, 
with the list of signers.

In Peace,

Clayton Ramey
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Return-Path: <owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org>
Date: Thu, 20 Aug 1998 10:06:14 +0200
From: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>
To: pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Subject: pov-l: August Bulletin from Kingston, Jamaica
Sender: owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Reply-To: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>

------------------------  Start of message from list: pov-l ---->

Kingston Peace to the City Campaign
August 1998 Bulletin

 In this issue:
 1. Celebrating Emancipation and Garvey's Birthday in August
 2. Fire! Fire! and We Have No Water
 3. Sports as Agency of Social Healing
 4. Staffing Innovativeness
 5. It's Summer and the Temperature is too Hot to Handle!
 

1. Celebrating Emancipation and Marcus Garvey's Birthday in August 
 
For the second year in a row, August 1 was recognised in Jamaica as
the anniversary of the declaration of Emancipation and also a national
holiday. Since 1962 when the nation gained independence from Britain,
the significance of the Emancipation of Africans from slavery has been
eclipsed by the nationalistic emphasis on independence on the first
Monday in the month, also a public holiday. This shift in emphasis is
reflected in the island's motto, "out of many, one people." Many activities
including public lectures and stage shows marked the Emancipation
celebrations, another milestone in the struggle of the oppressed for
liberation, also celebrated on the African Continent for the first time this
year.
 
The month is also significant for the fact that August 17 marks the 111th
birthday celebrations for Jamaica's first national hero, the Rt. Hon.
Marcus Mosiah Garvey. If you have read "The Lord of the Rings" you
can relate to the fact that Bilbo Baggins was at that same age when he
and all his friends came together to have a party. In Jamaica, it is
certainly a celebration season, known locally as "bashment" time.
Garveyite scholar Tony Martin gives a public lecture on the evening of
August 17 at the National Arena, to honour this international hero who is
famous for claiming "Africa for the Africans, at home and abroad."
Garvey was the only Black philosopher to emerge in this part of the
world this century, yet it is certainly true that in his time, and even now
he is the proverbial prophet without sufficient honour in his own country.

 
It is appropriate to include a quotation on slavery and an excerpt on
education from Garvey's classic text, "The Philosophy and Opinions of
Marcus Garvey" (compiled by Amy Jaques Garvey), as he saw the latter
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process as being the only way to escape from the former condition. On
slavery, Garvey said: "Slavery is a condition imposed upon individuals or
races not sufficiently able to protect or defend themselves, and so long
as a race or people expose themselves to the danger of being weak, no
one can tell when they will be reduced to slavery. When a man is a
slave, he has no liberty; no freedom of will, he is bound and controlled by
the will and act of others; as of the individual, so of the race."
 
Garvey envisioned the liberation not only of individuals but the entire race
of African people, on the Continent and in the Diaspora and so he
always emphasised the importance of education as a means to that end.
On the subject he said, "to be learned in all that is worth knowing" is
education. It is "not to be crammed with the subject matter of the book or
the philosophy of the classroom, but to store away in your head such
facts as you need for the daily applications of life, so that you may the
better and in all things understand your fellowmen, and interpret your
relationship to your Creator.
 
"You can be educated in soul, vision and feeling, as well as in mind. To
see your enemy and know him is a part of the complete education of
man; to spiritually regulate one's self is another form of the higher
education that fits man for a nobler place in life, and still, to approach
your brother by the feeling of your own humanity, is an education that
softens the ills of the world and makes us kind indeed.
 
"Many a man was educated outside the school room. It is something you
let out, not completely take in. You are part of it, for it is natural, it is
dormant simply because you will not develop it, but God creates every
man with it knowingly or unknowingly to him who possesses it - that's
the difference. Develop yours and you become as great and full of
knowledge as the other fellow without even entering the classroom."
 
I was discussing this concept with S-Corner Director, Angela
Stultz-Crawlle; her response was that "emancipation means freedom of
choice. We might have been physically emancipated but the economic
structures enforces another kind of slavery which manifests itself
ironically, in the restriction of physical and social movement, in the case
of the poor living on the African Continent and in the Diaspora. We have
no choice."
 
Fifty eight years after the physical passing of this great man, on the
occasion of his one hundred and eleventeenth earth day we say in
Jamaican parlance, "big up your status, Marcus Garvey!" We fervently
pray that Marcus Garvey's visions will be actualised before too long.

2.  Fire! Fire! And We Have No Water!
 
We readily acknowledge that word sound has much power. However, in
an inner city environment, a word spoken out of season or what is
commonly called "informing", could cause one injury or even one's life.
This reality was brought sharply into focus when a woman was alleged
to have spoken to the police about where weapons were hidden. Word
soon got around that she was the possible culprit and in reprisal, the
person at whom she had pointed the finger, shot and injured her. This
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man was subsequently arrested for this crime and put behind bars.
 
A week after the arrest, the community woke up to the news that
overnight, juveniles who fancied themselves supporters of the jailed
gang leader, set fire to the house in which the woman lived.
Unfortunately, the social conditions of the Bennetland area ensures that
houses are jammed so closely together that one dwelling cannot burn
without those in close proximity being affected. So it was on that fateful
night; not only was the woman's house quickly burnt to the ground, with
all its contents, but ten other families were made instantly homeless as
the flames quickly engulfed the entire area. When the embers cooled,
approximately eleven families with an average of four to each
household, were standing on the sidewalk in the clothes on their backs,
all the material goods they had managed to salvage, with their lives. 
 
In response to this series of events, the Community Development Council
(CDC) immediately called an emergency meeting which considered the
plight of the destitute and strategies for rehabilitation. It was agreed that
help should be sought from the Member of Parliament for the area the
Hon. Portia Simpson-Miller, as well as the relevant national charity
organisations. The MP visited the area and spoke with the residents and
has promised to help the displaced families to relocate to an area to be
identified within the community, as quickly as possible. 
 
In the meantime, the victims of the fire have been staying intermittently
with family and friends. The CDC delegation along with representatives
of three of the affected families, visited the offices of the Ministry of
Social Security and Justice to appeal for help. It was a fortunate
coincidence that the MP who is also Minster of Labour and Sports,
works closely with the Minister of Social Security and Justice; both
offices are closely aligned in functions. The direct involvement of the MP
created an easier channel for the delegation to access the help which
was immediately forthcoming. The Ministry of Social Security's instant
response was commendation for the organised efforts to secure
support for the injured parties and to contribute stoves and sleeping
materials to all the affected. Clothing for men, women and children of all
ages, sizes, and tastes for all occasions, were included in a generous
package sent from the Jamaica Red Cross as their contribution to the
process of healing. 
 
One week following this incident, the gang leader who had shot the
woman in the first place, was released from jail. He expressed shock,
disbelief and anger at the juveniles' impetuousness which had prompted
the action of mass destruction. His code of conduct would have been to
direct his action of reprisal towards the woman and her alone; there is
honour even among the dishonourable. In fact his disgust was so explicit
that those who had not been arrested by the police for their dastardly
actions, fled the community and have not been seen since.
 
Speaking of the role and direct responsibilities of the S-Corner clinic in
mediating in situations of this nature, Ms. Angela Stultz Crawlle said, "We
are happy that our overtures to secure help bore immediate fruit. But at
the same time, this work - to be fighting for peace - is very frustrating. It
is frightening as well; you have staff who are neighbours and families of
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the fire victims.*
 
One of our community health workers has a close relative who lost her
house and worldly possessions in the fire. Another community health
worker spent the entire day in jail due to circumstances beyond her
control. Acting upon information to conduct a house by house search for
the offending juveniles, the police came to this particular house where
one of the boys was hiding under the bed, unknown to the house
owner. She was at the front of her home with the buzzing excitement
surrounding the fire. Her window had been left open as she hastily
joined the crowd and it provided an easy entry for the boy who was
swifter than lightning in trying to escape from the long reach of the law.
However, the sole occupant of the house at the time, the health worker's
seven year old daughter, told the police when they arrived to look under
the bed for the person who had terrified her into wakefulness with his
forced entry. 
 
The police were initially skeptical of the health worker's insistence that
she was not connected to the boy in any way. The day following her
arrest, the entire staff went to the police station to support her with
character references. This intervention stimulated a fresh round of
interrogation of the boy who then confessed that he had in fact, entered
the house through the open window and that the worker had no
knowledge of his presence in her house. They released her; however,
this incident underlines the traumatic experiences which we face in our
work. Most affected are the workers who live within the community and
are therefore forced into conflicting dual roles of mediator and
circumstantial victims of the effects of the social conditions of living in
Kingston's inner city communities. 
 
This experience also points to the vital necessity of maintaining close
working ties with the various stakeholders in the area including the M.P.
the police, the church and other relevant institutions, to ensure that
peace keeping efforts are sustained.

3. Sports as Agency of Social Healing
 
Despite the prevailing pall hanging over the community due to the fire and
loss of homes and possessions, which resulted in prolonged feelings of
depression and discouragement, sports activities were organised and
provided a buffer between injury and despair. The sports initiative
organised by the CDC, is spearheaded by two local church leaders who
serve as coaches for the two adult teams. 

Training is currently underway to introduce the teams into the annual
local tournament organised by the Fathers Incorporated body which is
one of the agencies working with the S-Corner Clinic to maintain peace in
the area. 

S-Corner has donated football gear to facilitate the players' participation
in the game. The competition for trophies and cash prizes kicks off
mid-August.
 
4. Staffing Innovativeness
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August marks the start of the financial year for the S-Corner clinic; this
time the period is a harbinger of change. Three members of staff will be
working on a part-time basis in an attempt to extend the budget for their
continued employment. The amount of money allocated for their salary
has contracted due to the overall financial challenges currently facing
the organisation. 
 
In assessing the data collected indicating the number of patients seen in
the clinic, we noted that forty percent of the over eight thousand
persons seen for the year, benefit from unpaid services. We therefore
plan to put in place cost effective measures which will ensure that each
patient pays a minimum of ten Jamaican dollars. This will create a
reserve fund to contribute to the workers' remuneration.
 
5. It's Summer and the Temperature is too hot to handle!
 
The sweltering summer heat did not daunt the enthusiastic youngsters
from participating in the inaugural three-week summer programme which
started in the second week in July. This workshop included sports,
music, field trips and art and craft. It was an overwhelming success in
content and participation and promises to be a summer highlight for years
to come. Resource persons for the programme were from Hope for the
Children Development Company and Sistren Theatre Collective.
 
 by Imani Tafari-Ama
 Action Researcher
 Kingston, Jamaica
 email:itafari@uwimona.edu

Local Coordinator for the Kingston Peace to the City Campaign:

Ms. Angela Stultz-Crawlle
S-Corner Clinic and Community Development 
18 St. Joseph Road
Kingston 13
Jamaica
Tel./Fax: +1-876-923-0672
Email:  jolee@cwjamaica.com

------------------------  End of message from list: pov-l  ---->
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date: Thu, 20 Aug 1998 11:21:38 +0100 (BST)
From: acronym@gn.apc.org (Rebecca Johnson)
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: CD: Canada as FMT Chair
To: abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org
X-Authentication-Warning: mail.gn.apc.org: Host af091.du.pipex.com [193.130.245.91] claimed to be Acronym
X-Sender: acronym@pop.gn.apc.org

ACRO receivers
20 August 1998

CD Update: Moher appointed Chair of Committee to negotiate FMT

As expected, the 804th plenary of the CD today decided to appoint Mark
Moher, Ambassador of Canada, as the first Chair of the ad hoc committee
which was established last week to begin negotiations on a ban on the
production of fissile materials for weapons.  Although many delegations want
Canada to carry on through 1999, the CD was only able to appoint him to the
end of this year (citing rules of procedure), so it is possible that there
will have to be another tug of war when the CD resumes in January 1999.

What's in a name?

Poland welcomed the decision and made some general points.  Egypt raised
questions about what the new ad hoc committee should be called.  The NWS and
allies want it referred to as the 'FMCT Committee'.  Pointing out that it
was convened under agenda item 1 (cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament), Egypt wants this to be part of the title.  Meanwhile
Akram of Pakistan is determined to train his colleagues to use Fissile
Material Treaty - or FMT for those who like acronyms.  There are two serious
political issues underlying these rather arcane debates about titles: 

i) what to call the committee -- should the name associate with nuclear
disarmament, thereby overcoming the US allergy and making it possible to
cite a precedent for the future, or refer only to the ban on fissile
materials production? and 

ii) what to call the negotiations -- FMCT, emphasising cut-off, or the new
acronym FMT (with the same role as 'fissban', which does not prejudge the scope?

Other CD business

The draft reports from the various special coordinators and the Chair of the
committee on negative security assurances are now being discussed, in
preparation for going into the CD's report to the United Nations.  The
consultations under the auspices of the so-called 'presidential troika' on
nuclear disarmament, now chaired by Ian Soutar of UK,  are not getting
anywhere, but South Africa as usual put in a strong pitch for the CD to set
up a mechanism (preferably a committee) to deliberate (but not at this stage
negotiate) on nuclear disarmament.  As nothing much has been happening on
these issues I am not giving blow-by-blow updates, but will provide a more
in-depth analysis of these CD matters after the Conference closes on 9
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September.

Rebecca Johnson

The Acronym Institute
24, Colvestone Crescent, London E8 2LH, England.
telephone (UK +44) (0) 171 503 8857
fax                (0) 171 503 9153
website http://www.gn.apc.org/acronym
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com>
X-Sender: slatera@204.141.205.3
Date: Wed, 19 Aug 1998 14:02:05 -0400
To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com
From: ASlater <aslater@gracelinks.org>
Subject: (abolition-usa) ACTION ALERT/NELSON MANDELA
Sender: owner-abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com
Reply-To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com

Dear Friends,

It is very possible that Nelson Mandela will come to New York for the UN
General Assembly which opens on September 8th.  As we plan our US Abolition
Campaign strategy, our most urgent need is to reach the American public to
let them know what we all know too well about our nations's immoral,
provocative and mindless nuclear policy.  South Africa is a member of the
eight nation New Agenda Coalition which has received zero coverage in the
US media for its clarion call for nuclear disarmament.  Mandela is the only
world leader on the stage today who can command the attention of the US
media and the public.  If he comes to the US, it is critical that he speak
out in favor of nuclear abolition to gain the public's ear.

WE NEED TO GENERATE LETTERS TO NELSON MANDELA URGING HIM TO DO SO!!

Write to:
Nelson Mandela
Private Bag x1000
0001
South Africa

Thank him for South Africa's leadership role in the New Agenda Coalition
and urge him to speak out on the need to begin negotiations now on a treaty
to eliminate nuclear weapons.  Note that if he is planning to be in New
York for the General Assembly it is particularly important that his remarks
be made to the US public, as it will be picked up by the US media which
always reports broadly on his public statements in America. Ask him to call
for immediate implementation of the steps in the Canberra Commission report
such as:

Declare a policy of "no first use"  
Take all nuclear forces off alert
Remove all warheads from delivery vehicles
End all nuclear testing - subcritical and computer simulated

Send a copy of your letter to the South African mission in New York at:

Ambassador Khiphsuizi Jele
Permanent Mission of South Africa to the UN
333 East 38th St.
New York, NY  10016

Post your letters to the caucus, so we know it's happening!  Many thanks.
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Alice Slater
Global Resource Action Center for the Environment
15 East 26 St.
New York, NY  10010
212-726-9161(tel)
212-726-9160(fax)

GRACE is a member of Abolition 2000: A Global Network for the Elimination
of Nuclear Weapons

-
 To unsubscribe to abolition-usa, send an email to "majordomo@xmission.com"
 with "unsubscribe abolition-usa" in the body of the message.
 For information on digests or retrieving files and old messages send
 "help" to the same address.  Do not use quotes in your message.
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date: Thu, 20 Aug 1998 23:24:10 +1000
From: Zohl de Ishtar <pacific@rainbow.net.au>
Organization: Women for a Nuclear Free and Independent Pacific; International Peace Bureau, Oceania Representative 
(Female)
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: Pacific Communique (South Pacific Forum)
To: abolition-caucus@igc.org

-- 

Zohl de Ishtar
Women for a Nuclear Free and Independent Pacific
International Peace Bureau, Oceania Representative (Female)
PO Box 172, Annandale 2038, Australia.
Tel: +61 (0)2 96603670
<pacific@rainbow.net.au> 

Eradicate Colonialism by the Year 2000! 
The Pacific will never be demilitarised until it is decolonised.
Received: by s3000-01 (mbox pacific)
 (with Cubic Circle's cucipop (v1.22 1998/04/11) Thu Aug 20 20:20:33 1998)
X-From_: fxhezel@mail.fm  Thu Aug 20 08:58:02 1998
Return-Path: <fxhezel@mail.fm>
Received: from FM02 (fm02.FM [206.49.89.3])
        by magna.com.au (8.8.7/8.8.7) with ESMTP id IAA07401
        for <pacific@rainbow.net.au>; Thu, 20 Aug 1998 08:57:53 +1000 (EST)
Received: from elsa - 206.49.89.72 by mail.fm with Microsoft SMTPSVC;
         Thu, 20 Aug 1998 09:57:36 +1100
Message-Id: <3.0.4.32.19980820100102.006dc058@pop.fm>
X-Sender: fxhezel@pop.fm
X-Mailer: QUALCOMM Windows Eudora Light Plus Version 3.0.4 (32) with Spelling Checker
Date: Thu, 20 Aug 1998 10:01:02 +1100
To: pacific@rainbow.net.au
From: "Rev. Francis X. Hezel SJ" <fxhezel@mail.fm>
Subject: NGO PARALLEL FORUM COMMUNIQUE
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"
X-MIME-Autoconverted: from quoted-printable to 8bit by magna.com.au id IAA07401

X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by igcb.igc.org id GAB03080

Dear friends,

Please find attached the text of the Fourth NGO Parallel Forum Communique.
The NGO Parallel Forum brought together representatives of community
groups, churches and indigenous peoples organisations from around the
Pacific, and was held between14-17 August 1998, in Pohnpei, Federated
States of Micronesia.

The fourth NGO Parallel Forum included participants from the following
countries of the Pacific Islands and Pacific Rim: Federated States of
Micronesia; Republic of the Marshall Islands; Guam; Commonwealth
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of the Northern Marianas; Ka Pae'aina (Hawaii); Papua New Guinea;
Bougainville; Solomon Islands; Vanuatu; Republic of the Fiji Islands;
Kingdom of Tonga; Cook Islands; Te Ao Maohi (French Polynesia);
Aboriginal Australia; Australia; Aotearoa (New Zealand); East Timor;
Phillippines; First Nations Canada; Japan; United States of America.

The NGO Parallel Forum preceeded the official South Pacific Forum Heads of
Government meeting, which will be held between August 21-28 in Pohnpei. It
was organised by the Pacific Concerns Resource Centre (PCRC), and hosted at
the Micronesian Seminar by the Federation of Non-Government Organisations
in FSM, and the FSM Women's Associations Network (FSMWAN).

Pacific Concerns Resource Centre (PCRC)

NGO PARALLEL FORUM COMMUNIQUE
14-17 August 1998, Pohnpei, Federated States of Micronesia

Twenty years ago, the second Nuclear Free Pacific and Independent Pacific
Movement Conference met in Pohnpei.  This meeting in 1978 brought together
representatives of community groups, churches and Indigenous peoples
organisations from around the region. They discussed: the protection of our
Pacific environment; developing our
communities; respecting the right of self-determination for indigenous
peoples; and struggles for independence by colonised Pacific peoples. Some
of those representatives later became Prime Ministers, Heads of State and
prominent community leaders in the region.

Twenty years on, non-government and community groups are meeting again in
Pohnpei at the Fourth NGO Parallel Forum, to set forward our visions and
concerns. The issues raised in 1978 are still on our agenda today. 

Economic development

The theme of this year's South Pacific Forum highlights economic issues.
Economics should be about people. Economic development must work to support
the things we value most: our land and waters, our health and education,
our culture and values, our children's future.

In 1971,  the first South Pacific Forum meeting of Pacific Heads of
Government agreed on a vision of an integrated Pacific, which was based on
common values unique to Pacific island countries. This vision was termed
the Pacific Way'.

This vision has been confronted by the political and economic interests of
Australia, New Zealand and other major economic powers, who have attempted
to derail its realisation. This was shown with the results of the July 1998
Forum Economic Ministers Meeting  (FEMM). The Forum's Economic Action Plan
is based on narrow economic models which take little or no account of the
central importance of systems of customary land tenure or the traditional
"subsistence" economy for Pacific peoples. 
IMF Structural Adjustment Programs and the APEC Non-Binding Investment
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Principles are not a sound basis for Pacific island development.

Despite two decades of political independence, our economies are still
based on the exploitation of our people, labour and natural resources, with
no respect for traditional economies.  We are being caught up in a
fundamentally flawed model that takes little account of the diversity or
strengths of island societies.  

The current economic models endorsed in the FEMM communiqu‚ represent a
form of colonialism based on exploitation:

- which demands privatisation and promotes individualism in societies that
are essentially communal;
- which puts profits before people;
- which values competition instead of cooperation;
- which defines  progress' in terms of GDP rather than health, education
and quality of life.

We therefore call upon Forum Island governments to revive their original
vision of the Pacific Way':  

*  We support increased trade between Forum Island countries through
Bilateral Trade Agreements which can build a web of relationships leading
to healthy integration in our region.  We support co-operation among Forum
Island countries, but co-operation without domination by imposed economic
models.

*  We view with caution the FEMM initiative which calls for a free trade
agreement between Forum Island countries, as we fear it may not be based on
mutual respect, fair trade and appropriate environmental standards.

*  We support the Forum's policy for the inclusion of other Pacific
countries in a future ACP-EU Development Co-operation Agreement, including
the French-occupied territories (New Caledonia, French Polynesia and Wallis
and Futuna) and the remaining Forum Island countries (Marshall Islands,
Federated States of Micronesia, Palau, Nauru, Cook Islands and Niue).

*  We call on Forum countries and international donors to implement the
"20/20" concept endorsed by the 1995 UN World Summit on Social Development,
to increase spending on health, education and the social sector, and to
ensure that progress on implementing this target be monitored.

Nuclear Free Pacific

We are totally committed to a Pacific that is free of all nuclear
activities. We are strongly opposed to the transhipment of plutonium and
high level nuclear waste through our Pacific Ocean, and ongoing threats to
dump nuclear waste in our islands. There are many actions that can be taken:

*     We call on the Forum to develop a regional strategy to effectively
oppose all aspects of the nuclear cycle in our region.

*     We call on the Forum to convene a conference to review, amend and
strengthen the Rarotonga Treaty for a South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone,
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involving Forum member governments, the nuclear powers, special experts and
non-government and community representatives.

*     We urge the Forum to press France for further studies and ongoing
monitoring of Moruroa, Fangataufa and neighbouring atolls after the end of
nuclear testing, especially looking at health and environmental issues. The
recent IAEA report on Moruroa and Fangataufa atolls fails to address
France's ongoing responsibilities for compensation, clean-up and the health
of former test site workers and neighbouring island communities.  

*     We call on the Forum to use the Post Forum dialogue to press the
nuclear powers to fulfill their obligations under the SPNFZ Treaty and
Waigani Convention protocols and respect the sovereignty of Pacific Island
States.

*     We call on Forum Island countries to acknowledge the economic
difficulties facing the Marshall Islands, to support its efforts to find
development alternatives without relying on the nuclear waste trade.  The
nuclear and toxic waste trade must not be a private sector growth area for
the region.

*     We ask Forum Island countries to tell Australia not to mine uranium
at Jabiluka in the World Heritage-listed Kakadu National Park, against the
wishes of Aboriginal landowners.

Decolonisation

As we move towards the end of the United Nations Decade for the Eradication
of Colonialism, many Pacific peoples are still seeking the right to self
determination, sovereignty and independence.  

In the past, the South Pacific Forum actively supported colonised countries
to gain their independence.  Forum members must continue to take a
leadership role in the decolonisation of the region. We therefore state:

*     Bougainville must remain on the Forum agenda. We acknowledge the
current peace process and endorse the United Nations Observer Mission on
Bougainville, and the Regional Neutral Peace Monitoring Group under the
auspices of the South Pacific Forum, involving monitors from Australia, New
Zealand, Fiji and Vanuatu. The process of peace and reconciliation needs
ongoing involvement by Forum member countries to maintain the current
ceasefire. We urge the formation of the Bougainville Reconciliation
Government, as part of the democratic process to self-determination and
independence for the people of Bougainville.

*     We call on Forum governments to support the UN Decolonisation
Committee's stand-alone resolution on Guam at this year's debate at the UN
General Assembly.

*     We ask Forum governments to accept the petitions from countries
around the region and internationally, which call on the Forum to include
French-occupied Polynesia on its agenda. As with New Caledonia, we urge the
Forum to send a Special Mission to French Polynesia to learn more about
recent developments, and to initiate the reinscription of French Polynesia
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on the United Nations list of non-self-governing territories.

*     We call on Forum governments to recognise the Kanaka Maoli people's
right to self-determination, and to include Ka Pae'aina (Hawai'i) on the
Forum agenda. In 1998, the centenary of the United States' purported
annexation of the islands, the Forum should support the reinscription of Ka
Pae'aina (Hawai'i) on the UN list of non-self-governing territories.

*     We call on the Forum to take the cue from the Melanesian Spearhead
Group and put West Papua on its agenda, with a view to re-examining
decolonisation as well as human rights and environmental abuses. With
current changes in Indonesia, action by Pacific Governments on East Timor
and West Papua has become urgent.

*     Forum members should actively support United Nations and European
Union initiatives for East Timorese self-determination, including release
of all political prisoners, withdrawal of Indonesian military forces and
support for direct East Timorese participation in negotiations on the
future of the country.

Human Rights

Despite 50 years of action since the signing of the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights, the violation of human rights continues in East Timor,
West Papua, Bougainville, and other countries in the Pacific. 

There are other denials of fundamental rights in our region - the
intellectual property rights of indigenous peoples over their resources are
under direct threat by bio-pirates, pharmaceutical companies, mining and
logging companies and foreign fishing fleets. Therefore:

*     We welcome initiatives by Forum members to establish national Human
Rights Commissions.  The Forum should support these important initiatives
and reaffirm the international principles that human rights are universal,
indivisible and inalienable.

*     We call on Forum members to speed up the process of ratification and
implementation of CEDAW, the Convention on the Rights of the Child, the
Convention on Biological Diversity and other international instruments
relating to human rights and indigenous peoples rights.  The Forum
Secretariat should develop gender policy in consultation with regional and
women's NGOs, with the view to establishing a Forum Secretariat Women's
Division.

*     We ask Forum members to endorse and implement the principles of the
UN Draft Declaration of the Rights of Indigenous Peoples.

*     We call on Forum Island countries to lobby in support of the right to
self-determination for indigenous peoples, including Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders in Australia, the Maori of Aotearoa (New Zealand) and the
Kanaka Maoli of Ka Pae'aina (Hawai'i). The international human rights
agenda includes the collective rights of indigenous peoples in our region.

*     We call on Forum Island countries to oppose the extinguishment of
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Aboriginal bloodline rights to land, law and custom under the Native Title
Act and 10-Point Plan in Australia.

*     We urge Forum Island countries to lobby in support of Aboriginal
efforts to bring a court case to the International Court of Justice,
regarding the Convention on the Prevention of Genocide, disputing
Australia's interpretation, application and fulfillment of the Genocide
Convention.

*     We call on the Forum to develop a regional strategy to protect
intellectual property rights. While promoting economic activity in the
region, Forum Island countries must protect the intellectual property
rights and traditional knowledge of indigenous communities. Indigenous
peoples are struggling every day to protect their resources and knowledge,
and we urge member governments to develop national legislation to halt the
theft of natural resources and heritage (from kava to medicinal plants, and
even to the level of genetic material under the Human Genome Project).

As participants to the Fourth NGO Parallel Forum, we thank our hosts in
Pohnpei: the Federation of Non-Government Organisations, the FSM Women's
Associations Network, and the Micronesian Seminar. We acknowledge the
honour of the presence at our closing ceremony of the Governor of Pohnpei
State, Governor Del Pangelinan.
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Return-Path: <Sylcar1@aol.com>
From: Sylcar1@aol.com
Date: Thu, 20 Aug 1998 11:28:30 EDT
To: mupj@igc.apc.org
Cc: Sylcar1@aol.com
Subject: Re: Information on our trip

Nice work Howard. My passport came. I have a debitcard from my bank. Can be
used anywhere Visa is used.Iam buying clothes and have a hip purse.How  much
should I take in travelers checks?Love Sylvia   
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Return-Path: <cnd@gn.apc.org>
From: CND <cnd@gn.apc.org>
To: "'Howard W. Hallman'" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: RE: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
Date: Thu, 20 Aug 1998 16:49:03 +0100
Return-Receipt-To: <cnd@gn.apc.org>

Our Chair has just returned from Japan and has agreed to our signing this letter - 
Please sign up Dave Knight, Chair, the Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament (CND)
Good Luck
William Peden
CND Parliamentary Officer

Attachment Converted: C:\INTERACT\data\download\RELetter
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Return-Path: <LWYolton@prodigy.com>
From: LWYolton@prodigy.com (REV L WILLIAM YOLTON)
Date: Thu, 20 Aug 1998 17:17:32, -0500
To: mupj@igc.apc.org
Subject: Internet Message 

Yes, add L.William Yolton, Exec. Secy., Presbyterian Peace Fellowship 
to the list of signers.
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Thu, 20 Aug 1998 17:09:58 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: bengt.lindell@slmk.alinks.se
Subject: Re: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
References: <TFSROUCN@slmk.alinks.se>

Thank you very much for your interest and effort.  I am grateful for all
that you are doing.  Regrettably we will send the letter to Slinton and
Yeltsin before August 29, because the Summit begins on September 1.  I
will put your name on the letter.

Shalom,
Bob Tiller

bengt.lindell@slmk.alinks.se wrote:
> 
> To: Bob Tiller
> Director of Security Programs
> Physicians for Social Responsibility
> 
> <btiller@psr.org>
> 
> Dear Bob,
> 
> On behalf of the Executive Committee of Swedish Physicians Against Nuclear Weapons (SLMK), the Swedish 
IPPNW affiliate organization, I would like to inform you that we wish to propose to our Board, meeting on Saturday, 
August 29, to sign the letter. We expect about 20 members to attend the meeting. Personally, I think all of them will 
wish to add their signatures.
> 
> We will be able to confirm this by e-mail on August 29, and, if you like, to fax the document with the actual 
signatures.
> 
> Until then, please put my name down.
> 
> SIncerely,
> 
> Bengt Lindell
> Secretary
> Swedish Physicians Against Nuclear Weapons (SLMK)
> 
> Battre tiders grand 18
> SE-39359 Kalmar, Sweden
> 
> -----Original Message-----
> >From: Howard W. Hallman <mupj@igc.apc.org>
> >To: abolition-caucus@igc.org <abolition-caucus@igc.org>
> >Cc: btiller@psr.org <btiller@psr.org>
> >Date: August 17, 1998 10:01 AM
> >Subject: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
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> >
> >
> >>Dear Colleagues:
> >>
> >>We are in the final week of gathering signatures for the letter to
> >President
> >>Clinton and President Yeltsin, urging them to take decisive action to
> >>de-alert their nuclear arsenal.  We have a number of signers in the United
> >>States and around the globe and would like to add your name and
> >organization
> >>to the list.  Deadline for signing is twelve noon, Eastern daylight time,
> >>Friday, August 21, 1998.  You may reply to me at the above e-mail address
> >or
> >>to Bob Tiller, Director of Security Programs, Physicians for Social
> >>Responsibility at btiller@psr.org.
> >>
> >>Shalom,
> >>Howard Hallman
> >>
> >>###
> >>
> >>The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
> >>The White House
> >>Washington, DC 20500
> >>
> >>The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
> >>The Kremlin
> >>Moscow, Russia
> >>
> >>Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin.:
> >>
> >>When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a
> >>course so that Earth may enter the new millennium with all nuclear weapons
> >>taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method would be to
> >>separate warheads from their delivery vehicles and place them in secure
> >storage.
> >>
> >>We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the de-alerting
> >>process no later than January 1999 and complete the task no later than
> >>December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United Kingdom, France, and
> >>China so that they will likewise take their nuclear arsenals off alert
> >>within that time frame.
> >>
> >>With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia, the
> >>United Kingdom, France, and China maintain peaceful relations and carefully
> >>avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a condition of
> >>nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or unauthorized
> >>launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face the risk of
> >attack
> >>by missiles launched on warning due to miscommunication or
> >misinterpretation
> >>of data.  By removing these dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially
> >>enhance the national security of all the nuclear weapon states.
> >>
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> >>Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out through
> >>executive action.  This is what your predecessors, President George Bush
> >and
> >>President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991 when they reduced the
> >>alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable number of intercontinental
> >>ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a positive step when you agreed
> >to
> >>stop aiming strategic missiles at each other's country.   It is well within
> >>the purview of executive authority to move now to de-alerting your
> >>respective nuclear arsenals.
> >>
> >>De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including the
> >>Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals leaders
> >>from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences in the
> >United
> >>States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders, including 47 past and
> >>present heads of states and prime ministers (1998), and the recent New
> >>Agenda Declaration adopted by the foreign ministers of Brazil, Egypt,
> >>Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa, and Sweden (1998).
> >>This approach also has the support of a variety of religious bodies and
> >>numerous non-governmental organizations.
> >>
> >> De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would
> >like
> >>to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear destruction.   We
> >>hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity to lead the world in
> >>this direction.
> >>
> >>Sincerely yours,
> >>
> >>Name, Title
> >>Organization
> >>Country
> >>
> ------------------------------------------------
> A DocMail message from
> Bengt Lindell
> Internet Address: <INTERNET>
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Return-Path: <owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org>
Date: Fri, 21 Aug 1998 09:33:32 +0200
From: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>
To: pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Subject: pov-l: August Bulletin from Belfast, N. Ireland
Sender: owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Reply-To: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>

------------------------  Start of message from list: pov-l ---->

Belfast Peace to the City Campaign
August 1998 Bulletin from Belfast

Contents
1. An Update on the Northern Ireland Political Situation
2. An Article on Peace Building in Northern Ireland: The Belfast Interface
Project
3. A Story from Northern Ireland Interpreting Peacemaking
4. News on Conferences and Publications 
5. Suggestions from our Readers

1) An Update on the Northern Ireland Political Situation - August 1998

It is difficult to write about Northern Irish politics in the aftermath of the
huge bomb in Omagh.  The numbers involved, at least 28 killed and over
200 injured, make the atrocity the worst of its kind in Northern Ireland in
thirty years. In the light of the sheer human suffering, made visible in
television pictures, the calculus that is politics can look scheming and
inhuman.

The fact that the bomb exploded after the Good Friday Agreement and
the various political hurdles which have been crossed since then, make
this bomb all the more depressing. Nevertheless, it is important for the
longer run to assess some of the consequences of the explosion.  What
follows is largely speculative, because grief and bewilderment are the
overwhelming emotions at the time of writing.  Nevertheless, political
consequences there will be and some of them will have a profound
impact on the course of peace or otherwise in the next few years.

What makes the Omagh bomb so shocking is its timing.  While the
existence of an anti-Agreement republican rump has been public
knowledge for some time, none of their bombs had caused loss of life
-until now. Just when most people were starting to relax, this bomb
came out of the blue. The widespread support of nationalist voters North
and South for the Good Friday Agreement means that this bomb has
nearly no political support.  Furthermore, the fact that the bomb
indiscriminately killed Catholics and Protestants makes it less likely that
loyalist paramilitaries can simply massacre random Catholics in response.
 Certainly, if its intention was to lure loyalist gunmen back into murder, it
was a very costly provocation, with at best ambivalent results.

Searching for a rationale behind such a callous act is very difficult to
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those outside the psychotic circle of never-say-diers on the hardline
republican wing.  Almost certainly, its immediate target is to put enormous
pressure on the political leadership of Sinn Fein.  In doing so, however,
they also risk destroying Irish republicanism as a romantic movement for
ever.  What it does is take the spotlight off the violence inherent in
political Protestantism, where it had been since the killing of three
children in Ballymoney only one month ago, and put it onto the political
fascism that is the remnant of Irish republicanism.  The questions which
are now being asked are all being asked of the Irish side of the
British-Irish deal.  Seldom in the last thirty years has there been less
opposition to a security clampdown.  The Irish government, the Irish
media, the SDLP and even Sinn Fein have unequivocally condemned the
atrocity.  But Sinn Fein's incapacity to deliver the hard IRA by politics
alone has now been more exposed.  Now the leadership may have to
decide whether to end the threat of violence by supporting security
measures which they have always vehemently opposed and moving
towards serious decommissioning or to try and keep republicanism
together and risk association with an outrage which is the subject of
universal public condemnation.  The split in Irish republicanism which
many saw as inevitable is now public for all to see.

In many ways the desperation of hard line Irish republicanism is visible
for all to see in this action.  As their goal recedes from their grasp, they
are becoming ever more desperate. Many have draw parallels between
the rearguard actions of Ulster loyalism and the Algerian colons, who
grew ever more desperate as they gambled on restarting the cycle of
violence that was their last hope.  It appears that in Northern Ireland's
case, where the outcome was closer to a draw than a simple victory,
republicanism too is engaged in 'upping the ante' until violence finally
implodes on itself.  The consequences of this at present are:

1.  There will be pressure on Sinn Fein to declare a final end to the war
and to begin to deliver on decommissioning.  Many people saw October
as crunch time for the Agreement, when Sinn Fein were scheduled to
enter cabinet.  It is now difficult to see how the Unionist leader David
Trimble could enter cabinet with Sinn Fein without greater progress. 
What has changed is that there would now be widespread sympathy for
a harder line Unionist stance.

2.  Sinn Fein will be under enormous pressure to help the authorities with
information gathering.  Not to co-operate, while seeking to enter
government, would be politically difficult.  To co-operate might put
enormous pressure on republican unity.  The leadership's choices in this
area will come under huge scrutiny.

3.  There will be greater resistance to high-profile prisoner releases.
New releases will require evidence of political movement from Sinn Fein.

4.  There will be a security clampdown, possibly up to and including the
introduction of internment without trial.  For the first time in 25 years this
has come back into serious political consideration because it would be
introduced by the Irish government simultaneously with its introduction
into Northern Ireland.
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5.  International opinion has moved sharply against any renewed
republican violence. In terms of the wider world, republicanism is in
danger of losing its propaganda advantage, provided that loyalism does
not respond in kind.

6.  There is a danger that some loyalists could be drawn into a violent
response, possibly south of the border. If this were to be the case, the
implications for violence could be serious.

If there is to be hope drawn out of this human carnage, it is political. For
terrorism to work, it must be seen by at least part of the population as
defensive and/or heroic.  Terror fails when it becomes visible for what it
is - sheer bloody murder.  Our own violence is seldom visible if it can be
justified by the violence of the other.  In the firebomb attack on a Catholic
home im Ballymoney on July 12th which left three young boys dead,
protestant hatred became visible to nearly everyone.  In Omagh on 15
August, exactly 29 years since the collapse of public order in Northern
Ireland that is what happened to naked republican violence.  It is to be
earnestly hoped that the lessons of this tragedy are of the futility of this
path and greater realism about  the real cost of glibly issued threat to turn
Northern Ireland into a second Bosnia.

Duncan Morrow
School of History, Philosophy and PoliticsUniversity of Ulster

2) An Article on Peace-Building in Northern Ireland: The Belfast Interface
Project

What is an interface?

An interface is a common boundary line between a predominantly
Protestant area and predominantly Catholic area of housing. An interface
community is a community which lives alongside an interface.

What does an interface look like?

It can be a solid brick wall 20 feet high, a steel fence or a road. It may not
even be noticeable to others but local people know exactly where it is. It
can be crossed simply by crossing a street, passing a landmark, or
turning a corner.

How many interfaces are there in Belfast?

There are at least 17 purpose-built 'peace-lines,' i.e. walls and fences
specially built between Protestant and Catholic areas. There are many
more 'invisible' interfaces between communities. North Belfast,
especially, is a 'patchwork quilt' of interface communities. Many
interfaces also exist between communities in other towns and cities in
Northern Ireland and in rural areas.

Are there different kinds of interface?

At least three:
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- The 'enclave' area, totally surrounded by the 'other' community;
- The 'split,' a wall or boundary evenly separates the two communities;
and
- The 'buffer zone,' a mixed community separates two different
segregated communities.
 (And, of course, there are variations within these categories.)

Why are there so many interfaces?

Many Protestants and Catholics live in separate areas because they feel
safer that way or have little choice, so there are many interfaces
between these communities - particularly in lower income districts.

What are interfaces for?

Interfaces provide some physical protection from inter-community
violence, especially for those living furthest away from the interface and
mark 'safe' boundaries so that people know where it is safe to go and
where it is not. Interfaces also provide psychological security, i.e. a
community on one 'side' or the other will be made up of people who
share roughly the same religious and political outlook and help to create a
strong feeling of community identity and solidarity.

What are the effects of interfaces on interface communities?
Interface communities typically experience an unusual combination of
three kinds of disadvantage:a. High rates of social and economic
disadvantage;
b. High levels of ongoing inter-community violence across the interface,
especially from young people who are drawn to the interface, often from
further afield and socialised into inter-community violence there;
c. Restricted access to facilities and services 'on the other side,' e.g.
jobs, shops leisure facilities, social services etc. (This is especially
severe in 'enclave' areas.)

Why are interface issues important?

The interface is where our communities meet. Interface communities
have been among those most affected by 'the troubles' of the past 29
years and experience a severe and unusual combination of kinds of
disadvantage because of this. Peace and stability at the interface and
the absence of this are both a 'barometer' of the health of our society
and a key influencing factor in shaping that society.

For these reasons it is in our common interest to address the issues
facing interface communities today - in addressing them we are helping
to secure our own future.

The role of the Belfast Interface Project

The Belfast Interface Project aims to promote a community development
approach to support the work carried out by interface communities
through lobbying and challenging policy makers, promoting development
work, disseminating information, encouraging networking and
cooperation and the sharing of effective practice.
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For further information, contact:
The Belfast Interface Project
6 Murray Street
Belfast BT1 6DN
Northern Ireland 
Tel / Fax: 44-1232-242828

3) A Personal Story About Peacemaking in Northern Ireland

For the past three years Mary Montague, the Family and Community
Worker with the Corrymeela Community, has been working with several
interface groups in Belfast. One such group is the Clonard / Ashmore
Group from West Belfast. The members of this group live very near each
other, some in the Protestant Shankill Road District and the others in the
Catholic Falls Road District. However, they might as well be living miles
apart as they are normally separated by a sixteen foot high wall called
the "peace line."

In the past the main contact across the wall was the hurling of stones
and abuse. But Mary was able to bring some people from each side of
the wall together both for residentials at Corrymeela's centre in
Ballycastle, sixty miles north of Belfast, and at other times in the city
itself. Slowly fears subsided as relationships grew. There was open and
honest discussion about what it is like to live on each side of the wall
and the ways in which both groups are affected by divisions and
violence.

Sadly, after meeting for some time one member of the group, Sandra
Loughran, was diagnosed with terminal cancer. Concern for her and her
family naturally flowed from members of the group, regardless of which
side of the wall they live on. Before her death Sandra, speaking about
the value of the experiences the group had shared, said, "The faceless
monster living over the wall no longer exists because we have met one
another. Keep meeting, keep talking so that it can never return." With the
backing of Mary Montague and Corrymeela the Clonard / Ashmore Group
are living out her challenge.

4) News About Conferences and Publications

Conferences

BURYING THE PAST
Justice, Forgiveness and reconciliation in the politics of South Africa,
Guatemala, East Germany and Northern Ireland. A three-day conference
at St Anthony's College, Oxford, 14-16 September 1998. Supported by
the Faculty of Theology at Oxford University, the Catholic Institute for
International Relations (London), and the Life & Peace Institute (Uppsala).

Contributors Include:
Opening Address: Garrett Fitzgerald is a former Taoiseach (Prime
Minister) of the Republic of Ireland.
Terence McGaughey lectures in the Department of Irish Studies at Trinity
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College, Dublin and is author of 'Redemption and Memory: Church, Politics
and Prophetic Theology in Ireland' (Gill & MacMillan 1993).
Duncan Morrow lectures in the Department of Politics at the University of
Ulster.

For information contact the Conference Coordinator:
Dr Nigel Biggar
Oriel College
Oxford OX1 4EW
Tel: 44(0)1865 276555 Fax: 44(0)1865 791823
TRANSFORMING CONFLICT TRAINING by the Mediation Network for NI
Course dates for 1998 - 1999 are:
Course A - 1998:
7 & 8 October, 10am - 4pm; 4 & 5 November, 10am - 4pm; 2 & 3
December,
10am - 4pm.
Venue: Ulster Peoples College, 30 Adelaide Park, Belfast BT9

Course B - 1999:
8 & 9 January, Fri 7.00pm - 9.30pm & Saturday 10.00am - 4.00pm; 5 & 6
February; 5 & 6 March (same times apply).
Venue: Ulster Peoples College, 30 Adelaide Park, Belfast BT9
For further information contact: Peter O'Reilly
 The Mediation Network
 128a Great Victoria Street
 Belfast BT2 7BG
 phone: 01232-438614

ECPCR FOR BELFAST IN OCTOBER: EMPOWERING LOCAL CAPACITIES
FOR PEACE

The fourth European Conference on Peacemaking and Conflict Resolution
(ECPCR) will take place in Belfast from 9-13 October with the major
themes of After the War - Building the Peace, Designing Strategic
Interventions, Transitional Partnerships and Identifying Strategic Players.
ECPCR is an association of European based individuals and
organisations active in the field of peacemaking, peacebuilding and the
prevention, resolution and transformation of destructive conflict. Further
information and registration material soon from the conference
coordinators: Project Planning International, Montalto Estate, Spa Road,
Ballynahinch, Co Down BT24 8PT. Tel (01238) 561993. Fax: (01238)
565073. E-mail 101455.1521@compuserve.com

PAX CHRISTI INTERNATIONAL ROUTE 1998

Integrating the Past ..... Re-imagining the Future

IRELAND/NORTHERN IRELAND - 1-9 AUGUST 1998

Experience a country in a way you might not have imagined. Deepen
your understanding of peace and conflict. Travel and meet with others to
probe beneath the surface as part of a multi-national group. Appreciate
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the past as a part of the present on a week of dialogue and discovery.

For further information contact:

International Route
c/o Richard Sheehy
House 27, Trinity CollegeDublin 2
Ireland

Tel: xx353/1/608.12.60
E-mail: sheehyr@tcd.ie

Suggestions From Our Readers

Youth For Peace

The Outreach Youth Work department currently manages 11 groups -
apart from four, all of these have their own leader, who are currently
undertaking a course in Youth for Peace training. These groups meet on
different days at the different locations:

Monday - Kilkeel Youth for Peace
Tuesday - Warrenpoint, Dungannon, North Down Youth for Peace
Wednesday - Newcastle, Castlewellan, Jordanstown Youth for Peace
Thursday - Newtownabbey, Ballymena Youth for Peace
Friday - Newry, Donegal Youth for Peace

Members in groups have their own committees and each have elected
their own chairperson, secretary and treasurer. Activities range from
meetings and workshops on Identity, Prejudice, Culture, Human Rights,
Religion, Justice and Non-Violence. Mixed within these workshops are
social events to places of mutual interest. More information regarding the
groups and their activities can be obtained by calling Paul McAlinden at
(01232) 663465 or 0411 727587, or any member of the Peace People
Youth Department.
Address: 224 Lisburn Road, Belfast BT9 6AZ. 
E-mail: peacepeople@gn.apc.org 
Web site http://www.globalgateway.com.peacepeople

_____

Belfast Peace to the City Campaign Local Coordinator:

Doug Baker
Mediation Network
128A Great Victoria Street
Belfast BT2 7BG
Northern Ireland
Phone: +44-1232-438614
FAX: +44-1232-314430
Email: info@mediation-network.org.uk
http://www.mediation-network.org.uk/
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------------------------  End of message from list: pov-l  ---->
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Return-Path: <owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org>
Date: Fri, 21 Aug 1998 12:14:22 +0200
From: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>
To: pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Subject: pov-l: New Book on Overcoming Violence
Sender: owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Reply-To: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>
X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by igcb.igc.org id DAA15021

------------------------  Start of message from list: pov-l ---->

Now available!

Overcoming Violence: A Challenge to the Churches in All Places
by Margot Kaessman

The pervasiveness of violence in its many forms poses challenges to the
churches today at all levels from the local to the global. What can they
undertake together in order effectively to overcome violence in the home,
on the streets, in the media? In a world where conflicting national and
ethnic aspirations seem more and more often to lead to the violence of
repression or of armed revolution, can the churches live out the
conviction they have expressed time and again that war is contrary to
the will of God? What resources for nonviolent resolution of conflicts
can they find in the Bible and their theological traditions?

In the light of the decision of the World Council of Churches to establish a
Programme to Overcome Violence, the author examines these and other
questions and points to the opportunities and difficulties linked with the
vocation of nonviolence.

Margot Kaessman, an ordained pastor in the Evangelical Church in
Germany, is general secretary of the German Protestant Kirchentag and
a member of the Central and Executive Commmittees of the World Council
of Churches. She is also a member of the Reference Committee for the
WCC Programme to Overcome Violence.

86 pp. (part of the Risk Book Series, no. 82)
9.90 Sfr. (US$6.95, 4.50). Please add 20% for postage. Only prepaid
orders can be honoured for amounts less than Sfr. 25. You can also pay
by MasterCard or Visa. Please don't forget to mention the full card
number, expiration date (month and year) and the name of the
cardholder.

WCC Publications
150, route de Ferney
P.O. Box 2100
1211 Geneva 2
Swizerland
Phone: +41-22-791-6379 or 6178
Fax: +41-22-798-1346
Email: hs@wcc-coe.org
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------------------------  End of message from list: pov-l  ---->
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Return-Path: <sniedringhaus@networklobby.org>
X-Sender: sniedringhaus@mail.networklobby.org
Date: Thu, 20 Aug 1998 09:56:43 -0400
To: mupj@igc.org
From: Stephanie Niedringhaus <sniedringhaus@networklobby.org>
Subject: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin

To Howard Hallman:

NETWORK would like to sign on to the letter to President Clinton and
President Yeltsin concerning de-alerting their nuclear arsenal.

Kathy Thornton, RSM
National Coordinator
NETWORK, A National Catholic Social Justice Lobby
Washington, DC
USA
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
NETWORK, A National Catholic Social Justice Lobby
801 Pennsylvania Avenue SE, Suite 460
Washington, DC 20003-2167
202-547-5556, Ext.21 Phone
202-547-5510 FAX
sniedringhaus@networklobby.org

http://www.networklobby.org
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Fri, 21 Aug 1998 08:58:14 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: De-alerting sign-on

Howard,

I have received 10 or 11 new sign-ons since Tuesday, including:
   -Peace Action
   -WAND
   -several PSR state chapters
So we must be in the range of 40 to 45 signers now.

I reposted it this morning with an individual note to six Monday Lobby
groups that are not yet on it (CLW, UCS, BASIC, etc.), asking them one
more time to sign on.

Do you want to make any additional push today for more non-D.C. signers?
I think I have done all that I am going to do on that front.

Will you send me elecronically the list of signers that you have
gathered?

Did we ever solve the problem of individuals who want to sign on?

Bruce Blair was too busy to talk when I reached him, but we have an
appointment to talk today.

Shalom,
BT
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Return-Path: <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Date: Fri, 21 Aug 1998 07:35:56 -0700 (PDT)
X-Sender: mupj@pop.igc.org
To: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>, mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: De-alerting sign-on

At 08:58 AM 8/21/98 -0400, Bob Tiller wrote:
>Howard,
>
>....Do you want to make any additional push today for more non-D.C. signers?
>I think I have done all that I am going to do on that front.

Bob, on Monday I re-posted the letter to abolition-caucus and the interfaith
CTBT groups and picked up some responses.
>
>Will you send me elecronically the list of signers that you have
>gathered?

Response: This list of 25 is attached, including e-mail addresses so that we
can send them the final copy with names of signers.  You will note that we
have a respectible number from the A-2000 network, including some in the US.
If I get any more later today or over the weekend, I'll send them to you.
>
>Did we ever solve the problem of individuals who want to sign on?

Response: Why don't we include them?  There are not a lot, but they expand
our geographic coverage.

I think we've done quite well.

Shalom,
Howard

###

Signers of Clinton/Yeltsin letter on de-alerting

Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
Washington, DC 
mupj@igc.org

Harry Rogers
Nuclear Issues Coordinator
Carolina Peace Resource Center
Columbia SC
hrogers@mindspring.com

Caterina Lindman, Chair,
St. Jerome's University
Social Justice Committee,
Waterloo, Ontario, Canada
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Caterina_Lindman@manulife.com

Christopher Ney, Disarmament Coordinator
War Resisters Leagu
USA
War Resisters League <wrl@igc.apc.org>

Anni Rainbow and Lindis Percy
CAMPAIGN for the ACCOUNTABILITY of AMERICAN BASES(CAAB)
England, U.K
<caab.lindis_anni@virgin.net>

George Farebrother, Secretary
World Court Project UK 
United Kingdom
 <geowcpuk@gn.apc.org>

Ellen Thomas
Proposition One Committee
Washington DC 
prop1@prop1.org 

John Hallam
Friends of the Earth Sydney,
Sydney, NSW
nonukes@foesyd.org.au

Graham Daniell
People for Nuclear Disarmament
Perth, Western Australia
gdaniell@wt.com.au

Konstantin Karapetyan,
Fourth year student of the Bauman University,
Moscow, Russia.
kotya@mailexcite.com

Michael Mariotte, Executive Director
Nuclear Information and Resource Service
Washington DC 
nirsnet@igc.apc.org

David Buer, ofm-Interim Director
The Nevada Desert Experience
Los Vegas, NV 
nde@igc.apc.org

Regina Hagen
Darmstaedter Friedensforum
Germany
regina.hagen@jugendstil.da.shuttle.de

Jonathan M. Haber
Action Site to Stop Cassini Earth Flyby
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P.O. Box 1999
Wendell Depot, MA 01380
micropho@equinox.shaysnet.com

Peter Coombes, President
End the Arms Race
Vancouver BC, Canada
info@peacewire.org

Jonathan Parfrey
Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility, Los Angeles
psrsm@psr.org 

Professor Bent Natvig
Science and Responsibility in the Nuclear Age
Norway
bent@math.uio.no

Bishop Walter F. Sullivan, President
Pax Christi USA
Richmond, VA

Marie Dennis
Director
Maryknoll Office for Global Concerns
mknolldc@igc.apc.org

David Krieger, President
Nuclear Age Peace Foundation
USA
wagingpeace@napf.org

Clayton Ramey
Fellowship of Reconciliation
USA
crramey@igc.apc.org

Margaret N. Spallone, recording secretary
Abolition 2000 Working Group of the Philadelphia Yearly Meeting of the
Religious Society of Friends.
kathy-s@k2nesoft.com

Dave Knight, Chair
Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament (CND)
Great Britain
cnd@gn.apc.org

L.William Yolton, Executive Secretary
Presbyterian Peace Fellowship
LWYolton@prodigy.com

Kathy Thornton, RSM
National Coordinator
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NETWORK, A National Catholic Social Justice Lobby
Washington, DC
USA
sniedringhaus@networklobby.org

August 21, 1998

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

Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
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Return-Path: <millerl@duke.usask.ca>
Date: Fri, 21 Aug 1998 13:54:44 -0600
From: Leonard Miller <millerl@duke.usask.ca>
Subject: Re: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
References: <2.2.16.19980817090600.36d73c52@pop.igc.org>

Please sign on : Project Ploughshares, Saskatoon, Canada (Joanna Miller)
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Cc: nukenet@envirolink.org, abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com,
        a-days@motherearth.org
Date: Sat, 22 Aug 1998 18:31:15 +1000
From: FoE Sydney - Nuclear Campaign <nonukes@foesyd.org.au>
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: SIGN-ON LETTER TO YELTSIN/CLINTON RE SUBCRITICAL TESTS.
To: ABOLITION-EUROPE@vlberlin.comlink.de, abolition-caucus@igc.org
X-Sender: foesyd4@tig.com.au (Unverified)

John Hallam
Friends of the Earth Sydney,
Suite 15,
1st Floor, 104 Bathurst Street,
Sydney, NSW, 2000.

Fax(61)(2)9283-2005 ph(61)(2)9283-2006.

nonukes@foesyd.org.au    http://www.peg.apc.org/~foesydney/

NOTE E-MAIL ADDRESS, nonukes@foesyd.org.au

Dear Everybody,

This is a global sign-on letter to Presidents Yeltsin and Clinton, re the
subcritical nuke tests planned by both countries at Novaya Zemlaya and at
NTS.

It also asks them to de-alert their nuclear forces when they meet in September.

You are hereby invited to sign on to it.

The text has been subjected to a number of re-writes, so it is now frozen.

Note that it is being posted to quite a few lists, so you may get it more
than once. Please forgive my enthusiasm, and if you need to, use the delete
command.

I truly hope you can sign it.

John Hallam
Nuclear Campaigner
Friends of the Earth Sydney, Australia.

SIGN-ON LETTER

TO:
THE HONOURABLE PRESIDENT BORIS YELTSIN,
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNMENT,
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KRASNOPRESENSKAYA-2,
MOSCOW, RUSSIA,
+7-095-205-4219, +7-095-206-5173

THE HONOURABLE PRESIDENT  CLINTON,
THE WHITE HOUSE,
WASHINGTON, U.S.,
1-202-456-2461, 1-202-456-2883.

CC ALL UN AMBASSADORS (BY E-MAIL)

RE: SUBCRITICAL NUCLEAR TESTING
DE-ALERTING NUCLEAR WEAPONS SYSTEMS.

FROM:
FRIENDS OF THE EARTH AUSTRALIA
SYDNEY ANTI- BASES ACTION CAMPAIGN COALITION
PAX CHRISTI NEW SOUTH WALES

WOMENS INTERNATIONAL LEAGUE FOR PEACE AND FREEDOM
PROPOSITION-1 COMMITTEE (ELLEN THOMAS)
SHUNDAHAI NETWORK
GLOBAL RESOURCE ACTION CENTRE FOR THE ENVIRONMENT
DOWNWINDERS (PRESTON J. TRUMAN)
CALIFORNIANS FOR RADIOACTIVE SAFEGUARDS (ERNEST EGOTEIN)
LAWYERS COMMITTEE ON NUCLEAR POLICY (ALYN WARE)
COMMANDER ROB GREEN, CHAIR, WORLD COURT PROJECT UK
KATE DEWES, VICE PRESIDENT, INTERNATIONAL PEACE BUREAU
SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL UNION RUSSIA (VLADIMIR SLIVIAK)
ECODEFENSE (ALEXANDRA KOROLEVA)
WORLD INFORMATION SERVICE ON ENERGY KALININGRAD (GALINA RAGOUZHINA)
ANTINUCLEAR CAMPAIGN OF SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL UNION
SEIMENS BOYCOTT, ECODEFENSE. (PAVEL MALYSHEV)
HOLD COLOUR ENVIRONMENT GROUP, KALININGRAD (DENIS KUKUSHEV)
URAINIAN ECOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION ZELENY ZVIT (ANATOLY ZOLOTUKHIN)

Dear Presidents Yeltsin and Clinton,
We, the undersigned,  urge you  to halt the  subcritical nuclear tests
planned by both your countries.  It is our strong hope that , when you meet
with each other in early September, your discussions include the halting of
subcritical testing, and an assessment of the feasibility of taking nuclear
weapons off hair-trigger alert, thereby taking the first steps identified
by the Canberra Commission toward nuclear disarmament.

These decisions are largely in your hands. We representing millions in
civil society urge you to be courageous in recognising the non -
proliferation and disarmament warning signal given by testing in South Asia
and to maximise the window of opportunity now open to you. De-Alerting and
halting subcritical testing are objectives that can be achieved by
executive action.  It is not necessary either to pass legislation or to
appropriate money in either the US or Russia to achieve these aims.

Russia plans to proceed with a subcritical nuclear test on the island of
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Novaya Zemlaya, before the onset of the Northern winter. In the US, the
planned 'Bagpipe' subcritical test is planned for late next September, and
preparations for it are well under way.

Neither the planned Russian nor the US tests should proceed, either now or
in the future. An agreement between the two of you to cancel both
subcritical tests and to de-alert nuclear forces would send the correct
signals to the latest entrants to the nuclear arms race, India and
Pakistan. On the other hand, to proceed with the subcritical tests planned
by both nations sends entirely the wrong nonproliferation and disarmament
signals.

To fail to take the opportunity of the coming September meeting to take
strategic nuclear forces off alert status as recommended most recently by
the eight-nation New Agenda Coalition  quoting Australia's Canberra
Commission on the Elimination of Nuclear Weapons,  as well as by the
statement of 60 military leaders from around the globe,(1996), the US
National Academy of Sciences (1997) and by over 1000 NGO's worldwide,  is
to fail to take advantage  of the currently friendly relations between your
two nations and to forgo a cost-free opportunity to make the world a safer
place.

Recent failures in communication in Russian strategic forces such as that
which took place recently in which a Norwegian weather research rocket was
mistaken for an incoming missile, show the extreme dangers associated with
keeping nuclear forces on alert status. Similar failures have repeatedly
occurred in US command and control systems associated with its strategic
missile forces. De-Alerting nuclear strategic forces would eliminate the
extreme dangers posed by these failures.  It would in addition, set a good
example to India and Pakistan, in attempts to convince them not to deploy
their own weapons,  and would be a positive step toward the implementation
of the NPT obligation on the NWS to achieve complete nuclear disarmament.

Subcritical testing, while it may or may not be within the bare letter of
the CTBT, violates its spirit and intent. The rationale behind a ban on
further nuclear testing is to prevent the further development of nuclear
weapons. Subcritical testing, combined with sophisticated computer
simulation capabilities such as the US  and Russia undoubtedly possess, as
well as facilities such as NIF and DAHRT (Dual Axis Hydrodynamic
Radiographic Test facility) in the US, and their Russian equivalents,
allows the further refinement and optimisation of existing weapons designs,
as well as the possible development of new weapons designs without an
actual explosive test.

Notwithstanding statements by Russias first Deputy Atomic Energy Minister
Lev Ryabev, that subcritical testing is necessary for stockpile
maintainance, this is  not  the case. In the US, subcritical testing has
been linked to the development of new and modified nuclear weapons, such as
the 'earth-penetrating' bomb.

Subcritical testing is undoubtedly provocative to 'new' nuclear nations
such as India and Pakistan, and presumably also to Israel. Indian strategic
thinkers have specifically stated to the author of this letter, that a US
programme of subcritical tests would be a 'tripwire' for an Indian test
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programme. India's test did in fact, follow after a series of US
subcriticals.  India has stated that a major reason for conducting the
recent tests was a desire to develop computer programmes to benefit from
their own programme of subcritical tests. Subcritical test preparations,
whether in the US, Russia, or India, are indistinguishable from actual test
preparations.

Russian and US subcritical testing, taken together in the immediate wake of
Indian and Pakistani explosive tests, is destabilising in the extreme, and
strengthens the hands of those who want to further develop the nuclear
weapons capabilities of their countries. Even were the situation better
than that of the immediate aftermath of nuclear explosive testing in the
Indian subcontinent, it would still be the case that subcritical testing in
either Russia or the US entrenches the development of nuclear weapons still
further. Subcritical testing can only be negative from the point of view of
the clear legal obligation of both Russia and the US, articulated in the
unanimous judgment of the International Court of Justice, to bring to a
conclusion negotiations for the elimination of nuclear weapons.

On the other hand, if either nation, or better still, both Russia and the
US, agree to desist from further subcritical testing, and further agree to
remove their strategic weapons from alert, one small but real step will
have been taken  toward fulfilling the legal obligations of both nations
to eliminate nuclear  weapons.

These decisions can easily be made by either of the two of you at an
executive level, and cost nothing.

Yours Sincerely,
Signed
....
....etc.
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To: FoE Sydney - Nuclear Campaign <nonukes@foesyd.org.au>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: SIGN-ON LETTER TO YELTSIN/CLINTON RE SUBCRITICAL TESTS.
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 06:31 PM 8/22/98 +1000, you wrote:
>John Hallam
>Friends of the Earth Sydney,
>Suite 15,
>1st Floor, 104 Bathurst Street,
>Sydney, NSW, 2000.
>
>Fax(61)(2)9283-2005 ph(61)(2)9283-2006.
>
>nonukes@foesyd.org.au    http://www.peg.apc.org/~foesydney/
>
>NOTE E-MAIL ADDRESS, nonukes@foesyd.org.au
>
>
>Dear Everybody,
>
>This is a global sign-on letter to Presidents Yeltsin and Clinton, re the
>subcritical nuke tests planned by both countries at Novaya Zemlaya and at
>NTS.
>
>It also asks them to de-alert their nuclear forces when they meet in September.
>
>You are hereby invited to sign on to it.....

Dear John Hallam:

We'll sign.  Thanks for doiing this.

Shalom,
Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
Washington, DC
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To: ccns@nets.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Letter on de-alerting to Clinton and Yeltsin
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 06:26 PM 8/21/98 +0100, ccns@nets.com wrote:
>Hi - Is anyone writing something on the Y2K problem, and nuclear
>facilities, etc?
>Thanks, Suzanne
>
>Dear Suzanne;

I've heard discussion of this issue, but I don't know anyone writing about it.

Shalom,
Howard 
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To: btiller@psr.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: More signers
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Bob:

I have received two more sign-ons to the Clinton-Yeltsin letter, as follows:

Joanna Miller
Project Ploughshares, Saskatoon, Canada 
millerl@duke.usask.ca

David Wakim, Chairperson
Pax Christi Trust Aotearoa-New Zealand
paxnz@xtra.co.nz

After you have dispatched the letter to the two presidents, please e-mail me a copy with the signers.  I'll send it to 
abolition-caucus with a cover note.  I'm assuming that you will send it directly to all signers.

I'm working on a memo to abolition-usa on de-alerting.  I'll send you a draft before the day is over.

Shalom,
Howard



80824.05.txt[5/3/2017 1:36:46 PM]

To: btiller@psr.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Draft letter on de-alerting campaign
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Bob:

Here is a draft of a letter to abolition-usa, outlining elements of a de-alerting campaign and asking for response.  Please 
read it over, edit it as you see fit, and get back to me.  

Shalom,
Howard

###

Draft letter to abolition-usa.

Dear Abolitionists:

We have posted on abolition-caucus the final version of the letter to President Clinton and President Yeltsin on de-
alerting along with the list of signers.   If you didn't receive it and want a copy, please let us know.

We would now like to follow through with a concerted in effort in the United States to get President Clinton to adopt the 
policy of de-alerting with the objective of achieving zero alert by all nuclear weapon states no later than December 31, 
1999.  Specifically we propose a concentrated campaign that would have public visibility between the November 
election and the end of the year.  We would like to share some ideas on such a campaign and ask for your ideas on how 
we can all work together in such an effort.

We perceive de-alerting as one of several parallel campaigns that are part of the broad quest for nuclear abolition.   
Other efforts deal with the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT), stockpile stewardship, deep cuts (START), 
dismantling nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles, fissile material control, nuclear weapons convention, and beyond 
all of these building public understanding and support for nuclear abolition.  Each campaign deals with a specific set of 
decision-makers and decision-making processes that come into focus at different times.  For example, CTBT requires 
Senate ratification of the treaty, curtailing new weapons design under stockpile stewardship combines legal action and 
seeking funding cutbacks in Congress, the nuclear weapons convention relates to willingness to engage in multilateral, 
international negotiations.  Each campaign has a different set of allies.  Although the campaigns are interrelated, they 
can be conducted in parallel.

Advocates of de-alerting tend to fall in three categories: (1) abolitionists, who see de-alerting as a step toward total 
elimination of nuclear weapons; (2) persons concerned with nuclear safety, many of whom favor eventual elimination of 
nuclear weapons but are not full-fledged abolitionists; and (3) persons who want to create more time before nuclear 
weapons are used but who retain a deterrence outlook .  The first group includes members of Abolition 2000 and a 
variety of retired military leaders, scientists, religious denominations, and other abolition advocates who presently aren't 
affiliated with the A-2000 network.  The second group includes arms control advocates, scientists, other retired military 
leaders, present and retired members of Congress (such as Senator Dashle, Senator Nunn), and scholars who tend to be 
incrementalists without strong advocacy of total elimination of nuclear weapons.  The third group consists of scholars 
and others who believe in deterrence forever, though would like it to be safer.

Although we are abolitionists, for the purpose of a de-alerting campaign we would like to achieve a working coalition 
among the first and second categories.  Therefore, we are willing to take up de-alerting as an issue in its own right and 
join with persons in both categories in pushing de-alerting as a single-focus issue.  At the same time we will work 
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through other channels for a nuclear weapons convention and for other steps toward nuclear abolition, such as CTBT 
ratification, termination of subcritical testing, deep cuts in the strategic arsenal, dismantling of nuclear warheads and 
delivery vehicles, and fissile material control.  We believe that every statement on a particular issue doesn't have to 
bring in other issues.   In the case of de-alerting, for instance, only a handful of Senate Democrats would sign a letter to 
President Clinton favoring de-alerting as a step toward abolition while possibly a majority of Senate Democrats might 
sign a letter supporting de-alerting as an important initiative without addressing what happens beyond this step.

Working from this perspective, we propose organizing a broad-based alliance to stage a highly visible public campaign 
on de-alerting in the period between the November election and the end of the year.  It would treat de-alerting as an 
important matter in its own right.   The campaign could have a number of elements, such as:
(1) A major event shortly after the election, such as a citizens hearing, a debate at the National Press Club, or some other 
activity that would attract media attention, including S-Span and CNN.
(2) A grassroots effort with call-in to radio talk shows, letters to the editor, contact with members of Congress to gain 
their support for de-alerting.
(3) A White House call-in day.
(4) An offering of letters to President Clinton around Thanksgiving, saying "we would be thankful if you achieved de-
alerting".
(5) Response from ground zero, that is, cities and other potential targets of a Russian attack, thereby bringing in mayors, 
city council members, state legislators, and minority groups which are concentrated in central cities.
(6) Efforts to enlist support at national conferences, such as those of the American Public Health Association and the 
National League of Cities.
(7) Imaginative picketing, such as with large puppets and other props.
(8) A sign-on letter to President Clinton from members of Congress.
(9) Letters from prominent citizens (retired generals, scientists, clergy, etc.) to President Clinton and release of public 
statements.
(10) Op-ed and editorial page articles and commentary.

Other approaches are possible.  We would like your comments on the above list and your additional ideas.

Please let us know what you think.

Shalom,
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Mon, 24 Aug 1998 13:12:44 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: Draft letter on de-alerting campaign

Howard,

Thanks for drafting this.  I think it is great.

I made a few suggested changes, mostly very minor.  Deletions are
indicated by ((xxxx)).  Additions are in ALL CAPS.   I think there are
about twelve places where I have done one or both.  I hope that you can
spot them all and do the needed retyping.

Among the suggested additions, I added the word "grassroots" in two
places -- the second and sixth paragraphs -- in order to prevent Daryl
(and others in the Coalition) from getting upset.  What do you think
about that?

We will not be able to get a sign-on letter from Members of Congress in
the Nov.-Dec. period, because they will not be in D.C.  I propose that
we drop that item from the list and renumber the remainder.

I also corrected a couple of misspellings and added a couple of commas.

I also added my name at the end.

Shalom,
Bob T.
---------------------------------------------------

Draft letter to abolition-usa.

Dear Abolitionists:

We have posted on abolition-caucus the final version of the letter to
President Clinton and President Yeltsin on de-alerting along with the
list of signers.   If you didn't receive it and want a copy, please let
us know.

We would now like to follow through with a concerted effort in the
United States to get President Clinton to adopt the policy of
de-alerting, with the objective of achieving zero alert by all nuclear
weapon states no later than December 31, 1999.  Specifically we propose
a concentrated GRASSROOTS campaign that would have public visibility
between the November election and the end of the year.  We would like to
share some ideas on such a campaign and ask for your ideas on how we can
all work together in such an effort.

We perceive de-alerting as one of several parallel ((campaigns))
ENDEAVORS that are part of the broad quest for nuclear abolition.  
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Other efforts deal with the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT),
stockpile stewardship, deep cuts (START), dismantling nuclear warheads
and delivery vehicles, fissile material control, nuclear weapons
convention, and, ((beyond)) EMBRACING all of these, building public
understanding and support for nuclear abolition.  Each campaign deals
with a specific set of decision-makers and decision-making processes
that come into focus at different times.  For example, CTBT requires
Senate ratification of the treaty, curtailing new weapons design under
stockpile stewardship combines legal action and seeking funding
cutbacks in Congress, the nuclear weapons convention relates to
willingness to engage in multilateral, ((international)) negotiations. 
Each campaign has a different set of allies.  Although the campaigns are
interrelated, they can be conducted in parallel.

Advocates of de-alerting tend to fall in three categories: (1)
abolitionists, who see de-alerting as a step toward total elimination of
nuclear weapons; (2) persons concerned with nuclear safety, many of whom
favor eventual elimination of nuclear weapons but are not full-fledged
abolitionists; and (3) persons who want to create more time before
nuclear weapons are used but who retain a deterrence outlook.  The first
group includes members of Abolition 2000 and a variety of retired
military leaders, scientists, religious denominations, and other
abolition advocates who presently aren't affiliated with the A-2000
network.  The second group includes arms control advocates, scientists,
other retired military leaders, present and retired members of Congress
(such as Senator Daschle, FORMER Senator Nunn), and scholars who tend to
be incrementalists without strong advocacy of total elimination of
nuclear weapons.  The third group consists of scholars and others who
believe in deterrence forever, though would like it to be safer.

Although we are abolitionists, for the purpose of a de-alerting campaign
we would like to achieve a working coalition among the first and second
categories.  Therefore, we are willing to take up de-alerting as an
issue in its own right and join with persons in both categories in
pushing de-alerting as a ((single-focus)) SPECIFIC issue.  At the same
time we will work through other channels for a nuclear weapons
convention and for other steps toward nuclear abolition, such as CTBT
ratification, termination of subcritical testing, DRASTIC SHRINKAGE OF
THE STOCKPILE STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM, deep cuts in the strategic arsenal,
dismantling of nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles, and fissile
material control.  We believe that every statement on a particular issue
doesn't have to bring in other issues.  In the case of de-alerting, for
instance, only a handful of Senate Democrats COULD BE EXPECTED TO
((would)) sign a letter ((to President Clinton)) favoring de-alerting as
a step toward abolition while possibly a majority of Senate Democrats
might sign a letter supporting de-alerting as an important initiative
without addressing what happens beyond this step.

Working from this perspective, we propose organizing a broad-based
alliance to stage a ((highly)) visible public campaign on de-alerting in
the period between the November election and the end of the year.  It
would treat de-alerting as an important matter in its own right.   This
GRASSROOTS campaign could have a number of elements, such as:
(1) A major event shortly after the election, such as a citizens
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hearing, a debate at the National Press Club, or some other activity
that would attract media attention, including C-Span and CNN.
(2) A grassroots effort with call-in to radio talk shows, letters to the
editor, contact with members of Congress to gain their support for
de-alerting.
(3) A White House call-in day.
(4) An offering of letters to President Clinton around Thanksgiving,
saying "we would be thankful if you achieved de-alerting".
(5) Response from ground zero, that is, cities and other potential
targets of a Russian attack, thereby bringing in mayors, city council
members, state legislators, and minority groups which are concentrated
in central cities.
(6) Efforts to enlist support at national conferences, such as those of
the American Public Health Association and the National League of
Cities.
(7) Imaginative picketing, such as with large puppets and other props.
(((8) A sign-on letter to President Clinton from members of Congress.))
(9) Letters from prominent citizens (retired generals, scientists,
clergy, etc.) to President Clinton and release of public statements.
(10) Op-ed and editorial page articles and commentary.

Other INITIATIVES AND approaches are possible.  We would like your
comments on the above list and your additional ideas.

Please let us know what you think.

Shalom,

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

Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
Physicians for Social Responsibility
1101 14th Street NW
Washington, DC 20005
Phone 202-898-0150, ext. 220
Fax 202-898-0172
E-mail: btiller@psr.org
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Return-Path: <wslf@igc.apc.org>
Date: Mon, 24 Aug 1998 17:53:28 -0700 (PDT)
X-Sender: wslf@pop.igc.org
To: mupj@igc.apc.org, btiller@psr.org
From: Jackie Cabasso <wslf@igc.apc.org>
Subject: de-alerting letter
Cc: jburroughs@igc.org, alichterman@igc.org, veiluvawslf@igc.org,
        abeier@igc.org, psutton@igc.org, olins@pacbell.net, dnesbitt@idiom.com,
        rravison@sirius.com, wslf@igc.org, aslater@gracelinks.org,
        marylia@igc.org, lcnp@aol.com

Dear Howard and Bob,  

        I'm writing to let you know why we decided not to sign onto the 
de-alerting letter you drafted, and to make a constructive suggestion for 
future efforts along these lines. Let me start by saying that we strongly
support de-alerting of nuclear forces by the United States and Russia.  We 
have expressed our support by signing another letter to this effect which is 
being circulated by Friends of the Earth, Syndey. In our view, the two 
letters are complimentary and not competitive.

        Fundamentally, at Western States Legal Foundation (WSLF), we believe 
that it's a matter of good process to circulate drafts of letters that you 
are asking other groups to sign onto -- before they are finalized.  In this 
way, you not only get the benefit of a broader range of thinking, but you also 
encourage "buy in" on the issue by more groups -- an essential element 
in building a movement. Of course, this process takes time, and as the 
originators of a letter, you may not necessarily agree to incorporate every 
suggestion. 

        At the same time as you were asking for sign-ons, Friends of the Earth,
Sydney, was circulating a draft sign-on letter for input and suggestions.  
The final version of that letter we believe, more comprehensively addresses 
current nuclear realities, and better reflects our organization's views.  It 
also has attracted broad international support, including from a number of NGOs 
in the former Soviet Union.

        I urge you to circulate future letters before they are finalized, so
that
opportunities for improvement and broad support can be maximized.  Thanks
for your
consideration.  -- Jackie Cabasso
      
   ********************************************
       WESTERN STATES LEGAL FOUNDATION
           1440 Broadway, Suite 500
             Oakland, CA USA 94612
              Tel: (510)839-5877
              Fax: (510)839-5397
               wslf@igc.apc.org
   ********** Part of ABOLITION 2000 **********
   Global Network to Eliminate Nuclear Weapons 
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Return-Path: <pax.dk@post7.tele.dk>
Date: Tue, 25 Aug 1998 13:20:54 +0200
From: Pax Christi Denmark <pax.dk@post7.tele.dk>
Reply-To: pax.dk@post7.tele.dk
Organization: Pax Christi Denmark 
To: mupj@igc.apc.org
Subject: Letter to Presidents Clinton and Jeltsin

To Howard W. Hallman

Pax Christi Denmark wish to be co-signers of the letter to the two
presidents.

Signed: Peter G. Rasmussen, Co-chairperson, Pax Christi Denmark
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Return-Path: <owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org>
Date: Tue, 25 Aug 1998 14:13:19 +0200
From: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>
To: pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Subject: pov-l: Bulletin from Boston, USA
Sender: owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Reply-To: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>

------------------------  Start of message from list: pov-l ---->

Boston Peace to the City Campaign
June 1998 Bulletin

 The Staff of The National Ten Point Leadership Foundation (NTLF) sends
warm greetings to our many brothers and sisters from around the world.
 We thank you for your prayers and support!  We also invite you to read
more online at www.NTLF.org . 

Contents:

1. June - Update 
2. Personal Story-From Larry Mayes
3. Current Political Situation

June  - Update:

The work of NTLF over the last few years, has been the quiet
fascination of academic, and policy wonks.  However, the Boston locals:
law enforcement, politicians, and the media, knew it had a working
collaboration that had to be considered a *miracle.* 

The June 1st cover of Newsweek, God vs. Gangs, and the multiple
supporting stories inside, made a local *miracle* a national obsession. 
Rev. Rivers, and his staff at the Baker House, could not have prepared
for the deluge of calls from people domestically, and internationally.  The
nature of the calls range from help to start local Ten Points-- to calls from
churches seeking help from gangs intimidating them--numerous law
enforcement groups demanding help for their communities--and the
media from every conceivable medium--visual, electronic, radio, and
print, desiring more of the story.

Is it a bad idea to sit back and enjoy the favor of a nation, and be *the
hottest idea* in America (clergy fighting crime) at least for a week?

Rev. Rivers deflated such a possibility by reminding us to stay on point
and continue to do the work that God has called us to.  Which is to stop
youth gangs and violence and direct this at-risk population towards
productive activities such as summer jobs and summer camps.

Staying on Point:

In the month of June, under Rev. Brown's coordination, every public
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school and many private schools were visited.  The message to the
children was clear-- stay away from gangs! This message was
delivered in tandem by the NTLF clergy and law enforcement, yet, the
message came with a practical promise, *kids who want summer jobs
will have them and kids who want a summer experience can enjoy one
as well.*

The above promise was heard in 55 schools and heard by over 3,000
school age children.  NTLF presented a list of over 450 children seeking
summer employment to the Mayor of Boston.  In addition to the jobs, well
over 100 children wanted a summer camp experience.  The Baker House
over the past several months has  planned 4 separate camps for the
summer: science, sports, job-readiness, and music.  Would NTLF and the
Baker House be able to deliver the jobs as promised as well as  the
camps?  The answer will be known in next month's newsletter.
A Personal Story     

It is the early 70s, Vietnam, Patty Hearst, pictures of Nixon on the toilet
having a smoke, and animated cartoons of the Jackson 5, featuring a
marvelously handsome, negroid featured phenom named Michael.  The
place is New Haven CT, Yale University, nude streakers, The Black
Panthers, The Bobby Seale Trial, The Hells Angels Murder Trial, The New
Haven Green, and a statue of Nathan Hale offering his regrets.  This for
me is home and my social context.

It is during the time above, that I had the pleasure of being in a summer
camp program directed by an irascible Yale student.  This student was
part of a cadre of  Black Yalies that left an indelible impression on me that
black was the short and concise meaning for beautiful.  I can still vividly
remember thanking God for two things: the first for being Black, the
second for being male.  Of course, the fact that I was also a poor kid,
living in the projects, was an issue that needed further review and
clarification during my times with the Creator.

Now this Yale student could always be seen arguing with fellow
students on the street corners of the campus, and it wasn't unusual to
catch him reading books in the Yale Co-op.  This Yalie made being a
*brain* cool, but then he vanished.

After more than two decades, two mortgages, another pair of eyes
(glasses), two cars (paid for and discarded), two college degrees, two
children, and thanks be to God, one wife, I by God's humor and
providence, a former Buppie (Black Urban Professional) and suburbanite,
find myself  working for that same irascible Yalie and now Harvard man
on Boston's mean streets.  I affectionately call him *Wildman*; the rest of
you know him as Rev. Eugene F. Rivers 3d.  Amen.

The Current Political Situation

The late Max Horkheimer was a Marxist philosopher, a social critic, and
for much of his life a known atheist.  However, towards the end of his
life, he began to write favorably about theology and its ability to be
oppositional against unfair social conditions.  Yet the practice of the
Modern Church, in Horkheimer's view, seemed grossly different than the
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one Christ intended.  For him the Church failed, *to translate its conviction
of the existence of an all-bountiful God into practice in the course of the
history that it has dominated and on which it has made its mark.*   

The Church has been and is now under severe criticism from an
unbelieving world.  The criticism is positive and negative.  This is true
because of the attention that faith-based organizations and churches are
receiving from leading public policy gurus and pundits.  Tragically, and
with an amazing flair for arrogance, Christians all too often reject
out-of-hand the critique of the world.  It is, they claim, *the carping of
unregenerate, and deluded secular humanists.*  In contrast to this
position, Hans Kung once asked:  *Would God perhaps look different if
he were seen in light of the concrete Jesus instead of the concrete
Church?*

Christians should be sensitive to the times in which they live and seek to
develop practical means to show Christianity's relevance to the
social-cultural conditions of their day.  In addition, the theology that a
church proclaims must be consistent with its practice.  Theology and
practice should not be separated.  We have to love more and find ways
to give more to our societies.  Today, in the United States, NTLF, has
caught the eyes and the ears of the country because it took ownership
for a devastating social problem--youth gangs.  Currently in the US,  at
least for the moment, God and faith are in the center of public square
debates.

Therefore when Christians take on the social ills of a society, ills that
place their comfort and lives in the balance, they present to the world a
God with hands.   However,  if  the Church does not continue to present
a *concrete Jesus* below is the alternative:

Have you heard of that madman who lit a lantern in the bright morning
hours, ran to the market place, and cried incessantly. *I seek God! I seek
God!*  As many of those who do not believe in God were standing
around just then, he provoked much laughter. . . . 

*Whither is God,* he cried. *I shall tell you.  We have killed him---you and
I.  All of us are murderers. . . God is dead.  God remains dead.  And we
have killed him. . . .* (Nietzsche, The Gay Science (1882), sec.) 

Local Peace to the City Campaign Coordinator:

Rev. Jeffrey Brown
National Ten Point Leadership Foundation
Ella J. Baker House
411 Washington Street
Boston, MA 02124
USA
Phone: +1-617-282-6704
FAX: +1-617-354-2269
http://www.NTLF.org/

------------------------  End of message from list: pov-l  ---->
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Return-Path: <owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org>
Date: Tue, 25 Aug 1998 16:52:53 +0200
From: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>
To: pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Subject: pov-l: Bulletin from Durban, South Africa
Sender: owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Reply-To: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>

------------------------  Start of message from list: pov-l ---->

Durban Peace to the City Campaign
August 1998 Bulletin

Growing the Kingdom of God: The Umbilo Crisis Care Centre 

The Umbilo Crisis Care Centre grew from the Umbilo Combined Ministers'
Fellowship, an informal fellowship of some twelve churches in the area.
Their desire is to serve the community in a practical and relevant way,
particularly at a time when the church is often viewed as irrelevant!

The churches were invited to the local Community Policing Forum
meetings, and two representatives began attending monthly. When the
call for a crisis centre or trauma room was voiced at this forum, the
matter was referred back to the churches through the Ministers'
Fellowship. Initially there was no room available at the police station, but
after an all-night prayer meeting at which this request was made known,
the police offered us a room which was then equipped by the local
churches. Sponsorship also came from the local Spar (the Spar Group
have committed themselves to assist in the establishment of care centres
in the fight against crime), a local high school, the churches and certain
local stores.

The trauma room, or Crisis Care Centre as we elected to call it, is run on
a 24 hour, 7 days a week call-out system. Our mission is simply to
provide a support or care service at the police station and to refer the
victim to an appropriate organization for further help as and where
necessary - thus we are a link between the trauma and a suitable help
service. The police have a roster listing the churches on duty each day.
At present we are called to an average of seven cases per month. Most
of the ministers in the area have their names on the list and if they are
not in a position to respond personally to a call, they refer it to someone
in the church who would be a suitable care-giver for the particular crisis
situation. For example, in the event of a rape victim appealing for help, it
would be preferable to ask a woman care-giver to attend. This modus
operandi has very definite advantages - it has done away with the need
for much training as the ministers are aware of the capabilities of their
respective congregants. However, we do provide ongoing training
sessions on a variety of topics. Involving the ministers in this way has
also ensured their wholehearted support for the project. However,
ministers are very busy people with many calls upon their time and
energy, and so the training sessions have not always been attended by
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them, understandable too in the light of their already having had
comprehensive training in pastoral duties. An alternative way of
"staffing" the crisis care centre is to select and train intensively a group
of some twenty volunteers and have two or three on duty each week.
Care-givers from one of our churches have elected to take shifts in
manning the crisis room one day a week, and have found that they are
often able to be of service to police staff as well. Our next step is to
provide a "safe place" overnight for those destitute and desperate and
we hope in due course to be able to do this.

The police have been careful to respond wisely and not to abuse the
service, and every call which we have received to date has recorded
"yes" to the question "Was this a valid call?" In addition to a basic record
of the details of each call, we also have available in the crisis care room
a comprehensive file of useful information such as lists of professional
referral services dealing with a wide variety of needs - child care, drug
and substance abuse, women and child abuse, AIDS assistance,
refugee aid - and also various religious services. Although our Crisis
Care centre is Christian in origin and essence, we would certainly assist
someone in need to relate to another religious organization at their
request. Our file is updated and expanded as we encounter new
situations. Recently we have been approached by the mortuary in our
area and will be extending our call cover there as well, with training
provided for our care-givers on how to manage these grief related calls.

We still have a way to go in many areas as we week to build
relationships with the police - we do publish a six-weekly prayer sheet
relating to the needs of the area, but we could pray for the police
personally by name, supply them with biscuits for tea occasionally, and
make contact when they are ill or in need. The "Adopt a Cop" programme
on the Berea is more attuned to the needs of the police. The Hillcrest
area has a crisis centre which functions effectively in a local rural
community, being manned by members of that local community. One of
the problems we face in our urban area is that our care-givers are white
while victims referred to us are often from the black community. While
the police are most helpful in translating and assisting it would be ideal to
have available care-givers from backgrounds similar to those of the
victims. We would also ideally provide speakers of the many languages
spoken in our area.

The Umbilo Crisis Care centre project has taken time to build. However, it
has also served to bring the leaders and members of the various
denominations together in both work and fellowship, and in this way to
grow the Kingdom of God, and to reach out beyond ourselves in the
name of our Lord Jesus Christ.

--------------------------------------------
Peace to the City! - Durban
Coordinator: Mike Vorster, Diakonia Council of Churches
coord@durbanpeace.org.za
Tel: +27-31-305-6001
Fax: +27-31-306-2486
http://www.durbanpeace.org.za
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-------------------------------------------

------------------------  End of message from list: pov-l  ---->



80825.05.txt[5/3/2017 1:36:47 PM]

Return-Path: <dkimball@clw.org>
Date: Tue, 25 Aug 1998 12:13:02 -0400 (EDT)
X-Sender: dkimball@[204.245.159.2]
To: mupj@igc.org (H Hallman)
From: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
Subject: religious leaders brkfst

Howard:

Upon further reflection (it didn't take too long), I can commit the
Coalition to covering the costs of the breakfast bill (i.e. food in the
range of about 40 pple x $7). I do not think I can afford the cost of the
phone hook up, the cost of which could vary immensely depending on whether
you ask the callers to foot their part of the bill or not.

I would just ask that you show me a copy of any official invite, agenda,
and/or flyer for the meeting so that I can check it for possible grassroots
lobbying "call to action" language which would, as I mentioned on the phone,
create problems for the Coalition's sponsorship.

Also, I would appreciate it if you would allow me to distribute some select
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers CTBT propoganda at the meeting (such as
the brochure, web site flyer, polling press release).

Please let me know if there is anything else ... otherwise I'll see you soon
and expect a bill  after the 16th.

Best,

DK
___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
___________________________________
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Cc: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com, a-days@motherearth.org
Date: Wed, 26 Aug 1998 14:32:36 +1000
From: FoE Sydney - Nuclear Campaign <nonukes@foesyd.org.au>
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: Clinton/Yeltsin Sign on Letter
To: ABOLITION-EUROPE@vlberlin.comlink.de, abolition-caucus@igc.org
X-Sender: foesyd4@tig.com.au (Unverified)

John Hallam
Friends of the Earth Sydney,
Suite 15,
1st Floor, 104 Bathurst Street,
Sydney, NSW, 2000.

Fax(61)(2)9283-2005 ph(61)(2)9283-2006.

nonukes@foesyd.org.au    http://www.peg.apc.org/~foesydney/

NOTE E-MAIL ADDRESS, nonukes@foesyd.org.au

Dear people,
If you still want to sign on this letter, all you need to is send me your
non-cyberspace adres/fax/phone no, together with a clearly expressed
intention to sign on.

As you see, it now has quite a few signatories.

It will be faxed to Yeltsin and Clinton sometime next week, and then
released to media.

In its final form, I will include peoples non-cyberspace adresses as well
as e-mails at the bottom of the letter, as well as a 'from the above' in
front.

SIGN-ON LETTER

TO:
THE HONOURABLE PRESIDENT BORIS YELTSIN,
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNMENT,
KRASNOPRESENSKAYA-2,
MOSCOW, RUSSIA,
+7-095-205-4219, +7-095-206-5173

THE HONOURABLE PRESIDENT  CLINTON,
THE WHITE HOUSE,
WASHINGTON, U.S.,
1-202-456-2461, 1-202-456-2883.

CC ALL UN AMBASSADORS (BY E-MAIL)
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RE: SUBCRITICAL NUCLEAR TESTING
DE-ALERTING NUCLEAR WEAPONS SYSTEMS.

FROM:
FRIENDS OF THE EARTH AUSTRALIA,
SYDNEY ANTI- BASES ACTION CAMPAIGN COALITION
PAX CHRISTI NEW SOUTH WALES
KEITH M. ARMSTRONG, Q.U.T. CENTRE FOR INNOVATION IN THE ARTS,
JABILUKA ACTION GROUP QUEENSLAND.
ZOHL D' ISHTAR, WOMEN FOR A NUCLEAR-FREE AND INDEPENDENT PACIFIC.
GRAHAM DANIELL, PEOPLE FOR NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT, WESTERN AUSTRALIA.
SARAH MILLER, DIRECTOR, PERTH INSTITUTE OF CONTEMPORARY ARTS, W.A.,
SASKIA KOUWENBERG, NIMBIN ENVIRONNENT CENTRE, N.S.W.,
DR. HELEN CALDICOTT, N.S.W.,
ENVIRONMENT CENTRE OF WESRTERN AUSTRALIA.

SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL UNION RUSSIA (VLADIMIR SLIVIAK)
ECODEFENSE (ALEXANDRA KOROLEVA)
WORLD INFORMATION SERVICE ON ENERGY KALININGRAD (GALINA RAGOUZHINA)
ANTINUCLEAR CAMPAIGN OF SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL UNION
SEIMENS BOYCOTT, ECODEFENSE. (PAVEL MALYSHEV)
HOLD COLOUR ENVIRONMENT GROUP, KALININGRAD (DENIS KUKUSHEV)
EDUARD GALYAMOV, STATE UNIVRSITY OF UFA.
URAINIAN ECOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION ZELENY ZVIT (ANATOLY ZOLOTUKHIN)
ANDREY BATISHEV, 'STAKS' RADIOLOGICAL CENTRE, MARIUMPOL, UKRAINE
DR VIKTOR KHAZAN, IST VICE- CHAIR, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH UKRAINE,
FRIENDS OF THE EARTH GEORGIA/GEORGIA GREENS, TBILSI, GEORGIA (MANANA KOCHLADZE)
ALLA SHEVCHUK, SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL UNION UKRAINE,

FELICITY HILL, WOMENS INTERNATIONAL LEAGUE FOR PEACE AND FREEDOM (NY/GENEVA)
PROPOSITION-1 COMMITTEE, WASHINGTON, US (ELLEN THOMAS)
SHUNDAHAI NETWORK
ALICE SLATER, GLOBAL RESOURCE ACTION CENTRE FOR THE ENVIRONMENT (US).
MARJI EDGUER, PRESIDENT, CLEVELAND PEACE ACTION, OHIO.
PRESTON J. TRUMAN, DOWNWINDERS.
JUDITH H. JOHNSRUD,  DIRECTOR, ENVIRONMENTAL COALITION ON NUCLEAR POWER,
MARYLIA KELLEY, TRI-VALLEY CITIZENS AGAINST A RADIOACTIVE ENVIRONMENT,
LIVERMORE, CALIFORNIA.
INGA OLSON, SACRAMENTO CITIZENS ALONG THE TRACKS.
HOWARD J. HALLMAN, CHAIR, METHODISTS UNITED FOR PEACE WITH JUSTICE,
WASHINGTON, D.C.,
CHARD NEILSEN, DIRECTOR, CITIZEN ALERT, NEVADA.
ANNE ANDERSON, CORDINATOR, PSYCHOLOGISTS FOR SOCIAL RESPONSIBIITY, US.
PEACE ACTION MAINE.
ELLEN R. ROBINSON, CO-CHAIRPERSON, PEACE ACTION, YOUNGSTOWN OHIO.
PETER WILK, M.D., MAINE PHYSICIANS FOR SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY.
ROGER SNYDER, SOUND AND HUDSON AGAINST ATOMIC DEVELOPMENT, NY.
FRED MILLER, PEACE ACTION WASHINGTON.
CAROLL WEBBER, 1ST AND 3RD CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT CHAPTER OF PEACE ACTION,
NORTH CAROLINA.
DAVID MC REYNOLDS, WAR RESISTERS LEAGUE.
BARBARA WIEDENER, DIRECTOR, GRANDMOTHERS FOR PEACE INTERNATIONAL.
SONYA OSTROM, PRESIDENT, METRO NEW YORK PEACE ACTION.
BRUCE DREW, PRAIRIE ISLAND COALITION. MINNEAPOLIS.
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CALIFORNIANS FOR RADIOACTIVE SAFEGUARDS (ERNEST EGOTEIN)
GREG MELLO, LOS ALAMOS STUDY GROUP
MOLLY JOHNSON, COORDINATOR, SAVE WARD VALLEY, CALIF.
LAWYERS COMMITTEE ON NUCLEAR POLICY (ALYN WARE)
JAY COGHLAN, PROGRAM DIRECTOR, CONCERNED CITIZENS FOR NUCLEAR SAFETY, SANTA FE.
JONI THISSEN, SAN JOSE PEACE CENTRE, CALIF.
CAROL JAHNKOW, PEACE RESOURCE CENTRE OF SAN DIEGO.
BOB KINSEY, ROCKY MOUNTAIN CONFERENCE UNITED CHURCH OF CHRIST PEACE AND
JUSTICE TASK FORCE, COLORADO.
BERYL SCHWARTZ, COLORADO PEACE ACTION US.
JACQUELINE CABASSO, WESTERN STATES LEGAL FOUNDATION.

COMMANDER ROB GREEN, CHAIR, WORLD COURT PROJECT UK.
KATE DEWES, VICE PRESIDENT, INTERNATIONAL PEACE BUREAU(NZ).
PETER LOW, QUAKERS OF NEW ZEALAND.

LINDIS PERCY AND ANNI RAINBOW, CAMPAIGN FOR THE ACCOUNTABILITY OF AMERICAN
BASES, U.K.
CLAUS BIEGERT, NUCLEAR- FREE FUTURE AWARD, GERMANY/AUSTRIA.
EVA GOES, M.P., GREEN PARTY SWEDEN.
RAGNHILD POHANKA, GREEN PARTY SWEDEN.
CARLA, POLITIEK INFORCENTRUM WAGENINGEN, NETHERLANDS.
AK MALTEN, GLOBAL ANTI-NUCLEAR ALIANCE, THE HAGUE.
ASEED EUROPE, AMSTERDAM, NETHERLANDS.
MARTIN KALINOWSKI, INTERNATIONAL NETWORK OF ENGINEERS AND SCIENTISTS
AGAINST PROLIFERATION, DARMSTADT, GERMANY.
KIKA PITSILLIDOU, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH CYPRUS.
JACOB SORENSON, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH DENMARK.
GODWIN OJO, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH NIGERIA.

Dear Presidents Yeltsin and Clinton,
We, the undersigned,  urge you  to halt the  subcritical nuclear tests
planned by both your countries.  It is our strong hope that , when you meet
with each other in early September, your discussions include the halting of
subcritical testing, and an assessment of the feasibility of taking nuclear
weapons off hair-trigger alert, thereby taking the first steps identified
by the Canberra Commission toward nuclear disarmament.

These decisions are largely in your hands. We representing millions in
civil society urge you to be courageous in recognising the non -
proliferation and disarmament warning signal given by testing in South Asia
and to maximise the window of opportunity now open to you. De-Alerting and
halting subcritical testing are objectives that can be achieved by
executive action.  It is not necessary either to pass legislation or to
appropriate money in either the US or Russia to achieve these aims.

Russia plans to proceed with a subcritical nuclear test on the island of
Novaya Zemlaya, before the onset of the Northern winter. In the US, the
planned 'Bagpipe' subcritical test is planned for late next September, and
preparations for it are well under way.

Neither the planned Russian nor the US tests should proceed, either now or
in the future. An agreement between the two of you to cancel both
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subcritical tests and to de-alert nuclear forces would send the correct
signals to the latest entrants to the nuclear arms race, India and
Pakistan. On the other hand, to proceed with the subcritical tests planned
by both nations sends entirely the wrong nonproliferation and disarmament
signals.

To fail to take the opportunity of the coming September meeting to take
strategic nuclear forces off alert status as recommended most recently by
the eight-nation New Agenda Coalition  quoting Australia's Canberra
Commission on the Elimination of Nuclear Weapons,  as well as by the
statement of 60 military leaders from around the globe,(1996), the US
National Academy of Sciences (1997) and by over 1000 NGO's worldwide,  is
to fail to take advantage  of the currently friendly relations between your
two nations and to forgo a cost-free opportunity to make the world a safer
place.

Recent failures in communication in Russian strategic forces such as that
which took place recently in which a Norwegian weather research rocket was
mistaken for an incoming missile, show the extreme dangers associated with
keeping nuclear forces on alert status. Similar failures have repeatedly
occurred in US command and control systems associated with its strategic
missile forces. De-Alerting nuclear strategic forces would eliminate the
extreme dangers posed by these failures.  It would in addition, set a good
example to India and Pakistan, in attempts to convince them not to deploy
their own weapons,  and would be a positive step toward the implementation
of the NPT obligation on the NWS to achieve complete nuclear disarmament.

Subcritical testing, while it may or may not be within the bare letter of
the CTBT, violates its spirit and intent. The rationale behind a ban on
further nuclear testing is to prevent the further development of nuclear
weapons. Subcritical testing, combined with sophisticated computer
simulation capabilities such as the US  and Russia undoubtedly possess, as
well as facilities such as NIF(National Ignition Facility)) and DAHRT (Dual
Axis Hydrodynamic Radiographic Test facility) in the US, and their Russian
equivalents, allows the further refinement and optimisation of existing
weapons designs, as well as the possible development of new weapons designs
without an actual explosive test.

Notwithstanding statements by Russias first Deputy Atomic Energy Minister
Lev Ryabev, that subcritical testing is necessary for stockpile
maintainance, this is  not  the case. In the US, subcritical testing has
been linked to the development of new and modified nuclear weapons.

Subcritical testing is undoubtedly provocative to 'new' nuclear nations
such as India and Pakistan, and presumably also to Israel. Indian strategic
thinkers have specifically stated to the author of this letter, that a US
programme of subcritical tests would be a 'tripwire' for an Indian test
programme. India's test did in fact, follow after a series of US
subcriticals.  India has stated that a major reason for conducting the
recent tests was a desire to develop computer programmes to benefit from
their own programme of subcritical tests. Subcritical test preparations,
whether in the US, Russia, or India, are indistinguishable from actual test
preparations.
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Russian and US subcritical testing, taken together in the immediate wake of
Indian and Pakistani explosive tests, is destabilising in the extreme, and
strengthens the hands of those who want to further develop the nuclear
weapons capabilities of their countries. Even were the situation better
than that of the immediate aftermath of nuclear explosive testing in the
Indian subcontinent, it would still be the case that subcritical testing in
either Russia or the US entrenches the development of nuclear weapons still
further. Subcritical testing can only be negative from the point of view of
the clear legal obligation of both Russia and the US, articulated in the
unanimous judgment of the International Court of Justice, to bring to a
conclusion negotiations for the elimination of nuclear weapons.

On the other hand, if either nation, or better still, both Russia and the
US, agree to desist from further subcritical testing, and further agree to
remove their strategic weapons from alert, one small but real step will
have been taken  toward fulfilling the legal obligations of both nations
to eliminate nuclear  weapons.

These decisions can easily be made by either of the two of you at an
executive level, and cost nothing.

Yours Sincerely,
Signed
....
....etc.
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To: FoE Sydney - Nuclear Campaign <nonukes@foesyd.org.au>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Clinton/Yeltsin Sign on Letter
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 02:32 PM 8/26/98 +1000, you wrote:
>John Hallam
>Friends of the Earth Sydney,
>Suite 15,
>1st Floor, 104 Bathurst Street,
>Sydney, NSW, 2000.
>
>Fax(61)(2)9283-2005 ph(61)(2)9283-2006.
>
>nonukes@foesyd.org.au    http://www.peg.apc.org/~foesydney/
>
>NOTE E-MAIL ADDRESS, nonukes@foesyd.org.au
>
>Dear people,
>If you still want to sign on this letter, all you need to is send me your
>non-cyberspace adres/fax/phone no, together with a clearly expressed
>intention to sign on.
>
>As you see, it now has quite a few signatories....

Dear John:

In your signature list you have my middle initial wrong.  It's "W" (for Wesley, being a Methodist). 

I note that you plan to fax the letter to Clinton and Yeltsin next week.  Are you aware that their meeting begins on 
Tuesday, September 1? 

Shalom,
Howard
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Return-Path: <dkimball@clw.org>
Date: Wed, 26 Aug 1998 08:52:47 -0400 (EDT)
X-Sender: dkimball@[204.245.159.2]
To: ctbt@2020vision.org (Marie Rietmann), dculp@igc.apc.org, mupj@igc.org,
        kathy@fcnl.org, disarmament@igc.org
From: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
Subject: inspiration from the Kyoto Treaty campaign

August 26

TO: friends involved in mobilizing religious community support for the test
ban and nuclear disarmament

FR: Daryl Kimball

RE: food for thought

As you plan for the upcoming interfaith breakfast on the CTBT on the 16th, I
thought that the following article from The New York Times on the activities
of major religious organizations in connection with the global climate
change issue.

Perhaps we might be able to learn from or even replicate such religious
community activism in connection with our efforts on the CTBT and nuclear
disarmament debate.

DK

**********

          August 15, 1998, Saturday 
          Section: National Desk 

          Religious Groups Mount a Campaign To Support Pact on
          Global Warming 

          By JOHN H. CUSHMAN Jr. 

          The political debate on global warming, long dominated by
arguments over science and economics, is spilling over into pulpits and pews
as religious organizations speak out about morality, faith and the Kyoto
Protocol. 

          Major church groups in the United States are mounting an unusually
broad and active campaign to persuade the Senate to approve the protocol, an
international agreement to fight climate change that was negotiated in Japan
last year, leaders of the effort say. 

          Many Protestant, Greek Orthodox and Jewish groups, including black
churches and some evangelicals, have joined the campaign, although Roman
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Catholic bishops are still considering their stance on global warming and
some of the nation's more conservative Christian groups, like the Southern
Baptist Convention, are not participating. 

          In a letter to President Clinton and the senators, 22 member
churches of the National Council of Churches pledged to work for approval of
the Kyoto Protocol, calling it ''an important move toward protecting God's
children and God's creation.'' 

          The Kyoto treaty calls on developed countries to make deep cuts in
emissions of heat-trapping gases like the carbon dioxide that comes from
burning fossil fuels, with the United States reducing 1990 levels by 7
percent over the next 10 to 15 years. 

          The Rev. Joan Brown Campbell, the council's general secretary,
said the group wanted the climate issue to be ''a litmus test for the faith
community.'' Ms. Brown said the churches would demand that the United States
lead the way on fighting global warming without requiring actions by the
developing world, a condition the Senate has already set. 

          And in an unusual grass-roots campaign, an interfaith coalition,
the National Religious Partnership for the Environment, plans to have
members of the clergy and lay lobbyists focus on senators from nine states
that stretch from Appalachia across the Midwest. 

          The states include West Virginia and Michigan, where the coal and
auto industries are powerful opponents of the treaty. Some of the region's
senators, like Richard G. Lugar of Indiana and Chuck Hagel of Nebraska, both
Republicans, are considered especially influential in the climate debate. 

          In October, the churches will bring together about 100 people in
Columbus, Ohio, to coordinate the advocacy work in congregations across the
region, organizers say. 

          ''This is two parts ground swell and one part mobilization,'' said
Paul Gorman, the executive director of the religious partnership. ''This is
really about the future of religious life itself.'' 

          Kim Winchell of Freeland, Mich., a medical laboratory technician
who coordinates about 32 Michigan Lutheran congregations on environmental
issues, said, ''I plan to network, network, network and pray a lot.'' 

          Susan Harlow of Indianapolis, a seminarian who works with youth
groups through the Church of Christ, said she was called to environmental
causes during a course in prophetic ministry, which she defined as
''speaking the hard truth, speaking out on issues that people would rather
not deal with.'' 

          The Rev. Christopher Bender of the Assumption Greek Orthodox
Church in Morgantown, W.Va., said his efforts on climate change ''really
have a long way to go.'' 

          ''Given the fact that we live in West Virginia, the first step is
just to get the subject on the table,''  Father Bender said. ''Perhaps over
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the course of time we can also change hearts and minds.'' 

          The campaign on climate issues reflects a determination among
churches in the past decade to involve the faithful more directly in matters
like the disproportionate effects of pollution on poor people or the need to
save endangered species. 

          When Pope John Paul II delivered his ''Ecological Crisis'' message
in 1989, he said industrial nations could not demand that the third world
set restrictive environmental standards without doing so first themselves. 

          Like other religious leaders, Catholic officials said they viewed
global warming as a moral issue with profound importance for the world's
poor, who stand to suffer most from disruptions to the climate.

          But they said it would take time for American bishops to consider
where they stand on the treaty's specifics. Two committees are considering
the issue. 

          John Carr, secretary of the department of social development at
the United States Catholic Conference, said the bishops ''understand there
is a lot at stake here, and want to think our way through this.'' 

          At times, the convergence of religion and environmentalism has
cast secular environmentalists and believers in unfamiliar roles. 

          At a conference last year in Santa Barbara, Calif., it was hard to
say which was more notable: the pronouncement by Ecumenical Patriarch
Bartholomew, the Eastern Orthodox Christian leader, that polluting was a
sin, or the public apology by Carl Pope, the executive director of the
Sierra Club,  for the rejection of religion by his generation of
environmentalists. 

          Some participants said they expected resistance to the injection
of morality into the climate debate. 

          ''I don't believe that there is a consensus in the country that it
is a moral issue,'' said Mark Jacobs, director of the Coalition on the
Environment and Jewish Life. The coalition, which brings together 26
national Jewish organizations spanning the spectrum from Reform to Orthodox,
is participating in the campaign. 

          ''Many people don't believe we have an obligation to curtail our
life style to protect future
generations,'' Mr. Jacobs said. 

          The discussion in religious circles on global warming can be just
as complex as the parallel debates in economic and scientific circles. 

          ''There is considerable debate in the scientific community on the
whole issue of global warming, enough to learn that working scientists are
not monolithic on the question,'' said William Merrell, a spokesman for the
Southern Baptist Convention. ''The convention itself has not taken a
position, and in view of the unsettled science, it seems unlikely that we
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will take such a position.'' 

          The National Association of Evangelicals has also largely stayed
away from environmental issues, although it is planning a conference to
discuss them next March. 
___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
___________________________________
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com>
X-Sender: slatera@204.141.205.3
Date: Wed, 26 Aug 1998 14:37:56 -0400
To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com, tinabell@walrus.com,
        warpeace@interport.net, kcantw9473@aol.com, lcnp@aol.com,
        eenloe@afsc.org, falvo@nymc.edu, garyblsp@aol.com, sfraser@igc.org,
        cmtinnitus@aol.com, gkarlsson@igc.apc.org, nypaxchristi@igc.apc.org,
        jklotz@walrus.com, troderick@igc.org, wrl@igc.apc.org, jem@igc.apc.org,
        icjpny@aol.com, paintl@igc.apc.org, crramey@igc.apc.org,
        wedo@igc.apc.org, psrnyc@igc.apc.org, paz4jus@aol.com,
        troderick@igc.org, eleventhhr@msn.com, msingsen@aol.com,
        hap99@igc.apc.org, disarmtimes@igc.apc.org, ptasso@pipeline.com,
        lcnp@aol.com, srfnyusa@igc.apc.org, johnanne@ctconverge.com,
        assar@york.cuny.edu, peaceact@aol.com, dsdix@aol.com,
        schell@hotmail.com, annezanes@aol.com, gale@igc.apc.org,
        elkins@mail.execnet.com, Johnrandall@mail.execnet.com,
        metropeace@aol.com, icbutler@mindspring.com
From: ASlater <aslater@gracelinks.org>
Subject: (abolition-usa) ACTION ALERT/MANDELA'S VISIT
Sender: owner-abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com
Reply-To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com

Dear Abolitionists,
Earlier I posted a message that Nelson Mandela is expected in New York
during the General Assembly.  We have also learned that he may be
addressing the Congress.  WE NEED TO GET LOTS OF LETTERS TO HIM URGING THAT
HE SPEAK OUT FORCEFULLY FOR NUCLEAR ABOLITION. Mandela is the only world
leader on the stage today who can command the attention of the US media and
the public.  If he comes to the US, it is critical that he speak out in
favor of nuclear abolition to gain the public's ear.

Please send a copy of your letter to Mandela to the NY Mission and DC
Embassy.(addresses below) and post your letter to the caucus so we can keep
track.  My letter follows this message.  Many thanks.  Alice Slater

Write to:
Nelson Mandela
Private Bag x1000
Pretoria, 0001
South Africa

Thank him for South Africa's leadership role in the New Agenda Coalition
and urge him to speak out on the need to begin negotiations now on a treaty
to eliminate nuclear weapons.  

Please fax or mail copies to:
Ambassador Khiphsuizi Jele
Permanent Mission of South Africa to the UN
333 East 38th St.
New York, NY  10016
212-692-2498(fax)

Ambassador Franklin A. Sonn
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Embassy of South Africa
3051 Massachusetts Ave. NW
Washington, DC 20008
202-265-1607(fax)

     
August 26, 1998

President Nelson Mandela
Private Bag x1000
0001 Pretoria
South Africa

Dear President Mandela,

I am writing to thank you for the leadership and support given to the New
Agenda Coalition by South Africa.  It is essential that the nuclear weapons
states move swiftly towards nuclear abolition before too many other
countries go nuclear.

I have learned that you are expected in New York to address the UN General
Assembly, and to Washington DC to address the US Congress.  As the only
world leader today with the moral authority to command the attention of the
US media and the respect of the US public, I urge you to speak out
strongly, while you are in America, in favor of immediate steps for nuclear
abolition and for negotiations to begin immediately on a treaty to
eliminate the nuclear scourge.

My organization is a member of Abolition 2000, a burgeoning global network
of over 1100 NGOs working for the elimination of nuclear weapons.  An
Abolition 2000 Working Group of scientists, international lawyers, and
policy makers produced a Model Nuclear Weapons Convention which has been
submitted to the UN as an official document by Costa Rica.  The Model
Convention lays out a roadmap to nuclear disarmament with adequate controls
and verification.  For those who say this is an impractical task, please
let them know that it is impractical, immoral, and dangerous for the elite
club of nuclear weapons states to cling to their nuclear arsenals.  South
Africa led the way by giving up their nuclear weapons.  Other states must
follow.

We are now organizing a US Nuclear Abolition Campaign.  Unfortunately,
these issues are hardly ever covered in our media.  Indeed, there has been
no mention of the New Agenda Coalition in the US media.  Please speak out
forcefully on this issue during your visit.   It will be an enormous help
to those of us in the US who are trying to capture public attention and
create the political will to end the toxic legacy of the nuclear age.

With much gratitude for your leadership and support.

Sincerely,
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Alice Slater

cc: Ambassador Khiphusizi Jele, South African Mission, NY
 Ambassador Franklin Sonn, Embassy of South Africa, Wash. DC

Alice Slater
Global Resource Action Center for the Environment
15 East 26 St.
New York, NY  10010
212-726-9161(tel)
212-726-9160(fax)

GRACE is a member of Abolition 2000: A Global Network for the Elimination
of Nuclear Weapons

-
 To unsubscribe to abolition-usa, send an email to "majordomo@xmission.com"
 with "unsubscribe abolition-usa" in the body of the message.
 For information on digests or retrieving files and old messages send
 "help" to the same address.  Do not use quotes in your message.
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To: relctbt
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Meeting September 8, Breakfast September 16
Cc: ctbt
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Colleagues:

1.  The next meeting of the interfaith group on the CTBT will be on Tuesday, September 8 from 1:00 to 2:30 p.m. at the 
Mott House, 122 Maryland Avenue, NE, Washington, DC.  This is a change from the previously scheduled date of 
September 9, a change made in order to avoid conflicting with a meeting of Churches for Middle East Peace.  The 
agenda will focus on our final push in this session of Congress to get the Senate to make a binding commitment to have 
a vote on the CTBT in 1999.

2.  The breakfast meeting on the CTBT will take place from 8:30 to 10:00 a.m., Wednesday, September 16 at the Mott 
House.  The intent is to bring in a wider range of persons from the religious community to help build support for the 
CTBT.  However, there are some details not yet tied down, so I need your advice.

Just as I was ready to send out letters of invitation to heads of communion who signed "A Statement of American 
Religious Leaders: Ratify the CTBT" but whose denominations haven't been involved in the ratification campaign, I 
discovered that Senator Jeffords has not made a final commitment to be at the breakfast.  He'll be back in town next 
Wednesday, September 2, and only then will his staff be able to determine whether he will appear.  Therefore, I am 
holding off the invitations until we have have a firm commitment from Senator Jeffords.   I just don't want to use the 
"*invited" ploy.  Unfortunately this puts us in a time bind.

It has been suggested that even if Senator Jeffords consents to appear we would be well advised to have Senate staff 
present to answer technical questions and to continue the discussion in case the senator can stay only a brief time.  
Another suggestion is to have staff from the National Security Council, such as Steve Andresson (sp?) present for the 
same reason and also to serve as a last minute substitute for Senator Jeffords.  It is further suggested that if Senator 
Jeffords says "no" next Wednesday or Thursday, we can feature the NSC staff person in our invitation (given the 
extreme unlikelihood of lining up another senator with one day's notice).  But since NSC will be away next week for the 
Clinton-Yeltsin summit, we would have to get an expression of willingness this week, at least on a standby basis.

Please let me know as soon as possible by phone or fax (301 896-0013) or e-mail (mupj@igc.org) what you think about 
these alternatives.

Secondly, Walter Owensby and Marie Rietmann have checked out the costs of a conference call hookup so that 30 to 40 
activists around the country may listen to Senator Jeffords presentation and our strategy discussion.  This will cost 
approximately $1,000 for toll-free call in.  We have asked the Coalition to Prevent Nuclear Dangers to draw on their 
CTBT contingency fund to pay for the conference call and/or the cost of the breakfast (approximately $300).  They have 
agreed to the latter.  Therefore, we need to ask ourselves whether we can raise $1,000 from our own organizations.

My organization can contribute $100.  What about yours?  Can you make a contribution?  If so, how much?  Please let 
me know as soon as possible so that we determine whether we can afford to go ahead with this element of the CTBT 
breakfast.

Shalom,
Howard
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date:   Wed, 26 Aug 1998 14:50:10 -1000
From: Richard Salvador <salvador@hawaii.edu>
Reply-To: Richard Salvador <salvador@hawaii.edu>
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: 1998 South Pacific Forum Communique'
To: Abolition 2000 <abolition-caucus@igc.org>
X-Sender: salvador@uhunix4

Aloha Abolitionists,

FYI:

I include the Communique of the 1998 South Pacific Forum which concluded
yesterday in Palikir, capital of the Federated States of Micronesia. As
far as nuclear-related issues, there were no real changes from last year's
Communique in Rarotonga, only similar "reiteration" of "concerns" and
"positions"  regarding transshipment of radioactive wastes, token urgings
for other nations to ratify the CTBT, acknowledgement of "progress" on
NPT, anti-personnel landmines, a protocol to the BWC, etc, and not even
any mention of the New Agenda Coalition Declaration!  This was the worst
attended Forum, with 5 Prime Ministers unable to show up for one reason 
or another, and the Fijian Government accusing the environmental lobby in
New Zealand and Australia of hijacking the entire organization, and
forcing it to "waste time" on issues irrelevant to the Pacific.

The recently released IAEA study of radiation in French Polynesia has been
taken on by Greenpeace and America Samoa Delegate to US Congress Eni F.H.
Faleomavaega charging the report in delibrately failing to include impact
of the tests on humans and citing insufficient data to make the 
conclusions that it made on radiation effects in the environmental 
surroundings. The official Communique however cites the "residual 
contamination" of nuclear testing as "negligible." It is important to keep
in mind that the report was completed during the Chairmanship of Sir
Geoffrey Henry, Prime Minister of the Cook Islands, who has been
single-handedly lobbying for the re-inclusion of France in the regional
body, in return for development aid.  You may recall in my report from
Cook Islands last year that this is the same Prime Minister who chose not
to put on the Forum agenda, as he previously promised Independence leader
Oscar Temaru, the issue of independence for French Polynesia.  In return,
the Prime Minister received 30 brand new vehicles from the pro-French 
Tahiti Government, to use during the Forum meetings in Cook Islands.  The 
Pacific Island Nations often have three strikes against them, e.g. being
small enough to be not very significant in international politics, short
of cash always, as well as crowded with Judas guys eager to be prime 
ministers and presidents!

Paragraphs of interest are numbered 38-41, 44-56.

Thank you.

Richard Salvador
Honolulu, Hawai'i
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^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^

PACIFIC ISLANDS REPORT

Pacific Islands Development Program/Center for Pacific Islands Studies

TWENTY-NINTH SOUTH PACIFIC FORUM

Pohnpei, Federated States of Micronesia

August 24 - 25 , 1998

FORUM COMMUNIQUE

1. The Twenty-Ninth South Pacific Forum was held in Palikir, Pohnpei from
24 to 25 August 1998 and was attended by Heads of States and Governments
of the Cook Islands, Federated States of Micronesia, Fiji, Kiribati,
Nauru, Niue, Palau, the Republic of Marshall Islands, Tonga, Tuvalu and
Vanuatu; and representatives of Australia, New Zealand, Papua New Guinea,
Samoa and Solomon Islands. The Forum Retreat was held on Pohnpei at the
Village Hotel. 

2. The Forum thanked the Government and people of the Federated States of
Micronesia for their warm welcome and the generous hospitality provided to
all delegations to the Forum and for the arrangements made for its
meeting. 

>From Reform to Growth :
The Private Sector and Investment as the Keys to Prosperity

3. Leaders thanked the President of the Federated States of Micronesia for
his presentation on the Forum theme, "From Reform to Growth : The Private
Sector and Investment as the Keys to Prosperity." The Forum noted the
importance of the private sector and investment as the keys to economic
growth and agreed that efforts should be made to ensure macro economic
stability by improving fiscal discipline, further progressing public
sector reforms and broadening the tax base. It also emphasised the need to
introduce a wide range of policy, legal, regulatory and institutional
reforms which provide the private sector with a more favourable and 
competitive business environment. 

4. Leaders also thanked the Deputy Prime Minister of Papua New Guinea for
the presentation on the sub-theme of "Reform and the Private Sector:
Experience To Date." Leaders emphasised the critical need for Forum
Governments to implement their Economic Reform Programmes through private
sector participation that would encourage the promotion of economic growth
and prosperity among member countries of the region. 

5. Leaders recognised the importance of tourism and fisheries to the
economies of its member countries in particular the smaller ones. The
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Forum heard presentations by the President of Kiribati on fisheries and
the President of Palau on tourism under the sub-theme "Tourism and
Fisheries: Key Sectors for Private Investment and Growth." Leaders
gave strong endorsement to the proposed strategies for promoting these
sectors as outlined in the presentations as well as in the FEMM outcomes. 

6. In recognition of the fundamental role played by education and training
in enhancing the adaptability of Pacific Islanders to the rapidly changing
world and region, the Forum heard a presentation by the Prime Minister of
Tonga on the sub-theme "Education: Capacity Building for Private Sector
Growth," and agreed to address the key constraints identified in the
presentation. 

7. The Forum recognised the crucial importance of accessibility to capital
and the need for improved dialogue between the private sector and
financial institutions to better understand financial sector operations
and how it can facilitate economic development. It heard a presentation by
the Minister of Foreign Affairs of New Zealand on the sub-theme "Banks as
the Engine of Growth in the Private Sector," which addressed this
dimension of private sector development. 

8. Forum Leaders asked the Secretary General to consult members, SPOCC
agencies and other multilateral organisations on a programme of action to
advance the proposals contained in the thematic presentations and to
report to the Forum Chair. In regard to the recommendations on fisheries
issues presented by the President of Kiribati, Leaders agreed that FFA
consider them and take appropriate action as early as possible. Leaders
welcomed the offer by Kiribati to host the Fisheries Conference in Tarawa
to advance these initiatives. 

Forum Economic Ministers Meeting 

9. The Forum welcomed the outcome of the second Forum Economic Ministers
Meeting (FEMM2) which was held in Nadi, Fiji on 7-8 July 1998 and thanked
the Government of Fiji for hosting the meeting. Leaders noted that good
overall progress had been made in the implementation of the FEMM Action 
Plan, taking into account capacity constraints facing some members, the
back drop of region-specific difficulties, notably drought, and other
natural disasters and the problems faced by some member countries from the
Asian economic crisis. 

10. Leaders affirmed that the best way to respond to such difficulties is
by continuing to strengthen their economies by pursuit of the Forum
Economic Action Plan. They acknowledged that the success of the FEMM
process depended on effective implementation of the Action Plan by member
Governments. 

11. Leaders were encouraged by the additional strategies and measures
adopted by FEMM to enhance the impact of the Action Plan in furthering
economic reform. Leaders endorsed specific recommendations concerning the
region's response to undesirable financial activities, the promotion of
competitive telecommunication markets, the development of information
infrastructure as well as work related to the Forum Free Trade Area. They
agreed that when work on the free trade area framework is sufficiently
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advanced that a meeting of Forum Trade Ministers be convened to make
recommendations to the next Forum. 

12. Recognising the importance of efficient and effective communications
services for both national and regional development, the Forum agreed to
convene a Forum Communications Policy Ministerial meeting. The aim of the
meeting will be to promote competitive telecommunications markets and,
taking into account social and rural/urban equity concerns, discourage
unwarranted cross-subsidisation between service sectors; work towards the
development of a cooperative approach to information infrastructure and
regulatory services; and examine developments in relation to international
settlement rates for telecommunications services. 

13. The Forum considered international settlement rates for 
telecommunications services and the very serious implications for some 
Forum Island Countries of the decision by the United States to adjust
those rates with respect to its own telecommunications services. Leaders
strongly urged the United States to recognise the adverse consequences for
all Forum Island Countries of that decision and to respond favourably to
their concerns in that regard. 

14. The Forum recognised the special circumstances of the smaller Forum
member countries in the implementation of economic reforms under the
Action Plan and the need for strong support for their reform processes by
regional organisations and the donor community. 

15. The Forum directed that the Forum Secretariat continue to accord high
priority to facilitating the implementation of the Action Plan and
requested FEMM to report to the 1999 Forum on further progress in its
implementation. 

New Caledonia 

16. The Forum noted the report by the Forum Chair on his visit to New
Caledonia and expressed its appreciation to the Government of France and
the authorities in New Caledonia for facilitating the Chair's visit. Forum
Leaders also warmly welcomed the signing of the Noumea Accords by the two
main parties in New Caledonia, the FLNKS and the RPCR, and the French 
Government. 

17. The Forum reaffirmed its support for continuing contact with all  
communities in New Caledonia and reiterated its recognition of the rights  
of the people of New Caledonia to self-determination. In this regard, 
Leaders agreed to a continuing future monitoring role for the Forum 
Ministerial Committee on New Caledonia during the period of the Noumea 
Accords, particularly with respect to the referenda that will be conducted
pursuant to the Accords.

18. The Forum issued the Statement at Annex 1 on observership at the Forum
for New Caledonia. 

19. The Forum further noted that the existing criteria for observer status
would be re-examined in the light of New Caledonia's imminent admission as
an observer at the Forum. 
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Forum Aviation Policy Ministers Meeting 

20. Leaders welcomed the outcomes of the Forum Aviation Policy Ministers
Meeting and recognised the value of the sectoral policy meeting format
adopted in this case. It endorsed the Meeting's Forum Aviation Policy
Action Plan and the Secretariat progressing in 1998 the work arising from
the Forum Aviation Policy Ministers Meeting. It also agreed that another
Forum Aviation Policy Ministers Meeting should be convened to review the
Forum Aviation Policy Action Plan and report to the next Forum. 

Future Trade and Aid Relations between the European Union and the Pacific
ACP States 

21. The Forum noted that the Lome' Convention has been invaluable for its
Pacific ACP members (Fiji, Kiribati, Papua New Guinea, Samoa, Solomon
Islands, Tonga, Tuvalu and Vanuatu) and acknowledged its appreciation to
the European Union and its member states for their substantial 
contribution to the development of the region. It endorsed the outcomes
from the Pacific ACP Ministers Meetings held in Suva on 8 April 1998,
including the proposed strategies for re-negotiating the Lome' Convention. 

22. The Forum welcomed the decision by Pacific ACP Ministers to support
the expansion of the ACP to include other Pacific Island Countries not
presently parties to the Lome' Convention, namely the Cook Islands,
Federated States of Micronesia, Nauru, Niue, Palau and the Republic of
Marshall Islands. 

Third Session of the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries Conference
Pacific (MHLC3) 

23. Leaders welcomed the successful outcome of the Third Session of the
Multilateral High Level Conference (MHLC3), now known as the Western and
Central Pacific Fisheries Conference, held in Tokyo in June 1998, and
thanked Japan for hosting this important meeting. 

24. Leaders also noted the positive strides in the negotiations for the
development of a legally binding conservation and management arrangement
which will ensure, on a cooperative basis with Distant Water Fishing
Nations (DWFNs), the maintenance of a sustainable fishery in the region as
well as enhance the economic security of coastal states particularly those
whose economies are highly dependent on this one resource. 

25. The Forum further called on developed States to honour their 
obligations and commitments to provide financial assistance to facilitate
the participation of Pacific Island Countries at future inter-sessional
working group meetings and MHLCs to help them discharge their management
and conservation responsibilities. 

Vessel Monitoring System (VMS) 

26. The Forum reiterated its endorsement for the concept of a Vessel
Monitoring System (VMS) for the Forum Fisheries Agency (FFA) member 
countries, which will be progressively implemented for DWFNs vessels
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operating in the exclusive economic zones of FFA member countries. Leaders
also noted the opportunities for improved technology in such systems which
may enhance their roles in fisheries conservation and management. Leaders
again called on DWFNs operating in the region to support the VMS
initiative of FFA member countries. 

27. Leaders welcomed the interest by the European Union and New Caledonia
in concluding fisheries agreement with FFA member countries and requested
the FFA to continue discussions on the matter with both the EU and New
Caledonia and provide further advice to FFA members. Leaders agreed to
consider this again at the next Forum. 

1999 United Nations Special Session on Small Island Developing States
(UNSSSIDS) 

28. The Forum reaffirmed its endorsement of the Barbados Programme of
Action for the Sustainable Development of Small Island Developing States
(BPOA) as a comprehensive framework with great potential for the region
and commended implementation efforts currently underway at the national
and regional levels. 

29. Leaders endorsed the development of arrangements for the United
Nations Special Session allowing for the involvement of non-UN members,
and noting that specific mandates on a range of issues will be developed
and brought to the next Forum Officials Committee Meeting for
consideration. 

30. Leaders noted that the Special Session to review the BPOA in 1999
represents an important opportunity for the region. They reiterated the
importance of facilitating the participation of the Forum Island Countries
in the Special Session and its preparatory process, and called on
countries to pledge support through voluntary contributions. 

31. The Forum agreed that in giving focus to the interests of Small Island
Developing States in the run-up to the Special Session, a single regional
presentation be made at the forthcoming Intersessional meeting of the
Commission on Sustainable Development. The Secretariat was asked to 
arrange a meeting of members to coordinate these preparations. 

32. Leaders, conscious of the importance of reliable data and information
systems in the pursuit of sustainable development endorsed the early 
implementation of SIDSNET activities in the region as part of its efforts
to implement the BPOA. 

Vulnerability Index 

33. The Forum reiterated the importance of the vulnerability index and
commended the positive developments at the United Nations and within the
Commonwealth as well as in the region towards the completion of a 
comprehensive vulnerability index encompassing such factors as 
environmental and capacity considerations that can be broadly applied and
included among the criteria for developing Least Developed Country status
and for deciding concessional aid and trade treatment. 
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34. The Forum agreed to pursue as a matter of urgency in the appropriate
United Nations and other fora the deferral of a decision on graduation of
any Forum member from the list of LDCs until an acceptable vulnerability
index is developed and can be taken into account in classification
decisions. 

Climate Change 

35. Leaders adopted a Statement on Climate Change which is attached as
Annex 2. 

Sea Launch Project 

36. The Forum expressed its concern over the potential environment effects
from the proposed Sea Launch Project and called for a comprehensive
environmental impact assessment of the proposal to be undertaken. It
further agreed that this be communicated to the United States in the
Post-Forum Dialogue. 

37. Leaders further agreed that there was a need for a consultative
mechanism to be established in the region for considering the
environmental and economic impacts of proposed developments such as this,
in international waters adjacent to the exclusive economic zones of Forum
member countries. 

Shipment of Radioactive Wastes 

38. The Forum reiterated its position that shipments of plutonium and
radioactive wastes through the region posed a continuing concern and 
agreed to adopt a consistent position on the issue, taking into account 
the risks of an accident occurring and the consequences of such an
accident. It reiterated the expectation that such shipments should be
carried out in a manner which addressed all possible contingencies and
the concerns of relevant countries, including coastal states of the 
region. The Forum expected that shipments would be made only if the cargo
is of demonstrably minimal risk, ships are of the highest standard and 
shipping states agree to promote the safety of the material and provide
compensation for any industries harmed as a result of changes in the
market value of the region's fisheries and tourism products in the
event of an accident. 

39. In this regard, the Forum noted the efforts of Japan, France and the
United Kingdom in providing information about the recent shipment of high
level wastes and expressed the hope that this would be continued. 

40. Leaders agreed to pursue discussions with France, Japan and the United
Kingdom on the current liability regime for compensating the region for
economic losses caused to tourism, fisheries and other affected industries
as a result of an accident involving a shipment of radioactive materials,
even if there is no actual environmental damage caused. After an 
assessment is made on the adequacy of such a regime, the Forum will
consider strategies for ensuring that an adequate and comprehensive
compensation scheme is put in place. 



80827.01.txt[5/3/2017 1:36:47 PM]

41. The Forum further agreed that members, through the Forum Secretariat,
pursue in the relevant international agencies a strong regime of prior
notification to, and consultation with, coastal states on planned
shipments of hazardous wastes, the development of a regime for the
preparation of Environmental Impact Statements and Emergency Response
Plans. 

Whale Sanctuary 

42. Leaders recalled their support in 1993 for the International Whaling
Commission's moratorium on commercial whaling and the proposal to 
establish a Southern Ocean Sanctuary. The Forum continued to attach
importance to the sustainable use of marine resources, noting that a
greater level of protection for whales was appropriate, and also noting
the internationally recognised need for sanctuaries to assist with the
long term conservation of great whales. 

43. In this context, the Forum gave its support to the development of a
proposal to establish a South Pacific Whale Sanctuary for great whales to
complement the existing Indian and Southern Ocean Sanctuaries, with
particular attention to the need to protect Forum members traditional and
cultural practises and the sustainable use of their marine resources. The
Forum recognised that the issue was an important one for some Dialogue
Partners and that it would be necessary to fully consult with them as part
of this process. 

Nuclear Testing 

44. The Forum reaffirmed its strong opposition to nuclear testing and
condemned the recent tests by India and Pakistan. It expressed grave
concern at the challenge that the recent nuclear tests constitute to the
international nuclear non-proliferation regime, and its deep concern at
the risk of a nuclear arms race in South Asia. 

45. Leaders, in pursuit of genuine and universal disarmament, sought a
successful outcome to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty Review
Conference in the year 2000, while focussing on key issues of interest to
the region such as nuclear weapons free zones and cooperation between the
nuclear weapons free zones in the southern hemisphere in particular, and
the transport of nuclear materials in the region. 

46. The Forum urged its members and those countries that have not already
done so to ratify the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) before the end
of the three year period after the Treaty was opened for signature. 

Anti-Personnel Landmines 

47. Recalling their endorsement at their meeting last year of
international developments in the campaign to ban anti-personnel
landmines, Leaders welcomed the signing of the Ottawa Convention, and
commended the support for the Convention by members. 

Biological Weapons Convention 
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48. Leaders also expressed their abhorrence of other weapons of mass
destruction and expressed the hope that progress would be made for an
early conclusion of a protocol to strengthen the Biological Weapons
Convention (BWC). Leaders also welcomed the initiative by Australia for a
high level meeting to assist in achieving this goal. 

South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treaty 

49. Leaders noted from the Secretary General's report that there had been
no further signatures or ratifications of the Rarotonga Treaty or its
Protocols since the United Kingdom's ratification on 19 September 1997, 
and called upon the United States to promptly ratify the Protocols. 

Results of the Study on the Radiological Situation at the Atolls of 
Mururoa and Fangataufa 

50. The Forum noted that the finding of the International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA) Study indicates negligible residual contamination as a 
result of nuclear testing. Leaders recalled that the Forum had called for
such a study to be carried out and expressed appreciation that the results
of the study had been presented to the region prior to publication and
subsequent international scientific scrutiny. 

51. Leaders commended Dr. Vili Fuavao for his participation as the Forum
representative on the International Advisory Committee which undertook the
study as well as Dr. Shorten of the South Pacific Applied Geoscience
Commission who represented the region at the International Scientific
Conference in Vienna to review the results of the study. 

52. Leaders agreed that the concerns by the Forum representative at the
International Scientific Conference about the lack of geological detail in
the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) Study on the Radiological
Situation at the Atolls of Mururoa and Fangataufa should be fully assessed
and responded to. 

53. The Forum called on France to carry out ongoing radiological
monitoring of the environment on Mururoa and Fangataufa, and strongly
urged France to address fully, concerns of the people of French Polynesia
especially regarding the possible health effects of the nuclear testing
programme. 

54. The Forum called on all nuclear powers which had conducted nuclear
tests in the region to accept full responsibility and liability for past
nuclear testing. Leaders also called on all States concerned to fulfil
their responsibilities to ensure that sites where nuclear tests have been 
conducted are monitored scrupulously and to take appropriate steps to
avoid adverse impacts on health, safety and the environment as a 
consequence of such nuclear testing. 

55. The Forum recognised the special circumstances pertaining to the 
continued presence of radioactive contaminants in the Republic of Marshall 
Islands, and reaffirmed the existence of a special responsibility by the
United States towards the people of the Marshall Islands, who had been,
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and are continuing to be, adversely affected as a direct result of nuclear
weapons tests conducted by the United States of America during its
administration of the islands under the UN Trusteeship mandate. 

56. The Forum again reiterated its call on the United States to live up to
its full obligations on the provision of adequate and fair compensation
and the commitment to its responsibility for the safe resettlement of
displaced populations, including the full and final restoration to 
economic productivity of all affected areas. 

Regional Security Cooperation 

57. Leaders expressed their deep sympathy at the tragic loss of lives in
Aitape and commended Forum members and other donors which contributed in
response to the tsunami tragedy in Sanduan Province, Papua New Guinea. 

58. The Forum noted the briefing provided by the Deputy Prime Minister of
Papua New Guinea on the progress made in restoring peace in Bougainville.
It acknowledged that Bougainville remains an integral part of Papua New
Guinea. It also noted the appreciation by the Government of Papua New
Guinea for the assistance provided by members towards the reconstruction
and rehabilitation programme and the peace process, including the 
participation in the Peace Monitoring Group. It welcomed these positive
developments in Bougainville, and commended all members involved in 
bringing about peace and normalcy on the island. Leaders also welcomed the
United Nation's positive response in despatching a Peace Monitoring Team
to Bougainville. 

59. Leaders welcomed the report on progress on the implementation of the
Aitutaki Declaration. 

60. Leaders noted that a Status of Forces Agreement might not be required
at this stage given that assistance could be provided in its absence, and
that the Secretariat be requested to coordinate model legislation and
relevant agreement and report to the Forum Regional Security Committee
(FRSC) at its next meeting. It further noted the circumstances under which
a second meeting of FRSC might be convened in response to emergency 
situations. 

61. Leaders also noted the existence of mechanisms for preventive
diplomacy which can be useful in the peaceful and early resolution of 
conflict in the region which include the FRSC, the use of the good offices
of the Secretary General, eminent persons, fact-finding missions and third
party mediation and tasked the Secretariat to further consider cost 
implications of these preventive diplomacy mechanisms taking into account
United Nations and Commonwealth practice. 

62. The Forum expressed concern over the continued lack of progress in
implementing the legislative priorities of the Honiara Declaration on Law
Enforcement Cooperation and reiterated its commitment to ensuring that a
regional legislative framework be put in place by the year 2000. Leaders
endorsed the FRSC's Action Plan to help members achieve this objective and
welcomed Australia's offer to assist members in their implementation of
these legislative priorities, acknowledging the limited capacity of some 
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member states to meet the provisions of the Honiara Declaration. 

63. The Forum noted the progress on work done by the South Pacific
Conference of Police Chiefs and the Customs Heads of Administration
Meeting sub-committees on a Common Approach to Weapons Control, and a
Regional Consultative Mechanism on Security Issues and endorsed the Forum
Secretariat's continued administrative support to specialist law 
enforcement agencies and as may be appropriate, funding support to 
undertake specific tasks as may be decided by FRSC. 

64. Leaders endorsed the continuing role of FRSC as the body responsible
for the oversight of effective regional law enforcement coordination 
amongst specialist law enforcement agencies and for the development of
recommendations on policy approaches to broader regional security issues. 

65. The Forum noted with concern recent acts of terrorism at Nairobi, Dar
Es Salaam, and Omagh with tragic loss of innocent lives. The Leaders
reiterated their collective condemnation of international terrorism and
reaffirmed their support for international cooperation aimed at its
eradication. 

Drug Issues 

66. The Forum welcomed the outcomes of the 20th Special Session of the
United Nations General Assembly convened to consider the fight against the
illicit production, sale, demand, traffic and distribution of narcotics
drugs and psychotropic substances and the proposed new strategies, 
including practical measures and activities to address the problem of drug
abuse and trafficking. 

67. It further agreed to encourage its members to examine the specific
outcomes of the Special Session and the proposed new strategies for
implementation. 

68. It further requested the Secretariat to provide to the 1999 Forum
Regional Security Committee upon receipt of views and comments from
members on the outcomes of the Special Session of the General Assembly, a
draft implementation schedule for a regional response that takes into
account measures already being undertaken under the current Secretariat's
5-year programme and the priority areas identified by members. 

69. The Forum also called for early ratification and implementation by
members of the Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs, 1961, that Convention
as amended by the 1970 Protocol, the Convention of Psychotropic
Substances, 1971, and the United Nations Convention Against Illicit
Traffic in Narcotic Drugs and Psychotropic Substances, 1988. 

Japan-Forum Leaders' Summit 

70. Leaders welcomed the opportunity to meet with Leaders from Japan at
the South Pacific Forum-Japan Leaders Summit held in October, 1997 at
Tokyo. The Forum expressed its appreciation to Japan for the initiative
which is another step forward in the expanding already strong links 
between the region and Japan. The Forum reaffirmed the value that the
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region places on this relationship as well as its commitment to the Joint
Declaration issued at the conclusion of the Summit. The Forum welcomed the
offer by the Prime Minister of Japan to host such Summits every two years. 

Relations with ASEAN 

71. The Forum welcomed the continued efforts by the region to establish
closer relations with ASEAN, noting the possible value of reciprocal
annual visits by the respective Chairs of the Forum and ASEAN, and
encouraged continuing consultations between the respective Secretaries
General. 

Post-Forum Dialogue 

72. Forum Leaders welcomed the increased interest in the Post-Forum
Dialogue meetings which are a major vehicle for multilateral political and
economic consultations with the region's partners. 

73. Leaders further accepted the following criteria for admission of a
country to Post-Forum Dialogue status: long- established historical links
with the region which may include significant security links; significant
trade and investment links with the region; long term commitment to the
region through participation in regional organisations and/or the 
establishment of diplomatic missions; cultural and social identification
with communities in the region; development assistance to the region
through bilateral and/or multilateral programmes and shared interests or
common positions on key international issues. 

Canada Security Council Candidature 

74. The Forum supported and endorsed Canada's Security Council
candidature. 

Trade Office in China 

75. The Forum agreed that, while it supported the establishment of a trade
office in China, these efforts should not be progressed further if 
sufficient additional funds cannot be identified. 

Pacific Islands APEC Centre 

76. The Forum noted the progress made to date on the establishment of the
Pacific Islands APEC Centre and thanked Papua New Guinea for its efforts
to secure benefits for the Forum Island Countries from the APEC process
which should compliment the role played by the Forum Secretariat on APEC
matters. 

Funding for SPREP Headquarters 

77. The Forum noted the current status of funding for the construction of
a new headquarters for SPREP and expressed appreciation to Australia, New
Zealand, Papua New Guinea and Samoa for their contribution to the project. 

78. Emphasising the importance of environment issues and the work of SPREP
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in support of sustainable development in the region, Leaders encouraged
Japan to assist with the proposed SPREP Training and Education Centre
component of the project, and called on other SPREP members and Dialogue
Partners to support the project. 

Commonwealth Secretary-General position 

79. The Forum noted the importance of the Commonwealth both at the
regional and international level. It also noted that the position of the
Secretary-General of the Commonwealth will shortly be vacant and recalled
that the first Secretary-General was from Canada, the second from the
Caribbean and the third from the African region. It also recalled the New
Zealand Government's intention to nominate Rt. Hon. Don McKinnon for the
vacant position. Leaders agreed that this vacancy represents an excellent
opportunity to promote a candidate from among the South Pacific Forum 
members. 

Compact Renegotiations 

80. The Forum took note of the upcoming economic negotiations between the
Governments of the Federated States of Micronesia and the United States of
America and wishes both Governments a successful renegotiation. 

Appreciations 

81. The Forum commended the outgoing Chairman, the Hon. Sir Geoffrey
Henry, MP, Prime Minister of the Cook Islands, for his leadership of the
Forum over the past year. The Forum also warmly welcomed the new Secretary
General, the Hon. Noel Levi, CBE, and thanked him for the successful
arrangements and his support to the Leaders. It also extended its sincere
appreciation to Mr. Tony Slatyer, Deputy Secretary General for his 
services to the Forum and wished him well as he leaves the Secretariat. 

Date and Venue of Next Meeting 

82. The Forum reaffirmed its appreciation and acceptance of the kind offer
by Palau to host the 30th South Pacific Forum. The date for the Forum will
be finalised by the Republic of Palau in consultation with the
Secretariat.

ANNEX 1 

29TH SOUTH PACIFIC FORUM
Pohnpei, Federated States of Micronesia

August 24, 1998

FORUM LEADERS' RETREAT STATEMENT ON NEW CALEDONIA
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1. Forum Leaders meeting today in Pohnpei have warmly welcomed the signing
of the Noumea Accords. 

2. Leaders agreed to a continuing monitoring role for the Forum 
Ministerial Committee on New Caledonia during the period of the Noumea 
Accords, particularly with respect to the referenda that will be conducted
pursuant to the Accords. 

3. Leaders agreed that the Forum would give favourable consideration to a
formal request from New Caledonia for its admission to the 1999 Forum as
an observer. 

24 August 1998 

 

ANNEX 2 

CLIMATE CHANGE

1. The Forum recognised and endorsed members' deep concerns regarding the
impact of greenhouse gas emissions on rising sea levels and changing
weather patterns on all Forum members, especially low lying island
nations, as recorded in the "Forum Leaders' Statement on Climate Change"
issued at the 28th South Pacific Forum and the "Statement on Climate
Change and Sea Level Rise" issued by the 7th Economic Summit of Smaller
Island States Leaders. 

2. The Forum recognised the legally binding commitments agreed in the
Kyoto protocol as a significant first step forward on the path of ensuring
effective global action to combat climate change. 

3. The Forum encouraged all countries to sign the Kyoto Protocol and to
work toward its earliest possible ratification. 

4. The Forum urged that the momentum achieved in Kyoto be maintained and
built upon at the Fourth Conference of the Parties (COP4) to the Framework
Convention on Climate Change in Buenos Aires in November 1998. 

5. The Forum highlighted the importance of implementation of measures to
ensure early progress toward meeting these commitments. They urged all
Annex 1 Parties, especially the United States, European Union, Russia,
Japan, Canada and other major emitters to take urgent action in this
regard. 

6. The Forum called for the achievement of substantial progress in
establishment of the rules for international implementation mechanisms,
particularly emissions trading, the Clean Development Mechanism and Joint
Implementation to ensure that these mechanisms assist the effectiveness of
greenhouse gas reduction efforts in the attainment of Kyoto commitments. 

7. The Forum noted the recognition in the Kyoto Protocol of the importance
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of the adaptation needs of vulnerable Pacific Island states. Leaders urged
all parties to recognise the need for adaptation measures to be undertaken
within Pacific Island States. They called for adequate resources to be
generated through the implementation mechanisms of the Kyoto Protocol and
the Global Environment Facility for the full range of adaptation measures. 

8. The Forum recognised the importance of COP4 initiating work to develop
verifiable, enforceable, effective and transparent accountability 
mechanisms through emissions inventory monitoring, recording and reporting
requirements, and supported the need for an effective compliance regime to
back the legally binding commitments under the Kyoto Protocol. They called
for work to commence at COP4 on the elaboration of procedures and
mechanisms for non-compliance with the Protocol. 

9. The Forum stressed that an effective global response to the problem of
climate change required ongoing active cooperation and strengthened action
by all countries, in accordance with the principles of the UNFCCC, 
including of their common but differentiated responsibilities and 
respective capabilities and that developed country parties should take the 
lead in combatting climate change and the adverse effects thereof. The
Forum commended recent work done by SPREP in support of PICs in their
international negotiations and recommended that this continue. The Forum
stressed the urgent need to initiate a process to develop procedures and 
future time frames for wider global participation in emission limitation
and reduction efforts in which significant developing country emitters
would enter into commitments which reflect their individual national
circumstances and development needs. 

10. The Forum recommended that these positions should be actively 
advocated by Forum member countries and the Forum Chair, who would work
together to advocate these positions to other countries and any broad
grouping that members can influence in the lead up to, and at, COP4 in
Buenos Aires and beyond.
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Dear Friend,

On July 26 I gave a speech to about 300 people here in Vancouver at the Community Development Institute’s 
Conference. I was asked to reflect on the past ten years of work as a peace activist. You may find my comments of 
interest, especially since I take a critical look at our constant need and desire to act for the mainstream media. (I’ve 
made a few editorial changes since it’s presentation).  I hope you find it of interest.

Peter Coombes, President
End the Arms Race
info@peacewire.org 
www.peacewire.org

------------------------------------------------------------------------
Reflections on a decade of activism

As a peace activists I’ve spent the past ten years reacting to international events. Over the past ten years the fear of 
nuclear annihilation has receded and interest in the peace movement has dwindled to a bare-bones group of workers 
around the world. In that time:
    a.. Gorbachev came to power, and from the start he began easing tensions between East and West. 
    b.. Then there was the collapse of the Soviet Empire and ultimately an end to the Cold War.
    c.. Then there was the Gulf War
    d.. Followed by Gulf War II
    e.. We had French nuclear testing.
    f.. And now India and Pakistan have entered the nuclear Weapons Club. 
As peace workers we’ve been in full retreat since the late 1980s. 

The loss of interest in issues of nuclear disarmament and militarism since then has meant for the movement and its 
organizations:
    a.. The hemorrhaging of volunteers to the environmental movement and now to the anti-globalization movement.
    b.. Decreased revenue.
    c.. Disintegrating Coalitions
    d.. And thousands of groups have literally disappeared while larger groups outside of peace groups have almost 
completely ignored peace and disarmament issues.
Yet, these experiences are not unique to the peace movement. But likely we’ve felt it harder than anyone else has -- 
mostly because we were so high in the mid-1980s we had a long way to fall. 
Just imagine, in Vancouver, we had a rally in 1986 with over 100,000 people walking for nuclear disarmament. No one 
has been able to do it since, no one has even tried. But, just two years later in 1988, the number of peace walkers had 
already dropped and it continued to drop until we decided to cancel it in 1993. But even then it was attracting about 
10,000 people. But we were into the numbers game with the media. They considered the Walk a failure because it was 
only attracting 10,000 people. Yet, no one else could consistently, year-after-year, attract the same numbers.
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The media has probably been our biggest downfall. The peace movement made a fatal error -- we relied on the media to 
cover the story, or at least to cover the issues. We expected media bias and often we worked hard to overcome it, we 
even expected an ideological battles with the media owners. But there was one thing we did not expect.

But, before I continue, let me go back a few steps. My impression is that the experience of the peace movement is not 
unique to the 1900s. In the early part of this century we witnessed the struggle of workers forming independent trade 
unions. Women fought for the right of citizenship and the vote. In the 1950s the Black Civil rights movement came to 
the forefront, then the anti-Vietnam war protests, by the 1970s the women’s movement was in full stride again, then 
came the peace and environmental movements, and today we have the anti-globalization movement.

All of these movements have had their ups-and downs, their successes and failures. And their successes didn’t always 
coincide with their peaks of popular support. Trade unionism was on the rise in the 1920s, thousands of workers were 
trying to form their own unions, and many more were trying to unite to form the "One Big Union". Yet activists in the 
1920s faced some of the most fierce social battles of the century – the military with tanks and machine guns were often 
called upon to crush union activities. Private police here in Canada used intimidation and violence to undermine their 
work. 

More than we can imagine, the battles of unionists, feminists, civil rights workers and peace activists of the early 1900s 
to the 1950s set the stage for those of us who have been working for progressive social change in the 1980s and 1990s.

They achieved some of the major victories – women and blacks gained the vote but more importantly they were 
recognized as citizens. Workers succeeded in forming national and international unions to improve the plight of 
millions. And there are many more successes.
But unfortunately they also lost some major battles and likely the single most important battle lost was over the media. 
By the end of World War II, every independent progressive newspaper in Canada was either burned, vandalized, shut-
down or politically discredited.

In the 1950s anyone actively and politically left of the Liberal Party of Canada was essentially purged from every major 
institution in Canada and the US – they were purged from the military, CBC, NFB, and from all government postings.

But I didn’t come here to give any of you a history lesson. Let’s face it, ten years is not a long time.
We have to remember to put things in a longer perspective if we truly want to understand where we’re at and where we 
are going.

This century has truly been the "Best of times and the Worst of Times". 

We’ve made great strides in progressive social change – a coal miner in Glace Bay on Cape Breton Island in 1901 was 
equal to the horses that were driven down under ground to work their lives in the dark. (The horses were treated better 
then the men and their families.) Women, Blacks and Coal Miners were chattel. Those attitudes have dramatically 
changed.

But history hasn’t been moving along in a straight progressive path. It’s also been an incredibly horrible century. We’ve 
built the largest military systems in history. Our economy is based on militarism. The global environment is in danger of 
collapse. Two thirds of the world’s population continues to live in absolute poverty. Iraqis, Aboriginal people, East 
Timoreese, Vancouver’s Downtown Eastsiders and Third Worlders are today’s chattel. 

Over the past ten years the peace movement has been in decline. 

Yet, behind the scenes, we’ve have had some of our most successful advances. Nuclear weapons are essentially 
discredited. And how many of you know that the World Court just two years ago gave the opinion that nuclear weapons 
are generally illegal?

But the threat of nuclear warfare is greater today than it was in the 1980s. Even the threat of limited nuclear war is a 
reality that we may face in the near future. And generally militarism is on the rise.
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All of this leads me to my main point. The failure of peace activists in the 1980s was to build a populous anti-nuclear 
weapon movement. This was at the expense of building strong foundations of support for anti-militarism – foundations 
that would not crumble when the media got tired of us.
Earlier I said that we failed because we relied too much on the media. As a movement what we failed to understand was 
the blatant shallowness of our media. 

I remember calling a journalist here in Vancouver, who I know is on the progressive side of the fence, to tell him about 
the next Walk for Peace. He immediately reacted with "OH can’t you guys find something better to do, I’m bored." That 
comment tells me more about the system than the person. Over 20,000 people came to the Walk for Peace that year, yet 
the Vancouver media portrayed it as a failure and the Canadian media ignored it. Why? Because they were bored.

Once the media got tired of the peace movement they dropped us like a hot potato. The issues didn’t go away, in fact 
they are in many was worse.

Around the world we spent enormous energy organizing rallies and other media events throughout the 1980s. Millions 
and millions of people participated yet the impact of those events is at best minimal.

The Berlin wall fell because thousands of Germans wanted it to come down and they started ripping it down by hand, 
and they acted as if it were already gone even before it was. These people didn’t go out and start tearing down the wall 
in order to get media attention. They did it because it was the right thing to do at the right time.

Apartheid came tumbling down because people worked for decades to get rid of it, and they began en masse to ignore or 
undermine its insidious rules. The people in power couldn’t keep it together. And the media had little to do with it. In 
fact the media more often the not obstructed the anti-apartheid movement.

I strongly believe that each of our movements will have their great moments of success. But there are no quick fixes. It 
took decades to build unions, and decades to get rid of apartheid, the fight for equal rights for women and Blacks is 
centuries old and continues. For Third Worlders, colonialism has merely changed its face. 

We have to work hard. But you’ll end up spinning your wheels if you spend too much time trying to inform, appease 
and lobby the media and government. And you’ll be (excuse the expression), you’ll be pissing in the wind if you act out 
of frustration and play games for the media.

Getting media attention will not change the world. 

Getting thousands or even millions of people actively supporting you will change the world, then the media will have no 
choice but to come out and watch. 

And when we, the people, make our great leaps of progress the elite will rewrite history to show that it was actually they 
who wanted to improve the lives of women, blacks and workers, and it was they who wanted to end the Cold War and 
abolish apartheid.

We will all have to do the right thing (and that does not mean dancing for the media) and each of us will have to learn to 
recognize when the time is right.

As an example, I strongly believe that in the next five or ten years the peace movement is about to make some of its 
greatest advances. No, we likely will not end all war. But we’ll take a few strides in that direction. The time is right, 
we’ve been doing the work, people are on our side, and the right actions are already in our hands. Our position is now 
the common wisdom of the day. Thus, one small stride will be the abolition of nuclear weapons.
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<DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Dear Friend,</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>On July 26 I gave a speech to about 300 
people here in Vancouver at the Community Development Institute&rsquo;s 
Conference. I was asked to reflect on the past ten years of work as a peace 
activist. You may find my comments of interest, especially since I take a 
critical look at our constant need and desire to act for the mainstream media. 
(I&rsquo;ve made a few editorial changes since it&rsquo;s presentation).&nbsp; I 
hope you find it of interest.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Peter Coombes, President</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>End the Arms Race</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><A href="mailto:info@peacewire.org ">info@peacewire.org </A></DIV>
<DIV><A href="http://www.peacewire.org">www.peacewire.org</A></DIV>
<DIV>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 
size=2>------------------------------------------------------------------------</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Reflections on a decade of 
activism</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>As a peace activists I&rsquo;ve spent 
the past ten years reacting to international events. Over the past ten years the 
fear of nuclear annihilation has receded and interest in the peace movement has 
dwindled to a bare-bones group of workers around the world. In that 
time:</FONT></DIV>
<UL>
    <LI><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Gorbachev came to power, and from the 
    start he began easing tensions between East and West. </FONT></LI>
    <LI><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Then there was the collapse of the 
    Soviet Empire and ultimately an end to the Cold War.</FONT></LI>
    <LI><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Then there was the Gulf 
    War</FONT></LI>
    <LI><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Followed by Gulf War II</FONT></LI>
    <LI><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>We had French nuclear 
    testing.</FONT></LI>
    <LI><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>And now India and Pakistan have 
    entered the nuclear Weapons Club. </FONT></LI></UL>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>As peace workers we&rsquo;ve been in 
full retreat since the late 1980s. </FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>The loss of interest in issues of 
nuclear disarmament and militarism since then has meant for the movement and its 
organizations:</FONT></DIV>
<UL>
    <LI><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>The hemorrhaging of volunteers to the 
    environmental movement and now to the anti-globalization 
    movement.</FONT></LI>
    <LI><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Decreased revenue.</FONT></LI>
    <LI><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Disintegrating Coalitions</FONT></LI>
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    <LI><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>And thousands of groups have 
    literally disappeared while larger groups outside of peace groups have 
    almost completely ignored peace and disarmament issues.</FONT></LI></UL>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Yet, these experiences are not unique to 
the peace movement. But likely we&rsquo;ve felt it harder than anyone else has 
-- mostly because we were so high in the mid-1980s we had a long way to fall. 
</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Just imagine, in Vancouver, we had a 
rally in 1986 with over 100,000 people walking for nuclear disarmament. No one 
has been able to do it since, no one has even tried. But, just two years later 
in 1988, the number of peace walkers had already dropped and it continued to 
drop until we decided to cancel it in 1993. But even then it was attracting 
about 10,000 people. But we were into the numbers game with the media. They 
considered the Walk a failure because it was only attracting 10,000 people. Yet, 
no one else could consistently, year-after-year, attract the same 
numbers.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>The media has probably been our biggest 
downfall. The peace movement made a fatal error -- we relied on the media to 
cover the story, or at least to cover the issues. We expected media bias and 
often we worked hard to overcome it, we even expected an ideological battles 
with the media owners. But there was one thing we did not expect.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>But, before I continue, let me go back a 
few steps. My impression is that the experience of the peace movement is not 
unique to the 1900s. In the early part of this century we witnessed the struggle 
of workers forming independent trade unions. Women fought for the right of 
citizenship and the vote. In the 1950s the Black Civil rights movement came to 
the forefront, then the anti-Vietnam war protests, by the 1970s the 
women&rsquo;s movement was in full stride again, then came the peace and 
environmental movements, and today we have the anti-globalization 
movement.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>All of these movements have had their 
ups-and downs, their successes and failures. And their successes didn&rsquo;t 
always coincide with their peaks of popular support. Trade unionism was on the 
rise in the 1920s, thousands of workers were trying to form their own unions, 
and many more were trying to unite to form the &quot;One Big Union&quot;. Yet 
activists in the 1920s faced some of the most fierce social battles of the 
century &ndash; the military with tanks and machine guns were often called upon 
to crush union activities. Private police here in Canada used intimidation and 
violence to undermine their work. </FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>More than we can imagine, the battles of 
unionists, feminists, civil rights workers and peace activists of the early 
1900s to the 1950s set the stage for those of us who have been working for 
progressive social change in the 1980s and 1990s.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>They achieved some of the major 
victories &ndash; women and blacks gained the vote but more importantly they 
were recognized as citizens. Workers succeeded in forming national and 
international unions to improve the plight of millions. And there are many more 
successes.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>But unfortunately they also lost some 
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major battles and likely the single most important battle lost was over the 
media. By the end of World War II, every independent progressive newspaper in 
Canada was either burned, vandalized, shut-down or politically 
discredited.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>In the 1950s anyone actively and 
politically left of the Liberal Party of Canada was essentially purged from 
every major institution in Canada and the US &ndash; they were purged from the 
military, CBC, NFB, and from all government postings.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>But I didn&rsquo;t come here to give any 
of you a history lesson. Let&rsquo;s face it, ten years is not a long 
time.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>We have to remember to put things in a 
longer perspective if we truly want to understand where we&rsquo;re at and where 
we are going.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>This century has truly been the 
&quot;Best of times and the Worst of Times&quot;. </FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>We&rsquo;ve made great strides in 
progressive social change &ndash; a coal miner in Glace Bay on Cape Breton 
Island in 1901 was equal to the horses that were driven down under ground to 
work their lives in the dark. (The horses were treated better then the men and 
their families.) Women, Blacks and Coal Miners were chattel. Those attitudes 
have dramatically changed.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>But history hasn&rsquo;t been moving 
along in a straight progressive path. It&rsquo;s also been an incredibly 
horrible century. We&rsquo;ve built the largest military systems in history. Our 
economy is based on militarism. The global environment is in danger of collapse. 
Two thirds of the world&rsquo;s population continues to live in absolute 
poverty. Iraqis, Aboriginal people, East Timoreese, Vancouver&rsquo;s Downtown 
Eastsiders and Third Worlders are today&rsquo;s chattel. </FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Over the past ten years the peace 
movement has been in decline. </FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Yet, behind the scenes, we&rsquo;ve have 
had some of our most successful advances. Nuclear weapons are essentially 
discredited. And how many of you know that the World Court just two years ago 
gave the opinion that nuclear weapons are generally illegal?</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>But the threat of nuclear warfare is 
greater today than it was in the 1980s. Even the threat of limited nuclear war 
is a reality that we may face in the near future. And generally militarism is on 
the rise.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>All of this leads me to my main point. 
The failure of peace activists in the 1980s was to build a populous anti-nuclear 
weapon movement. This was at the expense of building strong foundations of 
support for anti-militarism &ndash; foundations that would not crumble when the 
media got tired of us.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Earlier I said that we failed because we 
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relied too much on the media. As a movement what we failed to understand was the 
blatant shallowness of our media. </FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>I remember calling a journalist here in 
Vancouver, who I know is on the progressive side of the fence, to tell him about 
the next Walk for Peace. He immediately reacted with &quot;OH can&rsquo;t you 
guys find something better to do, I&rsquo;m bored.&quot; That comment tells me 
more about the system than the person. Over 20,000 people came to the Walk for 
Peace that year, yet the Vancouver media portrayed it as a failure and the 
Canadian media ignored it. Why? Because they were bored.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Once the media got tired of the peace 
movement they dropped us like a hot potato. The issues didn&rsquo;t go away, in 
fact they are in many was worse.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Around the world we spent enormous 
energy organizing rallies and other media events throughout the 1980s. Millions 
and millions of people participated yet the impact of those events is at best 
minimal.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>The Berlin wall fell because thousands 
of Germans wanted it to come down and they started ripping it down by hand, and 
they acted as if it were already gone even before it was. These people 
didn&rsquo;t go out and start tearing down the wall in order to get media 
attention. They did it because it was the right thing to do at the right 
time.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Apartheid came tumbling down because 
people worked for decades to get rid of it, and they began en masse to ignore or 
undermine its insidious rules. The people in power couldn&rsquo;t keep it 
together. And the media had little to do with it. In fact the media more often 
the not obstructed the anti-apartheid movement.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>I strongly believe that each of our 
movements will have their great moments of success. But there are no quick 
fixes. It took decades to build unions, and decades to get rid of apartheid, the 
fight for equal rights for women and Blacks is centuries old and continues. For 
Third Worlders, colonialism has merely changed its face. </FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>We have to work hard. But you&rsquo;ll 
end up spinning your wheels if you spend too much time trying to inform, appease 
and lobby the media and government. And you&rsquo;ll be (excuse the expression), 
you&rsquo;ll be pissing in the wind if you act out of frustration and play games 
for the media.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Getting media attention will not change 
the world. </FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>Getting thousands or even millions of 
people actively supporting you will change the world, then the media will have 
no choice but to come out and watch. </FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>And when we, the people, make our great 
leaps of progress the elite will rewrite history to show that it was actually 
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they who wanted to improve the lives of women, blacks and workers, and it was 
they who wanted to end the Cold War and abolish apartheid.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>We will all have to do the right thing 
(and that does not mean dancing for the media) and each of us will have to learn 
to recognize when the time is right.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>
<DIV><FONT color=#000000 face="" size=3>As an example, I strongly believe that 
in the next five or ten years the peace movement is about to make some of its 
greatest advances. No, we likely will not end all war. But we&rsquo;ll take a 
few strides in that direction. The time is right, we&rsquo;ve been doing the 
work, people are on our side, and the right actions are already in our hands. 
Our position is now the common wisdom of the day. Thus, one small stride will be 
the abolition of nuclear weapons.</FONT></DIV></DIV></BODY></HTML>



80827.03.txt[5/3/2017 1:36:48 PM]

Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Thu, 27 Aug 1998 12:45:44 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: Press release

For immediate release       Contact: Sharon Pickett   301-365-9307
Aug. 27, 1998                 or Robert Tiller 202-898-0150 ext. 220

PRESIDENT CLINTON AND PRESIDENT YELTSIN TO HOLD SUMMIT SEPTEMBER 1-3
68 Organizations Urge Leaders to De-alert Nuclear Weapons

As President Clinton and President Yeltsin prepare to hold talks next
week, a coalition of national and international organizations have
joined in a campaign to urge immediate de-alerting of nuclear weapons. A
letter to the two presidents, initiated by Physicians for Social
Responsibility and Methodists United for Peace with Justice, has been
signed by 68 disarmament, religious, and grassroots organizations. 

The U.S. and Russia maintain thousands of nuclear weapons on
hair-trigger alert. The letter highlights the threat of accidental or
unauthorized launch of these weapons and calls on the two leaders to
take action to reduce this threat. The organizations call on President
Clinton and President Yeltsin to discuss de-alerting of nuclear weapons
at the upcoming summit. The groups urge the two leaders to commence
mutual de-alerting no later than January 1999 and to complete
de-alerting no later than December 31, 1999. The letter also urges the
U.S. and Russia to work with other nuclear nations to de-alert their
weapons as well.

De-alerting of nuclear weapons can be accomplished by executive actions
of the two presidents.  No legislative action is required to take
warheads off their delivery vehicles, a simple action that would
significantly increase the security of both nations. President Bush and
President Gorbachev demonstrated the effectiveness of executive action
when they reduced the alert status of strategic bombers in 1991. 

In addition to support from NGOs and religious groups, de-alerting also
carries the endorsement of many heads of state, prime ministers, and
military experts. De-alerting was recommended in a 1996 statement signed
by 60 generals and admirals and has been endorsed by the Canberra
Commission and the National Academy of Sciences.

India and Pakistan demonstrated their nuclear capability in May of this
year.  Russia is having major problems in ensuring the security of its
fissile materials. Terrorist attacks are on the rise.  In light of these
and other recent events, the sign-on letter urges the U.S. and Russia to
make de-alerting a priority topic in next week's talks.

Copies of the Letter and Interviews with Experts Available on Request.
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Thu, 27 Aug 1998 12:25:24 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: Sign-on --- final

August 26, 1998

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
The Kremlin
Moscow, Russia

Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin:

When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a
course so that Earth may enter the new millennium with all nuclear
weapons taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method to
accomplish this would be to separate warheads from their delivery
vehicles and place them in secure storage.

We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the
de-alerting process no later than January 1999 and complete the task no
later than December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United
Kingdom, France, and China so that they will likewise take their nuclear
arsenals off alert within that time frame.

With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia,
the United Kingdom, France, and China maintain peaceful relations and
carefully avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a
condition of nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or
unauthorized launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face
the risk of attack by missiles launched on warning due to
miscommunication or misinterpretation of data.  By removing these
dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially enhance the national
security of all the nuclear weapon states.

Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out
through executive action.  This is what your predecessors, President
George Bush and President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991
when they reduced the alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable
number of intercontinental ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a
positive step when you agreed to stop aiming strategic missiles at each
other's country.   It is well within the purview of executive authority
to move now to de-alerting your respective nuclear arsenals.

De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including
the Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals
leaders from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences
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in the United States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders,
including 47 past and present heads of states and prime ministers
(1998), and the recent New Agenda Declaration by the foreign ministers
of Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa,
and Sweden (1998).  This approach also has the support of a variety of
religious bodies and numerous non-governmental organizations.

De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would
like to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear
destruction.   We hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity
to lead the world in this direction.

Sincerely yours,

Organizations from the United States

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

Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
Physicians for Social Responsibility

Joe Volk, Executive Secretary
Friends Committee on National Legislation (Quakers)

Donnan Runkel, Executive Director
Peace Links

Christopher Ney, Disarmament Coordinator
War Resisters League

Anne Anderson, National Coordinator
Psychologists for Social Responsibility

Ellen Thomas
Proposition One Committee

Paul F. Walker, Ph.D., President
Veterans for Peace
    
Robin Caiola, Executive Director
20/20 Vision

Michael Mariotte, Executive Director
Nuclear Information and Resource Service

Gordon S. Clark, Executive Director
Peace Action

Susan Shaer, Executive Director
Women's Action for New Directions

Daniel Plesch, Director
British-American Security Information Council
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John Isaacs
Council for a Livable World

Tim Barner
World Federalist Association

David Krieger, President
Nuclear Age Peace Foundation

Clayton Ramey
Fellowship of Reconciliation

Mary H. Miller, Executive Secretary, and Rev. David Selzer, Chair
Episcopal Peace Fellowship

Marie Dennis, Director
Maryknoll Office for Global Concerns

Jay Lintner, Director, Washington Office
United Church of Christ, Office for Church in Society

Curtis Ramsey-Lucas, Director of Legislative Advocacy
National Ministries, American Baptist Churches

Bishop Walter F. Sullivan, President
Pax Christi USA

Margaret N. Spallone, Recording Secretary
Abolition 2000 Working Group of the Philadelphia Yearly Meeting of the
Religious Society of Friends

L.William Yolton, Executive Secretary
Presbyterian Peace Fellowship

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

Rev. Robert Moore, Executive Director
Coalition for Peace Action (New Jersey)

Ralph Hutchison, Coordinator
Oak Ridge Environmental Peace Alliance (Tennessee)

Marylia Kelley, Executive Director
Tri-Valley CAREs (California)

Byron Plumley, Disarmament Program Director
American Friends Service Committee (Colorado Office)

Greg Mello
Los Alamos Study Group (New Mexico)
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David Buer, Interim Director
The Nevada Desert Experience (Nevada)

Jonathan Parfrey, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Los Angeles

Wayne Shandera, MD
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Houston

Peter Wilk, MD, Co-President
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Maine

Ed Arnold, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Atlanta

Robert M. Gould, MD, President
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Greater San Francisco Bay Area

Herbert M. Perr, MD
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Nassau County

Jennifer Aldrich, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Oregon

Wendy Perron, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/New York City

Josiah Hill III, PA, President
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Oregon

Daniel Kerlinsky, MD
Physicians for Social Responsibility/New Mexico

Martin Fleck, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Washington

Wells R. Staley-Mays, Director
Peace Action/ Maine and Physicians for Social Responsibility/Maine

Jonathan M. Haber
Action Site to Stop Cassini Earth Flyby (Massachusetts)

Harry Rogers, Nuclear Issues Coordinator
Carolina Peace Resource Center (South Carolina)

Organizations from other nations

John Hallam
Friends of the Earth
Australia

Zohl de Ishtar
Women for a Nuclear Free and Independent Pacific
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International Peace Bureau
Australia

Graham Daniell
People for Nuclear Disarmament
Western Australia

Babs Fuller-Quinn, Coordinator
Australian Peace Committee (National Office)
Australia

Irene Gale, Secretary
Australian Peace Committee (South Australian Branch)
Australia

Pauline Mitchell, Secretary
Campaign for International Cooperation and Disarmament
Australia

Debbie Grisdale, Executive Director
Physicians for Global Survival
Canada

Norman Abbey, Director
Nanoose Conversion Campaign
Canada

Joanna Miller
Project Ploughshares
Canada 

Peter Coombes, President
End the Arms Race
Canada

Caterina Lindman, Chair
St. Jerome's University Social Justice Committee,
Canada

Peter G. Rasmussen, Co-chairperson
Pax Christi
Denmark

Laura Lodenius, Press Secretary
Peace Union of Finland
Finland

Malla Kantola, Secretary General
Committee of 100
Finland

Regina Hagen
Darmstaedter Friedensforum
Germany
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David Wakim, Chairperson
Pax Christi Trust
Aotearoa-New Zealand

Kate Dewes, Vice President
International Peace Bureau
Aotearoa-New Zealand

Professor Bent Natvig
Science and Responsibility in the Nuclear Age
Norway

Bengt Lindell, Secretary
Swedish Physicians Against Nuclear Weapons (SLMK)
Sweden

Commander Robert Green RN (Ret'd), Chair
World Court Project
United Kingdom

Anni Rainbow and Lindis Percy
Campaign for the Accountability of American Bases
United Kingdom

George Farebrother, Secretary
World Court Project UK 
United Kingdom

Dave Knight, Chair
Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament
United Kingdom

Please address replies to:

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

Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
Physicians for Social Responsibility
1101 14th Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20005
USA
Phone 202-898-0150, ext. 220
Fax 202-898-0172
E-mail:  btiller@psr.org
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>From bmorse  Thu Aug 27 09:15:13 1998
Return-Path: <bmorse@igc.apc.org>
Date: Thu, 27 Aug 1998 09:14:50 -0700 (PDT)
X-Sender: bmorse@pop.igc.org
To: btiller@psr.org, bmorse@igc.org, panukes@igc.org, cdavis@clw.org,
        cpaine@nrdc.org, 73744.3675@compuserve.com, dkimball@clw.org,
        dculp@igc.org, paprog@igc.org, paexec@igc.org, mupj@igc.org,
        jsmith@clw.org, disarmament@igc.org, kathy@fcnl.org,
        wandwill@clark.net, ledwidge@psr.org, ctbt@2020vision.org,
        armsintern@ucsusa.org, stevenraikin@delphi.com, anitas@ieer.org,
        syoung@basicint.org, tperry@ucsusa.org, tcollina@ucsusa.org,
        vfp@igc.org
From: Brad Morse <bmorse@igc.apc.org>
Subject: ANA WEB PAGE

Although still subject to minor chages, the Alliance for Nuclear
Accountability is now officially up at:

http://www.ananuclear.org

Enjoy, I hope you find it useful.

Brad
***********************************
Brad Morse
Program Assistant
Alliance for Nuclear Accountability
1801 18th St. NW
Suite 9-2
Washington, DC  20009
(202) 833-4668
(202) 234-9536

A national network of watchdog organizations working 
on issues of nuclear weapons production and waste cleanup
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Return-Path: <owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org>
Date: Thu, 27 Aug 1998 13:41:18 +0200
From: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>
To: pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Subject: pov-l: Bulletin from Colombo, Sri Lanka
Sender: owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Reply-To: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>

------------------------  Start of message from list: pov-l ---->

Colombo Peace to the City Campaign
August 1998 Bulletin 

Contents:
1. Analysis: In the *cleared* and *uncleared* areas
2. Comment on Media Censorship

1. ANALYSIS

In the "cleared" and "uncleared" areas

(A member of the NPC reflects on a recent visit to Mannar lsland and the
Madhu refugee camp in the Mannar District)

Manner town is tranquil at present, unlike last year when LTTE pistol
groups operated frequently.  The army personnel at checkpoints treat the
people courteously.  The Mannar road from Medawachchiya has been
repaired and the flow of traffic on it is smooth.  These are all positive
signs that would suggest a consolidation of the government's military
progress.

But the unseen reality is the LTTE presence.  It is sometimes felt from a
distance, as when they blast the electricity wires and transformers that
bring hydro electric power from the national grid to Mannar district for the
first time ever a few months ago.  The little comfort of lighting at night and
power for production is denied to the people for so long as it takes to
repair the system.

The LTTE is also widely believed to be present in Mannar town, though
not in uniform.  It is not a presence to be seen by the casual visitor.  In
some parts of the island there is no regular army presence.  In this large
forested area, it is said that there is an LTTE presence.  Government
vehicles are not permitted beyond a certain point, for fear that they will
be hijacked and whisked across to the LTTE controlled areas of the
mainland.

In the mainland, although the army patrols the Mannar road  by the side of
the road is thick jungle which would provide the LTTE with cover to
launch attacks. A few weeks ago a claymore mine which is exploded by
remote control exploded killing a large number of soldiers.
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The relative calm in Mannar is attributed to two factors.  First is the
Jayasikuru offensive that is taking up most of the LTTE's energies. 
Second is the belief that having Mannar as a "cleared" area, facilitates
the flow of goods and supplies which can be smuggled to LTTE
controlled areas.  How long this calm will last is a question that will
depend on the LTTE's strategic design.  They can re-ignite the conflict at
will, it seems.

And the people?  In the "cleared" areas they seem to be trying hard to
get on with their regular lives using whatever resources they have and
which the government makes available.  But the LTTE does not seem to
wish a resumption of normalcy for the people in which they have no
part.

In the "uncleared" areas the situation is more pathetic.  There is little or no
economic enterprise and development possible due to the economic
embargoes that prevent the flow of fertiliser, kerosene and even
chocolates for children, on the grounds that they may fall into the hands
of the LTTE. Added to their woes, is the cutback on dry rations to the
people in those areas.  Refugees from Riveresa 2 and the Sathjaya
operation are not eligible for any ration, while those from Riviresa 1 and
Jayasikuru are eligible, due to some working of the bureaucratic mind.

At nightfall at around 7:30 pm (old time, as the LTTE has refused to go
along with the government's change of time) a solitary lamp dimmed in a
shed near the access road to a camp.  Three families were spending
their last night in the camp.  Early the next morning they would set off
across the jungles, towards army lines, holding aloft a white flag.  They
would then "surrender" themselves to the army, and from there would be
taken by the army to a refugee camp in a "cleared" area.  The reason for
their trek through the jungles, and not through the road, is to avoid paying
the exit fee exacted by the LTTE.

So it may seem that the government's strategy of bringing more and more
territory under its control, while making it more difficult for people to live
in the "uncleared" areas, is proving to be successful.  But beneath the
normalcy in the "cleared" areas, there is a turbulence to be sensed, for
everyone knows that where there are Tamils there is also the LTTE.  The
members of the small Tamil parties know this best.  They confine
themselves to the town centres, where they tax the people, but dare not
go into the villages.

2. COMMENT on Media censorship:  Do unto peace what you shall unto
war
 
In early June just when scores of ambulances began to siren down the
streets of Colombo, while a fatigued Operation Jayasikurui dragged into
its thirteenth month, the government clamped down on the media
imposing stringent censorship on military news.  Morever, for the first
time, the military was entrusted with the scissors.  "We will not dream of
opposing the war effort of the government, " the media protested,
"please  let us free for what we have always practised 'responsible
journalism' that does not counter your war objectives."   But to no avail. 
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Despite the rounds of condemnation, the censorship continues.  It seems
that it is necessary to hide the truth, or even lie if it comes to that, to
surmount all difficulties and wage war.

Any process, war or peace, will inevitably encounter a few stumbling
blocks or some failures in its forward march.  However, there are a
series of questions to be posed here.   Why is it  that the establishment in
Sri Lanka, or for that matter in most countries, goes to great lengths to lie
and deceive in order to continue on the path of war?   And why is it that
they do not take any of this effort or trouble to sustain a process of
peace when this happens to draw a blank at some point?

For instance, why didn't the government bend over backwards to show
to the world that the LTTE wanted peace and proclaim time and time
again that a signed agreement was at hand--on the lines that it has been
saying that "Mankulam is being captured."  Why didn't the government
clamp a press censorship as soon as the LTTE blew up the Navy boats
in Trincomalee in April 1995 and behind the scenes feverishly work
towards putting moral pressure on it to bring the process back on the
rails?
In short, why don't the agencies of the state ever try to surmount
difficulties, even lie and deceive in order to forge peace?  Herein lies the
tragedy that has befallen us for the past fifteen years.  In this context it
becomes imperative that civil society should undertake the responsibility
to build peace.  

National Peace Council
291/50 Havelock Gardens
Colombo 6
Phone/Fax: +94-1-594378, 502522
Email: peace2@sri.lanka.net
http://www.peace-srilanka.org/

Colombo Peace to the City Campaign Local Coordinator:
Priyanka Mendis
Email: impress@slt.lk

------------------------  End of message from list: pov-l  ---->
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Return-Path: <mccwjdb@pop.erols.com>
Comments: Authenticated sender is <mccwjdb@pop.erols.com>
From: "Daryl Byler" <mccwjdb@pop.erols.com>
To: mupj@igc.apc.org
Date: Thu, 27 Aug 1998 14:52:40 +0000
Subject: Breakfast
Priority: normal

Howard:

The MCC Washington Office will contribute $100 if there is a 
telephone conference on September 16.

Warm regards,
Daryl

J. Daryl Byler
MCC Washington Office
(202)544-6564
mccwjdb@erols.com
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To: rpeck@umpublishing.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: News release on nuclear de-alerting
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

For immediate release         Contact Howard W. Hallman  301-896-0013
Aug. 27, 1998 

 DE-ALERT NUCLEAR WEAPONS SAY 68 CITIZEN ORGANIZATIONS
Message to President Clinton And President Yeltsin Before Their Summit Meeting

Fifteen religious organizations have joined with 53 citizen organizations to urge President Clinton and President Yeltsin 
to take steps to de-alert their nuclear arsenals when they meet on September 1 to 3.   Signers include representatives of 
Protestant, Catholic, and Quaker associations in the United States and abroad.  Their call has gone to the two presidents 
in a letter initiated by Methodists United for Peace with Justice and Physicians for Social Responsibility. 

The U.S. and Russia maintain thousands of nuclear weapons on hair-trigger alert. The letter highlights the threat of 
accidental or unauthorized launch of these weapons and calls on the two leaders to take action to reduce this threat. The 
organizations call on President Clinton and President Yeltsin to discuss de-alerting of nuclear weapons at the upcoming 
summit. The groups urge the two leaders to commence mutual de-alerting no later than January 1999 and to complete
de-alerting no later than December 31, 1999. The letter also urges the U.S. and Russia to work with other nuclear 
nations to de-alert their weapons as well.

De-alerting of nuclear weapons can be accomplished by executive actions of the two presidents.  No legislative action is 
required to take warheads off their delivery vehicles, a simple action that would significantly increase the security of 
both nations. President Bush and President Gorbachev demonstrated the effectiveness of executive action when they 
reduced the alert status of strategic bombers in 1991. 

In addition to support from religious groups and other citizen organizations, de-alerting also carries the endorsement of 
many heads of state, prime ministers, and military experts. De-alerting was recommended in a 1996 statement signed by 
60 generals and admirals and has been endorsed by the Canberra Commission and the National Academy of Sciences.

India and Pakistan demonstrated their nuclear capability in May of this year.  Russia is having major problems in 
ensuring the security of its fissile materials. Terrorist attacks are on the rise.  In light of these and other recent events, 
the sign-on letter urges the U.S. and Russia to make de-alerting a priority topic in next week's talks.

A copy of the letter is attached.

###

August 26, 1998

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
The Kremlin
Moscow, Russia
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Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin:

When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a
course so that Earth may enter the new millennium with all nuclear
weapons taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method to
accomplish this would be to separate warheads from their delivery
vehicles and place them in secure storage.

We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the
de-alerting process no later than January 1999 and complete the task no
later than December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United
Kingdom, France, and China so that they will likewise take their nuclear
arsenals off alert within that time frame.

With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia,
the United Kingdom, France, and China maintain peaceful relations and
carefully avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a
condition of nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or
unauthorized launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face
the risk of attack by missiles launched on warning due to
miscommunication or misinterpretation of data.  By removing these
dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially enhance the national
security of all the nuclear weapon states.

Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out
through executive action.  This is what your predecessors, President
George Bush and President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991
when they reduced the alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable
number of intercontinental ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a
positive step when you agreed to stop aiming strategic missiles at each
other's country.   It is well within the purview of executive authority
to move now to de-alerting your respective nuclear arsenals.

De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including
the Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals
leaders from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences
in the United States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders,
including 47 past and present heads of states and prime ministers
(1998), and the recent New Agenda Declaration by the foreign ministers
of Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa,
and Sweden (1998).  This approach also has the support of a variety of
religious bodies and numerous non-governmental organizations.

De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would
like to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear
destruction.   We hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity
to lead the world in this direction.

Sincerely yours,

Organizations from the United States

Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice
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Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
Physicians for Social Responsibility

Joe Volk, Executive Secretary
Friends Committee on National Legislation (Quakers)

Donnan Runkel, Executive Director
Peace Links

Christopher Ney, Disarmament Coordinator
War Resisters League

Anne Anderson, National Coordinator
Psychologists for Social Responsibility

Ellen Thomas
Proposition One Committee

Paul F. Walker, Ph.D., President
Veterans for Peace
    
Robin Caiola, Executive Director
20/20 Vision

Michael Mariotte, Executive Director
Nuclear Information and Resource Service

Gordon S. Clark, Executive Director
Peace Action

Susan Shaer, Executive Director
Women's Action for New Directions

Daniel Plesch, Director
British-American Security Information Council

John Isaacs
Council for a Livable World

Tim Barner
World Federalist Association

David Krieger, President
Nuclear Age Peace Foundation

Clayton Ramey
Fellowship of Reconciliation

Mary H. Miller, Executive Secretary, and Rev. David Selzer, Chair
Episcopal Peace Fellowship

Marie Dennis, Director
Maryknoll Office for Global Concerns



80827.08.txt[5/3/2017 1:36:48 PM]

Jay Lintner, Director, Washington Office
United Church of Christ, Office for Church in Society

Curtis Ramsey-Lucas, Director of Legislative Advocacy
National Ministries, American Baptist Churches

Bishop Walter F. Sullivan, President
Pax Christi USA

Margaret N. Spallone, Recording Secretary
Abolition 2000 Working Group of the Philadelphia Yearly Meeting of the
Religious Society of Friends

L.William Yolton, Executive Secretary
Presbyterian Peace Fellowship

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

Rev. Robert Moore, Executive Director
Coalition for Peace Action (New Jersey)

Ralph Hutchison, Coordinator
Oak Ridge Environmental Peace Alliance (Tennessee)

Marylia Kelley, Executive Director
Tri-Valley CAREs (California)

Byron Plumley, Disarmament Program Director
American Friends Service Committee (Colorado Office)

Greg Mello
Los Alamos Study Group (New Mexico)

David Buer, Interim Director
The Nevada Desert Experience (Nevada)

Jonathan Parfrey, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Los Angeles

Wayne Shandera, MD
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Houston

Peter Wilk, MD, Co-President
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Maine

Ed Arnold, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Atlanta

Robert M. Gould, MD, President
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Greater San Francisco Bay Area
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Herbert M. Perr, MD
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Nassau County

Jennifer Aldrich, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Oregon

Wendy Perron, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/New York City

Josiah Hill III, PA, President
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Oregon

Daniel Kerlinsky, MD
Physicians for Social Responsibility/New Mexico

Martin Fleck, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Washington

Wells R. Staley-Mays, Director
Peace Action/ Maine and Physicians for Social Responsibility/Maine

Jonathan M. Haber
Action Site to Stop Cassini Earth Flyby (Massachusetts)

Harry Rogers, Nuclear Issues Coordinator
Carolina Peace Resource Center (South Carolina)

Organizations from other nations

John Hallam
Friends of the Earth
Australia

Zohl de Ishtar
Women for a Nuclear Free and Independent Pacific
International Peace Bureau
Australia

Graham Daniell
People for Nuclear Disarmament
Western Australia

Babs Fuller-Quinn, Coordinator
Australian Peace Committee (National Office)
Australia

Irene Gale, Secretary
Australian Peace Committee (South Australian Branch)
Australia

Pauline Mitchell, Secretary
Campaign for International Cooperation and Disarmament
Australia
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Debbie Grisdale, Executive Director
Physicians for Global Survival
Canada

Norman Abbey, Director
Nanoose Conversion Campaign
Canada

Joanna Miller
Project Ploughshares
Canada 

Peter Coombes, President
End the Arms Race
Canada

Caterina Lindman, Chair
St. Jerome's University Social Justice Committee,
Canada

Peter G. Rasmussen, Co-chairperson
Pax Christi
Denmark

Laura Lodenius, Press Secretary
Peace Union of Finland
Finland

Malla Kantola, Secretary General
Committee of 100
Finland

Regina Hagen
Darmstaedter Friedensforum
Germany

David Wakim, Chairperson
Pax Christi Trust
Aotearoa-New Zealand

Kate Dewes, Vice President
International Peace Bureau
Aotearoa-New Zealand

Professor Bent Natvig
Science and Responsibility in the Nuclear Age
Norway

Bengt Lindell, Secretary
Swedish Physicians Against Nuclear Weapons (SLMK)
Sweden

Commander Robert Green RN (Ret'd), Chair
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World Court Project
United Kingdom

Anni Rainbow and Lindis Percy
Campaign for the Accountability of American Bases
United Kingdom

George Farebrother, Secretary
World Court Project UK 
United Kingdom

Dave Knight, Chair
Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament
United Kingdom

Please address replies to:

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

Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
Physicians for Social Responsibility
1101 14th Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20005
USA
Phone 202-898-0150, ext. 220
Fax 202-898-0172
E-mail:  btiller@psr.org
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To: btiller@psr.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: News release on de-alerting
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Bob:

I have adapted your news release and sent it to the Religious News Service and United Methodist Newsscope.  The 
adaptation is attached.  Thanks.

Howard

###

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

For immediate release           Contact Howard W. Hallman  301-896-0013
Aug. 27, 1998 

 DE-ALERT NUCLEAR WEAPONS SAY 68 CITIZEN ORGANIZATIONS
Message to President Clinton And President Yeltsin Before Their Summit Meeting

Fifteen religious organizations have joined with 53 citizen organizations to urge President Clinton and President Yeltsin 
to take steps to de-alert their nuclear arsenals when they meet on September 1 to 3.   Signers include representatives of 
Protestant, Catholic, and Quaker associations in the United States and abroad.  Their call has gone to the two presidents 
in a letter initiated by Methodists United for Peace with Justice and Physicians for Social Responsibility. 

The U.S. and Russia maintain thousands of nuclear weapons on hair-trigger alert. The letter highlights the threat of 
accidental or unauthorized launch of these weapons and calls on the two leaders to take action to reduce this threat. The 
organizations call on President Clinton and President Yeltsin to discuss de-alerting of nuclear weapons at the upcoming 
summit. The groups urge the two leaders to commence mutual de-alerting no later than January 1999 and to complete
de-alerting no later than December 31, 1999. The letter also urges the U.S. and Russia to work with other nuclear 
nations to de-alert their weapons as well.

De-alerting of nuclear weapons can be accomplished by executive actions of the two presidents.  No legislative action is 
required to take warheads off their delivery vehicles, a simple action that would significantly increase the security of 
both nations. President Bush and President Gorbachev demonstrated the effectiveness of executive action when they 
reduced the alert status of strategic bombers in 1991. 

In addition to support from religious groups and other citizen organizations, de-alerting also carries the endorsement of 
many heads of state, prime ministers, and military experts. De-alerting was recommended in a 1996 statement signed by 
60 generals and admirals and has been endorsed by the Canberra Commission and the National Academy of Sciences.

India and Pakistan demonstrated their nuclear capability in May of this year.  Russia is having major problems in 
ensuring the security of its fissile materials. Terrorist attacks are on the rise.  In light of these and other recent events, 
the sign-on letter urges the U.S. and Russia to make de-alerting a priority topic in next week's talks.

A copy of the letter is attached.
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To: abolition-caucus
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Letter to Clinton and Yeltsin on de-alerting
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Colleagues:

We want to share with you the final version of the letter to President Clinton and President Yeltsin on de-alerting, plus 
the list of the 68 signers.  We thank all of you who signed.  We'll let you know if we hear anything from either 
president.

Shalom,
Howard Hallman

###

August 26, 1998

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
The Kremlin
Moscow, Russia

Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin:

When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a
course so that Earth may enter the new millennium with all nuclear
weapons taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method to
accomplish this would be to separate warheads from their delivery
vehicles and place them in secure storage.

We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the
de-alerting process no later than January 1999 and complete the task no
later than December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United
Kingdom, France, and China so that they will likewise take their nuclear
arsenals off alert within that time frame.

With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia,
the United Kingdom, France, and China maintain peaceful relations and
carefully avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a
condition of nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or
unauthorized launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face
the risk of attack by missiles launched on warning due to
miscommunication or misinterpretation of data.  By removing these
dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially enhance the national
security of all the nuclear weapon states.

Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out
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through executive action.  This is what your predecessors, President
George Bush and President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991
when they reduced the alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable
number of intercontinental ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a
positive step when you agreed to stop aiming strategic missiles at each
other's country.   It is well within the purview of executive authority
to move now to de-alerting your respective nuclear arsenals.

De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including
the Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals
leaders from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences
in the United States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders,
including 47 past and present heads of states and prime ministers
(1998), and the recent New Agenda Declaration by the foreign ministers
of Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa,
and Sweden (1998).  This approach also has the support of a variety of
religious bodies and numerous non-governmental organizations.

De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would
like to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear
destruction.   We hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity
to lead the world in this direction.

Sincerely yours,

Organizations from the United States

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

Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
Physicians for Social Responsibility

Joe Volk, Executive Secretary
Friends Committee on National Legislation (Quakers)

Donnan Runkel, Executive Director
Peace Links

Christopher Ney, Disarmament Coordinator
War Resisters League

Anne Anderson, National Coordinator
Psychologists for Social Responsibility

Ellen Thomas
Proposition One Committee

Paul F. Walker, Ph.D., President
Veterans for Peace
    
Robin Caiola, Executive Director
20/20 Vision
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Michael Mariotte, Executive Director
Nuclear Information and Resource Service

Gordon S. Clark, Executive Director
Peace Action

Susan Shaer, Executive Director
Women's Action for New Directions

Daniel Plesch, Director
British-American Security Information Council

John Isaacs
Council for a Livable World

Tim Barner
World Federalist Association

David Krieger, President
Nuclear Age Peace Foundation

Clayton Ramey
Fellowship of Reconciliation

Mary H. Miller, Executive Secretary, and Rev. David Selzer, Chair
Episcopal Peace Fellowship

Marie Dennis, Director
Maryknoll Office for Global Concerns

Jay Lintner, Director, Washington Office
United Church of Christ, Office for Church in Society

Curtis Ramsey-Lucas, Director of Legislative Advocacy
National Ministries, American Baptist Churches

Bishop Walter F. Sullivan, President
Pax Christi USA

Margaret N. Spallone, Recording Secretary
Abolition 2000 Working Group of the Philadelphia Yearly Meeting of the
Religious Society of Friends

L.William Yolton, Executive Secretary
Presbyterian Peace Fellowship

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

Rev. Robert Moore, Executive Director
Coalition for Peace Action (New Jersey)

Ralph Hutchison, Coordinator
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Oak Ridge Environmental Peace Alliance (Tennessee)

Marylia Kelley, Executive Director
Tri-Valley CAREs (California)

Byron Plumley, Disarmament Program Director
American Friends Service Committee (Colorado Office)

Greg Mello
Los Alamos Study Group (New Mexico)

David Buer, Interim Director
The Nevada Desert Experience (Nevada)

Jonathan Parfrey, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Los Angeles

Wayne Shandera, MD
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Houston

Peter Wilk, MD, Co-President
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Maine

Ed Arnold, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Atlanta

Robert M. Gould, MD, President
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Greater San Francisco Bay Area

Herbert M. Perr, MD
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Nassau County

Jennifer Aldrich, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Oregon

Wendy Perron, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/New York City

Josiah Hill III, PA, President
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Oregon

Daniel Kerlinsky, MD
Physicians for Social Responsibility/New Mexico

Martin Fleck, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Washington

Wells R. Staley-Mays, Director
Peace Action/ Maine and Physicians for Social Responsibility/Maine

Jonathan M. Haber
Action Site to Stop Cassini Earth Flyby (Massachusetts)

Harry Rogers, Nuclear Issues Coordinator
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Carolina Peace Resource Center (South Carolina)

Organizations from other nations

John Hallam
Friends of the Earth
Australia

Zohl de Ishtar
Women for a Nuclear Free and Independent Pacific
International Peace Bureau
Australia

Graham Daniell
People for Nuclear Disarmament
Western Australia

Babs Fuller-Quinn, Coordinator
Australian Peace Committee (National Office)
Australia

Irene Gale, Secretary
Australian Peace Committee (South Australian Branch)
Australia

Pauline Mitchell, Secretary
Campaign for International Cooperation and Disarmament
Australia

Debbie Grisdale, Executive Director
Physicians for Global Survival
Canada

Norman Abbey, Director
Nanoose Conversion Campaign
Canada

Joanna Miller
Project Ploughshares
Canada 

Peter Coombes, President
End the Arms Race
Canada

Caterina Lindman, Chair
St. Jerome's University Social Justice Committee,
Canada

Peter G. Rasmussen, Co-chairperson
Pax Christi
Denmark
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Laura Lodenius, Press Secretary
Peace Union of Finland
Finland

Malla Kantola, Secretary General
Committee of 100
Finland

Regina Hagen
Darmstaedter Friedensforum
Germany

David Wakim, Chairperson
Pax Christi Trust
Aotearoa-New Zealand

Kate Dewes, Vice President
International Peace Bureau
Aotearoa-New Zealand

Professor Bent Natvig
Science and Responsibility in the Nuclear Age
Norway

Bengt Lindell, Secretary
Swedish Physicians Against Nuclear Weapons (SLMK)
Sweden

Commander Robert Green RN (Ret'd), Chair
World Court Project
United Kingdom

Anni Rainbow and Lindis Percy
Campaign for the Accountability of American Bases
United Kingdom

George Farebrother, Secretary
World Court Project UK 
United Kingdom

Dave Knight, Chair
Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament
United Kingdom

Please address replies to:

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

Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
Physicians for Social Responsibility
1101 14th Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20005
USA
Phone 202-898-0150, ext. 220
Fax 202-898-0172
E-mail:  btiller@psr.org
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Return-Path: <dkimball@clw.org>
Date: Thu, 27 Aug 1998 15:54:02 -0400 (EDT)
X-Sender: dkimball@[204.245.159.2]
To: dkimball@clw.org
From: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
Subject: polls on n-weapons red/elim.

August 27, 1998

TO: Coalition members and friends
FR: Daryl Kimball

RE: press release on state and national poll information on nuclear weapons
reductions

The following is the e-mail version of our press release on recent polling
results on public attitudes on nuclear weapons reductions and elimination.

For a full-color version of the release (with charts), see

<http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/rel82798.htm>

DK

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

COALITION TO REDUCE NUCLEAR DANGERS -- NEWS  RELEASE

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: August 27, 1998 
CONTACT: Daryl Kimball, Executive Director, (202) 546-0795 x136

"Majority of Americans Support Nuclear Weapons Reductions/Elimination:
On Eve of Clinton-Yeltsin Summit, Polls Show Support for Further Arms Cuts"

WASHINGTON, DC -- As Presidents Clinton and Yeltsin prepare to meet in
Moscow to consider how to jumpstart their stalled efforts to reduce
remaining U.S. and Russian nuclear weapons stockpiles, the latest public
opinion surveys of American voters show that a majority support U.S. nuclear
weapons policies that would either reduce or eliminate nuclear weapons.

According to a new series of bipartisan poll conducted in five
geographically-representative states, when asked "What should be the goal of
U.S. nuclear weapons policy?" a plurality of voters (45%-49%) say they support
"eliminating nuclear weapons worldwide," a quarter to a third (24%-33%) support
"reducing the number of nuclear weapons" worldwide, while only 11%-15% want
to "maintain" existing numbers of weapons, and only 6%-15% support "building
new and better nuclear weapons for the United States." 

The polls were commissioned by the  Coalition to Reduce Nuclear  Dangers, a
non-partisan alliance of  17 of the nation's leading arms  control groups.
The results are based  on the findings of opinion surveys of  registered
voters in Oregon,  Nebraska, Utah, Kansas, and  Tennessee conducted by
Wirthlin  Worldwide, a Republican polling  firm, and a Democratic firm, The
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Mellman Group, from June 20-24.  The statistical margin of error is plus  or
minus 4.4 to 4.9 percentage  points.

Stuck on START:

Nearly ten years after the collapse of  the Berlin Wall, the dangers posed
by nuclear weapons still persist and remain a central factor of the U.S.-
Russian relationship. However, since taking office, President  Clinton has
not yet finalized a  nuclear arms reduction agreement with Russia. In
January 1996, the U.S. Senate finally approved the START II agreement, which
was negotiated in 1992. But the Russian Duma has delayed consideration of
the pact. Today, it is estimated that the U.S. and Russia still deploy a
combined total of over 18,000 strategic and tactical nuclear warheads.

The lack of progress on START has led to new calls by some U.S. allies and
non-nuclear states for more aggressive action on disarmament by the original
five nuclear weapon states. A proposal issued on June 9, 1998  by Ireland,
South Africa, Brazil and five other states calls on the eight nuclear weapon
states to make "a clear commitment to the speedy, final and total
elimination of their nuclear weapons and nuclear weapons capability and we
urge them to take that step now." The impasse on START II and continuing
risk of an accidental nuclear exchange has prompted a growing number of
leading nuclear security experts to propose that the U.S. and Russia pursue
new "unilateral, reciprocal" nuclear arms reduction measures, such as those
concluded by Presidents Bush and Yeltsin in 1991. These measures might
involve removing nuclear forces from "hair-trigger" alert, which could
substantially reduce the risk of accidental nuclear war. 

National Polls Show Majority Support for Nuclear Arms Cuts:

The most recent national surveys also show majority support for further
nuclear arms cuts. A September 1997 national poll conducted by The Mellman
Group for The Henry L. Stimson Center reveals that more than two-thirds
(69%) of registered voters believe a goal of the United States should be to
either reduce or to eliminate nuclear weapons. Over one-third (36%) support
total elimination of nuclear weapons while another third (33%) favor further
reductions. Only 14% favor building "new or better nuclear weapons," while
13% favor maintaining current stockpiles. The survey shows support for
nuclear weapons elimination/reductions across all groups. The results are
based on a survey of 800 registered voters. The statistical margin of error
is plus or minus 3.5 percentage points.

The results of another major national public opinion survey conducted in
1995 and again in 1997 by the University of New Mexico (UNM) Institute for
Public Policy reveals that there is majority support for "a treaty provision
that would require the U.S. to eliminate its nuclear arsenal." In the UNM
1997 survey, 51% of the public supports such a treaty provision, while 40%
oppose. The UNM's 1995 survey showed equally strong support (53%), and even
lower opposition (31%). The UNM results are based on a 1995 survey of 1387
adults and a 1997 survey of 898 adults. The study was conducted with funding
by Sandia National Laboratories.

"Americans understand that the risks of nuclear weapons are still
unacceptable and that action must be taken to further reduce and even
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eliminate the huge stocks of weapons left over from the Cold War. No matter
how the survey questions are written, Americans of all stripes expect strong
action to reduce the nuclear dangers that still threaten them and their
children. In the mutual interests of their people and the rest of the world,
Presidents Clinton and Yeltsin must take decisive action to break the
current nuclear disarmament deadlock."

# # #

The Coalition is a non-partisan alliance of 17 of the nation's leading
nuclear arms control organizations working for a practical, step-by-step
program to reduce nuclear dangers and prevent new threats from emerging. For
further information on U.S. public opinion on nuclear weapons, nuclear
testing and ballistic missile defenses, visit the Coalition's web site at:
http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
___________________________________
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Thu, 27 Aug 1998 17:17:19 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: Sept. 11th meeting

Howard,

We need to talk about the Sept. 11th meeting --- both the preparation
and the actual meeting.

Right now I have these immediate questions:
 1. Do you have wording or concepts that you want me to put in the
invitation notice?
 2. When I post the invitation notice, shall I include either of these?
        -the strategy paper from two weeks ago
        -the letter to the abolition caucus

Let me know what you are thinking, and I will get it posted.

Shalom,
BT
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To: btiller@psr.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Letter to Clinton and Yeltsin on de-alerting
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

>Return-Path: <marylia@igc.org>
>Date: Thu, 27 Aug 1998 18:41:29 -0700 (PDT)
>X-Sender: marylia@pop.igc.apc.org
>To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
>From: marylia@igc.org (marylia)
>Subject: Re: Letter to Clinton and Yeltsin on de-alerting
>
>Hi Howard. Met with new DOE scty Richardson today for about 1/2 hour. he
>will be accompanying clinton to Russia (if it's not totally cancelled) and
>so I strongly recommend you cc a copy to him. If i had had this letter this
>morning I could have given it to him. Oh well. At any rate FOE australia
>sent me theirs (TVC signed both as did many groups). My point in mentioning
>it to you now is to say that we put the key issues on his radar screen, so
>any follow up you can do may be facilitated by that. and, because of his
>background and dual portfolio at the moment, he is someone Clinton will
>likely talk to (if anyone) about dealerting. Peace, Marylia
>

Bob,

Can you get the Clinton-Yeltsin letter to Richardson.  It might be more appropriate coming from PSR than MUPJ 
because you are more involved in energy issues.  But if you can't, I'll get it to him.

Shalom,
Howard
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Return-Path: <salvador@hawaii.edu>
Date:  Thu, 27 Aug 1998 16:11:55 -1000
From: Richard Salvador <salvador@hawaii.edu>
X-Sender: salvador@uhunix5
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Letter to Clinton and Yeltsin on de-alerting

Aloha,

Thank you very much Howard for putting the letter on the list.

Richard
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To: smirnowb@ix.netcom.com (Robert Smirnow)
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Letter to Clinton and Yeltsin on de-alerting
Cc: btiller@psr.org
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 01:11 AM 8/28/98 -0500, Robert Smirnow wrote:
>
>    Dear Howard,
>                Is it too late to sign on for the Clinton/Yeltsin 
>letter? If not, please add me to the list.
>
> Bill Smirnow
> NUCLEAR FREE EAST COAST/U.S.A.
>
>
>      Thanks.
>      
>
Dear Bill,

We sent the letter to the two presidents on the 26th, but if we make further use of it, we'll add your name.  Thanks.

Howard
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Return-Path: <joe@fcnl.org>
X-Sender: joe@local.fcnl.org
Date: Fri, 28 Aug 1998 07:44:10 -0400
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
From: Joe Volk <joe@fcnl.org>
Subject: Re: Meeting September 8, Breakfast September 16

8/28/98

HOward,

I'm on vacation.  Back in office Monday, August 31.  Until then, yes, FCNL
could contribute $100.  I'll be out of the country from Sept 4 through 20.
Rachel Phillips, my new Leg. Intern, will attend these meetings along with
Kathy Guthrie.

Cheers,

Joe

At 01:28 PM 8/26/98 -0700, you wrote:
>Dear Colleagues:
>
>1.  The next meeting of the interfaith group on the CTBT will be on Tuesday,
>September 8 from 1:00 to 2:30 p.m. at the Mott House, 122 Maryland Avenue,
>NE, Washington, DC.  This is a change from the previously scheduled date of
>September 9, a change made in order to avoid conflicting with a meeting of
>Churches for Middle East Peace.  The agenda will focus on our final push in
>this session of Congress to get the Senate to make a binding commitment to
>have a vote on the CTBT in 1999.
>
>2.  The breakfast meeting on the CTBT will take place from 8:30 to 10:00
>a.m., Wednesday, September 16 at the Mott House.  The intent is to bring in
>a wider range of persons from the religious community to help build support
>for the CTBT.  However, there are some details not yet tied down, so I need
>your advice.
>
>Just as I was ready to send out letters of invitation to heads of communion
>who signed "A Statement of American Religious Leaders: Ratify the CTBT" but
>whose denominations haven't been involved in the ratification campaign, I
>discovered that Senator Jeffords has not made a final commitment to be at
>the breakfast.  He'll be back in town next Wednesday, September 2, and only
>then will his staff be able to determine whether he will appear.  Therefore,
>I am holding off the invitations until we have have a firm commitment from
>Senator Jeffords.   I just don't want to use the "*invited" ploy.
>Unfortunately this puts us in a time bind.
>
>It has been suggested that even if Senator Jeffords consents to appear we
>would be well advised to have Senate staff present to answer technical
>questions and to continue the discussion in case the senator can stay only a
>brief time.  Another suggestion is to have staff from the National Security
>Council, such as Steve Andresson (sp?) present for the same reason and also
>to serve as a last minute substitute for Senator Jeffords.  It is further
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>suggested that if Senator Jeffords says "no" next Wednesday or Thursday, we
>can feature the NSC staff person in our invitation (given the extreme
>unlikelihood of lining up another senator with one day's notice).  But since
>NSC will be away next week for the Clinton-Yeltsin summit, we would have to
>get an expression of willingness this week, at least on a standby basis.
>
>Please let me know as soon as possible by phone or fax (301 896-0013) or
>e-mail (mupj@igc.org) what you think about these alternatives.
>
>Secondly, Walter Owensby and Marie Rietmann have checked out the costs of a
>conference call hookup so that 30 to 40 activists around the country may
>listen to Senator Jeffords presentation and our strategy discussion.  This
>will cost approximately $1,000 for toll-free call in.  We have asked the
>Coalition to Prevent Nuclear Dangers to draw on their CTBT contingency fund
>to pay for the conference call and/or the cost of the breakfast
>(approximately $300).  They have agreed to the latter.  Therefore, we need
>to ask ourselves whether we can raise $1,000 from our own organizations.
>
>My organization can contribute $100.  What about yours?  Can you make a
>contribution?  If so, how much?  Please let me know as soon as possible so
>that we determine whether we can afford to go ahead with this element of the
>CTBT breakfast.
>
>Shalom,
>Howard
>
>
>Howard W. Hallman, Chair
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice
>1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
>Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
>
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
>laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
>
>
Joe Volk
Executive Secretary
Friends Committee on National Legislation
245 Second Street, NE 
Washington, DC  20002
Phone:  202/ 547-6000
Fax:  202/ 547-6019
E-mail:  joe@fcnl.org
Web page:  http://www.fcnl.org/pub/fcnl
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Return-Path: <support8>
Date: Thu, 27 Aug 1998 17:04:22 -0700 (PDT)
From: Steven Shults - IGC Technical Support <support8@igc.apc.org>
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Downloading problem

Hello,

Eudora would only send messages to the trash if the messages match the 
parameters of the filters you've created to do so.

I'd suggest making your filters more specific or removing them to avoid 
this problem.

Take care,
~Steven

Please include a copy of this message with any reply.
------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  Steven Shults, User Support               <support8@igc.apc.org>
  PeaceNet  -   EcoNet   -   LaborNet   -   ConflictNet   -   WomensNet
  Institute  for  Global  Communications,   Presidio Building   #1012
  First Floor, Torney Avenue, PO Box 29904, San Francisco, CA 94129-0904
  Voice (415) 561-6100 Fax: (415) 561-6101  http://www.igc.apc.org

NEW SOFTWARE, NEW UNLIMITED RATE PLAN, STARTING APRIL 15
Find information about IGC's $19.98 unlimited rate plan and new
software at: www.igc.org/igc/join/ or call us toll-free at
(888)442-8772 to order by phone.
------------------------------------------------------------------------------

On Thu, 27 Aug 1998, Howard W. Hallman wrote:

> Date: Thu, 27 Aug 1998 11:21:59 -0700 (PDT)
> From: Howard W. Hallman <mupj@igc.apc.org>
> To: support@igc.org
> Subject: Downloading problem
> 
> Dear Friends:
> 
> I use Eudoro.  When I click "get mail", it has recently been downloading to
> "trash" rather than "in".  I have some names and subjects in filter that I
> want to send to trash, but not everybody.  What can I do about this?
> 
> Thanks for your help,
> Howard Hallman
> 
> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
> Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
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> 
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
> laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
> 
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To: a-usa
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Ideas for a de-alerting campaign
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Abolitionists:

We have posted on abolition-caucus the final version of the letter to
President Clinton and President Yeltsin on de-alerting along with the
list of signers.   If you didn't receive it and want a copy, please let
us know.

We would now like to follow through with a concerted effort in the
United States to get President Clinton to adopt the policy of
de-alerting, with the objective of achieving zero alert by all nuclear
weapon states no later than December 31, 1999.  Specifically we propose
a concentrated grassroots campaign that would have public visibility
between the November election and the end of the year.  We would like to
share some ideas on such a campaign and ask for your ideas on how we can
all work together in such an effort.

We perceive de-alerting as one of several parallel endeavors that are part 
of the broad quest for nuclear abolition.  
Other efforts deal with the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT),
stockpile stewardship, deep cuts (START), dismantling nuclear warheads
and delivery vehicles, fissile material control, nuclear weapons
convention, and, embracing all of these, development of public
understanding and support for nuclear abolition.  Each campaign deals
with a specific set of decision-makers and decision-making processes
that come into focus at different times.  For example, the CTBT requires
Senate ratification of the treaty, curtailing new weapons design under
stockpile stewardship combines legal action and seeking funding
cutbacks in Congress, the nuclear weapons convention relates to
willingness to engage in multilateral,negotiations. 
Each campaign has a different set of allies.  Although the campaigns are
interrelated, they can be conducted in parallel.

Advocates of de-alerting tend to fall in three categories:
(1) abolitionists, who see de-alerting as a step toward total elimination of
nuclear weapons; (2) persons concerned with nuclear safety, many of whom
favor eventual elimination of nuclear weapons but are not full-fledged
abolitionists; and (3) persons who want to create more time before
nuclear weapons are used but who retain a deterrence outlook.  The first
group includes members of Abolition 2000 and a variety of retired
military leaders, scientists, religious denominations, and other
abolition advocates who presently aren't affiliated with the A-2000
network.  The second group includes arms control advocates, scientists,
other retired military leaders, present and retired members of Congress
(such as Senator Daschle, former Senator Nunn), and scholars who tend to
be incrementalists without strong advocacy of total elimination of
nuclear weapons.  The third group consists of scholars and others who
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believe in deterrence forever, though would like it to be safer.

Although we are abolitionists, for the purpose of a grassroots de-alerting campaign
we would like to achieve a working coalition among the first and second
categories.  Therefore, we are willing to take up de-alerting as an
issue in its own right and join with persons in both categories in
pushing de-alerting as a specific issue.  At the same
time we will work through other channels for a nuclear weapons
convention and for other steps toward nuclear abolition, such as CTBT
ratification, termination of subcritical testing, drastic shrinkage of
the stockpile stewardship program, deep cuts in the strategic arsenal,
dismantling of nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles, and fissile
material control.  We believe that every statement on a particular issue
doesn't have to bring in other issues.  In the case of de-alerting, for
instance, only a handful of Senate Democrats could be expected to
sign a letter favoring de-alerting as
a step toward abolition while possibly a majority of Senate Democrats
might sign a letter supporting de-alerting as an important initiative
without addressing what happens beyond this step.

Working from this perspective, we propose organizing a broad-based
alliance to stage a visible public campaign on de-alerting in
the period between the November election and the end of the year.  It
would treat de-alerting as an important matter in its own right.   This
grassroots campaign could have a number of elements, such as:
(1) A major event shortly after the election, such as a citizens
hearing, a debate at the National Press Club, or some other activity
that would attract media attention, including C-Span and CNN.
(2) A grassroots effort with call-in to radio talk shows, letters to the
editor, contact with members of Congress to gain their support for
de-alerting.
(3) A White House call-in day.
(4) An offering of letters to President Clinton around Thanksgiving,
saying "we would be thankful if you achieved de-alerting".
(5) Response from ground zero, that is, cities and other potential
targets of a Russian attack, thereby bringing in mayors, city council
members, state legislators, and minority groups which are concentrated
in central cities.
(6) Efforts to enlist support at national conferences, such as those of
the American Public Health Association and the National League of
Cities.
(7) Imaginative picketing, such as with large puppets and other props.
(8) Letters from prominent citizens (retired generals, scientists,
clergy, etc.) to President Clinton and release of public statements.
(9) Op-ed and editorial page articles and commentary.

Other initiatives and approaches are possible.  We would like your
comments on the above list and your additional ideas.

Please let us know what you think.

Shalom,

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

Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
Physicians for Social Responsibility
1101 14th Street NW
Washington, DC 20005
Phone 202-898-0150, ext. 220
Fax 202-898-0172
E-mail: btiller@psr.org
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To: btiller@psr.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: September 11 meeting
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

On August 27, 1998 you wrote:

Howard,

We need to talk about the Sept. 11th meeting --- both the preparation
and the actual meeting.

Right now I have these immediate questions:
 1. Do you have wording or concepts that you want me to put in the
invitation notice?

Reply:  I suggest that the invitation indicate that the meeting is for those who want to join us in a grassroots de-alerting 
campaign or want to gain more information about such a campaign.  (We shouldn't debate whether to have a campaign 
because we have enough commitments to go ahead.)

 2. When I post the invitation notice, shall I include either of these?
        -the strategy paper from two weeks ago
        -the letter to the abolition caucus

Reply: I suggest the e-mail letter to abolition-usa, which I have just posted.  It contains a listing nine possible elements 
and also raises the matter of a single-issue or multi-issue campaign.  You can make reference to the previous strategy 
paper, which has already been distributed.

As to the agenda, it might have two major parts, as follows:

A. Structural issues
 1. Single issue or linked with abolition
 2. Grassroots coordination handled through NWWG or an alternative arrangement
 3. Relationship with Deep Cuts Working Group
B. Campaign elements
 Nine items in abolition-usa memo
 Additional proposals
 Schedule of activities

After you have reviewed this, please call me so that we can talk it over.

Shalom,
Howard
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Return-Path: <lacombeb@worldnet.fr>
Reply-To: <lacombeb@worldnet.fr>
From: "LACOMBE Bernard" <lacombeb@worldnet.fr>
To: <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Subcribe to the  Religious Working Group
Date: Fri, 28 Aug 1998 16:44:51 +0200
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal

 Please 

I wish subscribe to the Religious working group 

      lacombeb@worldnet.fr 

Thanks
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Return-Path: <dh3m@hrzpub.tu-darmstadt.DE>
From: Martin Kalinowski <dh3m@hrzpub.tu-darmstadt.DE>
Subject: Re: Letter to Clinton and Yeltsin on de-alerting
To: mupj@igc.apc.org (Howard W. Hallman)
Date: Fri, 28 Aug 1998 15:57:50 +0200 (CET)

Dear Howard,

I am sorry, if I didn't tell you in time that I sign the letter too.
Well done!

Best regards, 
Martin (Kalinowski)

> Dear Colleagues:
> 
> We want to share with you the final version of the letter to President
> Clinton and President Yeltsin on de-alerting, plus the list of the 68
> signers.  We thank all of you who signed.  We'll let you know if we hear
> anything from either president.
> 
> Shalom,
> Howard Hallman
> 
> ###
> 
> August 26, 1998
> 
> The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
> The White House
> Washington, DC 20500
> 
> The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
> The Kremlin
> Moscow, Russia
> 
> Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin:
> 
> When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a
> course so that Earth may enter the new millennium with all nuclear
> weapons taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method to
> accomplish this would be to separate warheads from their delivery
> vehicles and place them in secure storage.
> 
> We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the
> de-alerting process no later than January 1999 and complete the task no
> later than December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United
> Kingdom, France, and China so that they will likewise take their nuclear
> arsenals off alert within that time frame.
> 
> With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia,
> the United Kingdom, France, and China maintain peaceful relations and
> carefully avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a
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> condition of nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or
> unauthorized launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face
> the risk of attack by missiles launched on warning due to
> miscommunication or misinterpretation of data.  By removing these
> dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially enhance the national
> security of all the nuclear weapon states.
> 
> Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out
> through executive action.  This is what your predecessors, President
> George Bush and President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991
> when they reduced the alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable
> number of intercontinental ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a
> positive step when you agreed to stop aiming strategic missiles at each
> other's country.   It is well within the purview of executive authority
> to move now to de-alerting your respective nuclear arsenals.
> 
> De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including
> the Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals
> leaders from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences
> in the United States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders,
> including 47 past and present heads of states and prime ministers
> (1998), and the recent New Agenda Declaration by the foreign ministers
> of Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa,
> and Sweden (1998).  This approach also has the support of a variety of
> religious bodies and numerous non-governmental organizations.
> 
> De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would
> like to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear
> destruction.   We hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity
> to lead the world in this direction.
> 
> Sincerely yours,
> 
> Organizations from the United States
> 
> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> 
> Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
> Physicians for Social Responsibility
> 
> Joe Volk, Executive Secretary
> Friends Committee on National Legislation (Quakers)
> 
> Donnan Runkel, Executive Director
> Peace Links
> 
> Christopher Ney, Disarmament Coordinator
> War Resisters League
> 
> Anne Anderson, National Coordinator
> Psychologists for Social Responsibility
> 
> Ellen Thomas
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> Proposition One Committee
> 
> Paul F. Walker, Ph.D., President
> Veterans for Peace
>     
> Robin Caiola, Executive Director
> 20/20 Vision
> 
> Michael Mariotte, Executive Director
> Nuclear Information and Resource Service
> 
> Gordon S. Clark, Executive Director
> Peace Action
> 
> Susan Shaer, Executive Director
> Women's Action for New Directions
> 
> Daniel Plesch, Director
> British-American Security Information Council
> 
> John Isaacs
> Council for a Livable World
> 
> Tim Barner
> World Federalist Association
> 
> David Krieger, President
> Nuclear Age Peace Foundation
> 
> Clayton Ramey
> Fellowship of Reconciliation
> 
> Mary H. Miller, Executive Secretary, and Rev. David Selzer, Chair
> Episcopal Peace Fellowship
> 
> Marie Dennis, Director
> Maryknoll Office for Global Concerns
> 
> Jay Lintner, Director, Washington Office
> United Church of Christ, Office for Church in Society
> 
> Curtis Ramsey-Lucas, Director of Legislative Advocacy
> National Ministries, American Baptist Churches
> 
> Bishop Walter F. Sullivan, President
> Pax Christi USA
> 
> Margaret N. Spallone, Recording Secretary
> Abolition 2000 Working Group of the Philadelphia Yearly Meeting of the
> Religious Society of Friends
> 
> L.William Yolton, Executive Secretary
> Presbyterian Peace Fellowship
> 
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> Kathy Thornton, RSM, National Coordinator
> NETWORK: A National Catholic Social Justice Lobby
> 
> Rev. Robert Moore, Executive Director
> Coalition for Peace Action (New Jersey)
> 
> 
> Ralph Hutchison, Coordinator
> Oak Ridge Environmental Peace Alliance (Tennessee)
> 
> Marylia Kelley, Executive Director
> Tri-Valley CAREs (California)
> 
> Byron Plumley, Disarmament Program Director
> American Friends Service Committee (Colorado Office)
> 
> Greg Mello
> Los Alamos Study Group (New Mexico)
> 
> David Buer, Interim Director
> The Nevada Desert Experience (Nevada)
> 
> Jonathan Parfrey, Executive Director
> Physicians for Social Responsibility/Los Angeles
> 
> Wayne Shandera, MD
> Physicians for Social Responsibility/Houston
> 
> Peter Wilk, MD, Co-President
> Physicians for Social Responsibility/Maine
> 
> Ed Arnold, Executive Director
> Physicians for Social Responsibility/Atlanta
> 
> Robert M. Gould, MD, President
> Physicians for Social Responsibility/Greater San Francisco Bay Area
> 
> Herbert M. Perr, MD
> Physicians for Social Responsibility/Nassau County
> 
> Jennifer Aldrich, Executive Director
> Physicians for Social Responsibility/Oregon
> 
> Wendy Perron, Executive Director
> Physicians for Social Responsibility/New York City
> 
> Josiah Hill III, PA, President
> Physicians for Social Responsibility/Oregon
> 
> Daniel Kerlinsky, MD
> Physicians for Social Responsibility/New Mexico
> 
> Martin Fleck, Executive Director
> Physicians for Social Responsibility/Washington
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> 
> Wells R. Staley-Mays, Director
> Peace Action/ Maine and Physicians for Social Responsibility/Maine
> 
> Jonathan M. Haber
> Action Site to Stop Cassini Earth Flyby (Massachusetts)
> 
> Harry Rogers, Nuclear Issues Coordinator
> Carolina Peace Resource Center (South Carolina)
> 
> 
> Organizations from other nations
> 
> John Hallam
> Friends of the Earth
> Australia
> 
> Zohl de Ishtar
> Women for a Nuclear Free and Independent Pacific
> International Peace Bureau
> Australia
> 
> Graham Daniell
> People for Nuclear Disarmament
> Western Australia
> 
> Babs Fuller-Quinn, Coordinator
> Australian Peace Committee (National Office)
> Australia
> 
> Irene Gale, Secretary
> Australian Peace Committee (South Australian Branch)
> Australia
> 
> Pauline Mitchell, Secretary
> Campaign for International Cooperation and Disarmament
> Australia
> 
> Debbie Grisdale, Executive Director
> Physicians for Global Survival
> Canada
> 
> Norman Abbey, Director
> Nanoose Conversion Campaign
> Canada
> 
> Joanna Miller
> Project Ploughshares
> Canada 
> 
> Peter Coombes, President
> End the Arms Race
> Canada
> 
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> Caterina Lindman, Chair
> St. Jerome's University Social Justice Committee,
> Canada
> 
> Peter G. Rasmussen, Co-chairperson
> Pax Christi
> Denmark
> 
> Laura Lodenius, Press Secretary
> Peace Union of Finland
> Finland
> 
> Malla Kantola, Secretary General
> Committee of 100
> Finland
> 
> Regina Hagen
> Darmstaedter Friedensforum
> Germany
> 
> David Wakim, Chairperson
> Pax Christi Trust
> Aotearoa-New Zealand
> 
> Kate Dewes, Vice President
> International Peace Bureau
> Aotearoa-New Zealand
> 
> Professor Bent Natvig
> Science and Responsibility in the Nuclear Age
> Norway
> 
> Bengt Lindell, Secretary
> Swedish Physicians Against Nuclear Weapons (SLMK)
> Sweden
> 
> Commander Robert Green RN (Ret'd), Chair
> World Court Project
> United Kingdom
> 
> Anni Rainbow and Lindis Percy
> Campaign for the Accountability of American Bases
> United Kingdom
> 
> George Farebrother, Secretary
> World Court Project UK 
> United Kingdom
> 
> Dave Knight, Chair
> Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament
> United Kingdom
> 
> 
> 
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> Please address replies to:
> 
> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> 1500 16th Street NW
> Washington, D.C. 20036
> USA
> Phone/fax: 301 896-0013
> E-mail:  mupj@igc.org
> 
> Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
> Physicians for Social Responsibility
> 1101 14th Street NW
> Washington, D.C. 20005
> USA
> Phone 202-898-0150, ext. 220
> Fax 202-898-0172
> E-mail:  btiller@psr.org
> 
> 
> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
> Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
> 
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
> laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
> 

-- 

****************************************************************************
                 Dr. Martin B. Kalinowski, IANUS/INESAP
                Hochschulstr. 10, 64289 Darmstadt, Germany
              Tel.: +49-6151-163016   FAX: +49-6151-166039
            Internet, private: KALINOWSKI@HRZPUB.TU-DARMSTADT.DE
            Internet, group:        IANUS@HRZPUB.TU-DARMSTADT.DE
  http://www.tu-darmstadt.de/ze/ianus/       and    .../ianus/inesap.html
****************************************************************************

Please mind the change in our postal address!
Please mind the slight change in the internet address: tu instead of th !
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To: relctbt
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Invitees to September 16 breakfast
Cc: ctbt
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Colleagues:

In conferring further with Kathy Guthrie and Marie Rietmann, both of whom had conversations with Laurie Schultz-
Heim, Senator Jeffords' legislative assistance, we concluded that we could go ahead in good faith and invite people to 
breakfast with Senator Jeffords on September 16.  He has a strong interest in appearing even though his schedule for 
that week isn't full determined.  Therefore, I have sent invitations to the attached list of persons.

Please go ahead with your own promotion.  I have a flyer available which I can fax or mail to you on request.  As you 
do so, please compile a list of attendees.

Shalom,
Howard

###

Invited to attend September 16 Breakfast with Senator Jeffors, or send representative

Signers of  "A Statement by American Religious Leaders: Ratify the CTBT"
Bishop McKinley Young, African Methodist Episcopal Church
The Rev. Dr. Daniel F. Weiss, General Secretary, American Baptist Churches, USA
Dr. Richard L. Hamm, General Minister and President, Christian Church (Disciples of Christ)
Bishop Nathaniel Linsey, Senior Bishop, Christian Methodist Episcopal Church
Dr. Willie T. Snead, Sr., President, National Missionary Baptist Convention
Primate Most Blessed Theodosius, Orthodox Church in America
Archbishop Mor Cyril Aphrem Karim, Eastern Archdiocese, Syrian Orthodox Church
in America
Dr. Ronald J. Sider, President, Evangelicals for Social Action
John K. Stoner, Coordinator, New Call to Peacemaking
Rabbi Arthur Waskow, Director, The Shalom Center
The Rev. Jim Wallis, Executive Director, Sojourners

Other religious leaders
Judy Cannon, RSM, Leadership Conference of Women Religious
Sr. Ann Rutan, Sisters of St. Joseph of Peace
Rev. Ted Keating, Director for Justice and Peace, Conference of Major Superiors of Men
Pat Haritgan, RSM, 
Rev. Michael Dodd, Director, Columban Fathers Justice and Peace Center
Rev. Tyron S. Pitts, General Secretary, Progressive National Convention, Inc.
Dr. E. Edward Jones, President, National Baptist Convention of America, Inc.
Dr. Henry J. Lyons, President, National Baptist Convention, U.S.A., Inc.
Dr. Roscoe Cooper, General Secretary, National Baptist Convention, U.S.A., Inc.
Bishop Chandler D. Owens, Church of God in Christ
Bishop Nathaniel Jarrett, President, African Methodist Episcopal Zion Church
Bishop Richard D. Snyder, Free Methodist Church
Dr. Lee M. Haines, General Superintendent, The Wesleyan Church
Dr. Wesley Granberg-Michaelson, General Secretary, Reformed Church in America
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Commissioner Robert A. Watson, National Commander, The Salvation Army
Mr. Forest Montgomery, National Association of Evangelicals
Dr. William F. Vendley, Secretary General, World Conference on Religion and Peace
Ms. Kit Cosby, Cordinator, Office of External Affairs, Baha'i Faith
Ms. Sullivan Robinson, Acting Executive Director, Congress of National Black Churches
Ms. Jeanette Holt, Alliance of Baptist
Mr. Ken Sehested, Executive Director, Baptist Peace Fellowship
Ms. Mariquita Platov, Orthodox Peace Fellowship
Ms. Rabia Terri Harris, Coordinator, Muslim Peace Fellowship
Mr. Alan Senauke, National Coordinator, Buddhist Peace Fellowship
Mr. Herb Blinder, Washington Ethical Society
Mr. Ken Giles, Jewish Peace Fellowship
Mr. David Radcliffe, Director of Peace Ministries, Church of the Brethren
Ms. Sammie Moshenberg, National Council of Jewish Women
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Cc: nukenet@envirolink.org, abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com,
        a-days@motherearth.org
Date: Sat, 29 Aug 1998 12:59:58 +1000
From: FoE Sydney - Nuclear Campaign <nonukes@foesyd.org.au>
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: Yeltsin/Clinton Subcrits letter Faxed (so no more sign-ons)
To: ABOLITION-EUROPE@vlberlin.comlink.de, abolition-caucus@igc.org
X-Sender: foesyd4@tig.com.au (Unverified)

John Hallam
Friends of the Earth Sydney,
Suite 15,
1st Floor, 104 Bathurst Street,
Sydney, NSW, 2000.

Fax(61)(2)9283-2005 ph(61)(2)9283-2006.

nonukes@foesyd.org.au    http://www.peg.apc.org/~foesydney/

NOTE E-MAIL ADDRESS, nonukes@foesyd.org.au

THE FOLLOWING HAS NOW BEEN FAXED TO PRESIDENTS YELTSIN AND CLINTON.

TO:
THE HONOURABLE PRESIDENT BORIS YELTSIN,
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNMENT,
KRASNOPRESENSKAYA-2,
MOSCOW, RUSSIA,
+7-095-205-4219, +7-095-206-5173

THE HONOURABLE PRESIDENT  CLINTON,
THE WHITE HOUSE,
WASHINGTON, U.S.,
1-202-456-2461, 1-202-456-2883.

CC ALL UN AMBASSADORS (BY E-MAIL)

RE: SUBCRITICAL NUCLEAR TESTING
DE-ALERTING NUCLEAR WEAPONS SYSTEMS.

FROM:
JOHN HALLAM, NUCLEAR CAMPAIGNER, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH AUSTRALIA,
HANNAH MIDDLETON, SYDNEY ANTI- BASES ACTION CAMPAIGN COALITION
DENIS DOHERTY, PAX CHRISTI NEW SOUTH WALES.
KEITH M. ARMSTRONG, Q.U.T. CENTRE FOR INNOVATION IN THE ARTS,
JABILUKA ACTION GROUP QUEENSLAND.
ZOHL D' ISHTAR, WOMEN FOR A NUCLEAR-FREE AND INDEPENDENT PACIFIC.
GRAHAM DANIELL, PEOPLE FOR NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT, WESTERN AUSTRALIA.
DR SUSAN WAREHAM, PRESIDENT, MEDICAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE PREVENTION OF WAR.
SARAH MILLER, DIRECTOR, PERTH INSTITUTE OF CONTEMPORARY ARTS, W.A.,
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SASKIA KOUWENBERG, NIMBIN ENVIRONNENT CENTRE, N.S.W.,
DR. HELEN CALDICOTT, N.S.W.,
ENVIRONMENT CENTRE OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA.
CHARLES HAMILTON, AUSTRALIAN CONSERVATION FOUNDATION, GOLD COAST

VLADIMIR SLIVIAK,  SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL UNION RUSSIA.
ALEXANDRA KOROLEVA, ECODEFENSE.
GALINA RAGO.UZHINA,  WORLD INFORMATION SERVICE ON ENERGY KALININGRAD
ANTINUCLEAR CAMPAIGN OF SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL UNION.
PAVEL MALYSHEV, SEIMENS BOYCOTT, ECODEFENSE.
DENIS KUKUSHEV,  HOLD COLOUR ENVIRONMENT GROUP, KALININGRAD
EDUARD GALYAMOV, STATE UNIVERSITY OF UFA.
ANATOLY ZOLOTUKHIN,  URAINIAN ECOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION ZELENY ZVIT.
ANDREY BATISHEV, 'STAKS' RADIOLOGICAL CENTRE, MARIUMPOL, UKRAINE.
DR VIKTOR KHAZAN, IST VICE- CHAIR, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH UKRAINE.
MANANA KOCHLADZE, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH GEORGIA/GEORGIA GREENS, TBILSI,
GEORGIA.
ALLA SHEVCHUK, SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL UNION UKRAINE.
MAXIM OLENICHEV, KARELIAN SOCIETY FOR ANIMAL PROTECTION, PETROZAVODSK, RUS.
DMITRY ARTAMONOV, GREENPEACE SANKT PETERSBURG.

FELICITY HILL, WOMENS INTERNATIONAL LEAGUE FOR PEACE AND FREEDOM, (NY/GENEVA).
ELLEN THOMAS,  PROPOSITION-1 COMMITTEE, WASHINGTON, US
GREG REINARD, SHUNDAHAI NETWORK.
ALICE SLATER, GLOBAL RESOURCE ACTION CENTRE FOR THE ENVIRONMENT, NY,  (US).
ANNE ZANES, UN COMMUNICATIONS COORDINATION COMMITTEE.
MARJI EDGUER, PRESIDENT, CLEVELAND PEACE ACTION, OHIO.
PRESTON J. TRUMAN, DOWNWINDERS.
JUDITH H. JOHNSRUD,  DIRECTOR, ENVIRONMENTAL COALITION ON NUCLEAR POWER.
MARYLIA KELLEY, TRI-VALLEY CITIZENS AGAINST A RADIOACTIVE ENVIRONMENT,
LIVERMORE, CALIFORNIA.
INGA OLSON, SACRAMENTO CITIZENS ALONG THE TRACKS.
HOWARD W. HALLMAN, CHAIR, METHODISTS UNITED FOR PEACE WITH JUSTICE,
WASHINGTON, D.C..
CHARD NEILSEN, DIRECTOR, CITIZEN ALERT, NEVADA.
ANNE ANDERSON, CORDINATOR, PSYCHOLOGISTS FOR SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY, US.
PEACE ACTION MAINE.
DIANE SWORDS, PEACE ACTION CENTRAL NEW YORK.
ELLEN R. ROBINSON, CO-CHAIRPERSON, PEACE ACTION, YOUNGSTOWN OHIO.
PETER WILK, M.D., MAINE PHYSICIANS FOR SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY.
ROGER SNYDER, SOUND AND HUDSON AGAINST ATOMIC DEVELOPMENT, NY.
FRED MILLER, PEACE ACTION WASHINGTON.
CAROLL WEBBER, 1ST AND 3RD CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT CHAPTER OF PEACE ACTION,
NORTH CAROLINA.
DAVID MC REYNOLDS, WAR RESISTERS LEAGUE.
BARBARA WIEDENER, DIRECTOR, GRANDMOTHERS FOR PEACE INTERNATIONAL.
SONYA OSTROM, PRESIDENT, METRO NEW YORK PEACE ACTION.
RACHEL KEELER, PAX CHRISTI, METRO NEW YORK.
BRUCE A.  DREW, PRAIRIE ISLAND COALITION. MINNEAPOLIS.
LLOYD MARBET, DIRECTOR, DON'T WASTE OREGON.
ERNEST EGOTEIN, CALIFORNIANS FOR RADIOACTIVE SAFEGUARDS.
GREG MELLO, LOS ALAMOS STUDY GROUP
MOLLY JOHNSON, COORDINATOR, SAVE WARD VALLEY, CALIF.
LAWYERS COMMITTEE ON NUCLEAR POLICY (ALYN WARE)
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JAY COGHLAN, PROGRAM DIRECTOR, CONCERNED CITIZENS FOR NUCLEAR SAFETY, SANTA FE.
JONI THISSEN, SAN JOSE PEACE CENTRE, CALIF.
CAROL JAHNKOW, PEACE RESOURCE CENTRE OF SAN DIEGO.
BOB KINSEY, ROCKY MOUNTAIN CONFERENCE UNITED CHURCH OF CHRIST PEACE AND
JUSTICE TASK FORCE, COLORADO.
BERYL SCHWARTZ, COLORADO PEACE ACTION US.
JACQUELINE CABASSO, WESTERN STATES LEGAL FOUNDATION.
DAVID KRIEGER, PRESIDENT, NUCLEAR AGE PEACE FOUNDATION, CALIF.
DALE NESBITT, EAST BAY PEACE ACTION
20/20 VISION 7TH, 9TH, 10TH, AND 13TH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS CA.

COMMANDER ROB GREEN, CHAIR, WORLD COURT PROJECT UK.
KATE DEWES, VICE PRESIDENT, INTERNATIONAL PEACE BUREAU(NZ).
PETER LOW, QUAKERS OF NEW ZEALAND.

LINDIS PERCY AND ANNI RAINBOW, CAMPAIGN FOR THE ACCOUNTABILITY OF AMERICAN
BASES, U.K.
RACHEL JULIAN, SELLAFIELD WOMENS PEACE CAMP,
CLAUS BIEGERT, NUCLEAR- FREE FUTURE AWARD, GERMANY/AUSTRIA.
EVA GOES, M.P., GREEN PARTY SWEDEN.
RAGNHILD POHANKA, GREEN PARTY SWEDEN.
PER LAGER, MEMBER OF PARIAMENT, SWEDEN,
CARLA, POLITIEK INFOCENTRUM WAGENINGEN, NETHERLANDS.
AK MALTEN, GLOBAL ANTI-NUCLEAR ALLIANCE, THE HAGUE.
ASEED EUROPE, AMSTERDAM, NETHERLANDS.
MARTIN KALINOWSKI, INTERNATIONAL NETWORK OF ENGINEERS AND SCIENTISTS
AGAINST PROLIFERATION, DARMSTADT, GERMANY.
XANTHE HALL, CO-DIRECTOR, INTERNATIONAL PHYSICIANS FOR THE PREVENTION OF
NUCLEAR WAR, BERLIN, GERMANY.
LINDA MURPHY, INTER-CHURCH URANIUM COMMITTEE
KIKA PITSILLIDOU, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH CYPRUS.
JACOB SORENSON, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH DENMARK.
GODWIN OJO, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH NIGERIA.
GAIL HOCHACHKA, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH EL SALVADOR.
BEATRICE OLIVASTRI, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH CANADA.
ALISON DE LUCCA, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH COSTA RICA

Dear Presidents Yeltsin and Clinton,
We, the undersigned and above, representing millions in civil society,
urge you  to halt the  subcritical nuclear tests planned by both your
countries.  It is our strong hope that , when you meet with each other in
early September, your discussions include the halting of subcritical
testing, and an assessment of the feasibility of taking nuclear weapons off
hair-trigger alert, thereby taking the first steps identified by the
Canberra Commission toward nuclear disarmament.

These decisions are largely in your hands. We urge you to be courageous in
recognising the non - proliferation and disarmament warning signal given by
testing in South Asia and to maximise the window of opportunity now open to
you. De-Alerting and halting subcritical testing are objectives that can be
achieved by executive action.  It is not necessary either to pass
legislation or to appropriate money in either the US or Russia to achieve
these aims.
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Russia plans to proceed with a subcritical nuclear test on the island of
Novaya Zemlaya, before the onset of the Northern winter. In the US, the
planned 'Bagpipe' subcritical test is planned for  September, and
preparations for it are well under way.

Neither the planned Russian nor the US tests should proceed, either now or
in the future. An agreement between the two of you to cancel both
subcritical tests and to de-alert nuclear forces would send the correct
signals to the latest entrants to the nuclear arms race, India and
Pakistan. On the other hand, to proceed with the subcritical tests planned
by both nations sends entirely the wrong nonproliferation and disarmament
signals.

To fail to take the opportunity of the coming September meeting to take
strategic nuclear forces off alert status as recommended most recently by
the eight-nation New Agenda Coalition  quoting Australia's Canberra
Commission on the Elimination of Nuclear Weapons,  as well as by the
statement of 60 military leaders from around the globe,(1996), the US
National Academy of Sciences (1997) and by over 1000 NGO's worldwide,  is
to fail to take advantage  of the currently friendly relations between your
two nations and to forgo a cost-free opportunity to make the world a safer
place.

Recent failures in communication in Russian strategic forces such as that
which took place recently in which a Norwegian weather research rocket was
mistaken for an incoming missile, show the extreme dangers associated with
keeping nuclear forces on alert status. Similar failures have repeatedly
occurred in US command and control systems associated with its strategic
missile forces. De-Alerting nuclear strategic forces would eliminate the
extreme dangers posed by these failures.  It would in addition, set a good
example to India and Pakistan, in attempts to convince them not to deploy
their own weapons,  and would be a positive step toward the implementation
of the NPT obligation on the NWS to achieve complete nuclear disarmament.

Subcritical testing, while it may or may not be within the bare letter of
the CTBT, violates its spirit and intent. The rationale behind a ban on
further nuclear testing is to prevent the further development of nuclear
weapons. Subcritical testing, combined with sophisticated computer
simulation capabilities such as the US  and Russia undoubtedly possess, as
well as facilities such as NIF(National Ignition Facility) and DAHRT (Dual
Axis Hydrodynamic Radiographic Test facility) in the US, and their Russian
equivalents, allows the further refinement and optimisation of existing
weapons designs, as well as the possible development of new weapons designs
without an actual explosive test.

Notwithstanding statements by Russias first Deputy Atomic Energy Minister
Lev Ryabev, that subcritical testing is necessary for stockpile
maintainance, this is  not  the case. In the US, subcritical testing has
been linked to the development of new and modified nuclear weapons.

Subcritical testing is undoubtedly provocative to 'new' nuclear nations
such as India and Pakistan, and presumably also to Israel. Indian strategic
thinkers have specifically stated to the author of this letter, that a US
programme of subcritical tests would be a 'tripwire' for an Indian test
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programme. India's test did in fact, follow after a series of US
subcriticals.  India has stated that a major reason for conducting the
recent tests was a desire to develop computer programmes to benefit from
their own programme of subcritical tests. Subcritical test preparations,
whether in the US, Russia, or India, are indistinguishable from actual test
preparations.

Russian and US subcritical testing, taken together in the immediate wake of
Indian and Pakistani explosive tests, is destabilising in the extreme, and
strengthens the hands of those who want to further develop the nuclear
weapons capabilities of their countries. Even were the situation better
than that of the immediate aftermath of nuclear explosive testing in the
Indian subcontinent, it would still be the case that subcritical testing in
either Russia or the US entrenches the development of nuclear weapons still
further. Subcritical testing can only be negative from the point of view of
the clear legal obligation of both Russia and the US, articulated in the
unanimous judgment of the International Court of Justice, to bring to a
conclusion negotiations for the elimination of nuclear weapons.

On the other hand, if either nation, or better still, both Russia and the
US, agree to desist from further subcritical testing, and further agree to
remove their strategic weapons from alert, one small but real step will
have been taken  toward fulfilling the legal obligations of both nations
to eliminate nuclear  weapons.

These decisions can easily be made by either of the two of you at an
executive level, and cost nothing.

Yours Sincerely,
Signed:

John Hallam,(letter Coordinator) Nuclear Campaigner, Friends of the Earth
Sydney, Australia, nonukes@foesyd.org.au,
p61-2-9283-2006, fax 61-2-9283-2005.

JOHN HALLAM, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH AUSTRALIA, 61-2-9283-2006P2005F,
nonukes@foesyd.org.au
HANNAH MIDDLETON, SYDNEY ANTI- BASES ACTION CAMPAIGN COALITION 61-2-9517-9425
DENIS DOHERTY, PAX CHRISTI NEW SOUTH WALES 61-2-9660-7562
KEITH M. ARMSTRONG, Q.U.T. CENTRE FOR INNOVATION IN THE ARTS, fax
61-7-3864-3672.
JABILUKA ACTION GROUP QUEENSLAND.0412-749-729 fx61-7-3846-4791
ZOHL D' ISHTAR, WOMEN FOR A NUCLEAR-FREE AND INDEPENDENT PACIFIC.,
Annandale, NSW 2038,  61-2-9660-3670p
GRAHAM DANIELL, PEOPLE FOR NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT, WESTERN AUSTRALIA,
DR SUSAN WAREHAM, PRESIDENT, MEDICAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE PREVENTION OF WAR,
3 Katz place, Spence, ACT.
SARAH MILLER, DIRECTOR, PERTH INSTITUTE OF CONTEMPORARY ARTS,
W.A.,08-9227-6144.
SASKIA KOUWENBERG, NIMBIN ENVIRONNENT CENTRE, N.S.W., 2480, 61-2-66-891-658.
DR. HELEN CALDICOTT, N.S.W., 0243-651-93, hcaldic@ibm.net
ENVIRONMENT CENTRE OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA, 61-8-9225-4103
CHARLES HAMILTON, AUSTRALIAN CONSERVATION FOUNDATION, GOLD COAST,ph07-5594-5298
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VLADIMIR SLIVIAK,  SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL UNION RUSSIA, ecodefense@koenig.su
ALEXANDRA KOROLEVA, ECODEFENSE.
GALINA RAGOUZHINA,  WORLD INFORMATION SERVICE ON ENERGY KALININGRAD
ANTINUCLEAR CAMPAIGN OF SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL UNION.
PAVEL MALYSHEV, SEIMENS BOYCOTT, ECODEFENSE.
DENIS KUKUSHEV,  HOLD COLOUR ENVIRONMENT GROUP, KALININGRAD, Russia,
EDUARD GALYAMOV, STATE UNIVERSITY OF UFA.
ANATOLY ZOLOTUKHIN,  URAINIAN ECOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION ZELENY ZVIT, Nikolaev,
Ukraine, p380-512-35-33-89, fax380- 512-35-31-12
evgeny@ineco.comcentre.nikolaev.ua
ANDREY BATISHEV, 'STAKS' RADIOLOGICAL CENTRE, MARIUMPOL, UKRAINE.
DR VIKTOR KHAZAN, IST VICE- CHAIR, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH UKRAINE,
Dneipropetrovsk, fax 380-562-273-425 zsfoe@melp.dp.ua
MANANA KOCHLADZE, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH GEORGIA/GEORGIA GREENS, TBILSI,
GEORGIA.ph995-32-35-47-51 fax 995-32-35-16-74 gagreens@greens.org.ge
ALLA SHEVCHUK, SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL UNION UKRAINE, Odessa.
MAXIM OLENICHEV, KARELIAN SOCIETY FOR ANIMAL PROTECTION, PETROZAVODSK, RUS.
DMITRY ARTAMONOV, GREENPEACE SANKT PETERSBURG

FELICITY HILL, WOMENS INTERNATIONAL LEAGUE FOR PEACE AND FREEDOM
(NY/GENEVA) flick@igc.org,
ELLEN THOMAS,  PROPOSITION-1 COMMITTEE, WASHINGTON, US, fax202-265-5389,
prop1@prop1.org.
GREG REINARD, SHUNDAHAI NETWORK, shundahai@shundahai.org, Las Vegas,
fax702-647-9385.
ALICE SLATER, GLOBAL RESOURCE ACTION CENTRE FOR THE ENVIRONMENT, NY,  (US).
aslater@gracelinks.org, fax 212-726-9160 p212-726-9161
ANNE ZANES, UN COMMUNICATIONS COORDINATION COMMITTEE, NY ph212-749-6297.
MARJI EDGUER, PRESIDENT, CLEVELAND PEACE ACTION, Cleveland, Ohio, 216-231-4245.
PRESTON J. TRUMAN, DOWNWINDERS, Lava Hot Springs, ID
hermit@downwinders.org, wweeks@aros.net
JUDITH H. JOHNSRUD,  DIRECTOR, ENVIRONMENTAL COALITION ON NUCLEAR POWER,
johnsrud@csrlink.net, PA 16803, p814-237-3900
MARYLIA KELLEY, TRI-VALLEY CITIZENS AGAINST A RADIOACTIVE ENVIRONMENT,
LIVERMORE, CALIFORNIA.marylia@igc.org, fx925-443-0177
INGA OLSON, SACRAMENTO CITIZENS ALONG THE TRACKS, II01@pge.com, 916-448-7157
HOWARD W. HALLMAN, CHAIR, METHODISTS UNITED FOR PEACE WITH JUSTICE,
WASHINGTON, D.C., mupj@igc.org, p/f 301-896-0013
CHARD NEILSEN, DIRECTOR, CITIZEN ALERT, NEVADA.citizenalert@igc.org,
702-796-5662.
ANNE ANDERSON, CORDINATOR, PSYCHOLOGISTS FOR SOCIAL
RESPONSIBILITY,Washington DC, US, psysrusa@interserv.com, fx202-745-0051.
PEACE ACTION MAINE.Portland, Maine, pam@nlis.net, ph207-772-0680
fax207-828-8620.
DIANE SWORDS, PEACE ACTION CENTRAL NEW YORK, sfcny@igc.org p315-478-7442
ELLEN R. ROBINSON, CO-CHAIRPERSON, PEACE ACTION, YOUNGSTOWN
OHIO,djrobins@cc.ysu.edu
PETER WILK, M.D., MAINE PHYSICIANS FOR SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY,
jpwilk@pivot.net, fax207-787-3296 PO Box 1771 Portland, Maine,04104 USA.
ROGER SNYDER, SOUND AND HUDSON AGAINST ATOMIC DEVELOPMENT, NY,
lishad@pobox.com, fax 516-265-9427 333 Terry Rd, Smithtown, NY.
FRED MILLER, PEACE ACTION WASHINGTON, scott@peaceaction.gen.wa.us
CAROLL WEBBER, 1ST AND 3RD CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT CHAPTER OF PEACE ACTION,
NORTH CAROLINA, mawebber@eastnet.educ.ecu.edu Greenville, NC.
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DAVID MC REYNOLDS, WAR RESISTERS LEAGUE, davidMcR@aol.com, wrl@igc.apc.org
BARBARA WIEDENER, DIRECTOR, GRANDMOTHERS FOR PEACE INTERNATIONAL,
wiednerb@aol.com,
SONYA OSTROM, PRESIDENT, METRO NEW YORK PEACE ACTION, metropeace@aol.com,
RACHEL KEELER, PAX CHRISTI, METRO NEW YORK,  NY, nypaxchristi@igc.apc.org
212-420-0250
BRUCE A.  DREW, PRAIRIE ISLAND COALITION. MINNEAPOLIS, bdrew@igc.apc.org
p612-927-5087
LLOYD MARBET, DIRECTOR, DON'T WASTE OREGON, dwoc@teleport.com, p/f503-287-6329.
ERNEST EGOTEIN CALIFORNIANS FOR RADIOACTIVE SAFEGUARDS, Egoitein@aol.com
GREG MELLO, LOS ALAMOS STUDY GROUP, Santa fe, NM, lasg@igc.org
MOLLY JOHNSON, COORDINATOR, SAVE WARD VALLEY, CALIF, swvl@ctaz.com, Needles
CA, p760-326-6267
LAWYERS COMMITTEE ON NUCLEAR POLICY (ALYN WARE)
JAY COGHLAN, PROGRAM DIRECTOR, CONCERNED CITIZENS FOR NUCLEAR SAFETY, SANTA
FE, jcoghlan@igc.apc.org,
JONI THISSEN, SAN JOSE PEACE CENTRE, San Jose, Calif, sjpc@sjpeace.org,
408-297-2299.
CAROL JAHNKOW, PEACE RESOURCE CENTRE OF SAN DIEGO, San Diego, Calif,
prcsandiego@igc.apc.org fx619-265-0791
BOB KINSEY, ROCKY MOUNTAIN CONFERENCE UNITED CHURCH OF CHRIST PEACE AND
JUSTICE TASK FORCE, COLORADO, Arvada, Colorado, bkinsey@peacemission.org,
p303-425-0348.
BERYL SCHWARTZ, COLORADO PEACE ACTION US, berylls@earthink.net
JACQUELINE CABASSO, WESTERN STATES LEGAL FOUNDATION, wslf@igc.apc.org,
DAVID KRIEGER, PRESIDENT, NUCLEAR AGE PEACE FOUNDATION, Santa barbara,
Calif, wagingpeace@napf.org, p(805)965-3443.
DALE NESBITT, EAST BAY PEACE ACTION,Albany, CA, p510-525-7061,
dnesbitt@idiom.com
20/20 VISION 7TH, 9TH, 10TH, AND 13TH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS CA.

COMMANDER ROB GREEN, CHAIR, WORLD COURT PROJECT UK robwcpuk@gn.apc.org
KATE DEWES, VICE PRESIDENT, INTERNATIONAL PEACE BUREAU(NZ).
PETER LOW, QUAKERS OF NEW ZEALAND, Christchurch,
P.Low@fren.canterbury.ac.nz p643-351-8150

LINDIS PERCY AND ANNI RAINBOW, CAMPAIGN FOR THE ACCOUNTABILITY OF AMERICAN
BASES, U.K, caab.lindis_anni@virgin.net
RACHEL JULIAN, SELLAFIELD WOMENS PEACE CAMP, Todmorden, UK
peacehouse@gn.apc.org, p/f44-1706-812-663
CLAUS BIEGERT,FOUNDER, NUCLEAR- FREE FUTURE AWARD, Munchen,
cb@nuclear-free.com. fx49-89/28-65-97-15
EVA GOES, M.P., GREEN PARTY SWEDEN, eva.goes@riksdagen.se
RAGNHILD POHANKA, GREEN PARTY SWEDEN.
PER LAGER, MEMBER OF PARIAMENT, SWEDEN, 46-8-786-4479, fax46-8-784-5375
perlager@riksdagen.se
CARLA, POLITIEK INFOCENTRUM WAGENINGEN, NETHERLANDS, Burgtstraat3,
Wageningen, NL6701.
AK MALTEN, GLOBAL ANTI-NUCLEAR ALLIANCE, THE HAGUE, Neth,
A.Malten@net.HCC.nl, p/f31-70-360-8905
ASEED EUROPE, AMSTERDAM, NETHERLANDS, aseedeur@antenna.nl,
andreja@aseed.antenna.nl, p31-20-668-2236
MARTIN KALINOWSKI, INTERNATIONAL NETWORK OF ENGINEERS AND SCIENTISTS
AGAINST PROLIFERATION, DARMSTADT, GERMANY, (IANUS/INESAP)
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ph49-6151-163-016.  IANUS@HRZPUB.TU-DARMSTADT.DE
XANTHE HALL, CO-DIRECTOR, INTERNATIONAL PHYSICIANS FOR THE PREVENTION OF
NUCLEAR WAR, BERLIN, GERMANY, Berlin-61 ippnw@vlberlin.comlink.de
p49-(0)30-693-0244
LINDA MURPHY, INTER-CHURCH URANIUM COMMITTEE EDUCATIONAL COOPERATIVE,
Saskatoon, Sask,Canada, p/f306-934-3030, icuc@the.link.ca
KIKA PITSILLIDOU, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH CYPRUS,Limassol,
foearth.spidernet.com.cy, p357-5-347-042.
JACOB SORENSON, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH DENMARK,(NOAH) foedenmark@noah.dk
GODWIN OJO, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH NIGERIA, Benin City,
eraction@infoweb.abs.net, p/f234-52-600-165
GAIL HOCHACHKA, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH EL SALVADOR,San Salvador,
cesta@es.com.sv, fax503-220-6478
BEATRICE OLIVASTRI, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH CANADA, Ottowa, Canada,
bea@intranet.ca, foe@intranet.ca,
ALISON DE LUCCA, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH COSTA RICA (Amigos de La Tierra) San
Jose, Costa Rica,  aecoced@sol.racsa.co.cr, p506-223-3925 fax3013
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Return-Path: <70761.2655@compuserve.com>
Date: Sat, 29 Aug 1998 14:37:29 -0400
From: James Hipkins <70761.2655@compuserve.com>
Subject: Peace Leaf
Sender: James Hipkins <70761.2655@compuserve.com>
To: Howard Hallman <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Content-Disposition: inline

Howard,
  Do you have your article ready for the Peace Leaf.  We can move on it as
soon as we get it.  You will get the minutes by mail this next week.  Hope
everything is going well with you and your family.

My  surgery went well.  I am slowly returning to normal and my eye seems to
improve daily.

Regards,
Jim Hipkins
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date: Mon, 31 Aug 1998 11:47:23 -0000
From: "Hiro Umebayashi" <peacedepot@y.email.ne.jp>
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: NGO Letter Submitted/Japan 
To: <abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org>
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.71.1712.3

Dear friends,

Thank you for your cooperation in the NGO letter addressed to the 
Foreign Minister of Japan. I want to share with all of you the final 
letter and the list of signatories.

It was handed over on August 25 to Ambassador Nobuyasu Abe, Director 
General for Arms Control and Scientific Affairs, Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, Japan. The letter was also sent to Co-Chairs of the 
Government-convened "Conference on Urgent Actions for Nuclear 
Non-proliferation and Disarmament," Yasushi Akashi, President of the 
Hiroshima Peace Institute and Nobuo Matsunaga, President of the Japan 
Institute of International Affairs. Mr Akashi is the former 
Under-Secretary-General of the United Nations. Mrs. Abe and Akashi 
assured that the NGO letter would be distributed to all the conference 
participants as one of the conference materials. It is a good news. 
Also the letter gained a substantial coverage on major news papers.

Mr. Abe revealed to the delegates of the NGO letter that the United 
States and Russia exerted pressure upon Japan that the Conference on 
Urgent Actions should not put much emphasis on nuclear disarmament, 
and told that he personally thought Japan would reject it and put as 
much emphasis on nuclear disarmament as on non-proliferation. Mr. 
Akashi wrote that he would like to do his best to produce an impactful 
final report toward nuclear disarmament.

I suggest we continue to be on the alert to respond internationally to 
the new development of the series of the Urgent Action Conferences 
which will continue in Japan for a year. I will inform you any 
substantial development. Also I want to receive any related 
information from all of you.

In peace, Hiro Umebayashi

*****************************************************************
Hiro Umebayashi
International Coordinator, PCDS/Executive Director, Peace Depot
3-3-1 Minowa-cho, Kohoku-ku, Yokohama, 223-0051 Japan
tel: 81-45-563-5101, fax: 81-45-563-9907,  e-mail: 
CXJ15621@niftyserve.or.jp
****************************************************************** 

Text of Final Letter
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INTERNATIONAL LETTER BY NGOS
Regarding the "Conference on Urgent Actions for Nuclear
Non-Proliferation and Disarmament"

August 25, 1998

The Honorable Masahiko Komura,
Minister of Foreign Affairs of Japan
2-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku
Tokyo, 100-8919 Japan

Dear Mr. Komura,

Following the nuclear tests by India and Pakistan in May, then Foreign 
Minister and now Prime Minister of Japan, Keizo Obuchi, proposed 
convening an international conference on the subject of urgent actions 
for nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament. We understand that Mr. 
Obuchi's proposal will be realized in the form of a series of 
conferences entitled, "Conference on Urgent Actions for Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation and Disarmament." Sponsored by the Japan Institute 
of International Affairs and the Hiroshima Peace Institute, the first 
of this series will take place in Tokyo at the end of August. We, who 
work for nuclear disarmament in non-governmental organizations (NGOs) 
in many different parts of the world, heartily welcome and are 
grateful for this important initiative.

There can be no doubt that now is the time for humankind to act 
urgently and determinedly for nuclear disarmament. The majority of 
past conferences sponsored by the Japanese Government provided 
opportunities for discussion by officials and experts, but lacked 
political direction from the Government. Although these events may 
have had some value, we believe, given the urgency of issues that 
confront us, this upcoming conference must be different from those 
earlier efforts. Specifically, the Japanese Government should exercise 
decisive political leadership to challenge and change the current 
prevailing and very alarming viewpoint that humankind may enter the 
next century without clear direction towards a nuclear weapon-free 
world.

With the aspiration of such a nuclear-free future in mind, we must, 
with frankness, point out the weaknesses inherent in the past nuclear 
disarmament policies of Japan.

We have been struck by the sharp division between Japanese citizens' 
strong anti-nuclear sentiments and the passive policies exhibited by 
Japanese officials in international nuclear disarmament negotiations 
and discussions. The most striking example of this is the fact that 
the Japanese government failed to endorse the testimonies of the 
Mayors of Hiroshima and Nagasaki before the International Court of 
Justice on the legality of use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. 
These testimonies made a significant contribution to the historic 
Advisory Opinion issued on July 8, 1996.

Japan's policy of requesting shelter under the United States' nuclear 
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umbrella renders Japan's stated position, which advocates nuclear 
disarmament, very weak, or worse, hypocritical. If Japan embraces the 
notion of the necessity of a nuclear umbrella for its own security, 
surely it will have to allow that other countries, such as India, may 
possess nuclear arsenals for that same purpose.

At this critical historical moment, Japan has a special responsibility 
to humankind as it is the only nation victimized and devastated by 
nuclear bombing in a war. We ask, therefore, that Japan assume bold 
leadership in this matter and undertake the following steps at the 
upcoming conference.

(1) Japan should completely disassociate itself from the misguided 
idea that nuclear weapons can provide security. Japan must emerge from 
beneath the nuclear umbrella and initiate the establishment of a 
Northeast Asia Nuclear Weapon-Free Zone inclusive of Japan and the 
Korean Peninsula. In so doing, Japan could gain the negative security 
assurances of the surrounding nuclear weapons powers.

(2) Japan should express its support for the 8-nation "New Agenda 
Coalition" which issued a statement on June 9, 1998 expressing its 
resolve to work jointly for nuclear abolition. Japan could also 
initiate an even stronger coalition with like-minded nations and NGOs 
to lead global efforts for nuclear disarmament.

(3) Japan should assume a leadership role in encouraging the 
Conference on Urgent Actions to resolve to request that the nuclear 
weapons powers commit unequivocally to the early elimination of 
nuclear weapons and to begin immediate negotiations leading to a 
convention to ban nuclear weapons globally.
As members of NGOs with large and diverse constituencies, we welcome 
the opportunity to work cooperatively with you for a nuclear 
weapon-free world.

Sincerely,

Signatories (in alphabetical order; titles and organizations are for 
identification purposes only; as of Aug. 24, 1998.)

ANZAI Ikuro; Professor, Ritsumeikan University (Japan)
Colin ARCHER; Secretary General, International Peace Bureau (IPB) 
(Switzerland)
Praful BIDWAI; Movement in India for Nuclear Disarmament (MIND) 
(India)
Oleg BODROV; Chairman, NGO Green World (Russia)
Jacqueline CABASSO*; Executive Director, Western States Legal 
Foundation (USA)
Donald B. CLARK; United Church of Christ, Network for Environmental & 
Economic Responsibility, TN (USA)
Jay COGHLAN; Program Director, Concerned Citizens for Nuclear Safety, 
Santa Fe (USA)
Peter COOMBES; President, End the Arms Race (Canada)
Graham DANIELL; People for Nuclear Disarmament Western Australia 
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(Australia)
Kate DEWES; Disarmament and Security Center, Christchurch (New 
Zealand)
EJIRI Mihoko; President, YWCA Japan (Japan)
Eric FAWCETT; Founding President of Science for Peace, Professor 
Emeritus, Physics Department, University of Toronto (Canada)
Jo Ann FULLER; Peace Action (USA)
Babs FULLER-QUINN; Coordinator, Australian Peace Committee (National 
Office) (Austra- lia)
FUNAGOE Koichi; Director, Nagasaki Peace Bus (Japan)
Irene GALE; Secretary, Australian Peace Committee (South Australian 
Branch) Inc. (Aust- ralia) 
Robert GREEN; World Court Project UK (UK)
Nicky HAGER; Pacific Campaign for Disarmament & Security (PCDS) (New 
Zealand)
Xanthe HALL; Co-Director, German Section of the International 
Physicians for the Preven- tion of Nuclear War (IPPNW) (Germany)
HATTORI Manabu; President, Peace Resources Cooperative (Peace Depot) 
(Japan)
Felicity HILL*; Director, UN Office, Women's International League for 
Peace and Freedom (WILPF) (USA)
Ralph HUTCHISON; Coordinator, Oak Ridge Environmental Peace Alliance 
(USA)
IKEDA Masanori; Secretary General, Japanese Association of Lawyers 
Against Nuclear Arms (Japan)
ITO Takeshi; Co-chairperson, Japan Confederation of A and H-Bomb 
Sufferers Organization (Nihon Hidankyo) (Japan)
Carol JAHNKOW; Executive Director, Peace Resource Center of San Diego 
(USA)
Peter JONES; Vice Chairperson, War Resisters International (Australia)
KAMATA Sadao; Director, Nagasaki Peace Institute (Japan)
Marylia KELLEY; Executive Director, Tri-Valley CAREs (Communities 
Against a Radioactive Environment) (USA)
KIM Yonghan; Korean Facilitator, PCDS (Republic of Korea)
Bob KINSEY; Rocky Mountain Conference, United Church of Christ, Peace 
and Justice Task Force (USA)
David KNIGHT; Chair, Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament (CND) (UK)
David KRIEGER; President, Nuclear Age Peace Foundation (USA)
LEE Samsung; Professor, Catholic University of Korea (Republic of 
Korea)
Bill LINDSTRON; Cumberland Countians for Peace & Justice, TN (USA)
LIU Ming; Institute of Asia-Pacific Studies, Shanghai Academy of 
Social Sciences (China)
Nic MACLELLAN; Pacific Concerns Resource Center (PCRC) (Fiji)
Ak MALTEN; Global Anti-Nuclear Alliance (GANA) (The Netherlands)
Ron MCCOY; Chair, Malaysian Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear 
War (Malaysia)
David MCREYNOLDS; Former Chair, War Resisters International (USA)
Pamela S. MEIDELL; Director, The Atomic Mirror/Earth Ways Foundation 
(USA)
Joanna MILLER; Project Ploughshares-Saskatoon, Canada 
Pauline MITCHELL; Secretary, Campaign for International Cooperation 
and Disarmament (Australia)
Abdul NAYYAR; Professor, Department of Physics, Quaid-e-Azam 
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University (Pakistan)
NISHIDA Masaru; Coordinator, Nuclear Free Zone Citizen's Network Japan 
(Japan)
OBA Satomi; Plutonium Action Hiroshima (Japan)
OGASAWARA Kimiko; Moderator, Peace and Nuclear Issues, National 
Christian Council in Japan (Japan)
OGAWA Iwao; Study Group for Nuclear Disarmament, Japan; Nuclear 
Physicist (Japan)
OTSU Kenichi; General Secretary, National Christian Council in Japan 
(Japan)
Anand PATWARDHAN; Anti Nuclear Movement, India (India)
Trina PAULUS; Cornucopia Network of New Jersey, Inc. (USA)
Lindis PERCY; Campaign for the Accountability of American Bases 
(CAAB), England (UK)
Alan F. PHILLIPS; Physicians for Global Survival (Canada).
Alexander PIKAYEV; Institute of World Economy & International 
Relations, Russian Academy of Sciences (Russia)
Anni RAINBOW; Campaign for the Accountability of American Bases 
(CAAB), England ( UK)
SANADA Kouzou; President, Japanese Affiliate of IPPNW (Japan)
Lopeti SENITULI; Director, Pacific Concerns Resource Center (PCRC) 
(Fiji)
SHOHNO Naomi; President, Hiroshima-Nagasaki Peace Foundation (Japan)
Roland G. SIMBULAN; National President, Nuclear Free Philippines 
Coalition, (Philip- pines)
Alice SLATER; Global Resource Action Center for the Environment 
(GRACE) (USA)
Aileen Mioko SMITH; Green Action, Kyoto Japan (Japan)
TAKEDA Takao; Nipponzan Myohoji Monk (Japan)
Losena TUBANAVAU-SALABULA; Assistant Director (Demilitarization), 
Pacific Concerns Resource Center (Fiji)
UMEBAYASHI Hiro*; International Coordinator, Pacific Campaign for 
Disarmament & Security (PCDS) (Japan)
Corazon VALDEZ-FABROS; Secretary General, Nuclear Free Philippines 
Coalition (Philip- pines)
Liz WESTMORLAND; Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament (CND) (UK)
Patti WILLIS; Resource Coordinator, Pacific Campaign for Disarmament & 
Security (PCDS) (Canada)
Stephen YOUNG; Senior Analyst, British American Security Information 
Council (BASIC) (USA)
YUASA Ichiro; Hiroshima Post, Peace Resources Cooperative (Peace 
Depot) (Japan)

* member of "Abolition 2000" Interim Coordinating Committee

CONTACT: Hiro Umebayashi, PCDS International Office
3-3-1 Minowa-cho, Kohoku-ku, Yokohama, 223-0051 Japan
tel: 81-45-563-5101, fax: 81-45-563-9907
e-mail: CXJ15621@niftyserve.or.jp
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Cc: nukenet@envirolink.org, abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com,
        a-days@motherearth.org
Date: Mon, 31 Aug 1998 13:05:32 +1000
From: FoE Sydney - Nuclear Campaign <nonukes@foesyd.org.au>
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: Sign-On Letter on Subcritical testing Faxed to Yeltsin and Clinton
To: ABOLITION-EUROPE@vlberlin.comlink.de, abolition-caucus@igc.org
X-Sender: foesyd4@tig.com.au (Unverified)

John Hallam
Friends of the Earth Sydney,
Suite 15,
1st Floor, 104 Bathurst Street,
Sydney, NSW, 2000.

Fax(61)(2)9283-2005 ph(61)(2)9283-2006.

nonukes@foesyd.org.au    http://www.peg.apc.org/~foesydney/

NOTE E-MAIL ADDRESS, nonukes@foesyd.org.au

The Following letter Has Been faxed to Yeltsin and Clinton, and will be
released to media tomorrow.

COVERING PRESS RELEASE FOLLOWS.

'STOP SUBCRITICAL NUCLEAR TESTS' SAYS GLOBAL LETTER TO YELTSIN, CLINTON

On the eve of the meeting of presidents Yeltsin and Clinton, sceduled for
Tuesday, Sept 1 in Moscow, a global coalition of 92 antinuclear,
environment, peace, and social justice groups, representing collectively
literally millions of people, has written to Yeltsin and Clinton, asking
them to terminate plans to conduct subcritical nuclear tests, and to take
their strategic forces off hair-trigger alert.

Meanwhile in the US, a campaign against subcritical nuclear testing at the
Nevada nuclear test site, using the slogan 'Don't be hypocritical, stop the
Subcritical', is growing, spearheaded by the Shundahai network, and
Tri-Valley Citizens Against A Radioactive Environment.

The US plans to conduct a 'subcritical' nuclear test around Sept 11th, and
preparations for it are advanced. Russia is planning to conduct a
subcritical nuclear test 'before winter' at its Novaya Zemlaya test site.

According to the coordinator of the global letter, Friends of the Earth
Sydney nuclear campaigner John Hallam,
"The message we want to send to Yeltsin and Clinton as they meet is
twofold. It is that they will save themselves immense risk by taking their
nuclear forces off hair-trigger alert, and provide a good example to India
and Pakistan not to deploy nuclear weapons in the subcontinent, and that
subcritical nuclear tests, as planned by both the US and Russia,  send
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completely the wrong signals to those nations, and help to develop nuclear
weapons further.  The meltdown in the Russian economy and growing global
instability makes these two initiatives more critically important than
ever."

Not so long ago, Russia came within five minutes of a nuclear exchange as
they mistook a Norwegian weather research rocket for an incoming attack.
The US has had similar incidents. Taking nuclear weapons off alert would
make such mistakes impossible.

Subcritical nuclear tests are not necessary for so-called 'stockpile
maintainance' and do aid in the development and optimisation of nuclear
warheads. This is contrary to the spirit and intent of the CTBT.

The letter has been signed by 92 groups including 14 Russian groups, 13
Australian groups, and 40 US groups.

Contact: John Hallam, Friends of the Earth Sydney, Australia,
61-2-9283-2006 0412-296-165 ah61-2-9351-7320 h61-2-9810-2598
Alice Slater, (US) 1-212-726-9161
Marylia Kelley, (US)1-(925) 443-7148
Shundahai Network, Las Vegas, p +1-702-647-9385.

TO:
THE HONOURABLE PRESIDENT BORIS YELTSIN,
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNMENT,
KRASNOPRESENSKAYA-2,
MOSCOW, RUSSIA,
+7-095-205-4219, +7-095-206-5173

THE HONOURABLE PRESIDENT  CLINTON,
THE WHITE HOUSE,
WASHINGTON, U.S.,
1-202-456-2461, 1-202-456-2883.

CC ALL UN AMBASSADORS (BY E-MAIL)

RE: SUBCRITICAL NUCLEAR TESTING
DE-ALERTING NUCLEAR WEAPONS SYSTEMS.

FROM:
JOHN HALLAM, NUCLEAR CAMPAIGNER, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH AUSTRALIA.
HANNAH MIDDLETON, SYDNEY ANTI- BASES ACTION CAMPAIGN COALITION
DENIS DOHERTY, PAX CHRISTI NEW SOUTH WALES.
KEITH M. ARMSTRONG, Q.U.T. CENTRE FOR INNOVATION IN THE ARTS,
JABILUKA ACTION GROUP QUEENSLAND.
ZOHL D' ISHTAR, WOMEN FOR A NUCLEAR-FREE AND INDEPENDENT PACIFIC.
GRAHAM DANIELL, PEOPLE FOR NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT, WESTERN AUSTRALIA.
DR SUSAN WAREHAM, PRESIDENT, MEDICAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE PREVENTION OF WAR.
SARAH MILLER, DIRECTOR, PERTH INSTITUTE OF CONTEMPORARY ARTS, W.A.
SASKIA KOUWENBERG, NIMBIN ENVIRONNENT CENTRE, N.S.W.
DR. HELEN CALDICOTT, N.S.W.
ENVIRONMENT CENTRE OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA.
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CHARLES HAMILTON, AUSTRALIAN CONSERVATION FOUNDATION, GOLD COAST .

VLADIMIR SLIVIAK,  SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL UNION RUSSIA.
ALEXANDRA KOROLEVA, ECODEFENSE.
GALINA RAGOUZHINA,  WORLD INFORMATION SERVICE ON ENERGY KALININGRAD.
ANTINUCLEAR CAMPAIGN OF SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL UNION.
PAVEL MALYSHEV, SEIMENS BOYCOTT, ECODEFENSE.
DENIS KUKUSHEV,  HOLD COLOUR ENVIRONMENT GROUP, KALININGRAD.
EDUARD GALYAMOV, STATE UNIVERSITY OF UFA.
ANATOLY ZOLOTUKHIN,  URAINIAN ECOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION ZELENY ZVIT.
ANDREY BATISHEV, 'STAKS' RADIOLOGICAL CENTRE, MARIUMPOL, UKRAINE.
DR VIKTOR KHAZAN, IST VICE- CHAIR, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH UKRAINE.
MANANA KOCHLADZE, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH GEORGIA/GEORGIA GREENS, TBILSI,
GEORGIA.
ALLA SHEVCHUK, SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL UNION UKRAINE.
MAXIM OLENICHEV, KARELIAN SOCIETY FOR ANIMAL PROTECTION, PETROZAVODSK, RUS.
DMITRY ARTAMONOV, GREENPEACE SANKT PETERSBURG.

FELICITY HILL, WOMENS INTERNATIONAL LEAGUE FOR PEACE AND FREEDOM, (NY/GENEVA).
ELLEN THOMAS,  PROPOSITION-1 COMMITTEE, WASHINGTON, US.
GREG REINARD, SHUNDAHAI NETWORK.
ALICE SLATER, GLOBAL RESOURCE ACTION CENTRE FOR THE ENVIRONMENT, NY,  (US).
ANNE ZANES, UN COMMUNICATIONS COORDINATION COMMITTEE.
MARJI EDGUER, PRESIDENT, CLEVELAND PEACE ACTION, OHIO.
PRESTON J. TRUMAN, DOWNWINDERS.
JUDITH H. JOHNSRUD,  DIRECTOR, ENVIRONMENTAL COALITION ON NUCLEAR POWER.
MARYLIA KELLEY, TRI-VALLEY CITIZENS AGAINST A RADIOACTIVE ENVIRONMENT,
LIVERMORE, CALIFORNIA.
INGA OLSON, SACRAMENTO CITIZENS ALONG THE TRACKS.
HOWARD W. HALLMAN, CHAIR, METHODISTS UNITED FOR PEACE WITH JUSTICE,
WASHINGTON, D.C..
CHARD NEILSEN, DIRECTOR, CITIZEN ALERT, NEVADA.
ANNE ANDERSON, CORDINATOR, PSYCHOLOGISTS FOR SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY, US.
PEACE ACTION MAINE.
DIANE SWORDS, PEACE ACTION CENTRAL NEW YORK.
ELLEN R. ROBINSON, CO-CHAIRPERSON, PEACE ACTION, YOUNGSTOWN OHIO.
PETER WILK, M.D., MAINE PHYSICIANS FOR SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY.
ROGER SNYDER, SOUND AND HUDSON AGAINST ATOMIC DEVELOPMENT, NY.
FRED MILLER, PEACE ACTION WASHINGTON.
CAROLL WEBBER, 1ST AND 3RD CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT CHAPTER OF PEACE ACTION,
NORTH CAROLINA.
DAVID MC REYNOLDS, WAR RESISTERS LEAGUE.
BARBARA WIEDENER, DIRECTOR, GRANDMOTHERS FOR PEACE INTERNATIONAL.
SONYA OSTROM, PRESIDENT, METRO NEW YORK PEACE ACTION.
RACHEL KEELER, PAX CHRISTI, METRO NEW YORK.
BRUCE A.  DREW, PRAIRIE ISLAND COALITION. MINNEAPOLIS.
LLOYD MARBET, DIRECTOR, DON'T WASTE OREGON.
ERNEST EGOTEIN, CALIFORNIANS FOR RADIOACTIVE SAFEGUARDS.
GREG MELLO, LOS ALAMOS STUDY GROUP
MOLLY JOHNSON, COORDINATOR, SAVE WARD VALLEY, CALIF.
ALYN WARE, LAWYERS COMMITTEE ON NUCLEAR POLICY.
JAY COGHLAN, PROGRAM DIRECTOR, CONCERNED CITIZENS FOR NUCLEAR SAFETY, SANTA FE.
JONI THISSEN, SAN JOSE PEACE CENTRE, CALIF.
CAROL JAHNKOW, PEACE RESOURCE CENTRE OF SAN DIEGO.
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BOB KINSEY, ROCKY MOUNTAIN CONFERENCE UNITED CHURCH OF CHRIST PEACE AND
JUSTICE TASK FORCE, COLORADO.
BERYL SCHWARTZ, COLORADO PEACE ACTION US.
JACQUELINE CABASSO, WESTERN STATES LEGAL FOUNDATION.
DAVID KRIEGER, PRESIDENT, NUCLEAR AGE PEACE FOUNDATION, CALIF.
DALE NESBITT, EAST BAY PEACE ACTION.
20/20 VISION 7TH, 9TH, 10TH, AND 13TH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS CA.
SISTERS OF BENEDICT, RED PLAINS MONASTERY, OKLAHOMA.
CAROLE GALLAGHER, AMERICAN GROUND ZERO.

COMMANDER ROB GREEN, CHAIR, WORLD COURT PROJECT UK.
KATE DEWES, VICE PRESIDENT, INTERNATIONAL PEACE BUREAU(NZ).
PETER LOW, QUAKERS OF NEW ZEALAND.

LINDIS PERCY AND ANNI RAINBOW, CAMPAIGN FOR THE ACCOUNTABILITY OF AMERICAN
BASES, U.K.
RACHEL JULIAN, SELLAFIELD WOMENS PEACE CAMP.
CLAUS BIEGERT, NUCLEAR- FREE FUTURE AWARD, GERMANY/AUSTRIA.
EVA GOES, M.P., GREEN MEMBER OF PARLIAMENT SWEDEN.
RAGNHILD POHANKA, GREEN MEMBER OF PARLIAMENT SWEDEN.
PER LAGER, MEMBER OF PARLIAMENT, SWEDEN.
CARLA, POLITIEK INFOCENTRUM WAGENINGEN, NETHERLANDS.
AK MALTEN, GLOBAL ANTI-NUCLEAR ALLIANCE, THE HAGUE.
ASEED EUROPE, AMSTERDAM, NETHERLANDS.
MARTIN KALINOWSKI, INTERNATIONAL NETWORK OF ENGINEERS AND SCIENTISTS
AGAINST PROLIFERATION, DARMSTADT, GERMANY.
XANTHE HALL, CO-DIRECTOR, INTERNATIONAL PHYSICIANS FOR THE PREVENTION OF
NUCLEAR WAR, BERLIN, GERMANY.
LINDA MURPHY, INTER-CHURCH URANIUM COMMITTEE.
KIKA PITSILLIDOU, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH CYPRUS.
JACOB SORENSON, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH DENMARK.
GODWIN OJO, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH NIGERIA.
GAIL HOCHACHKA, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH EL SALVADOR.
BEATRICE OLIVASTRI, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH CANADA.
ALISON DE LUCCA, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH COSTA RICA.
LEE TAEHWA, GREEN KOREA.

Dear Presidents Yeltsin and Clinton,
We, the undersigned and above, representing millions in civil society,
urge you  to halt the  subcritical nuclear tests planned by both your
countries.  It is our strong hope that , when you meet with each other in
early September, your discussions include the halting of subcritical
testing, and an assessment of the feasibility of taking nuclear weapons off
hair-trigger alert, thereby taking the first steps identified by the
Canberra Commission toward nuclear disarmament.

These decisions are largely in your hands. We urge you to be courageous in
recognising the non - proliferation and disarmament warning signal given by
testing in South Asia and to maximise the window of opportunity now open to
you. De-Alerting and halting subcritical testing are objectives that can be
achieved by executive action.  It is not necessary either to pass
legislation or to appropriate money in either the US or Russia to achieve
these aims.
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Russia plans to proceed with a subcritical nuclear test on the island of
Novaya Zemlaya, before the onset of the Northern winter. In the US, the
planned 'Bagpipe' subcritical test is planned for  September, and
preparations for it are well under way.

Neither the planned Russian nor the US tests should proceed, either now or
in the future. An agreement between the two of you to cancel both
subcritical tests and to de-alert nuclear forces would send the correct
signals to the latest entrants to the nuclear arms race, India and
Pakistan. On the other hand, to proceed with the subcritical tests planned
by both nations sends entirely the wrong nonproliferation and disarmament
signals.

To fail to take the opportunity of the coming September meeting to take
strategic nuclear forces off alert status as recommended most recently by
the eight-nation New Agenda Coalition  quoting Australia's Canberra
Commission on the Elimination of Nuclear Weapons,  as well as by the
statement of 60 military leaders from around the globe,(1996), the US
National Academy of Sciences (1997) and by over 1000 NGO's worldwide,  is
to fail to take advantage  of the currently friendly relations between your
two nations and to forgo a cost-free opportunity to make the world a safer
place.

Recent failures in communication in Russian strategic forces such as that
which took place recently in which a Norwegian weather research rocket was
mistaken for an incoming missile, show the extreme dangers associated with
keeping nuclear forces on alert status. Similar failures have repeatedly
occurred in US command and control systems associated with its strategic
missile forces. De-Alerting nuclear strategic forces would eliminate the
extreme dangers posed by these failures.  It would in addition, set a good
example to India and Pakistan, in attempts to convince them not to deploy
their own weapons,  and would be a positive step toward the implementation
of the NPT obligation on the NWS to achieve complete nuclear disarmament.

Subcritical testing, while it may or may not be within the bare letter of
the CTBT, violates its spirit and intent. The rationale behind a ban on
further nuclear testing is to prevent the further development of nuclear
weapons. Subcritical testing, combined with sophisticated computer
simulation capabilities such as the US  and Russia undoubtedly possess, as
well as facilities such as NIF(National Ignition Facility) and DAHRT (Dual
Axis Hydrodynamic Radiographic Test facility) in the US, and their Russian
equivalents, allows the further refinement and optimisation of existing
weapons designs, as well as the possible development of new weapons designs
without an actual explosive test.

Notwithstanding statements by Russias first Deputy Atomic Energy Minister
Lev Ryabev, that subcritical testing is necessary for stockpile
maintainance, this is  not  the case. In the US, subcritical testing has
been linked to the development of new and modified nuclear weapons.

Subcritical testing is undoubtedly provocative to 'new' nuclear nations
such as India and Pakistan, and presumably also to Israel. Indian strategic
thinkers have specifically stated to the author of this letter, that a US
programme of subcritical tests would be a 'tripwire' for an Indian test
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programme. India's test did in fact, follow after a series of US
subcriticals.  India has stated that a major reason for conducting the
recent tests was a desire to develop computer programmes to benefit from
their own programme of subcritical tests. Subcritical test preparations,
whether in the US, Russia, or India, are indistinguishable from actual test
preparations.

Russian and US subcritical testing, taken together in the immediate wake of
Indian and Pakistani explosive tests, is destabilising in the extreme, and
strengthens the hands of those who want to further develop the nuclear
weapons capabilities of their countries. Even were the situation better
than that of the immediate aftermath of nuclear explosive testing in the
Indian subcontinent, it would still be the case that subcritical testing in
either Russia or the US entrenches the development of nuclear weapons still
further. Subcritical testing can only be negative from the point of view of
the clear legal obligation of both Russia and the US, articulated in the
unanimous judgment of the International Court of Justice, to bring to a
conclusion negotiations for the elimination of nuclear weapons.

On the other hand, if either nation, or better still, both Russia and the
US, agree to desist from further subcritical testing, and further agree to
remove their strategic weapons from alert, one small but real step will
have been taken  toward fulfilling the legal obligations of both nations
to eliminate nuclear  weapons.

These decisions can easily be made by either of the two of you at an
executive level, and cost nothing.

Yours Sincerely,
Signed:

John Hallam,(letter Coordinator) Nuclear Campaigner, Friends of the Earth
Sydney, Australia, nonukes@foesyd.org.au,
p61-2-9283-2006, fax 61-2-9283-2005.

JOHN HALLAM, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH AUSTRALIA, 61-2-9283-2006P2005F,
nonukes@foesyd.org.au
HANNAH MIDDLETON, SYDNEY ANTI- BASES ACTION CAMPAIGN COALITION 61-2-9517-9425
DENIS DOHERTY, PAX CHRISTI NEW SOUTH WALES 61-2-9660-7562
KEITH M. ARMSTRONG, Q.U.T. CENTRE FOR INNOVATION IN THE ARTS, fax
61-7-3864-3672.
JABILUKA ACTION GROUP QUEENSLAND.0412-749-729 fx61-7-3846-4791
ZOHL D' ISHTAR, WOMEN FOR A NUCLEAR-FREE AND INDEPENDENT PACIFIC.,
Annandale, NSW 2038,  61-2-9660-3670p
GRAHAM DANIELL, PEOPLE FOR NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT, WESTERN AUSTRALIA,
DR SUSAN WAREHAM, PRESIDENT, MEDICAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE PREVENTION OF WAR,
3 Katz place, Spence, ACT.
SARAH MILLER, DIRECTOR, PERTH INSTITUTE OF CONTEMPORARY ARTS,
W.A.,08-9227-6144.
SASKIA KOUWENBERG, NIMBIN ENVIRONNENT CENTRE, N.S.W., 2480, 61-2-66-891-658.
DR. HELEN CALDICOTT, N.S.W., 0243-651-93, hcaldic@ibm.net
ENVIRONMENT CENTRE OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA, 61-8-9225-4103
CHARLES HAMILTON, AUSTRALIAN CONSERVATION FOUNDATION, GOLD COAST,ph07-5594-5298
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VLADIMIR SLIVIAK,  SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL UNION RUSSIA, ecodefense@koenig.su
ALEXANDRA KOROLEVA, ECODEFENSE.
GALINA RAGOUZHINA,  WORLD INFORMATION SERVICE ON ENERGY KALININGRAD
ANTINUCLEAR CAMPAIGN OF SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL UNION.
PAVEL MALYSHEV, SEIMENS BOYCOTT, ECODEFENSE.
DENIS KUKUSHEV,  HOLD COLOUR ENVIRONMENT GROUP, KALININGRAD, Russia,
EDUARD GALYAMOV, STATE UNIVERSITY OF UFA.
ANATOLY ZOLOTUKHIN,  URAINIAN ECOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION ZELENY ZVIT, Nikolaev,
Ukraine, p380-512-35-33-89, fax380- 512-35-31-12
evgeny@ineco.comcentre.nikolaev.ua
ANDREY BATISHEV, 'STAKS' RADIOLOGICAL CENTRE, MARIUMPOL, UKRAINE.
DR VIKTOR KHAZAN, IST VICE- CHAIR, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH UKRAINE,
Dneipropetrovsk, fax 380-562-273-425 zsfoe@melp.dp.ua
MANANA KOCHLADZE, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH GEORGIA/GEORGIA GREENS, TBILSI,
GEORGIA.ph995-32-35-47-51 fax 995-32-35-16-74 gagreens@greens.org.ge
ALLA SHEVCHUK, SOCIAL-ECOLOGICAL UNION UKRAINE, Odessa.
MAXIM OLENICHEV, KARELIAN SOCIETY FOR ANIMAL PROTECTION, PETROZAVODSK, RUS.
DMITRY ARTAMONOV, GREENPEACE SANKT PETERSBURG

FELICITY HILL, WOMENS INTERNATIONAL LEAGUE FOR PEACE AND FREEDOM
(NY/GENEVA) flick@igc.org,
ELLEN THOMAS,  PROPOSITION-1 COMMITTEE, WASHINGTON, US, fax202-265-5389,
prop1@prop1.org.
GREG REINARD, SHUNDAHAI NETWORK, shundahai@shundahai.org, Las Vegas,
fax702-647-9385.
ALICE SLATER, GLOBAL RESOURCE ACTION CENTRE FOR THE ENVIRONMENT, NY,  (US).
aslater@gracelinks.org, fax 212-726-9160 p212-726-9161
ANNE ZANES, UN COMMUNICATIONS COORDINATION COMMITTEE, NY ph212-749-6297.
MARJI EDGUER, PRESIDENT, CLEVELAND PEACE ACTION, Cleveland, Ohio, 216-231-4245.
PRESTON J. TRUMAN, DOWNWINDERS, Lava Hot Springs, ID
hermit@downwinders.org, wweeks@aros.net
JUDITH H. JOHNSRUD,  DIRECTOR, ENVIRONMENTAL COALITION ON NUCLEAR POWER,
johnsrud@csrlink.net, PA 16803, p814-237-3900
MARYLIA KELLEY, TRI-VALLEY CITIZENS AGAINST A RADIOACTIVE ENVIRONMENT,
LIVERMORE, CALIFORNIA.marylia@igc.org, fx925-443-0177
INGA OLSON, SACRAMENTO CITIZENS ALONG THE TRACKS, II01@pge.com, 916-448-7157
HOWARD W. HALLMAN, CHAIR, METHODISTS UNITED FOR PEACE WITH JUSTICE,
WASHINGTON, D.C., mupj@igc.org, p/f 301-896-0013
CHARD NEILSEN, DIRECTOR, CITIZEN ALERT, NEVADA.citizenalert@igc.org,
702-796-5662.
ANNE ANDERSON, CORDINATOR, PSYCHOLOGISTS FOR SOCIAL
RESPONSIBILITY,Washington DC, US, psysrusa@interserv.com, fx202-745-0051.
PEACE ACTION MAINE.Portland, Maine, pam@nlis.net, ph207-772-0680
fax207-828-8620.
DIANE SWORDS, PEACE ACTION CENTRAL NEW YORK, sfcny@igc.org p315-478-7442
ELLEN R. ROBINSON, CO-CHAIRPERSON, PEACE ACTION, YOUNGSTOWN
OHIO,djrobins@cc.ysu.edu
PETER WILK, M.D., MAINE PHYSICIANS FOR SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY,
jpwilk@pivot.net, fax207-787-3296 PO Box 1771 Portland, Maine,04104 USA.
ROGER SNYDER, SOUND AND HUDSON AGAINST ATOMIC DEVELOPMENT, NY,
lishad@pobox.com, fax 516-265-9427 333 Terry Rd, Smithtown, NY.
FRED MILLER, PEACE ACTION WASHINGTON, scott@peaceaction.gen.wa.us
CAROLL WEBBER, 1ST AND 3RD CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT CHAPTER OF PEACE ACTION,
NORTH CAROLINA, mawebber@eastnet.educ.ecu.edu Greenville, NC.
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DAVID MC REYNOLDS, WAR RESISTERS LEAGUE, davidMcR@aol.com, wrl@igc.apc.org
BARBARA WIEDENER, DIRECTOR, GRANDMOTHERS FOR PEACE INTERNATIONAL,
wiednerb@aol.com,
SONYA OSTROM, PRESIDENT, METRO NEW YORK PEACE ACTION, metropeace@aol.com,
RACHEL KEELER, PAX CHRISTI, METRO NEW YORK,  NY, nypaxchristi@igc.apc.org
212-420-0250
BRUCE A.  DREW, PRAIRIE ISLAND COALITION. MINNEAPOLIS, bdrew@igc.apc.org
p612-927-5087
LLOYD MARBET, DIRECTOR, DON'T WASTE OREGON, dwoc@teleport.com, p/f503-287-6329.
ERNEST EGOTEIN CALIFORNIANS FOR RADIOACTIVE SAFEGUARDS, Egoitein@aol.com
GREG MELLO, LOS ALAMOS STUDY GROUP, Santa fe, NM, lasg@igc.org
MOLLY JOHNSON, COORDINATOR, SAVE WARD VALLEY, CALIF, swvl@ctaz.com, Needles
CA, p760-326-6267
LAWYERS COMMITTEE ON NUCLEAR POLICY (ALYN WARE)
JAY COGHLAN, PROGRAM DIRECTOR, CONCERNED CITIZENS FOR NUCLEAR SAFETY, SANTA
FE, jcoghlan@igc.apc.org,
JONI THISSEN, SAN JOSE PEACE CENTRE, San Jose, Calif, sjpc@sjpeace.org,
408-297-2299.
CAROL JAHNKOW, PEACE RESOURCE CENTRE OF SAN DIEGO, San Diego, Calif,
prcsandiego@igc.apc.org fx619-265-0791
BOB KINSEY, ROCKY MOUNTAIN CONFERENCE UNITED CHURCH OF CHRIST PEACE AND
JUSTICE TASK FORCE, COLORADO, Arvada, Colorado, bkinsey@peacemission.org,
p303-425-0348.
BERYL SCHWARTZ, COLORADO PEACE ACTION US, berylls@earthink.net
JACQUELINE CABASSO, WESTERN STATES LEGAL FOUNDATION, wslf@igc.apc.org,
DAVID KRIEGER, PRESIDENT, NUCLEAR AGE PEACE FOUNDATION, Santa barbara,
Calif, wagingpeace@napf.org, p(805)965-3443.
DALE NESBITT, EAST BAY PEACE ACTION,Albany, CA, p510-525-7061,
dnesbitt@idiom.com
20/20 VISION 7TH, 9TH, 10TH, AND 13TH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS CA.
SISTERS OF BENEDICT, RED PLAINS MONSTERY,  Oklahoma, p/f405-373-3392
CAROLE GALLAGHER, AMERICAN GROUND ZERO,  NY, clgallagher@igc.org,
p/f1-212-925-0887.

COMMANDER ROB GREEN, CHAIR, WORLD COURT PROJECT UK robwcpuk@gn.apc.org
KATE DEWES, VICE PRESIDENT, INTERNATIONAL PEACE BUREAU(NZ).
PETER LOW, QUAKERS OF NEW ZEALAND, Christchurch,
P.Low@fren.canterbury.ac.nz p643-351-8150

LINDIS PERCY AND ANNI RAINBOW, CAMPAIGN FOR THE ACCOUNTABILITY OF AMERICAN
BASES, U.K, caab.lindis_anni@virgin.net
RACHEL JULIAN, SELLAFIELD WOMENS PEACE CAMP, Todmorden, UK
peacehouse@gn.apc.org, p/f44-1706-812-663
CLAUS BIEGERT,FOUNDER, NUCLEAR- FREE FUTURE AWARD, Munchen,
cb@nuclear-free.com. fx49-89/28-65-97-15
EVA GOES, M.P., GREEN PARTY  MEMBER OF PARLIAMENT, SWEDEN,
eva.goes@riksdagen.se
RAGNHILD POHANKA, GREEN PARTYMEMBER OF PARLIAMENT,  SWEDEN.
PER LAGER, MEMBER OF PARLIAMENT, SWEDEN, 46-8-786-4479, fax46-8-784-5375
perlager@riksdagen.se
CARLA, POLITIEK INFOCENTRUM WAGENINGEN, NETHERLANDS, Burgtstraat3,
Wageningen, NL6701.
AK MALTEN, GLOBAL ANTI-NUCLEAR ALLIANCE, THE HAGUE, Neth,
A.Malten@net.HCC.nl, p/f31-70-360-8905
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ASEED EUROPE, AMSTERDAM, NETHERLANDS, aseedeur@antenna.nl,
andreja@aseed.antenna.nl, p31-20-668-2236
MARTIN KALINOWSKI, INTERNATIONAL NETWORK OF ENGINEERS AND SCIENTISTS
AGAINST PROLIFERATION, DARMSTADT, GERMANY, (IANUS/INESAP)
ph49-6151-163-016.  IANUS@HRZPUB.TU-DARMSTADT.DE
XANTHE HALL, CO-DIRECTOR, INTERNATIONAL PHYSICIANS FOR THE PREVENTION OF
NUCLEAR WAR, BERLIN, GERMANY, Berlin-61 ippnw@vlberlin.comlink.de
p49-(0)30-693-0244
LINDA MURPHY, INTER-CHURCH URANIUM COMMITTEE EDUCATIONAL COOPERATIVE,
Saskatoon, Sask,Canada, p/f306-934-3030, icuc@the.link.ca
KIKA PITSILLIDOU, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH CYPRUS,Limassol,
foearth.spidernet.com.cy, p357-5-347-042.
JACOB SORENSON, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH DENMARK,(NOAH) foedenmark@noah.dk
GODWIN OJO, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH NIGERIA, Benin City,
eraction@infoweb.abs.net, p/f234-52-600-165
GAIL HOCHACHKA, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH EL SALVADOR,San Salvador,
cesta@es.com.sv, fax503-220-6478
BEATRICE OLIVASTRI, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH CANADA, Ottowa, Canada,
bea@intranet.ca, foe@intranet.ca,
ALISON DE LUCCA, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH COSTA RICA (Amigos de La Tierra) San
Jose, Costa Rica,  aecoced@sol.racsa.co.cr, p506-223-3925 fax3013
LEE TAEHWA, COORDINATOR, INTERNATIONAL ACTIVITIES, GREEN KOREA UNITED,
environ@chollian.dacom.co.kr p82-2-747-8500 fax82-2-766-4180
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To: James Hipkins <70761.2655@compuserve.com>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Peace Leaf
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 02:37 PM 8/29/98 -0400, James Hipkins wrote:
>Howard,
>  Do you have your article ready for the Peace Leaf.  We can move on it as
>soon as we get it.  You will get the minutes by mail this next week.  Hope
>everything is going well with you and your family.
>
>My  surgery went well.  I am slowly returning to normal and my eye seems to
>improve daily.
>
>Regards,
>Jim Hipkins

Dear Jim,

I'm glad to hear that your surgery went well and that your recovery is going satisfactory.

Regarding Peace Leaf, I'm now thinking that I would like to emphasize de-alerting rather than a comprehensive look at 
nuclear abolition.  Bob Tiller of PSR and I developed a  pre-summit, sign-onletter to Presidents Clinton and Yeltsin, 
urging them to adopt de-alerting by December 31, 1999.  Now we're trying to launch a major grassroots de-alerting 
campaign with intense activity commencing after the November election and running through mid-December.  A major 
Peace Leaf article on de-alerting could be part of this effort.  It will be another week to ten days before I have something 
ready for you.  Call me if you want to discuss it.

Shalom,
Howard

>
>
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To: "Tracy Moavero" <paintl@igc.org>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: abolition-usa list serve
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Tracy:

On Friday and Saturday I sent messages to abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com, but apparently nothing came through.  At 
least I received nothing back as I should have as a subscriber.  Do I have the wrong address?  Or is there another reason 
for this failure?

Thanks for your help,
Howard Hallman
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To: mupjbd
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: De-alerting letter to Clinton and Yeltsin
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Board:

I would like to share with you a letter to President Clinton and President Yeltsin, urging them to adopt de-alerting when 
they meeting in Moscow.  Bob Tiller of Physicians for Social Responsibility and I developed the letter and gained 68 
signers from around the globe.  We're now making plans for a major grassroots campaign on de-alerting. I'll keep you 
posted.

Shalom,
Howard

###

August 26, 1998

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
The Kremlin
Moscow, Russia

Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin:

When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a
course so that Earth may enter the new millennium with all nuclear
weapons taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method to
accomplish this would be to separate warheads from their delivery
vehicles and place them in secure storage.

We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the
de-alerting process no later than January 1999 and complete the task no
later than December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United
Kingdom, France, and China so that they will likewise take their nuclear
arsenals off alert within that time frame.

With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia,
the United Kingdom, France, and China maintain peaceful relations and
carefully avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a
condition of nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or
unauthorized launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face
the risk of attack by missiles launched on warning due to
miscommunication or misinterpretation of data.  By removing these
dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially enhance the national
security of all the nuclear weapon states.
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Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out
through executive action.  This is what your predecessors, President
George Bush and President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991
when they reduced the alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable
number of intercontinental ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a
positive step when you agreed to stop aiming strategic missiles at each
other's country.   It is well within the purview of executive authority
to move now to de-alerting your respective nuclear arsenals.

De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including
the Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals
leaders from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences
in the United States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders,
including 47 past and present heads of states and prime ministers
(1998), and the recent New Agenda Declaration by the foreign ministers
of Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa,
and Sweden (1998).  This approach also has the support of a variety of
religious bodies and numerous non-governmental organizations.

De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would
like to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear
destruction.   We hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity
to lead the world in this direction.

Sincerely yours,

Organizations from the United States

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

Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
Physicians for Social Responsibility

Joe Volk, Executive Secretary
Friends Committee on National Legislation (Quakers)

Donnan Runkel, Executive Director
Peace Links

Christopher Ney, Disarmament Coordinator
War Resisters League

Anne Anderson, National Coordinator
Psychologists for Social Responsibility

Ellen Thomas
Proposition One Committee

Paul F. Walker, Ph.D., President
Veterans for Peace
    
Robin Caiola, Executive Director
20/20 Vision
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Michael Mariotte, Executive Director
Nuclear Information and Resource Service

Gordon S. Clark, Executive Director
Peace Action

Susan Shaer, Executive Director
Women's Action for New Directions

Daniel Plesch, Director
British-American Security Information Council

John Isaacs
Council for a Livable World

Tim Barner
World Federalist Association

David Krieger, President
Nuclear Age Peace Foundation

Clayton Ramey
Fellowship of Reconciliation

Mary H. Miller, Executive Secretary, and Rev. David Selzer, Chair
Episcopal Peace Fellowship

Marie Dennis, Director
Maryknoll Office for Global Concerns

Jay Lintner, Director, Washington Office
United Church of Christ, Office for Church in Society

Curtis Ramsey-Lucas, Director of Legislative Advocacy
National Ministries, American Baptist Churches

Bishop Walter F. Sullivan, President
Pax Christi USA

Margaret N. Spallone, Recording Secretary
Abolition 2000 Working Group of the Philadelphia Yearly Meeting of the
Religious Society of Friends

L.William Yolton, Executive Secretary
Presbyterian Peace Fellowship

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

Rev. Robert Moore, Executive Director
Coalition for Peace Action (New Jersey)
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Ralph Hutchison, Coordinator
Oak Ridge Environmental Peace Alliance (Tennessee)

Marylia Kelley, Executive Director
Tri-Valley CAREs (California)

Byron Plumley, Disarmament Program Director
American Friends Service Committee (Colorado Office)

Greg Mello
Los Alamos Study Group (New Mexico)

David Buer, Interim Director
The Nevada Desert Experience (Nevada)

Jonathan Parfrey, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Los Angeles

Wayne Shandera, MD
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Houston

Peter Wilk, MD, Co-President
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Maine

Ed Arnold, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Atlanta

Robert M. Gould, MD, President
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Greater San Francisco Bay Area

Herbert M. Perr, MD
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Nassau County

Jennifer Aldrich, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Oregon

Wendy Perron, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/New York City

Josiah Hill III, PA, President
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Oregon

Daniel Kerlinsky, MD
Physicians for Social Responsibility/New Mexico

Martin Fleck, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Washington

Wells R. Staley-Mays, Director
Peace Action/ Maine and Physicians for Social Responsibility/Maine

Jonathan M. Haber
Action Site to Stop Cassini Earth Flyby (Massachusetts)
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Harry Rogers, Nuclear Issues Coordinator
Carolina Peace Resource Center (South Carolina)

Organizations from other nations

John Hallam
Friends of the Earth
Australia

Zohl de Ishtar
Women for a Nuclear Free and Independent Pacific
International Peace Bureau
Australia

Graham Daniell
People for Nuclear Disarmament
Western Australia

Babs Fuller-Quinn, Coordinator
Australian Peace Committee (National Office)
Australia

Irene Gale, Secretary
Australian Peace Committee (South Australian Branch)
Australia

Pauline Mitchell, Secretary
Campaign for International Cooperation and Disarmament
Australia

Debbie Grisdale, Executive Director
Physicians for Global Survival
Canada

Norman Abbey, Director
Nanoose Conversion Campaign
Canada

Joanna Miller
Project Ploughshares
Canada 

Peter Coombes, President
End the Arms Race
Canada

Caterina Lindman, Chair
St. Jerome's University Social Justice Committee,
Canada

Peter G. Rasmussen, Co-chairperson
Pax Christi
Denmark
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Laura Lodenius, Press Secretary
Peace Union of Finland
Finland

Malla Kantola, Secretary General
Committee of 100
Finland

Regina Hagen
Darmstaedter Friedensforum
Germany

David Wakim, Chairperson
Pax Christi Trust
Aotearoa-New Zealand

Kate Dewes, Vice President
International Peace Bureau
Aotearoa-New Zealand

Professor Bent Natvig
Science and Responsibility in the Nuclear Age
Norway

Bengt Lindell, Secretary
Swedish Physicians Against Nuclear Weapons (SLMK)
Sweden

Commander Robert Green RN (Ret'd), Chair
World Court Project
United Kingdom

Anni Rainbow and Lindis Percy
Campaign for the Accountability of American Bases
United Kingdom

George Farebrother, Secretary
World Court Project UK 
United Kingdom

Dave Knight, Chair
Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament
United Kingdom
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Return-Path: <dkimball@clw.org>
Date: Mon, 31 Aug 1998 08:21:51 -0400 (EDT)
X-Sender: dkimball@[204.245.159.2]
To: dkimball@clw.org
From: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
Subject: alert: "test vote" on test ban likely this week

August 31

TO: Coalition members and friends
FR: Daryl Kimball

RE: update on possible Senate action on test ban

Congressional Quarterly reports this morning (8/31) that Senator Arlen
Specter "is expected to offer an amendment on the floor urging action on the
Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty. The treaty has been bottled up by
Majority Leader Trent Lott, R-Miss., and Foreign Relations Chairman Jesse
Helms, R-N.C. Recent nuclear tests by India and Pakistan have added momentum
to the issue. Helms has said the test ban accord could not be effectively
enforced, nor could compliance be verified." This is consistent with my own
sources.

The amendment may be in the form of language to restore $28.9 million for
U.S. funding for the CTBT Preparatory Commission, or it may be in the form
of the Specter-Biden resolution calling for expeditious Senate action on the
treaty.

The amendment, if offered, would be introduced during Senate consideration
of the fiscal 1999 Foreign Operations Appropriations bill, which is expected
to be taken up by the Senate beginning tomorrow (9/1).

See <http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/ucs898.htm> for further details on
the CTBT Preparatory Commission issue.

Such a vote, if it comes to pass, it could have a profound effect on the
overall CTBT effort.

I will post further updates as new information arrives.

DK
___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
___________________________________
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Return-Path: <mccwjdb@pop.erols.com>
Comments: Authenticated sender is <mccwjdb@pop.erols.com>
From: "Daryl Byler" <mccwjdb@pop.erols.com>
To: mupj@igc.apc.org
Date: Mon, 31 Aug 1998 08:17:16 +0000
Subject: Brochures
Priority: normal

Howard:

Would you fax me a copy of the brochure for the teleconference 
breakfast -- and send me six copies via snail mail as well?  Thanks.  
I'll get you a list of names this week.

Warm regards,
Daryl

J. Daryl Byler
MCC Washington Office
(202)544-6564
mccwjdb@erols.com
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To: btiller@psr.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: De-alerting to abolition-usa
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Bob,
Here is the version I am trying to post.  It incorporates all of your suggestions.

Howard

###

Dear Abolitionists:

We have posted on abolition-caucus the final version of the letter to
President Clinton and President Yeltsin on de-alerting along with the
list of signers.   If you didn't receive it and want a copy, please let
us know.

We would now like to follow through with a concerted effort in the
United States to get President Clinton to adopt the policy of
de-alerting, with the objective of achieving zero alert by all nuclear
weapon states no later than December 31, 1999.  Specifically we propose
a concentrated grassroots campaign that would have public visibility
between the November election and the end of the year.  We would like to
share some ideas on such a campaign and ask for your ideas on how we can
all work together in such an effort.

We perceive de-alerting as one of several parallel endeavors that are part 
of the broad quest for nuclear abolition.  
Other efforts deal with the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT),
stockpile stewardship, deep cuts (START), dismantling nuclear warheads
and delivery vehicles, fissile material control, nuclear weapons
convention, and, embracing all of these, development of public
understanding and support for nuclear abolition.  Each campaign deals
with a specific set of decision-makers and decision-making processes
that come into focus at different times.  For example, the CTBT requires
Senate ratification of the treaty, curtailing new weapons design under
stockpile stewardship combines legal action and seeking funding
cutbacks in Congress, the nuclear weapons convention relates to
willingness to engage in multilateral,negotiations. 
Each campaign has a different set of allies.  Although the campaigns are
interrelated, they can be conducted in parallel.

Advocates of de-alerting tend to fall in three categories:
(1) abolitionists, who see de-alerting as a step toward total elimination of
nuclear weapons; (2) persons concerned with nuclear safety, many of whom
favor eventual elimination of nuclear weapons but are not full-fledged
abolitionists; and (3) persons who want to create more time before
nuclear weapons are used but who retain a deterrence outlook.  The first
group includes members of Abolition 2000 and a variety of retired
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military leaders, scientists, religious denominations, and other
abolition advocates who presently aren't affiliated with the A-2000
network.  The second group includes arms control advocates, scientists,
other retired military leaders, present and retired members of Congress
(such as Senator Daschle, former Senator Nunn), and scholars who tend to
be incrementalists without strong advocacy of total elimination of
nuclear weapons.  The third group consists of scholars and others who
believe in deterrence forever, though would like it to be safer.

Although we are abolitionists, for the purpose of a grassroots de-alerting campaign
we would like to achieve a working coalition among the first and second
categories.  Therefore, we are willing to take up de-alerting as an
issue in its own right and join with persons in both categories in
pushing de-alerting as a specific issue.  At the same
time we will work through other channels for a nuclear weapons
convention and for other steps toward nuclear abolition, such as CTBT
ratification, termination of subcritical testing, drastic shrinkage of
the stockpile stewardship program, deep cuts in the strategic arsenal,
dismantling of nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles, and fissile
material control.  We believe that every statement on a particular issue
doesn't have to bring in other issues.  In the case of de-alerting, for
instance, only a handful of Senate Democrats could be expected to
sign a letter favoring de-alerting as
a step toward abolition while possibly a majority of Senate Democrats
might sign a letter supporting de-alerting as an important initiative
without addressing what happens beyond this step.

Working from this perspective, we propose organizing a broad-based
alliance to stage a visible public campaign on de-alerting in
the period between the November election and the end of the year.  It
would treat de-alerting as an important matter in its own right.   This
grassroots campaign could have a number of elements, such as:
(1) A major event shortly after the election, such as a citizens
hearing, a debate at the National Press Club, or some other activity
that would attract media attention, including C-Span and CNN.
(2) A grassroots effort with call-in to radio talk shows, letters to the
editor, contact with members of Congress to gain their support for
de-alerting.
(3) A White House call-in day.
(4) An offering of letters to President Clinton around Thanksgiving,
saying "we would be thankful if you achieved de-alerting".
(5) Response from ground zero, that is, cities and other potential
targets of a Russian attack, thereby bringing in mayors, city council
members, state legislators, and minority groups which are concentrated
in central cities.
(6) Efforts to enlist support at national conferences, such as those of
the American Public Health Association and the National League of
Cities.
(7) Imaginative picketing, such as with large puppets and other props.
(8) Letters from prominent citizens (retired generals, scientists,
clergy, etc.) to President Clinton and release of public statements.
(9) Op-ed and editorial page articles and commentary.

Other initiatives and approaches are possible.  We would like your
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comments on the above list and your additional ideas.

Please let us know what you think.

Shalom,

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

Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
Physicians for Social Responsibility
1101 14th Street NW
Washington, DC 20005
Phone 202-898-0150, ext. 220
Fax 202-898-0172
E-mail: btiller@psr.org
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Return-Path: <PHartigan@aol.com>
From: PHartigan@aol.com
Date: Mon, 31 Aug 1998 14:57:41 EDT
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: Interfaith Breakfast

Received your annoucement regarding the meeting with Senator Jeffords.
Unfortunately no one from our organization, the Sisters of Mercy of the
Americas, will be able to attend.   Best of luck in all your efforts.
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Mon, 31 Aug 1998 15:31:58 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: btiller@psr.org, anitas@ieer.org, bmusil@psr.org, bmorse@igc.org,
        panukes@igc.org, cdavis@clw.org, jdi@clw.org, cpaine@nrdc.org,
        73744.3675@compuserve.com, dkimball@clw.org, dculp@igc.org,
        paprog@igc.org, paexec@igc.org, mupj@igc.org, jsmith@clw.org,
        disarmament@igc.org, kathy@fcnl.org, ledwidge@psr.org,
        ctbt@2020vision.org, armsintern@ucsusa.org, stevenraikin@delphi.com,
        syoung@basicint.org, tperry@ucsusa.org, tcollina@ucsusa.org,
        vfp@igc.org, bharner@ix.netcom.com, rac_uahc@csi.com, mupj@igc.org,
        joe@fcnl.org, kyourish@hotmail.com, wandwill@clark.net,
        ledwidge@psr.org, armsintern@ucsusa.org, mfonte@clw.org,
        robin@2020vision.org, amillar@fourthfreedom.org, jdean@ucs.usa
Subject: Grassroots meeting on de-alerting

Dear Colleagues:

Howard Hallman and I believe that this fall is an excellent time for a
grasroots campaign on de-alerting nuclear weapons.  Therefore, we would
like to invite you a meeting to make plans for such a campaign.

The specifics of the meeting:
   Date:  Friday, September 11th
   Time:  9:30 a.m. to 11:00 a.m.
   Place:  Physicians for Social Responsibility
           1101 14th St. N.W., 7th floor (McPherson Square Metro)

This meeting is intended for people who want to join us in a grassroots
de-alerting campaign, or want to gain more information about such a
campaign.

The agenda will include:
    -Elements of a campaign
        Nine items in abolition-usa memo (see below)
        Additional proposals
    -Schedule of activities
    -Commitments to action
    -Structural issues
        Coordination handled through NWWG or an alternative
        Relationship with Deep Cuts Working Group
       
Attached below are two items that provide more detail about our thinking
and will serve as a foundation for discussion at the meeting:
   1. an open letter that Howard and I posted to the Abolition Caucus
list-serve, which sets forth some of our ideas about this campaign
   2. a draft proposal which was recently circulated to the Nuclear
Weapons Working Group and discussed in that group

I hope that you will join us on the 11th.  Please RSVP about your
attendance, so I know how many donuts to bring.
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If you know of someone else who should attend this meeting, please pass
this notice along.

(If you do not want to receive any further notices about this effort,
please let me know that, and I will drop you from the list.)

Shalom,
Bob Tiller
-------------------------------------------

Dear Abolitionists:

We have posted on abolition-caucus the final version of the letter to
President Clinton and President Yeltsin on de-alerting along with the
list of signers.   If you didn't receive it and want a copy, please let
us know.

We would now like to follow through with a concerted effort in the
United States to get President Clinton to adopt the policy of
de-alerting, with the objective of achieving zero alert by all nuclear
weapon states no later than December 31, 1999.  Specifically we propose
a concentrated grassroots campaign that would have public visibility
between the November election and the end of the year.  We would like to
share some ideas on such a campaign and ask for your ideas on how we can
all work together in such an effort.

We perceive de-alerting as one of several parallel endeavors that are
part of the broad quest for nuclear abolition.  Other efforts deal with
the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT), stockpile stewardship, deep
cuts (START), dismantling nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles,
fissile material control, nuclear weapons convention, and, embracing all
of these, development of public understanding and support for nuclear
abolition.  Each campaign deals with a specific set of decision-makers
and decision-making processes that come into focus at different times. 
For example, the CTBT requires Senate ratification of the treaty,
curtailing new weapons design under stockpile stewardship combines legal
action and seeking funding cutbacks in Congress, the nuclear weapons
convention relates to willingness to engage in multilateral
negotiations. Each campaign has a different set of allies.  Although the
campaigns are interrelated, they can be conducted in parallel.

Advocates of de-alerting tend to fall in three categories:
(1) abolitionists, who see de-alerting as a step toward total
elimination of nuclear weapons; (2) persons concerned with nuclear
safety, many of whom favor eventual elimination of nuclear weapons but
are not full-fledged abolitionists; and (3) persons who want to create
more time before nuclear weapons are used but who retain a deterrence
outlook.  The first group includes members of Abolition 2000 and a
variety of retired military leaders, scientists, religious
denominations, and other abolition advocates who presently aren't
affiliated with the A-2000 network.  The second group includes arms
control advocates, scientists, other retired military leaders, present
and retired members of Congress (such as Senator Daschle, former Senator
Nunn), and scholars who tend to be incrementalists without strong
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advocacy of total elimination of nuclear weapons.  The third group
consists of scholars and others who believe in deterrence forever,
though would like it to be safer.

Although we are abolitionists, for the purpose of a grassroots
de-alerting campaign we would like to achieve a working coalition among
the first and second categories.  Therefore, we are willing to take up
de-alerting as an issue in its own right and join with persons in both
categories in pushing de-alerting as a specific issue.  At the same
time we will work through other channels for a nuclear weapons
convention and for other steps toward nuclear abolition, such as CTBT
ratification, termination of subcritical testing, drastic shrinkage of
the stockpile stewardship program, deep cuts in the strategic arsenal,
dismantling of nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles, and fissile
material control.  We believe that every statement on a particular issue
doesn't have to bring in other issues.  In the case of de-alerting, for
instance, only a handful of Senate Democrats could be expected to
sign a letter favoring de-alerting as a step toward abolition while
possibly a majority of Senate Democrats might sign a letter supporting
de-alerting as an important initiative without addressing what happens
beyond this step.

Working from this perspective, we propose organizing a broad-based
alliance to stage a visible public campaign on de-alerting in
the period between the November election and the end of the year.  It
would treat de-alerting as an important matter in its own right.   This
grassroots campaign could have a number of elements, such as:
(1) A major event shortly after the election, such as a citizens
hearing, a debate at the National Press Club, or some other activity
that would attract media attention, including C-Span and CNN.
(2) A grassroots effort with call-in to radio talk shows, letters to the
editor, contact with members of Congress to gain their support for
de-alerting.
(3) A White House call-in day.
(4) An offering of letters to President Clinton around Thanksgiving,
saying "we would be thankful if you achieved de-alerting".
(5) Response from ground zero, that is, cities and other potential
targets of a Russian attack, thereby bringing in mayors, city council
members, state legislators, and minority groups which are concentrated
in central cities.
(6) Efforts to enlist support at national conferences, such as those of
the American Public Health Association and the National League of
Cities.
(7) Imaginative picketing, such as with large puppets and other props.
(8) Letters from prominent citizens (retired generals, scientists,
clergy, etc.) to President Clinton and release of public statements.
(9) Op-ed and editorial page articles and commentary.

Other initiatives and approaches are possible.  We would like your
comments on the above list and your additional ideas.

Please let us know what you think.

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

Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
Physicians for Social Responsibility
1101 14th Street NW
Washington, DC 20005
Phone 202-898-0150, ext. 220
Fax 202-898-0172
E-mail: btiller@psr.org

-------------------------------------------
To: Nuclear Weapons Working Group

From: Howard Hallman & Bob Tiller

Date: August 12, 1998

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY -- NOT FOR DISTRIBUTION

Dear Colleagues:

As you know, we have initiated a sign-on letter to President Clinton and
President Yeltsin, urging them to take executive action on de-alerting.
We propose that this be an initial step in a two-phase, public campaign
on de-alerting, to be carried out between now and the end of the year. 
Public pressure aspects of this campaign might be planned and guided by
the Nuclear Weapons Working Group (NWWG).   There should be close
liaison with de-alerting advocates from the arms control community who
are already engaged in discussion on this issue with White House and
Pentagon staff.

We offer the following ideas on a public campaign.  We seek your
comments and your additional ideas.  We would like to have some initial
discussion at tomrrow's meeting of NWWG.

PHASE ONE.  CLINTON-YELTSIN LETTER (August to early September)

Write and circulate sign-on letter in U.S. and worldwide; submit to
Clinton and Yeltsin on August 21.  Underway.

Get selected individuals and organizations to write their own letters. 
Examples: World Council of Churches, Holy See, U.S. Catholic Conference,
Senator Cranston and his network.  Underway.

Ask Bruce Blair to write a 12-month schedule for achieving zero alert.

Prepare a compendium of statements on de-alerting from various reports.

Ask foreign ministers of the Eight Nation Initiative to offer to provide
verification teams for de-alerting.   Done.
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Prior to Clinton-Yeltsin meeting, release sign-on letter, other letters,
Blair piece, and compendium of statements to the press; give to friendly
reporters.

Communicate with National Security Council staff that we are building
public support for de-alerting and will counter public criticism of this
approach.

Consider the Clinton-Yeltsin letter to be an opening for a more
intensive public campaign to gain Clinton's support for de-alerting.

PHASE TWO.  PUBLIC PRESSURE ON CLINTON (September to December)

This phase would be divided into (a) a planning and preparation period
from Labor Day through the November election and (b) a period for public
action between the election and mid-December.

The base for participation would be organizations working for CTBT
ratification which would like to work on de-alerting between sessions of
Congress.  This effort should reach out to other potential allies, such
as organizations in the Abolition 2000 network which perceive
de-alerting as a step toward abolition.   It should relate to and
complement the insiders approach that comes to focus in the Deep Cuts
Working Group.

In September formulate an action plan through broad consultation and
discussion.  This would include plans for grassroots activities and a
media strategy.

In October begin grassroots outreach, including education on the issue
and plans for grassroots activities after the election.

The week after the election stage some kind of event that would attract
C-Span, CNN, etc.  For instance, perhaps Senator Cranston would be
willing, under the auspices of the State of the World Forum, to convene
a panel of retired senators for two or three days of public hearings on
de-alerting.  Hearing panel might include Senators Exon, Hatfield,
Danforth, Nunn (unless a witness), etc.  Witnesses would be pro and con,
with an opportunity for rebuttal of criticism of de-alerting.

An alternative would be to stage a debate on de-alerting between
prominent advocates and opponents.  For instance, at the National Press
Club.

Encourage grassroots activists to view the hearings or debate.  Follow
through with a variety of grassroots activities, such as calls to talk
radio, letters to the editor, letters to Clinton, Gore, and other
potential presidential candidates, letters to members of Congress urging
them to contact Clinton in favor of de-alerting.  Get grassroots
rebuttal of members of Congress who speak out against de-alerting.

Get editorials written in newspapers around the country.
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The week before Thanksgiving stimulate an outpouring of letters, telling
Clinton "we would be thankful if de-alerting occur and the fear of
nuclear attack was lessened."

Bring de-alerting advocacy into national meetings, such as the
mid-November meeting of the American Public Health Association, the
post-Thanksgiving meeting of the National League of Cities.

Relate the latter to a response from ground zero, that is, the targets
of a potential Russian attack, including all cities over, say, 200,000. 
Get mayors, city councils, state legislators of these locales to speak
out in favor of de-alerting and to contact Clinton and Gore.  Bring in
African-American and Hispanic/Latino groups, whose constituents are
heavily concentrated near ground zero.

Have a call-in day to the White House in early December.

Have a steady flow of statements from influentials (retired generals and
admirals, scientists, professionals, clergy, etc.) in favor of
de-alerting.  Look to the Deep Cuts Working Group for this and related
approaches.

Perhaps conduct a fresh public opinion survey on de-alerting.

Maintain continuous efforts to gain media attention.

In sum, we can use various techniques from the CTBT campaign for an
intensive campaign on de-alerting in the remaining months of 1998 with
public pressure activities carried out especially between the election
and mid-December.  Then in 1999 we can return to the final push for CTBT
ratification.

We will greatly appreciate your response to these ideas and your
additional ideas.

Shalom,
Howard & Bob
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To: abolition-caucus
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Proposal for a U.S. grassroots campaign on de-alerting
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Abolitionists:

This message is mainly for members of Abolition 2000 in the United States.  I tried unsuccessfuly to post on in USA list 
server, so I have to send it to the entire network to get it out.  Those out the U.S., please excuse the burden.

Bob Tiller of PSR and I have posted on abolition-caucus the final version of the letter to President Clinton and President 
Yeltsin on de-alerting along with the
list of signers

We would now like to follow through with a concerted effort in the
United States to get President Clinton to adopt the policy of
de-alerting, with the objective of achieving zero alert by all nuclear
weapon states no later than December 31, 1999.  Specifically we propose
a concentrated grassroots campaign that would have public visibility
between the November election and the end of the year.  We would like to
share some ideas on such a campaign and ask for your ideas on how we can
all work together in such an effort.

We perceive de-alerting as one of several parallel endeavors that are part 
of the broad quest for nuclear abolition.  
Other efforts deal with the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT),
stockpile stewardship, deep cuts (START), dismantling nuclear warheads
and delivery vehicles, fissile material control, nuclear weapons
convention, and, embracing all of these, development of public
understanding and support for nuclear abolition.  Each campaign deals
with a specific set of decision-makers and decision-making processes
that come into focus at different times.  For example, the CTBT requires
Senate ratification of the treaty, curtailing new weapons design under
stockpile stewardship combines legal action and seeking funding
cutbacks in Congress, the nuclear weapons convention relates to
willingness to engage in multilateral,negotiations. 
Each campaign has a different set of allies.  Although the campaigns are
interrelated, they can be conducted in parallel.

Advocates of de-alerting tend to fall in three categories:
(1) abolitionists, who see de-alerting as a step toward total elimination of
nuclear weapons; (2) persons concerned with nuclear safety, many of whom
favor eventual elimination of nuclear weapons but are not full-fledged
abolitionists; and (3) persons who want to create more time before
nuclear weapons are used but who retain a deterrence outlook.  The first
group includes members of Abolition 2000 and a variety of retired
military leaders, scientists, religious denominations, and other
abolition advocates who presently aren't affiliated with the A-2000
network.  The second group includes arms control advocates, scientists,
other retired military leaders, present and retired members of Congress
(such as Senator Daschle, former Senator Nunn), and scholars who tend to



80831.11.txt[5/3/2017 1:36:51 PM]

be incrementalists without strong advocacy of total elimination of
nuclear weapons.  The third group consists of scholars and others who
believe in deterrence forever, though would like it to be safer.

Although we are abolitionists, for the purpose of a grassroots de-alerting campaign
we would like to achieve a working coalition among the first and second
categories.  Therefore, we are willing to take up de-alerting as an
issue in its own right and join with persons in both categories in
pushing de-alerting as a specific issue.  At the same
time we will work through other channels for a nuclear weapons
convention and for other steps toward nuclear abolition, such as CTBT
ratification, termination of subcritical testing, drastic shrinkage of
the stockpile stewardship program, deep cuts in the strategic arsenal,
dismantling of nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles, and fissile
material control.  We believe that every statement on a particular issue
doesn't have to bring in other issues.  In the case of de-alerting, for
instance, only a handful of Senate Democrats could be expected to
sign a letter favoring de-alerting as
a step toward abolition while possibly a majority of Senate Democrats
might sign a letter supporting de-alerting as an important initiative
without addressing what happens beyond this step.

Working from this perspective, we propose organizing a broad-based
alliance to stage a visible public campaign on de-alerting in
the period between the November election and the end of the year.  It
would treat de-alerting as an important matter in its own right.   This
grassroots campaign could have a number of elements, such as:
(1) A major event shortly after the election, such as a citizens
hearing, a debate at the National Press Club, or some other activity
that would attract media attention, including C-Span and CNN.
(2) A grassroots effort with call-in to radio talk shows, letters to the
editor, contact with members of Congress to gain their support for
de-alerting.
(3) A White House call-in day.
(4) An offering of letters to President Clinton around Thanksgiving,
saying "we would be thankful if you achieved de-alerting".
(5) Response from ground zero, that is, cities and other potential
targets of a Russian attack, thereby bringing in mayors, city council
members, state legislators, and minority groups which are concentrated
in central cities.
(6) Efforts to enlist support at national conferences, such as those of
the American Public Health Association and the National League of
Cities.
(7) Imaginative picketing, such as with large puppets and other props.
(8) Letters from prominent citizens (retired generals, scientists,
clergy, etc.) to President Clinton and release of public statements.
(9) Op-ed and editorial page articles and commentary.

Other initiatives and approaches are possible.  We would like your
comments on the above list and your additional ideas.

Please let us know what you think.

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

Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
Physicians for Social Responsibility
1101 14th Street NW
Washington, DC 20005
Phone 202-898-0150, ext. 220
Fax 202-898-0172
E-mail: btiller@psr.org
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Return-Path: <GPowers@nccbuscc.org>
Date: Mon, 31 Aug 1998 18:13:11 -0500
From: Gerard Powers <GPowers@nccbuscc.org>
To: mupj@igc.apc.org
Subject: Letter to Clinton and Yeltsin on de-alerting -Reply
Content-Disposition: inline

8/31/98

Howard:

Sorry, but we don't have policy on de-alerting.  We don't normally get into
such detailed policy issues.  Perhaps later this year or early next year
when our committee reviews our policy on nukes we can say something
about this important issue.

Sincerely,

Jerry Powers
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date: Mon, 31 Aug 1998 14:56:05 -0700 (PDT)
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: Proposal for a U.S. grassroots campaign on de-alerting
To: abolition-caucus@igc.org
X-Sender: mupj@pop.igc.org

Dear Abolitionists:

This message is mainly for members of Abolition 2000 in the United States.
I tried unsuccessfuly to post on in USA list server, so I have to send it to
the entire network to get it out.  Those out the U.S., please excuse the burden.

Bob Tiller of PSR and I have posted on abolition-caucus the final version of
the letter to President Clinton and President Yeltsin on de-alerting along
with the
list of signers

We would now like to follow through with a concerted effort in the
United States to get President Clinton to adopt the policy of
de-alerting, with the objective of achieving zero alert by all nuclear
weapon states no later than December 31, 1999.  Specifically we propose
a concentrated grassroots campaign that would have public visibility
between the November election and the end of the year.  We would like to
share some ideas on such a campaign and ask for your ideas on how we can
all work together in such an effort.

We perceive de-alerting as one of several parallel endeavors that are part 
of the broad quest for nuclear abolition.  
Other efforts deal with the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT),
stockpile stewardship, deep cuts (START), dismantling nuclear warheads
and delivery vehicles, fissile material control, nuclear weapons
convention, and, embracing all of these, development of public
understanding and support for nuclear abolition.  Each campaign deals
with a specific set of decision-makers and decision-making processes
that come into focus at different times.  For example, the CTBT requires
Senate ratification of the treaty, curtailing new weapons design under
stockpile stewardship combines legal action and seeking funding
cutbacks in Congress, the nuclear weapons convention relates to
willingness to engage in multilateral,negotiations. 
Each campaign has a different set of allies.  Although the campaigns are
interrelated, they can be conducted in parallel.

Advocates of de-alerting tend to fall in three categories:
(1) abolitionists, who see de-alerting as a step toward total elimination of
nuclear weapons; (2) persons concerned with nuclear safety, many of whom
favor eventual elimination of nuclear weapons but are not full-fledged
abolitionists; and (3) persons who want to create more time before
nuclear weapons are used but who retain a deterrence outlook.  The first
group includes members of Abolition 2000 and a variety of retired
military leaders, scientists, religious denominations, and other
abolition advocates who presently aren't affiliated with the A-2000
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network.  The second group includes arms control advocates, scientists,
other retired military leaders, present and retired members of Congress
(such as Senator Daschle, former Senator Nunn), and scholars who tend to
be incrementalists without strong advocacy of total elimination of
nuclear weapons.  The third group consists of scholars and others who
believe in deterrence forever, though would like it to be safer.

Although we are abolitionists, for the purpose of a grassroots de-alerting
campaign
we would like to achieve a working coalition among the first and second
categories.  Therefore, we are willing to take up de-alerting as an
issue in its own right and join with persons in both categories in
pushing de-alerting as a specific issue.  At the same
time we will work through other channels for a nuclear weapons
convention and for other steps toward nuclear abolition, such as CTBT
ratification, termination of subcritical testing, drastic shrinkage of
the stockpile stewardship program, deep cuts in the strategic arsenal,
dismantling of nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles, and fissile
material control.  We believe that every statement on a particular issue
doesn't have to bring in other issues.  In the case of de-alerting, for
instance, only a handful of Senate Democrats could be expected to
sign a letter favoring de-alerting as
a step toward abolition while possibly a majority of Senate Democrats
might sign a letter supporting de-alerting as an important initiative
without addressing what happens beyond this step.

Working from this perspective, we propose organizing a broad-based
alliance to stage a visible public campaign on de-alerting in
the period between the November election and the end of the year.  It
would treat de-alerting as an important matter in its own right.   This
grassroots campaign could have a number of elements, such as:
(1) A major event shortly after the election, such as a citizens
hearing, a debate at the National Press Club, or some other activity
that would attract media attention, including C-Span and CNN.
(2) A grassroots effort with call-in to radio talk shows, letters to the
editor, contact with members of Congress to gain their support for
de-alerting.
(3) A White House call-in day.
(4) An offering of letters to President Clinton around Thanksgiving,
saying "we would be thankful if you achieved de-alerting".
(5) Response from ground zero, that is, cities and other potential
targets of a Russian attack, thereby bringing in mayors, city council
members, state legislators, and minority groups which are concentrated
in central cities.
(6) Efforts to enlist support at national conferences, such as those of
the American Public Health Association and the National League of
Cities.
(7) Imaginative picketing, such as with large puppets and other props.
(8) Letters from prominent citizens (retired generals, scientists,
clergy, etc.) to President Clinton and release of public statements.
(9) Op-ed and editorial page articles and commentary.

Other initiatives and approaches are possible.  We would like your
comments on the above list and your additional ideas.
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Please let us know what you think.

Shalom,

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

Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
Physicians for Social Responsibility
1101 14th Street NW
Washington, DC 20005
Phone 202-898-0150, ext. 220
Fax 202-898-0172
E-mail: btiller@psr.org

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

Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
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Return-Path: <dkimball@clw.org>
Date: Tue, 1 Sep 1998 08:40:38 -0400 (EDT)
X-Sender: dkimball@[204.245.159.2]
To: dkimball@clw.org
From: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
Subject: "test vote" on test ban TODAY

September 1

TO: Coalition members and friends
FR: Daryl Kimball

RE: "test vote" on test ban TODAY (probably this morning)

Senator Arlen Specter" plans to offer an amendment on the floor to restore
$28.9 million for U.S. funding for the CTBT Preparatory Commission. The
amendment will be introduced during Senate consideration of the fiscal 1999
Foreign Operations Appropriations bill, which is expected to be taken up by
the Senate this morning (9/1).

See <http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/ucs898.htm> for further details on
the CTBT Preparatory Commission issue.

This vote could have a profound effect on the overall CTBT effort.

Call me, Tom Collina (202-332-0900), if you have questions. If you are
outside DC please contact Kathy Crandall (898-0150 x232)

I will post further updates as new information arrives.

DK
___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
___________________________________
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To: Nevada Desert Experience <nde@igc.apc.org>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re:  Proposal for a U.S. grassroots campaign on de-alerting
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 05:08 PM 8/31/98 -0700, Nevada Desert Experience wrote:
>Dear Howard    Aug. 31, 1998
>Still would like to connect with you more, as the religious contact for
>AB2000.  Can you E-Mail me your phone number and a good time to call
>you?  We are planning an exciting event for Dec. 29, 1999 to Jan 2, 2000.
> Blessings  David Buer, ofm
>
>
Dear David,

The Religious Working Group for Nuclear Abolition was active at the NPT Preparatory Committee but has been mostly 
inactive in recent months.  This fall I hope we can get going again.  I'll be in touch with you then.  Meanwhile you can 
reach me at 301 896-0013.  I work from my home so I'm around much of the time.  I usually have meetings Monday 
noon and Thursday morning and at other times irregularly.  So call me if you want to.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: btiller@psr.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: re campaign proposal
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

>Return-Path: <fff@tln.net>
>Date: Tue, 01 Sep 1998 07:55:18 -0500
>From: David Cortright <fff@tln.net>
>Organization: Fourth Freedom Forum
>To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
>Subject: re campaign proposal
>
>Howard:
>
>    I saw your email proposal and wanted to alert you to a meeting
>scheduled October 9-10 in Chicago that will discuss the development of a
>US-based campaign for nuclear abolition.  A mailing/announcement on the
>meeting will go out next week.  Perhaps you might want to raise your
>idea of a de-alerting effort within the context of that larger
>campaign.  I hope you can plan to attend the Chicago event.
>
>        David
>
>Bob,

For your information.  Perhaps you already know about the Chicago meeting.  Will you be going?  I'll be in Italy on 
October 9-10.

Shalom,
Howard
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Tue, 01 Sep 1998 10:25:25 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: re campaign proposal
References: <2.2.16.19980901100309.3f9f02c4@pop.igc.org>

Howard,

Bob Musil will represent PSR at the Chicago meeting, which is a followup
to the July 22nd meeting in New York.  As far as I can discern, it is
not about short-term campaigns like the one we are discussing.

Shalom,
BT

Howard W. Hallman wrote:
> 
> >Return-Path: <fff@tln.net>
> >Date: Tue, 01 Sep 1998 07:55:18 -0500
> >From: David Cortright <fff@tln.net>
> >Organization: Fourth Freedom Forum
> >To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
> >Subject: re campaign proposal
> >
> >Howard:
> >
> >    I saw your email proposal and wanted to alert you to a meeting
> >scheduled October 9-10 in Chicago that will discuss the development of a
> >US-based campaign for nuclear abolition.  A mailing/announcement on the
> >meeting will go out next week.  Perhaps you might want to raise your
> >idea of a de-alerting effort within the context of that larger
> >campaign.  I hope you can plan to attend the Chicago event.
> >
> >        David
> >
> >Bob,
> 
> For your information.  Perhaps you already know about the Chicago meeting.
> Will you be going?  I'll be in Italy on October 9-10.
> 
> Shalom,
> Howard
> 
> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
> Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
> 
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
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> laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.
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Return-Path: <MARY_MILLER.parti@ecunet.org>
Sender: MARY_MILLER.parti@ecunet.org
Date: Tue,  1 Sep 1998 12:11:56 -0400 (EDT)
Subject: CTBT WORK
To: mupj@igc.apc.org (Howard W. Hallman)
From: MARY_MILLER.parti@ecunet.org (MARY MILLER)

To: mupj@igc.apc.org (Howard W. Hallman)

Howard,

    I'm just back from vacation and dealing with gobs of paper and messages
and schedule conflicts.  Two things I need to be in touch with you about.

    The first is that the change in day for the next interfaith CTBT group
meeting to Tuesday the 8th means that I will be quite late or possibly
unable to make it at all. I'm sorry about that - these meetings are
important, this next one especially so.

    The second matter is the breakfast invitation list. I do not see
anywhere on it the Episcopalians I asked specifically to *be* on it.
Perhaps it was overly efficient to scratch out the list for you at the last
meeting.  I ask again for the following to receive invitations:

    The Rev. Canon Brian J. Grieves
    Peace & Justice Ministries
    Episcopal Church Center
    815 Second Avenue
    New York NY 10017
    1-800-334-7626

    Mr. Thomas Hart
    Interim Director
    Office of Government Relations, Episcopal Church
    110 Maryland Avenue NE
    Washington DC 20002
    202-547-7300

    Mr. David Wacaster
    Coordinator
    Public Policy Network, Episcopal Church
    110 Maryland Avenue NE
    Washington DC 20002
    202-547-7300

I happen to know that Brian will be out of the country the day of the
breakfast, but it's very important that he stay on the list and receive
notification and invitations to everything we do.

I just talked to Jeri Skipper and she's likely to be at next Tuesday's
meeting.

Keep me posted. I'm back for the duration.
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                                            peace,
 mary h miller, epf                               Mary
 10:22 am Tue, Sep  1, 1998
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To: MARY_MILLER.parti@ecunet.org (MARY MILLER)
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: CTBT WORK
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 12:11 PM 9/1/98 -0400, MARY MILLER wrote:
>To: mupj@igc.apc.org (Howard W. Hallman)
>
>Howard,
>
>    I'm just back from vacation and dealing with gobs of paper and messages
>and schedule conflicts.  Two things I need to be in touch with you about.....
>

Dear Mary,

Sorry about the 8th.  We changed the date because a planning session of Churches for Middle East Peace on the 9th, 
with people coming in from out of town, was going to take several of our people.

You're right.  I'm supposed to invite the three persons you suggested.  They are to get a different kind of letter than the 
one I sent to the others on the list.  I'm taking care of it today.  Thanks for the reminder.

Shalom,
Howard
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Return-Path: <owner-ctbt-organize@igc.org>
Date: Tue, 01 Sep 1998 12:32:10 -0400
From: Kathy Crandalll <disarmament@igc.org>
Organization: Disarmament Clearinghouse
Sender: owner-ctbt-organize@igc.org
Subject: Today's Test Vote Update
To: ctbt-organize@igc.org

TODAY's CTBT "Test Vote" Update
CTBT-Organizers Everywhere:

Senator Specter has just introduced  an amendment calling for the
restoration  of $28.9 million for U.S. funding for the CTBT Preparatory
Commission.  The amendment is to the  1999 Foreign Operations Bill which
is being debated today on the Senate Floor.

Senator Specter's remarks focused on the importance of debate on the
CTBT and he stated that support for this amendment would be a "test
vote" indicating support of Senators for a CTBT debate.

See the Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers Web Site
<http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/ucs898.htm> for further details on

the CTBT Preparatory Commission issue.

*****************************************************************
WHAT YOU CAN DO:
Call or fax your Senators'(Democrats and Republicans) Washington
DC offices RIGHT NOW.

Capitol Switchboard: (202) 224 3121

Tell Your Senators: "Support prompt hearings and a vote on the CTBT;
publicly express your support for the CTBT. Support the Specter
amendment."

Note:  It is not necessary to get into the details on the CTBT
Preparatory Commission funding issue. -The point is to build support for
the CTBT.

Stay Tuned for further details, including the text of Specter's remarks
as they are available, and contact the Disarmament Clearinghouse for
more information:
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Return-Path: <dkimball@clw.org>
Date: Tue, 1 Sep 1998 13:00:47 -0400 (EDT)
X-Sender: dkimball@[204.245.159.2]
To: dkimball@clw.org
From: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
Subject: UPDATE on today's CTBT vote

September 1

TO: Coalition members and friends
FR: Daryl Kimball

RE: "test vote" on test ban

Senator Arlen Specter and Joe Biden's amendment to restore $28.9 million for
U.S. funding for the CTBT Preparatory Commission may likely occur this
afternoon, possibly between 2-3pm.

The funding would come out of prior-year balances.

See <http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/ucs898.htm> or 

<http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/brief19.htm>

 for further details on the CTBT Preparatory Commission issue.

DK
___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
___________________________________
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To: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball), 
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: UPDATE on today's CTBT vote
Cc: disarmament@igc.org, btiller@igc.org
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 01:00 PM 9/1/98 -0400, Daryl Kimball wrote:
>September 1
>
>TO: Coalition members and friends
>FR: Daryl Kimball
>
>RE: "test vote" on test ban
>
>Senator Arlen Specter and Joe Biden's amendment to restore $28.9 million for
>U.S. funding for the CTBT Preparatory Commission may likely occur this
>afternoon, possibly between 2-3pm....

Dear Daryl,

Regardless of the outcome of the vote today, I hope that somebody produces a report and tally on the vote so that we 
can send it to our grassroots networks, asking people to praise senators voting for the amendment and to express 
disappointment to those who vote against it.  I certainly would like to encourage the interfaith network to do so.

Shalom,
Howard
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>From kwood  Tue Sep  1 10:53:19 1998
Return-Path: <kwood@igc.apc.org>
Date: Tue, 1 Sep 1998 10:53:15 -0700 (PDT)
X-Sender: kwood@pop.igc.org
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>, btiller@igc.org
From: Karina Wood <kwood@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Letter to Clinton and Yeltsin on de-alerting

Dear Howard and Bob,

Congratulations on an excellent initiative and letter! I sincerely hope it
gets noticed. I agree that we should make a big push in 1999 around
de-alerting. I met with Senator Chafee yesterday, and while noncommital (of
course) he seemed quite sympathetic to the idea of de-alerting, and other
disarmament initiatives. (He will likely sign the Specter-Biden resolution
on the CTBT also). So, what is the role of Congress -- what should we be
asking our Reps and Senators to do?

Best regards,
Karina.

Karina Wood
U.S. Outreach Coordinator, 
Hague Appeal for Peace 
43 Nisbet St, 3rd Fl.
Providence, RI 02906
Tel: 401 751-8172
Fax: 401 751-1476
Email: kwood@igc.apc.org

Join us at the global people's conference for peace & justice, 
The Hague, May 11-15 1999!
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To: Karina Wood <kwood@igc.apc.org>, btiller@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Letter to Clinton and Yeltsin on de-alerting
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 10:53 AM 9/1/98 -0700, Karina Wood wrote:
>Dear Howard and Bob,
>
>Congratulations on an excellent initiative and letter! I sincerely hope it
>gets noticed. I agree that we should make a big push in 1999 around
>de-alerting. I met with Senator Chafee yesterday, and while noncommital (of
>course) he seemed quite sympathetic to the idea of de-alerting, and other
>disarmament initiatives. (He will likely sign the Specter-Biden resolution
>on the CTBT also). So, what is the role of Congress -- what should we be
>asking our Reps and Senators to do?
>
>Best regards,
>Karina.
>

Karina,

At point we had on our list of possible activities for the post-election to end-of-the-year period a letter from senators to 
President Clinton.  Then we thought that they won't be around in that period, so we left it off the list.

However, what you imply is right.  Clinton listens to members of Congress, or at least reads mail from them.  So it's 
worth thinking about how we can involve them, if not in November and December at least after the first of the year in 
continuing efforts.

Thanks for your suggestion.

Howard



80901.14.txt[5/3/2017 1:36:52 PM]

To: phil
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Reimbursement for NPT PrepCom reception
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Phil:

The total bill for the reception we co-hosted in Geneva on April 28 at the NPT Preparatory Committee was $3,538.19.  
It was charged to my Visa account.  So far I have received $2,500 in reimbursement, derived from several contributions.  
I believe you indicated that we have now received a bank transfer of $500 from the Christian Council of Japan, which 
was made in support of the PrepCom reception.  If so, I request an additional payment of $500. I am still trying to raise 
funds for the remaining $538.19.

Shalom,
Howard
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Return-Path: <bpf>
Date: Tue, 1 Sep 1998 13:06:31 -0700 (PDT)
From: Buddhist Peace Fellowship <bpf@igc.apc.org>
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: for Howard Hallman

Dear Mr. Hallman, 

Thanks for the invitation to breakfast with Sen. Jeffords. I regret that 
I will not be able to attend. Wish that we had a Washington 
representative to send. 

Peace, 
Alan Senauke
Buddhist Peace Fellowship
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Return-Path: <owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org>
Date: Tue, 01 Sep 1998 21:29:20 +0200
From: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>
To: pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Subject: pov-l: Peace to the City newsletter, Part II
Sender: owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Reply-To: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>

------------------------  Start of message from list: pov-l ---->

3. Stories from the Cities: Issues and Responses to Violence

Belfast, N. Ireland

The Belfast Interface Project promotes a community development
approach to support work carried out by interface communities. An
interface is a boundary line between a predominantly Protestant area
and a predominantly Catholic area of housing. It can be a solid brick wall
20 feet high, a steel fence or a road. It may not even be noticeable to
others but local people know exactly where it is. It can be crossed
simply by crossing a street, passing a landmark, or turning a corner.
        There are at least 17 purpose-built 'peace-lines,' i.e. walls and
fences specially built between Protestant and Catholic areas. There are
many more 'invisible' interfaces between communities in Belfast and
other communities in Northern Ireland.
        Many Protestants and Catholics live in separate areas because
they feel safer that way or have little choice, so there are many
interfaces between these communities - particularly in lower income
districts. Interface communities typically experience high rates of social
and economic disadvantage; high levels of ongoing inter-community
violence across the interface, especially from young people; and
restricted access to facilities and services 'on the other side,' e.g. jobs,
shops, leisure facilities, social services, etc.
        Interface communities have been among those most affected by
'the troubles' of the past 29 years. Peace and stability at the interface
and the absence of this are both a 'barometer' of the health of the
society and a key influencing factor in shaping that society.
        For these reasons the Belfast Interface Project  addresses the
issues facing interface communities today to help secure a more
peaceful future. It lobbies and challenges policy makers, promotes
development work, disseminates information, encourages networking
and cooperation and the sharing of effective practice.
        For the past three years Mary Montague, the Family and
Community Worker with the Corrymeela Community, has been working
with several interface groups in Belfast. One such group is the Clonard/
Ashmore Group from West Belfast. The members of this group live very
near each other; however, they might as well be living miles apart as
they are normally separated by a 16 foot high wall called the "peace
line."
        In the past the main contact across the wall was the hurling of
stones and abuse. But Mary was able to bring some people from each
side of the wall together both at Corrymeela's centre in Ballycastle, sixty
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miles north of Belfast, and at other times in the city itself. Slowly fears
subsided as relationships grew. There was open and honest discussion
about what it is like to live on each side of the wall and the ways in
which both groups are affected by divisions and violence.
        After meeting for some time one member of the group was
diagnosed with terminal cancer. Concern for her and her family naturally
flowed from members of the group, regardless of which side of the wall
they live on. Before her death, Sandra, speaking about the value of the
experiences the group had shared, said, "The faceless monster living
over the wall no longer exists because we have met one another. Keep
meeting, keep talking so that it can never return." With the backing of
Mary Montague and Corrymeela, the Clonard/Ashmore Group are living
out her challenge. (August Bulletin)

Belfast Local Coordinator:
        Rev. Doug Baker
        Mediation Network
        128A Great Victoria Street
        Belfast BT2 7BG
        Northern Ireland
        Phone: +44-1232-438614
        FAX: +44-1232-314430
        Email: info@mediation-network.org.uk
        http://www.mediation-network.org.uk/

Boston, USA

Excerpts from *CEASE FIRE* -- Lessons from the City of Boston (*) by
Rubem Cesar Fernandes

Due to Viva Rio's involvement in the World Council of Churches' *Peace
to the City Campaign*, I've just returned from Boston in the United States.
Whilst there, I could find out a little about the city's public security policies
and accompany the local police in their work against juvenile gangs.
Informally organised, these gangs dispute territory and the commercial
sale of drugs within poor neighbourhoods, usually inhabited by ethnic
minorities. It is clear that these gangs present a similar problem to the
*movement' of drug dealers in the slums of Rio de Janeiro. Boston has
made notable progress in the last decade. An important part of this
progress has been the controlling of violence between minors: the
number of juvenile homicides has come down from 200 in 1989 to 0
between the middle of 1995 and December 1997. When a youth was
murdered in January 1998, the police interpreted this murder as a sign of
the return of violent gang disputes, a result of the arrival in Boston of the
most famous gangs from Los Angeles. Hence, a preventative strategy
called *Cease Fire* has been developed to stop gang violence from
increasing again. 
        *Cease Fire's* sessions with gang members are planned the
previous night, at the headquarters of the NGO *10 Point Coalition*, in the
black neighbourhood of Dorchester. This NGO is run by the well-known
Pentecostal Pastor Eugene Rivers, who has co-ordinated a night street
parish for ten years.
        The following day's session consisted of a meeting with
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juveniles, who according to the police, were involved with gangs in the
area. There were around 30 of them in all and sitting in the lecture hall
they appeared more childlike than when moving through the streets. At
the front, the group from the previous night, somewhat larger than
before, started. What followed was a well thought out psycho-drama.
The script [speakers and issues] is simple: *Pastor / Good Cop / Bad Cop
/ Probation Officer / Street Worker / Alternative Money Making / Pastor*. 
        On leaving the session, the group returned to the NGO's
headquarters to evaluate the evening and make further plans for the next
session. They are going around all of the poor neighbourhoods of the
city this month, repeating this routine as part of the preparatory phase
for this summer's action, which will start in June.     These sessions exist
within an overall plan that goes all the way up to a macro strategy from
the Police Headquarters. The Gang Unit, officially called *Fire Command
for Juvenile Violence*, integrates both investigation and concrete action,
and rarely has to use the *fire' which makes up part of its name. They
attack to apprehend, yet do so selectively and with superior forces, and
don't encounter resistance. The police rarely shoot and are almost never
victims of gunfire. Prepared for each small confrontation, they work with
other government services and community organisations in the area.
That is how they have managed to stop the cycle of violence in Boston.  

(*) Article published in Portuguese in the Brazilian daily O GLOBO on May
4, 1998.
(July Bulletin from Rio de Janeiro)

Boston Local Coordinator:
        Rev. Jeffrey Brown
        National Ten Point Leadership Found*ation
        Ella J. Baker House
        411 Washington Street
        Boston, MA 02124 USA
        Phone: +1-617-282-6704
        FAX: +1-617-354-2269 
        Email: RevJLamont@aol.com
        Web: http://www.NTLF.org/

Colombo, Sri Lanka

An alleged LTTE "strike" from cyberspace onto the computer networks of
the Sri Lankan embassies abroad a few months ago created headlines in
the country. The news was so exotic that it caught the attention of the
international news agencies as well. But their assessment of the
severity of the threat was insipid and technical. Quoting US intelligence
sources, Reuters described the cyber attack as "little more than a bid by
the LTTE to swamp Sri Lankan embassies with electronic mail."
        To most computer illiterates, who make up the vast majority of the
Sri Lankan population, the Internet and Cyberspace conjure up visions of
mystery and power. The lack of knowledge about the Internet in Sri
Lanka is coupled with a deep sense of insecurity in the Sinhalese
psyche in relation to the LTTE. Therefore, even trivial incidents involving
the LTTE can grab the headlines of the Sri Lankan media.
        On June 24, the National Peace Council's web page designer
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Kisara Yatiyawela, together with the World Council of Churches' Peace
to the City Campaign Colombo coordinator Priyanka Mendis, invited
organisations that have been in the forefront of peace work in the
country to a session on the internet. The occasion was a "launch" of
sorts of the NPC web page, made available to it courtesy of the World
Council of Churches. Nearly thirty representatives of organisations
crowded into a small room and viewed the NPC web page which was
magnified on a screen.
        Those present were also taken on a tour of the government and
LTTE web sites. The two flickering flames on the LTTE "martyrs" page
was also a symbol of the sophisticated and dedicated manner in which
the LTTE has sought to project its viewpoint through cyberspace. By
contrast the government web site was extremely matter of fact, and in
fact, dull.
        Having shown what the internet was about, and how it could be
used in promoting one's work by utilising the power and versatility of the
internet, the NPC made an offer to the organisations present that they
could send in any information on their organisations which they wished
to be posted up on the internet. A format was provided, which would
facilitate the posting of information, including photographs and graphics.
(July Bulletin)

Colombo Local Coordinator:
        Ms. Priyanka Mendis
        22A Holy Emmanuel Church Rd.
        Idama, Maratuwa
        Sri Lanka
        FAX: +94-1-649-027
        Email: impress@slt.lk
        http://www.peace-srilanka.org

Durban, South Africa

The Diakonia Council of Churches encourages partnership in faith and
action with churches in the Durban metropolitan region to promote justice
and peace. One of its staff teams is the Peace Team, whose Peace
Process Organiser, Rev. Mbonambi Khuzwayo, has worked extensively
with Community Policing Forums (CPFs) to deal with criminal violence.
        Community Policing Forums (CPFs) were established as part of
the S.A. Police Service Act of 1995. The aims of CPFs include
establishing and maintaining a partnership between the community and
the police, promoting communication and cooperation to improve police
services and their transparency and accountability, and promoting joint
problem identification and solving by the police and community.
        CPFs have been successful in some places and unsuccessful in
others. At a workshop in July 1997 hosted by Diakonia, obstacles
hampering effective community policing were raised. These included lack
of knowledge and training about CPFs in the community, poor
representation by civil society,  police involvement in crime, the
involvement of known criminals on some forums, a lack of transparency,
and a lack of resources to carry out CPF-sponsored projects. In addition,
members of CPFs from the community were often labelled as "spies" for
the police. A deep mistrust between communities and police was
fostered under apartheid. Church involvement in local committees has
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been very successful in a number of communities in KwaZulu-Natal
since often the church represents the involvement of an impartial and
trustworthy participant which legitimizes the process.
        Two communities in the Durban metropolitan and surrounding
area provide interesting models for future CPFs. In both cases, the
involvement of church leaders has played a critical role in their success. 
        When the KwaMakhuta CPF first started in 1995, the police were
only able to investigate about 13% of crimes in the area effectively. Now
police are able to investigate about 60% effectively. This is largely due to
a relationship of trust that has been built between the community and
police. The chair of the KwaMakhuta CPF is a representative of the
church who has been able to shape the CPF's proceedings, including
involving other clergy in the community to take part in the CPF. This in turn
has helped to strengthen community trust in the entire process. 
        The chair of the CPF in Umbilo, an inner city suburb of Durban,
approached the local Ministers' Fellowship (similar to a Ministers'
Fraternal) to participate in the CPF. A representative was appointed
which reported back to the Ministers' Fellowship as an organised church
structure. Through the CPF, the community then asked the Ministers'
Fellowship to organise counselling for victims of violence. The project
has been underway since February of this year. The plan calls for
engaging professional therapists to do an initial consultation with the
victim. Thereafter a minister from the victim's denomination begins a
longer counselling process. 
        The Diakonia Council of Churches' Peace Team has held a number
of workshops to encourage church involvement in CPFs, either through
direct involvement or through specific projects like the one in Umbilo.
Many CPFs have not been successful partly because they focus on
problems and not solutions. The Peace Team is encouraging churches to
see themselves as part of the solution. (July Bulletin)

Durban Local Coordinator:
        Mr. Mike Vorster
        Diakonia Council of Churches
        P.O. Box 61341
        Bishopsgate 4008
        South Africa
        Phone: +27-31-305-6001
        FAX: +27-31-305-2486
        Email: peacecit@pop.onwe.co.za
        http://www.durbanpeace.org.za

Kingston, Jamaica

In an inner city environment, a word spoken *out of season* (*informing*)
can cause injury or even death. Recently a woman was alleged to have
spoken to the police about where weapons were hidden. Word soon got
around that she was the possible culprit and in reprisal, the person at
whom she had pointed the finger, shot and injured her. This man was
subsequently arrested.
        A week after the arrest, juveniles who fancied themselves
supporters of the jailed gang leader, set fire to the house in which the
woman lived. Unfortunately, in Bennetland the houses are jammed so
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closely together that one dwelling cannot burn without those in close
proximity being affected. So not only was the woman's house quickly
burnt to the ground, with all its contents, but ten other families became
homeless as the flames engulfed the entire area. 
        In response to this series of events, the Community Development
Council (CDC) immediately called an emergency meeting which
considered the plight of the destitute and strategies for rehabilitation.
They sought help from the area's Member of Parliament, the Ministry of
Social Security and relevant national charities. Due to their quick action
and comprehensive efforts, stoves, sleeping materials, and clothes were
quickly supplied, and a search for new homes in the area begun.
        One week following this incident, the gang leader who had shot
the woman was released from jail. He expressed shock, disbelief and
anger at the juveniles' actions. His code of conduct would have been to
direct his reprisal towards the woman and her alone; there is honour
even among the dishonourable. In fact, his disgust was so explicit that
those who had not been arrested by the police for their actions, fled the
community and have not been seen since.
        One of our community health workers has a close relative who
lost her house and possessions in the fire. Another community health
worker spent a day in jail when police, in a house to house search,
found one of the offending juveniles hiding under a bed in her house. The
boy had entered her house through an open window as she was at the
front of her home with the buzzing excitement surrounding the fire.
However, the health worker's seven year old daughter told the police
when they arrived to look under the bed for the person whose entry had
terrified her. 
        The police were initially skeptical of the health worker's insistence
that she was not connected to the boy. The day after her arrest, the
entire staff went to the police station to support her with character
references. This intervention stimulated a fresh round of interrogation of
the boy who then confessed how he had entered the house. They
released the health worker. However, this incident underlines the
traumatic experiences which we face in our work. Most affected are the
workers who live within the community and are therefore forced into
conflicting dual roles of mediator and circumstantial victims of the effects
of the social conditions of living in Kingston's inner city communities. 
(August Bulletin)

Kingston Local Coordinator:

Ms. Angela Stultz-Crawlle
S-Corner Clinic and Community Development 
18 St. Joseph Road
Kingston 13
Jamaica
West Indies
Tel./Fax: 1-876-923-0672
Email:  jolee@cwjamaica.com Rio de Janeiro, Brazil

In Rio de Janeiro where more and more mothers are working away from
the home, finding a reliable and skilled baby-sitter or communal day care
center has become a difficult and often costly endeavour. The lack of
adequate child day care centers and trained personnel has reduced not
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only the quantity but also the quality of the attention being given to young
children in the city. 
 In response to a request by several communities in Rio de Janeiro
for skilled baby-sitters and child-care practitioners, Viva Rio launched in
late 1996 its first *Viva Baby* project. The aim of the project was to a
provide training in child care for young women from the city's poorer
communities who could then go on to find employment in a field where
there is an increasing demand for skilled labour. 
 Everyone gained from the experience: the young trainees
acquired professional qualifications and the know-how to find a job, the
communities involved began taking a greater interest in child care, and
many mothers were able to leave their children in safe, reliable hands
while helping out young women from poorer communities. 
 Following the first experience which benefited 60 young trainees
in three communities, the second phase of the project is now being
launched in the Acari shanty town with sponsorship from the Federal
Government aid agency Comunidade Solidaria. Acari, with a population
of 70,000 inhabitants is one of the poorest shanty-towns in Rio de
Janeiro, with few community services, schools, clinics and an inefficient
sewage treatment and garbage collection system. What Acari does have
are several church and neighborhood centers committed to improving the
conditions of the community. These institutions will take part in the
training process of the new Viva Baby recruits, establishing pedagogical
centers within their headquarters, as part of a joint community effort
seeking to create new opportunities for underprivileged youth. 
 During a 5-month training period 25 girls aged 16 - 21 will benefit
from theoretical and practical courses in child care. They will study
several topics related to child care, ranging from first aid and basic
notions on health and hygiene, to nutrition and child psychology. The
young apprentices will also carry out internships in several day care
centers throughout the city. In addition, the young women will also
acquire computer skills and participate in workshops on how to set up
and manage a small business. Upon completion of the training course,
the trainees will have a certificate of qualification which is recognized on
the job market, and the know-how to seek employment or to start up their
own day care centers.
 For Viva Rio coordinator, Virginia Gayoso, who will be working
with the girls from Acari in the Viva Baby training course, the real
motivation behind her involvement in the project is the commitment the
young girls are demonstrating towards improving their lives. *When you
see how enthusiastic these girls are, and how much they really want to
care for children, then you know that the time and effort spent in this
project are well worth it*, says Virginia. (July Bulletin)
 
Rio de Janeiro Local Coordinator:
 Dr. Rubem Cesar Fernandes
 Viva Rio
 Ladeira da Gloria, 98 - Gloria
 CEP: 22211-120
 Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
 Phone: +55-21-556-5923
 FAX: +55-21-558-1381
 Email: vivario@ax.apc.org
 Web: http://informe.simplenet.com/vivario/
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 index1.htm

Suva, Fiji

Racial discrimination is when a person is pre-judged on the grounds of
race, colour or ethnic origin. This is keenly felt between Fijians and
Indo-Fijians.
 Daniel Stanley described how he felt when Fiji was thrown into
turmoil eleven years ago during the military coups of 1987: *They would
comment on the incident that happened in the coups and also some
subject the parliament would bring up...about sending the Indians back to
India and letting the Fijians rule this country. They would point out to me
that particular subject. It would bother me because sometimes I turn to
myself and say where would I go when I am centred in between these
two cultures?* Daniel's father is an Indo-Fijian and his mother is an
indigenous Fijian. 
 Naveen is a 26-year-old Indo-Fijian who is married to an
indigenous Fijian girl. As he explains, getting married wasn't an easy
thing to do. *Coming from a very strong Hindu background, it was bit
difficult at first marrying a Fijian girl but then we should encourage inter
marriage in Fiji or in any other country because I think this could stop
racial discrimination in the countries.*
 Naveen says encouraging the two main races of Fiji to
understand each other can unite the country. He recalls an incident
when he felt a victim of racial discrimination. 
 *The only time I really felt I was racially discriminated was after
the coup and things changed like the attitude between our brothers, Fijian
brothers, it changed like a blink of an eye. And I remember one day going
down to the market and I was doing something when one of the guys
yelled out in Fijian and said *Moku na kai-Idia' (*Beat up the Indian*) and
that really made me scared and I took off from there.*
 Another person, who talks about his relationship with an
Indo-Fijian, is Labasa resident Jone Kamea. 
 *I am married to an Indian girl and I am Fijian guy and we are really
deep in love. Like from my side, it has not been accepted by my parents.
They wanted me to get married to a Fijian girl and on the other hand her
parents wanted the girl to get married to an Indian guy. At one stage I
even was being threatened that if I ever spoke to that girl again I would
be killed, but I took the risk and finally won the battle.*
 Daniel Stanley says he has been discriminated against by people
on a few occasions. 
 *When I would be with my Indian friends and having some good
times, I would get over excited and I would show some reaction and
some emotional feelings that does not go well with them and they would
really point that out as a Fijian misunderstanding of Fijian emotional
character.*
 Stanley says racial discrimination can be controlled if people
coming from different backgrounds understand each other. *Many people
discriminate others by viewing their own perspective. If people begin to
put their feet into the shoes of those fellows who are being discriminated
they would gain understanding, they would understand and feel for
them.* (June Bulletin)
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Suva Local Coordinator:
 Ms. Amelia Rokotuivuna
 Pacific Regional YWCA
 24 Disraeli Road
 P.O. Box 3940
 Samabula, Fiji
 Phone: +679-301-352 or 304-961
 FAX: +679-301-222
 Email: pac-ywca@sopacsun.sopac.org.fj
 Web: http://www.sopac.org.fj/others/pac-ywca/
 suva-peace.htm

------------------------  End of message from list: pov-l  ---->
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Peace to the City!
A Global Campaign of the WCC Programme to Overcome
Violence
Vol. 1  No. 3 July/August 1998

CONTENTS
Part I
1.  Small Arms, Big Impact: A Challenge to the Churches
1.  Theological Perspectives on Violence/Non-Violence
Part II
3.  Stories from the Cities 
Part III
4.  Peace Building Around the World
5.  1998 Events
6.  *Peace to the City* Resources

1. Small Arms, Big Impact: A Challenge for the Churches

Small arms and light weapons* are causing heavy casualties around the
world. They have been responsible for the deaths of over three million
people since 1990; by some estimates, up to 90% of them are civilians. In
addition to the loss of human life, and the destruction of physical and
social infrastructure that they cause, they also serve to heighten
tensions and insecurities, intensify and prolong conflict, and undermine
conflict resolution and development efforts. The proliferation of small
arms also serves to fuel crime, and foster a culture of violence.
Moreover, the illicit trade in small arms is often associated with other
criminal activities, such as terrorism, money laundering, and the
trafficking of drugs and other black-market commodities.
 Churches are often left to deal with the consequences of small
arms. In both the developed world and the developing world, churches
are often the point of first contact for individuals who have suffered
from the adverse results of small arms proliferation.
         The WCC has been concerned with disarmament issues since its
inception in 1948. Two decades ago, Christians and their churches took
a lead in building a strong voice against nuclear weapons which brought
millions together with broad citizens' coalitions seeking to halt the nuclear
arms race. The concern for disarmament was reiterated in the Seoul
Covenant of 1990 which looked forward to the *dismantling of military
industrial complexes* and *the stopping of the trade and transfer of
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arms*. 
 The 1993 WCC consultation on the Arms Trade Today reiterated
that *it is clear that the efforts of the churches must be directed towards
overcoming the institutions of war and that breaking the flow of arms is a
key element in such a process* (CCIA Background Information - The
Arms Trade Today 1993/1).
 In 1997, the WCC Central Committee called for the Programme to
Overcome Violence to *give special attention to the concern for
Microdisarmament*. The WCC recognises that there are a large number
of organisations working on this issue. The Council's aim is to mobilize
churches and, together, network with these organisations for the most
effective witness.
 To this end, WCC, in association with Saferworld and Viva Rio,
held a two-day experts' meeting on Microdisarmament in May 1998. The
group included academics, peace and security specialists, gun control
activists, lawyers, diplomats, representatives of the police and  military
forces, theologians and religious leaders from 11 countries, with the  aim
of contributing to the development of a clear framework for the WCC to
address the problems of small arms availability and proliferation.
 By bringing together people from different regions of the world,
with different experiences and expertise, the consultation looked first at
ways to raise awareness in the churches of the problems associated
with the widespread proliferation and use of small arms and light
weapons and then identified how the ecumenical fellowship can help
address and mitigate the problems caused by the trade, production,
proliferation, and unlawful use of light weapons. The focus was to
establish a set of basic principles governing the churches' involvement
with the small arms issue to guide the WCC's  work at and beyond its 8th
General  Assembly, due to take place in Harare, Zimbabwe, in December
1998. The group underscored the need to develop policy measures in the
following areas:

* Improved national regulation of firearms
* Improved controls governing the production and transfer of small
arms
* Measures to address the illicit transfer of weapons
* Measures for the removal and destruction of surplus weapons,
particularly in post-conflict societies.

 For each of these areas the group elaborated ways the WCC and
its member churches can play a particular role. The group also sought to
identify how the ecumenical fellowship can formulate an action plan to
address this problem at different levels of society.
 The WCC POV Reference Committee meeting in July 1998
welcomed the Rio 1998 Final Document and encouraged the POV to
continue further work in this area. As an initial step, the WCC POV will
begin research and development of a database of current church-related
initiatives in small arms and light weapons disarmament. A six-month
intern, supported by Project Ploughshares in Canada, will assist the POV
in this regard.
 The consultation report, including the texts of the presentations, is
being published and will be available in November 1998.

*There are a variety of definitions of the term *small arms*. Here they are
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defined as weapons that are person-portable. In addition to guns and
rifles of all calibres, this includes shoulder-fired rocket and missile
launchers, and anti-personnel landmines.

2. Theological  Perspectives on Violence/Non-Violence
Programme to Overcome Violence/ Faith and Order Consultation

The WCC has long recognized that Christians have not yet been able to
agree on their response to war and violence.  The WCC debate begun
many decades ago between Christians who hold to a theology of 
pacifism and those who rely on the principles of the *Just War* remains
unresolved. The new Programme to Overcome Violence was created to
*confront and overcome the spirit, logic and practice of war and to
develop new theological approaches, consonant with the teachings of
Christ, which start not with war and move to peace, but with the need
for justice* (WCC Central Committee 1994).
 The WCC Programme to Overcome Violence and Faith and Order
are thus engaging in a joint study process to look at the theological and
ecclesiological dimensions of violence as well as the powerful
resources offered by the Christian faith in building cultures of peace. A
consultation held in Boston in April 1998 was a first step in laying the
foundations for and designing a process to engage churches and others
in these issues. The 18 international participants came from a variety of
Christian perspectives and back-grounds, and included theologians,
sociologists, ethicists, and grassroots peacemakers from the Peace to
the City Campaign.
 Three goals were set for the Boston meeting:

* to identify practical means of overcoming violence at different
levels of society;
* to explore the causes of violence through case studies from the
Peace to the City Campaign, in collaboration with social scientists,
theologians, and practitioners in both fields;
* to reflect on the church as both an accomplice in violence and a
transformer of violence.

 The consultation sought to respond to the following issues which
it considered crucial: 

* The history of peace initiatives in the ecumenical movement is
instructive and challenging.  But there is growing new awareness of the
need for new paradigms for ecumenical dialogue on the divisive issues
of the long-standing pacifist-*just war* debate and to Christian
responsibility to develop active non-violent alternatives to conflict.
* There is a history of ecumenical ministry in communities impacted
by poverty, conflict and violence. But there is a need now to confront the
global rise of violence through new approaches to the efforts of the
churches to serve as agents of Christ's peace through building beloved
communities capable of resisting the tide of violence and building a
culture of peace.
* Christian initiatives to overcome violence around the globe already
are linked across borders.  But there is a need for churches to affirm
para-church and ecumenical groups' taking initiatives on their behalf, and
to forge new alliances between social scientists, theologians and other
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civil society actors.
The Consultation agreed that the study process should:

* enhance the churches' understanding of the nature and role of
violence in local communities, societies, international relations, and in
their own life;
* analyze critically the role of religious institutions, and more
particularly of the churches, in providing justifications for, contributing to
and seeking to overcome violence;
* seek creative new ways for people in local situations to question
and learn from one another, and to explore new methodologies of
cross-cultural contextual theology;
* continue to explore and deepen understandings of the
relationship between ecclesiology and ethics through focussing on the
issue of violence;
* help the churches transcend and heal their divisions through
common witness and action to reduce violence and build peace;
* encourage churches to develop cultures of peace as a prophetic
sign of a reconciled human community and of the new creation (Eph. 1).

 In discussing and planning for the study process, it was hoped
that two paths would emerge from this study: one leading to local
congregations and action groups, providing them with models and guides
for ministry; the other leading back to the WCC, supplying it with case
studies of churches working for a culture of peace.
 POV and Faith and Order are continuing the design and
implementation of the study process. The full report of the Consultation is
being published and will be available this fall (see p. 12).

------------------------  End of message from list: pov-l  ---->
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4. Peace Initiatives Around the World
These are samples of national and international efforts for peace. See
our web page *Actions for Peace* at www.wcc-coe.org/pov/actions1.html
to read about other efforts and add your own. If you do not have access
to the Web, send us your stories and we will post them for you.

Africa

Gun Free South Africa
Gun Free South Africa (GFSA) was launched in 1994 as a national
campaign calling for the hand-in of firearms. It is now a recognized
organizations, supported by civil society organizations and religious
leaders. Handguns and assault weapons have become the fastest
growing cause of violent death in South Africa. In 1996, 10,500 people
were murdered with guns, with estimates that firearms could total more
than 7 million, one for every 6 South Africans. GFSA works at reducing
handguns and assault weapons through research and information
sharing, education, political advocacy, and cooperative efforts at crime
reduction.
        Gun Free South Africa
        195 Smit Street
        P.O. Box 31532
        Braamfontein 2017
        Johannesburg, Republic of South Africa
        Tel.: +27-11-403-4590; Fax:+27-11-403-4596
        gunfree@wn.apc.org

Asia

Bangladesh Development Partnership Centre
The Bangladesh Development Partnership Centre  is a national NGO with
several human/women/child rights projects. BDPC has an "urgent appeal"
wing through which it has been dealing with the local issues related to
small and light weapons in the hands of children and young people who
are engaged either in formal armed conflict or in group fighting. Recently
BDPC initiated the process of launching a formal campaign program
against the use of children in armed conflict.
        Bangladesh Development Partnership Centre
        42/7, F, Babar Road, Jahuri Mahalla
        Shyamoli, Dhaka, Bangladesh
        Tel.: +880-2-9119624; Fax: +880-2-9117687
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        bdpc@bangla.netCaribbean

Dispute Resolution Foundation, Ltd.
The Dispute Resolution Foundation in Kingston, Jamaica, was
incorporated in 1994 and seeks to increase cooperation  in the
management and resolution of disputes involving business, the police,
the courts, social service agencies and people through the process of
third-party mediation. The Foundation offers a panel of skilled mediators
to resolve disputes and involves training of mediators, development of
court-annexed and community dispute resolution programmes, and the
organization of arbitration as an appropriate option for dispute resolution.
        Dispute Resolution Foundation, Ltd.
        32 1/2 Duke St.
        Kingston
        Jamaica
        Tel.: +1-876-967 4408; Fax: +1-876-922 1033

Europe

Schools for Inter (Confessional-Cultural-National) Dialogue and
Understanding (SIDU)
A pan-European initiative of the Helsinki Citizen's Assembly and the
Interchurch Peace Council, SIDU began in 1993 to bring 60-100 students
age 18 and higher to areas across Europe to study issues particular to
that area. Before the Dayton Agreeement, SIDU was a
concept-in-progress in the Former Yugoslavia, then acting as a
counter-balance to the war and the policy of ethnic cleansing and ethnic
divisions. SIDU has taken place in Serbia (1993), Macedonia (1994),
Montenegro (1995), Crete - Greece (1996), and Georgia, Croatia, and
Turkey (1997). The 1998 SIDU now beginning focuses on *Identity,
Minorities and Conflict* (Czech Republic), *Overcoming Divisions*
(Cyprus), and *Identity and Citizenship* (France).
        Helsinki Citizens' Assembly-International Secretariat
        Maegon Barlow or Josh Kaldor-Robinson
        Veletrzni 24
        CZ-170 00 Praha 7
        Czech Republic
        Tel: +420-2-20397 301; Fax: +420-2 20397 310
        hca@ecn.cz

Latin America

JustaPaz: Christian Center for Justice, Peace, and Nonviolent Action
This ministry within the Mennonite Church in Colombia responds to the
need for peace-building, promotion and protection of human rights, and
capacity-building within the community for non-violent action and the
positive transformation of conflicts. They work at a number of local and
national levels, including facilitating conflict resolution and peace studies
in classrooms, church, and social communities; advocating for
conscientious objector status; over-coming urban violence in Bogota in
cooperation with the municipal authorities; and working with church,
government, non-government and civil organizations in situations of local,
national, and regional conflict.
        JustaPaz
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        Av. Calle 32 No. 14 - 42
        A.A. 20982
        Santafe de Bogota, D.C.
        Colombia
        Tel.: +57-1-287 2978; Fax: +57-1-287-3968
        justapaz@colnodo.apc.org

Middle East/North America

Christian Peacemaker Teams in Hebron
Christian Peacemaker Teams is an initiative among Church of the
Brethren and Mennonite congregations and Friends Meetings in North
America that supports violence reduction efforts around the world. 
Teams of trained peacemakers are sent into situations of violent conflict
and areas of militarization to support local nonviolent efforts. Corps
members participate in nonviolent direct action, human rights
documentation, symbolic public witness, creative liturgy, and mediation.
        There has been a team of Peacemakers in Hebron since 1995.
Their focus has been on the situation in the West Bank with more than
1,000 Palestinian families facing house demolitions. As part of their
effort, CPT supports, in addition to the work of its volunteers, several
special emphases and campaigns:
        CPT-Rebuilders Against Bulldozers: CPT has been invited by local
supporters to meet with and document the cases of those families who
are dealing with house demolition and to seek to rebuild demolished
homes.
        The Campaign For Secure Dwellings: North American churches
partner with  Palestinian families whose homes are threatened with
demolition. 
        Roses Not Rubble: A call for symbolic action by planting a rose or
other perennial surrounded by rubble to remember the suffering caused
by Israel's policy of home demolitions and as a symbol of hope.
        Christian Peacemaker Teams
        P. O. Box 6508 
        Chicago, IL 60680 USATel: +1-312-455-1199; Fax:
+1-312-666-2677
cpt@igc.org
http://www.prairienet.org/cpt

Pacific

Pacific Concerns Resource Centre, Inc.
PCRC serves as the secretariat for the Nuclear Free and Independent
Pacific movement. PCRC's mission is to *coordinate, articulate and
disseminate information about the concerns and struggles of peoples of
the Pacific in their desire to exist free from exploitation, from the threat of
environmental degradation and from both foreign and internal forms of
subjugation.*
        Pacific Concerns Resource Center
        83 Amy Street, Toorak
        Private Mail Bag
        Suva, Fiji
        Tel.: +679-304-649; Fax: +679-304-755
        pcrc@is.com.fj
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5. 1998 Events  
1998 Preparatory Committee of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, reception and public
discussion, April/May, Geneva
During the meetings of the UN Preparatory Committee in April, WCC and
Pax Christi International held a reception for the delegates of the
committee and representatives of the NGOs attending the meetings. Rev.
Dr. Konrad Raiser, General Secretary of the WCC, and Godfried Cardinal
Danneels, President of Pax Christi International, spoke on behalf of their
organizations. In his statement, Dr. Raiser said that the WCC had
consistently, in its 50-year history, called for the total elimination of
atomic and nuclear weapons. *We know that true security is never to be
found in arms of any sort, and certainly not in these most terrible
weapons ever devised by human beings. Nuclear weapons are sinful,
and their production, possession and deployment, and the very threat of
their use in an extreme case constitute crimes against God and
humanity.*
        After the Preparatory Committee meetings, Chris Bross,
information officer for the International Peace Bureau, led a public
discussion of the meetings at the Ecumenical Center, sponsored by the
WCC Programme  to Overcome Violence. Particular attention was placed
on the role of NGOs in the nuclear disarmament process.*Not Even One*:
Community and Interreligious Cooperation to Overcome Urban
Violence, public lecture on 28 May, Geneva, Switzerland
Fred D. Smith, Ph.D., Associate Director, Substance Abuse and Violence
Program, Carter Presidential Center, gave a public lecture on the *Not
Even One* project aimed at addressing urban violence in the United
States through interfaith cooperation and community collaboration. The
lecture was attended by representatives of church and ecumenical
organizations, international peace organizations, and the diplomatic
community. The event was held at the Ecumenical Center, sponsored by
the WCC Programme to Overcome Violence.

Programme to Overcome Violence Reference Group meeting, 3-5 July,
Limassol, Cyprus
The POV reference group was formed in 1996 as an ad-hoc committee
to accompany and advise the POV until the WCC Assembly in December.
Its members come from Brazil;  Dominica; Germany, India, Kenya, and 
USA. The focus of the meeting was on reviewing reports and making
recommendations on the theological consultation (p. 2) and
microdisarmament meeting (p. 1); hearing updates and giving guidance
on the Campaign, including book and video preparations; planning POV
and Campaign events for the WCC Assembly in December; evaluating the
Campaign, and making recommendations for the POV beyond 1998.

Annual Conference, Arbeitsgemeinschaft Mennonitischer Gemeinden in
Deutschland, 5-6 June, Enkenbach, Germany
POV staff spoke at the conference about the Programme to Overcome
Violence, and the role and support of the historic peace churches in this
ecumenical initiative.

*Ministry in the City*, Seminar at Bossey Ecumenical Institute, 14-24
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July 1998, Celigny, Switzerland
This seminar brought together about 30 ordained and lay people involved
in urban ministry, educators and others engaged in urban issues from
different cities and church traditions to share information, methods,
activities and theological reflection on urban life and ministry. POV staff
led a half-day session on the POV and the Peace to the City Campaign,
focusing on how global networking can assist local ministry.

International NGO Consultation on Small Arms Action, 16-19 August,
1998, Toronto, Canada
This consultion for NGOs and NGO networks involved in small arms
issues explored current efforts and made plans toward cooperative and
coordinated international NGO action in support of the control of small
arms and  efforts to mitigate the demand for and effects of small arms.
The meeting was organized by Project Plough-shares in consultation
with the Small Arms Working Group of the Canadian Peacebuilding
Coordinating Committee. POV staff were invited to be part of the
international NGO network against small arms.

Consultation on Small Arms in West Africa, 28-29 September, 1998,
Ghana
The aims of this small consultation of church leaders are to listen to the
concerns of the churches in West Africa on the proliferation of small
arms in their region, learn about present initiatives underway, and help
prioritise issues and discuss how they may be brought forward by the
churches. The meeting will further explore the future role of Norwegian
Church Aid (NCA) and Norwegian Initiative on Small Arms Transfers
(NISAT) in its work on small arms proliferation, specifically in West
Africa, as well as WCC's overall commitment and work on
microdisarmament. The consultation is being hosted by the Christian
Council of Ghana, and co-convened by  WCC,NCA, NISAT, and the
Fellowship of Councils and Churches in West Africa.

Gegen Gewalt (Against Violence), 19-20 November, 1998, Hamburg,
Germany
This two-day seminar is marking the 50th anniversary of the WCC and
will explore the challenges of its Programme to Overcome Violence to
theology and the churches. POV staff will be a keynote speaker at this
conference sponsored by Fachbereich Evangelische Theologie and
Missionsakademie an der Universitat Hamburg.

Eighth Assembly of the World Council of Churches, 3-14 December,
Harare, Zimbabwe
WCC assemblies are held about every seven years, and are critical in
reviewing past programmes and setting guidelines for the WCC for the
next seven years. 1998 marks the WCC's 50th anniversary.
        This Eighth Assembly will be especially important for the POV as it
will mark the culmination of the Peace to the City Campaign. The seven
cities in the Campaign will be represented through exhibits, hearings, and
other events, as well as many other peace and justice organisations
who are coming to the Assembly to share their work through exhibits,
seminars, workshops, and the arts.
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6. Re*sources 
Unless noted otherwise, contact the WCC POV office to order these
resources or for more information:

Now Available
*  Overcoming Violence: A Challenge to the Churches in All Places by
Margot Kassmann, 86 pp.

The pervasiveness of violence in its many forms poses challenges to the
churches today at all levels. What can they undertake together in order
effectively to overcome violence in the home, on the streets, in the
media? In a world where conflicting national and ethnic aspirations seem
more and more often to lead to the violence of repression or of armed
revolution, can the churches live out the conviction they have expressed
time and again that war is contrary to the will of God? What resources
for nonviolent resolution of conflicts can they find in the Bible and their
theological traditions?
        In the light of the decision of the WCC to establish a Programme to
Overcome Violence, the author examines these and other questions and
points to the opportunities and difficulties linked with the vocation of
nonviolence.
        Margot Kassmann, an ordained pastor in the Evangelical Church
in Germany, is general secretary of the German Protestant Kirchentag
and a member of the Central and Executive Commmittees of the WCC.
She is also a member of the POV Reference Committee.

9.90 SF (US$6.95, 4.50). Add 20% for postage. Only prepaid orders
can be honoured for amounts less than SF 25. You can also pay by
MasterCard or Visa; please  mention the full card number, expiration date
(month and year) and the name of the cardholder.

WCC Publications
P.O. Box 2100
1211 Geneva 2
Switzerland
Phone: +41-22-791-6379 or 6178
Fax: +41-22-798-1346
Email: hs@wcc-coe.org

* Echoes featuring Overcoming Violence 
The Spring 1998 issue of the WCC Unit III magazine focuses on the
Peace to the City Campaign. It includes an article describing the
development of the Peace to the City Campaign and its goals and
challenges. Articles from each of the cities describe the issues of
violence they face and the initiatives by the local Campaign partners.

* Programme to Overcome Violence: Booklet describes the development
of the Programme and its current efforts. Available in English, French,
German, and Spanish. 

* Overcoming Violence, Building Peace: Leaflet describing the Peace to
the City Campaign, giving ideas of how to join, and providing *Over*come
Violence* luggage tags. Bulk orders available in English, French, German,
and Spanish. 
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* Overcome Violence stickers in French, German,  Span*ish.

* Overcome Violence t-shirts. 15 SF plus postage.

* Video from the Launch of the Peace to the City Campaign.10 minutes.
Available in PAL or NTSC.

* The Peace to the City web site (http://www.wcc-coe.org/pov/)
provides interactive participation in the Campaign, including monthly
bulletins from each of the cities updating the issues being faced and the
creative responses to build peace. Information is also included in French,
German, and Spanish.

* People with e-mail access can sign on to the POV listserver for
updates on the POV and the Campaign. Send a message to
<majordomo@info.wcc-coe.org> with <subscribe pov-l> in the message
body.

* Coming soon:

TRANSFORMING VIOLENCE: Linking Local
and Global Peacemaking edited by Judy Zimmerman Herr and Robert
Herr, Foreword by Konrad Raiser.  Herald Press: Scottdale
Pennsylvania, USA. 250 pages.
 This book is a collection of essays on the Biblical and theological
background for peacemaking, with practical examples of peacemaking
work in local and global settings. Noted writers from Africa, Asia, Europe
and North America tackle questions such as "How do Christians think
about peacemaking in a new millenium? What can we do about ethnic
and religious conflicts?  How can we create peaceful communities and
influence the world system? The book is a project of the Historic Peace
Churches (Mennonites, Church of the Brethren, Quakers) and Fellowship
of Recon-ciliation, in support of the POV.  Order from Provident
Bookstore, Lancaster PA  17601 USA; Phone: +1-800-759-4447 /
+1-717- 397-3510; Fax: +1-717-397-8299. Price: US$9.99 plus postage
and handling. Available November 1998.

PEACE IN TROUBLED CITIES: Creative Models of Building Com*munity
Amidst Urban Violence by Dafne Sabanes Plou
 This book recounts stories of creative community engagement
emerg*ing from the experiences of the Peace to the City Campaign of the
WCC's Pro*gramme to Overcome Violence. Available November 1998.

THEOLOGICAL PERSPECTIVES ON VIOLENCE AND
NON-VIOLENCE: Consultation Report
Report and presentations from the theological consultation held in
Boston, USA, in April 1998 by the WCC Programme to Overcome
Violence and Faith and Order. Available November 1998. 

SMALL ARMS, BIG IMPACT - A CHALLENGE TO THE CHURCHES:
Consultation Report
Report and presentations from the international meeting of experts on
microdisarmament held in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, in April 1998 by the WCC
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Programme to Overcome Violence in association with Saferworld and
Viva Rio. Available November 1998. 

STORIES AND TOOLS OF HOPE: Videos from each of the seven cities
in the Campaign on their creative initiatives to overcome violence, plus a
10-15 minute video overview of the Peace to the City Campaign.
Available December 1998. 

Programme to Overcome Violence
World Council of Churches
P.O. Box 2100
1211 Geneva 2 
Switzerland
Phone: +41-22-791-6219
FAX: +41-22-791-6409

Salpy Eskidjian, coordinator
(sal@wcc-coe.org)
Sara Speicher, programme assistant 
(ses@wcc-coe.org)
Beatrice Merahi, administrative assistant 
(bem@wcc-coe.org)

Web: http://www.wcc-coe.org/pov

------------------------  End of message from list: pov-l  ---->
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To: dkimball@clw.org
From: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
Subject: outcome of vote on CTBT PrepCom funding

September 1

TO: Coalition members and friends
FR: Daryl Kimball

RE: Senate vote on CTBT PrepCom funding

In a mainly party-line vote, the Specter-Biden amendment to the Foreign
Operations Appropriations bill to restore full funding for the CTBT PrepCom
($28.9m) passed by a margin of 49-44. There are a number of Senators who are
absent this week.

The vote is disappointing in a number of ways, chiefly that a number of
Senators who are known to be in favor of CTBT hearings (such as Olympia
Snowe) or who are privately leaning in our direction voted against the
amendment, which was publicly opposed by Senator Lott. In addition,
supporters of the amendment did not mount what could be called an all-out
effort to win support.

Given these and other caveats, this was not an objective test vote on the
CTBT and should not be characterized as such. Rather, it seems to have
turned into the first test of party loyalty following the summer recess and
going into the fall elections.

The roll-call vote will be posted in the a.m.

DK
___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
___________________________________
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date: Tue, 01 Sep 1998 16:20:14 -0700
From: Andrew Lichterman <alichterman@igc.apc.org>
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: new job
To: Abolition Caucus <abolition-caucus@igc.org>

Hello fellow abolitionists.  

I am pleased to say that I am returning to full-time work on nuclear
weapons issues.  Beginning September 1, I will be working for two
organizations-- three quarters time for the Los Alamos Study Group,
based in Santa Fe, New Mexico, and one quarter time for the Western
States Legal Foundation, based in Oakland, California (the latter an
organization I have worked with in one capacity or another for fifteen
years).  I will continue to be located in California.

        I am grateful to both organizations for the chance to devote
more time to the work I have been trying to fit in for the most part on
weekends and in the hours after the children are asleep.  Opportunities
to make a living doing work one believes in and finds meaningful are all
too rare.

My Mailing address will be:  Andrew Lichterman, 837 Ruth Drive, Pleasant
Hill, CA, USA 94523. 

My office addresses and phone numbers will be:

        Los Alamos Study Group
        212 E. Marcy Street, Suite 7 Santa Fe, NM 87501
        Phone: (505) 982-7747
        Fax: (505)982-8502

        Western States Legal Foundation
        1440 Broadway, Suite 500
        Oakland, CA 94612
        Phone: (510) 839-5877
        Fax:  (510) 839-5397

My e-mail will remain the same: alichterman@igc.apc.org
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Return-Path: <owner-ctbt-organize@igc.org>
Date: Tue, 01 Sep 1998 19:55:20 -0400
From: Kathy Crandalll <disarmament@igc.org>
Organization: Disarmament Clearinghouse
Sender: owner-ctbt-organize@igc.org
Subject: Post-Test Vote
To: CTBT-Organize@igc.org

CTBT Organizers:

Late this afternoon the Senate voted on Senator Specter's "test" vote -
an amendment to the Foreign Operations Bill to restore funding to the
CTBT Prepatory Commission.
The vote was 49 in favor, 44 opposed.
The good news: the funding is restored.

The bad news:  Most Republican Senators flunked the test (and will need
intensive remedial education from us)

The vote followed a paticularly obnoxious speech from Senate Majority
Leader Trent Lott (R-MS) - who clearly is opposed to the CTBT and was
opposed to this amendment.
Republicans fell in line voting with Lott.

The few notable exceptions:
D'Amato (NY), Chafee (RI), Bennet (UT) and Campbell (CO) -
These Senators, along with  Democrats and CTBT supporters Specter &
Jeffords (R-VT), should be thanked for voting in support of the
amendment, and urged to further articulate clear support for the CTBT.

The rest should get many, many "shocked, appalled, dismayed" letters,
and letters-to-the editor that very clearly call them on to the carpet.

Look for more analysis,  text of floor statements from Specter, Biden
and Lott and sample letters and additional action suggestions in the
next few days,
and ROLL UP YOUR SLEEVES for the work responding to this vote, and
pressing hard for a the CTBT through this month.
*********************************************************
FROM:   Disarmament Clearinghouse
Kathy Crandall, Coordinator
1101 14th Street NW #700 Washington DC 20005
Tel: 202 898 0150 ext. 232  Fax: 202 898 0172
<disarmament@igc.org>
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To: Walter_Owensby@pcusa.org, ctbt@2020vision.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: test ban teleconference
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Walter, Marie:

Here is information on a participant for the conference call.  I'm still canvassing for money to pay the costs.

Shalom,
Howard

>Return-Path: <peacecenter@tln.net>
>Date: Wed, 02 Sep 1998 09:05:51 -0700
>From: College Mennonite Church Peace Center <peacecenter@tln.net>
>Reply-To: peacecenter@tln.net
>To: mupj@igc.org
>CC: peacecenter@tln.net
>Subject: test ban teleconference
>
>Dear Howard,  Daryl Byler of MCC Washington Office informs me that we
>should contact you for details/instructions concerning the test ban
>teleconference with Sen. Jeffords on the 16th.  There will be a group
>hear in Goshen, gathered by the Peace Ministries Center of College
>Mennonite Church, of which I am coordinator.  Thank you for your
>initiative on this important matter.  We wait to hear from you.  John
>Fisher
>
>
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To: "Glen Gersmehl" <lpf@ecunet.org>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: September 16 Breakfast on CTBT
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Mr.Gersmehl:

We cordially invite you or a representative of the Lutheran Peace Fellowship to meet for breakfast with Senator James 
M. Jeffords of Vermont on Wednesday, September 16, 1998 to discuss the status and merits of Senate ratification of the 
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT).  The breakfast meeting will run from 8:30 to 10:00 a.m. at the Mott House, 
122 Maryland Avenue, NE, Washington, D.C.  The location is across from the Supreme Court and just down the street 
from the Methodist Building.

Although three-fourths of the American people support the CTBT, Senator Jesse Helms has refused to schedule hearings 
by the Foreign Relations Committee.  Moreover, Majority Leader Trent Lott has not been willing to place the treaty on 
the schedule for Senate consideration.  Time is running out for CTBT ratification in this session, but it is not too late to 
get the Senate to establish an iron-clad deadline for a vote on the treaty in the early months of 1999.  For this to happen 
a loud public outcry for Senate action is essential before for the Senate adjourns in October.

We need the support of the Lutheran Peace Fellowship at this crucial moment.  Therefore, we hope that your 
organization will be represented at the breakfast with Senator Jeffords on September 16.  In addition, we are making 
arrangements for persons to listen in to Senator Jeffords' briefing and the strategy discussion through a toll-free 
conference call.  This can occur individually or through small groups that gather to listen and then discuss what they 
will do in their states to develop support for the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.

Please let us know whether you will have a representative at the breakfast on September 16 and whether some of your 
members might be interested in participating in the conference call.  If you have any questions, please contact me by 
phone or e-mail.

Shalom,
Howard Hallman
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Return-Path: <Washofc@aol.com>
From: Washofc@aol.com
Date: Wed, 2 Sep 1998 12:30:32 EDT
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: For Howard Hallman, Re: CTBT/Jeffords Breakfast

I just wanted to let you know that I will be attending the breakfast next week
as a representative of David Radcliff, Director of Brethren Witness, Church of
the Brethren.

Name of Representative: Constantinos Nicolaidis
Name of Organization:    Church of the Brethren, Washington Office

Thanks!

Costa Nicolaidis
(202) 546-3202
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Return-Path: <dkimball@clw.org>
Date: Wed, 2 Sep 1998 14:31:50 -0400 (EDT)
X-Sender: dkimball@[204.245.159.2]
To: dkimball@clw.org
From: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
Subject: CTBT PrepCom debate/roll call vote

CRND-members, funders, ctbt-wg 

Sepember 2, 1998

TO: Coalition members and friends
FR: Daryl Kimball

RE: Preliminary analysis on Senate vote on CTBT PrepCom funding

As I reported last evening, in a mainly party-line vote, the Specter-Biden
amendment to the Foreign Operations Appropriations bill to restore full
funding for the CTBT PrepCom ($28.9m) passed by a margin of 49-44.

Thanks to all of you who worked hard on this project with little prior
notice. I think the NGO community -- in DC and especially outside DC --
contributed about as much as it could under the circumstances.

We will have an opportunity to discuss followup to this vote and next steps
on the larger CTBT campaign at upcoming meetings, including this Friday's
CTBT Working Group Meeting (at the UCS 7th floor mtg. room, 1616 P St. NW at
9:30am).

In the meantime, here is my preliminary analysis of the situation. I look
forward to your thoughts and comments:

A. ANALYSIS OF VOTE ON CTBT PREPCOM AMEND: While the amendment did pass, the
value of the effort in relation to the broader CTBT campaign is mixed.

* Opponents of the CTBT will characterize the vote as a "test vote" on the
CTBT and use this as another excuse not to hold hearings or schedule a vote.
(See Lott's remarks, below.)

* However, the vote was not a true "test vote" on the CTBT and we should be
careful to stress that point. It wasn't a good "test vote" because:  a)
Lott's intervention made the vote a test of party loyalty; b) the amendment
was specifically about spending money to fund an intenational organization,
which may have turned off several Senators, despite their views on the CTBT;
and c) amendment supporters were not able to mount "all out" effort due to
the fact that Senator Specter did not make a clear his intention to ask for
a roll-call vote until the day of the vote.

* A number of Senators who are known to be in favor of CTBT hearings
(Olympia Snowe; Gordon Smith; Chuck Hagel; Judd Gregg and others) or who are
publicly "undecided" but who inclined to support the CTBT (such as Collins,
Frist, Thompson, Lugar, Gorton) voted against the amendment.
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* On the other hand, ALL Democrats voted for the Specter amendment and some
other Republican Senators who are "undecided" on the CTBT voted for the
Specter resolution, including Stevens, Chafee, and Jeffords. It is notable
that other R's who voted for the amendment -- and Bennett, Campbell, and
D'Amato -- are, like Specter himself, running for re-election this year.

* The vote also would suggest that even though we do have support for the
CTBT from some Republicans, we do not yet have a Republican leader on the
CTBT who is capable of moving the large number of  "undecideds" necessary to
get a 2/3 majority.

B. OTHER FACTORS AFFECTING CTBT PROSPECTS: With CTBT consideration delayed
until 1999, there are several factors that could affect test ban
developments (positively and negatively) in the coming weeks and months:

* the outcome of the 1998 Senate elections;

* a "breakthrough" in South Asia concerning Indian and Pakistani conformance
to the CTBT regime;

* progress toward a special conference of CTBT states parties is set for
late-1999 and additional ratifications occur in early 1999; 

* whether additional Republican Senators continue to express their support
for action on the CTBT;

* action (or inaction) by the Executive Branch on the issue. 

C. ATTACHMENTS: below is the text of Lott's remarks and the text of Helms'
letter which was inserted into the Record. If you would like to read the
full text of the "debate" in The Congressional Record on-line, visit:

<http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/query/D?r105:6:./temp/~r105MiZB3Y::>

D. FOLLOW-UP WITH GRASSROOTS: Kathy Crandall will be sending out a memo to
our grassroots activists and allies about what they can do to follow-up on
the Specter resolution vote.

DK

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

from THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, SEPT. 1, 1999

FOREIGN OPERATIONS, EXPORT FINANCING AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 1999 (Senate - September 01, 1998)

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Brownback). Without objection, it is so ordered. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 3506

Mr. LOTT. For the information of all Senators, we do have an amendment on
which we are ready to vote.... Before we vote, though, I do want to urge my
colleagues to oppose this amendment. First, there is no treaty to monitor,
and there will not be one in the foreseeable future. Until all 44 specified
nations ratify the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, it will not enter into
force. So to be providing funds before we have anything to monitor seems
very questionable to me. 

We have not acted on this treaty. And certainly something of this magnitude
should be given very serious, careful and extensive thought by the committee
of jurisdiction and by the full Senate. We should not provide the funding
that prejudges whatever the Senate may or may not do before it takes up the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty. 

Beyond that, I have grave reservations, I admit, about whether the CTBT is
in America's national interest. I am not convinced it is effectively
verifiable. I am convinced it will limit our ability to maintain the safety
and reliability of our vital nuclear deterrent. 

There are strong signs that India's decision to test nuclear weapons was, in
part, a response to pressure to sign the CTBT. Ironically, the most tangible
result of this treaty seems to be a nuclear arms race in Southeast Asia. So
I just think this is not the time or the place to debate this treaty.
Anything less than 67 votes in support of this amendment will send a strong
signal that the Senate is prepared to reject this treaty. So I question even
the proponents of the treaty wanting to do this at this particular time. 

Whatever the arguments for or against the treaty, putting millions in this
organization does not make sense at this time. So I urge the defeat of this
amendment. 

I yield the floor, Mr. President. I believe we are prepared to go to the vote. 

(At the request of Mr. Lott, the following statement was ordered to be
printed in the Record.) 

     [Begin insert]

Mr. HELMS. I strongly oppose this amendment, which seeks to provide funds to
the Preparatory Commission for the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty. 

As I advised the President on January 21, of this year, at the conclusion of
Senate debate on NATO expansion, the Foreign Relations Committee would then
turn its attention to several other critical, pressing matters which could
affect the security of the American people and the health of the United
States' economy. Chief among these are the agreements on Multilateralization
and Demarcation of the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty. 

The President promised more than a year ago to submit these treaties for the
Senate's advice and consent, but we are yet to see that promise fulfilled.
Nevertheless, the Foreign Relations Committee intends to pursue hearings on
a number of associated issues--such as the recent Rumsfeld Commission
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report--with the presumption that the President's promise will be honored in
the near term. 

Indeed, Mr. President, in listening to various justifications for the
proposed amendment (which discuss the ongoing development of nuclear weapons
by India, Pakistan, North Korea, Iran, Iraq, etc.) I was struck by the
urgent need--not for another arms control treaty--but for a national missile
defense to protect the United States from these nuclear weapons when they
are mounted on intercontinental ballistic missiles. 

Finally, Mr. President, India's (and Pakistan's) actions should make clear
to all just how vital the U.S. nuclear deterrent is to the national security
of the United States. What is needed, at this time, is not a scramble for an
arms control treaty that prohibits the United States from guaranteeing the
safety and reliability of its nuclear stockpile. What is needed is a careful,
bottoms-up review of the state of the U.S. nuclear infrastructure, which I
fear is in sad repair after six years of a moratorium. I expect that, after
undertaking such a review, the United States will find that the CTBT is the
very last thing the United States should consider doing. 

Mr. President, I do hope Senators will oppose the Specter amendment.

     [End insert]

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there further debate on the Specter amendment? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to amendment No. 3506 offered by the
Senator from Pennsylvania, Mr. Specter. The yeas and nays have been ordered.
The clerk will call the roll. 

      [Page: S9771]

Mr. NICKLES. I announce that the Senator from New Mexico (Mr. Domenici), the
Senator from Texas (Mr. Gramm), and the Senator from Arkansas (Mr.
Murkowski) are necessarily absent. 

I also announce that the Senator from North Carolina (Mr. Helms) is absent
because of illness. 

I further announce that, if present and voting, the Senator from North
Carolina (Mr. Helms) would vote `no.' 

Mr. FORD. I announce that the Senator from New Mexico (Mr. Bingaman), the
Senator from Ohio (Mr. Glenn), and the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. Inouye) are
necessarily absent. 

The result was announced--49 yeas, 44 nays, as follows: 

                                    [Rollcall Vote No. 254 Leg.]

                                            YEAS--49

     Akaka 
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     Baucus 
     Bennett 
     Biden 
     Boxer 
     Breaux 
     Bryan 
     Bumpers 
     Byrd 
     Campbell 
     Chafee 
     Cleland 
     Conrad 
     D'Amato 
     Daschle 
     Dodd 
     Dorgan 
     Durbin 
     Feingold 
     Feinstein 
     Ford 
     Graham 
     Harkin 
     Hollings 
     Jeffords 
     Johnson 
     Kennedy 
     Kerrey 
     Kerry 
     Kohl 
     Landrieu 
     Lautenberg 
     Leahy 
     Levin 
     Lieberman 
     Mikulski 
     Moseley-Braun 
     Moynihan 
     Murray 
     Reed 
     Reid 
     Robb 
     Rockefeller 
     Sarbanes 
     Specter 
     Stevens 
     Torricelli 
     Wellstone 
     Wyden

      NAYS--44

     Abraham 
     Allard 
     Ashcroft 
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     Bond 
     Brownback 
     Burns 
     Coats 
     Cochran 
     Collins 
     Coverdell 
     Craig 
     DeWine 
     Enzi 
     Faircloth 
     Frist 
     Gorton 
     Grams 
     Grassley 
     Gregg 
     Hagel 
     Hatch 
     Hutchinson 
     Hutchison 
     Inhofe 
     Kempthorne 
     Kyl 
     Lott 
     Lugar 
     Mack 
     McCain 
     McConnell 
     Nickles 
     Roberts 
     Roth 
     Santorum 
     Sessions 
     Shelby 
     Smith (NH) 
     Smith (OR) 
     Snowe 
     Thomas 
     Thompson 
     Thurmond 
     Warner

      NOT VOTING--7

     Bingaman 
     Domenici 
     Glenn 
     Gramm 
     Helms 
     Inouye 
     Murkowski

The amendment (No. 3506) was agreed to.
___________________________________
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Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
___________________________________
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Wed, 02 Sep 1998 15:05:14 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: bmusil@psr.org, bmorse@igc.org, bharner@ix.netcom.com, panukes@igc.org,
        rac_uahc@csi.com, dkimball@clw.org, dculp@igc.org, paprog@igc.org,
        paexec@igc.org, mupj@igc.org, jsmith@clw.org, joe@fcnl.org,
        kyourish@hotmail.com, disarmament@igc.org, kathy@fcnl.org,
        wandwill@clark.net, ledwidge@psr.org, ctbt@2020vision.org,
        armsintern@ucsusa.org, mfonte@clw.org, robin@2020vision.org,
        stevenraikin@delphi.com, tperry@ucsusa.org, tcollina@ucsusa.org
Subject: CTBT grassroots group
X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by igcb.igc.org id MAA11328

Reminder ---- 
The CTBT grassroots working group will meet tomorrow!
      Date:  Thursday, September 3, 1998
      Time:  10:30 a.m. to 12:00 noon
      Place:  FCNL, corner of 2nd and C Streets N.E.

Here is a proposed agenda:
  10:33   Introductions
  10:35   Update on the CTBT situation (brief!)
  10:40   Planning for a September push
                -special focus on September 24th
                -student work
                -letters to the editor and op-edsd
                -more
                -Please report on what your organization is doing
  11:30   Planning for beyond September
  11:55   Set next meeting date

Two people drafted documents to guide our thinking and planning: Kathy
Crandall and Daryl Kimball.  Both are appended here.

Hope to see you on Thursday morning.  Please bring your ideas for our
mutual grassroots work.

Shalom,
Bob Tiller
-------------------------------------------------

ACTIVITIES IN THE SENATE/ ADMINISTRATION PLANNED FIELD & NGO
EVENTS/ACTIVITIES SUGGESTED FIELD & NGO  EVENTS/ ACTIVITIES
(Clinton -Yeltsin Summit  9-1 — 9-3)

"Test Vote" on CTBTO/ possibly Specter/Biden Res.
expected early in Sept.*

Ongoing work of leading CTBT supporters in Senate and Admin. for a
Unanimous Consent Agreement for a date certain for a CTBT vote in 1999 .
*
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Sept. 17 (planned) Governmental Affairs Subcommittee on Investigations
hearing on NCI Data release

Sept. 24
35th Anniversary of LTBT ratification
2nd Anniversary of CTBT signing
1st Anniversary of CTBT transmittal to U.S. Senate for consideration
Floor Speeches by supportive Senators, Administration events (Not sure
what yet)

PLANNED FIELD & NGO/EVENTS ACTIVITIES

Sept. 3 Grassroots CTBT Meeting in DC will set forth plans and
assignments for DC Organizers

Sept. 16 Interfaith CTBT  Group Breakfast with Jeffords -with conference
call hook-up for church and faith-based groups (Howard Hallman, MUPJ,
Coordinating <mupj@igc.org>)

Sept. 20-25 Week of Calling/Faxing/Writing Senators
(Flyers available from Disarmament Clearinghouse on Sept. 4)
Effort to reach students/ campus organizations coordinated by Michael
Pancook at UCS - a student mailing is planned -Sept. 3)

Letters to Editor - Using Sept. 24 Anniversary Hook.
20/20 Vision will have a focused campaign on this & other organizations
will also promote.

PSR - Op-Eds/ Issue Brief/ LTE's etc.  On health effects - hoping to
tie-in with NCI Hearing

In some states Endorsement Letters will be publicly released on Sept. 24

SUGGESTED FIELD & NGO EVENTS/ACTIVITIES
Many of the things that we have done in the Spring/ Summer should be
continued and repeated through Sept. Also, don't forget that students
are back on campus.

Letter Campaigns to Senators urging prompt ratification encouraged
throughout the month

Organized "High-Level" Delegations to Senate Offices - all offices in
state, and DC if
possible

Attend Senator campaign/ town meeting/ coffee events

Radio Talk Show Call-In and participation - especially around 24th

Editorial Board Meetings

Tabling events especially on college campuses

Continue to recruit new CTBT endorsers.
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* The "Test Vote" and Unanimous Consent Agreement efforts are important,
but we will not be able to influence when or how they will happen. The
best thing that we can do is demonstrate a clear and consistent demand
for the CTBT that will establish a climate for a possible test vote and
unanimous consent agreement to successfully happen. The Disarmament
Clearinghouse will provide regular information via fax and e-mail as
these events evolve.
Prepared by: Kathy Crandall, Disarmament Clearinghouse, (202) 898 0150
ext. 232 <disarmament@igc.org>
  http://www.psr.org/ctbtaction.htm

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

The following draft memo outlines some action ideas for NGO work on the
CTBT
in the coming weeks. This is by no means meant to be a definitive
analysis
or prescription, merely a starting point for a discussion and consensus
for
our public education work for the late-August to early-October
timeframe..

I am circulating this memo to CTBT Working Groups participants and a few
others who are actively involved in public education work on the test
ban.

Please forward your comments to me (I can forward you comments to others
on
the recipient list if you wish) no later than August 25 so that we can
try
to "finalize" the ideas that survive your careful anlysis. When offering
your comments and suggestions, please do not forget to say what you and
your
organization will do and when it can be completed.

I hope that we might be able to go over the final "to-do" list and
check-up
on follow-through at the upcoming meetings on CTBT on September 3
(grassroots) and September 4 (CTBT Working Group at UCS, 9:30am).

Thanks,
Daryl
*************

August 14, 1998

TO: CTBT colleagues in Washington, DC
FR: Daryl Kimball

RE: One last push on CTBT through September to improve prospects for
1999 
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-- DRAFT plan for public and policy-maker education for August through
October 9 --

OVERVIEW OF THE SITUATION: Despite the considerable public and
policy-maker
education campaign that has been waged in Washington, DC and most
importantly in the grassroots, we have not yet been able to force
Senators
Lott and Helms to allow Senate consideration of the CTBT. Because, in
part,
the Congress will be in session for just over one month more this year
and
there is a considerable amount of unfinished business, we should not
expect
hearings or a ratification vote on the CTBT until 1999. 

However, we still have an opportunity to advance the test ban issue and
significantly improve prospects for Senate consideration if we can
effectively mobilize public support for the CTBT in September of this
year.
Further, some important progress has been achieved -- to date 4
Republican Senators have publicly called for prompt action on the CTBT
and at least 3 others have privately urged Helms to hold hearings.

It is possible and important that a commitment is secured from Senator
Lott
and Helms that hearings and a floor vote on the CTBT will occur by a
date
certain (in 1999).

THE SHORT-TERM (1998): It is likely that we will have several
opportunities
to advance our cause in the next few weeks. While it is difficult to
predict
exactly how or when the following opportunities might emerge, NGOs can
create a general climate of support for the test ban that will improve
our
overall chance of success on any of the following items:

1) POSSIBLE "TEST VOTE" ON THE TEST BAN: Senators Specter and Biden
announced at the Coalition's July 29 press briefing that they will press
for
a "test vote" on the test ban next month. The aim of such an effort
would be
to demonstrate to the Senate's Republican leadership that there is
considerable support for the CTBT and to promote an open debate on the
Senate's failure to act on the treaty.

This vote would involve either: a) Senate floor consideration of the
Specter-Biden resolution, which calls for Senate hearings on the CTBT
"as
expeditiously as possible;" or b) a Specter amendment to the Commerce-
Justice-State Appropriations bill to restore FY99 funding (eliminated in
committee) for the United States' contribution to the Comprehensive Test
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Ban
Treaty Organization (CTBTO), which is $29 million. It is possible that
this
vote could occur as soon as the week of September 1.  (See
<http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/comb0729.htm> for further details
about Specter-Biden plans.)

2) WHITE HOUSE/SENATE CALL FOR ACTION: Executive Branch and
Senate-sponsored public statements calling for action on the CTBT on or
around September 24 -- the 35th anniversary of Senate ratification of
the Limited Test Ban Treaty, the 2nd anniversary of the signing of the
CTBT, and the 1st anniversary of transmittal of the treaty to the
Senate.

THE MID-TERM (1999): Though the 1998 election will not likely improve
the
balance of support for the test ban in the Senate, pressure for Senate
approval may in fact build, especially if:

* a "breakthrough" is achieved in South Asia concerning Indian and
Pakistani
conformance to the CTBT regime;

* the special conference of CTBT states parties is set for late-1999 and
additional ratifications occur in early 1999; and

* additional Republican Senators continue to express their support for
action on the CTBT.

The following are: suggested messages; a summary of the states and
senators
who are the focus of current CTBT public education effort; and the kinds
of
activities that concerned citizens might want to pursue during the
SHORT-TERM (i.e. August through October 9 period).

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

I. MESSAGE: The message from grassroots CTBT supporters should still
focus
on prompt Senate hearings and vote of approval.

 "Senators Lott and Helms continue to defy public opinion and aggravate
the
nuclear testing crisis in South Asia by continuing to refuse to allow
debate, let alone a vote on the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT),
which
bans all nuclear explosions. President Clinton has called on the Senate
to
approve the treaty this year and Senators Arlen Specter (R-PA) and
Joseph
Biden (D-DE) and dozens of other Senators have called for prompt Senate
action on the CTBT. Recent bipartisan public opinion surveys show that
three-quarters of American voters support Senate approval of the test
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ban
treaty and that voters consider the test ban "more important" in the
aftermath of recent nuclear blasts by India and Pakistan. A two-thirds
majority of Senators is needed for ratification. 

The treaty would guard against the renewal of the nuclear arms race;
establish an extensive, global monitoring and verification system, and
curb
the spread of nuclear weapons to other countries. U.S. leadership on the
CTBT and other nuclear risk reduction initiatives is vital to addressing
the
threat of a nuclear arms race between India and Pakistan. 

Senators should not go home without taking action on the CTBT. They
should
publicly support prompt Senate consideration and approval of the CTBT.
Failure to act on or ratify the treaty would be a major blow to U.S.
efforts
to stop the spread of nuclear weapons."

II. KEY STATES/SENATORS: Goal - to get public Republican
endorsements/votes.
Please note that Senators in other states are also very important,
including
those who are likely test ban supporters. Their public calls for action
will
be important for building pressure for Senate action.

While each natl. group may not be able to work in every state, EACH of
these
states IS IMPORTANT to the outcome of any vote on the test ban. Groups
should work in those states where they feel they can be most effective.

Priority states:

Colorado - Campbell, Allard
Kansas - Brownback (SFRC), Roberts
Maine - Collins, Snowe (Snowe has called for prompt hearings, need
positive
reinforcement)
Mississippi - Lott (Maj. Leader)
Nebraska - Hagel (SFRC)
New Mexico - Domenici
Oregon - Smith (SFRC)
Ohio - DeWine
Tennessee - Frist (SFRC), Thompson
Utah - Bennett, Hatch
Washington - Gorton
Wyoming - Enzi, Thomas (SFRC)

Secondary states:

Alaska - Stevens (SFRC); Murkowski
Arizona - McCain
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Delaware - Roth
Indiana - Lugar (SFRC), Coats
Iowa - Grassley
Kentucky - McConnell
Minnesota - Grahms
New York - D'Amato
Pennsylvania - Santorum
Virginia - Warner, Robb (who is the Democrats' point-person on the
India-Pakistan crisis)

*(SFRC) denotes members on Senate Foreign Relations Committee

III. ACTIVITIES BY DC-BASED GROUPS THAT WOULD BE HELPFUL:

A. Generating Public Support

1. Action alerts (e-mail, fax, postcard) from natl. offices to members
in
states where each grp. has activist base (UCS to activists in OR, UT,
KS,
NE, TN, ME, IA and WY. Other groups ?)
2. Regular communications (i.e. telephone calls) with "state contacts"
3. Conference call with "state contacts" to communicate news and action
suggestions (Kathy Crandall and others) - August 18

B. Hill work to be conducted/completed from September 1st to 24th

1. Sign-on ltr. (if necessary) from DC-based groups in support of
possible
"test vote" (early-Sept, J. Isaacs ?)
2. Letters from individual organizations and groups of "opinion-elites"
calling for action on the CTBT
        - letter from historians to be released by September 11th (D.
Kimball & CLW)
                   - Nobel Laureates letter ??                     
3. Communication/meetings with key Senate allies (J. Isaacs and others)
4. Meetings with "swing" senators (D. Kimball, T. Collina, J. Isaacs, D.
Culp, others)
5. Coalition fax blasts on CTBT based on polling results and other
information (D. Kimball & J. Smith, CRND)
6. Edit. board mailing on CTBT and other n-weapons topics, plus
follow-up
calls (Karen Yourish, NSNS ?)

C. Further outreach to CTBT allies

1. Religious leaders breakfast (Howard Hallman, MUPJ, with D. Culp &
Marie
Reitmann)
2. Posting of list of known CTBT endorsers on Coalition to Reduce
N-Dangers
web site (J. Smith) - by Aug. 28

D. Work with Foreign Gov'ts on Test Ban
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1. Meet with key embassies in Oct.-Nov. about progress toward convening
special conference of CTBT ratifiers in late-1999

IV. ACTIVITIES AT THE LOCAL LEVEL THAT CAN HELP: It is most important
that
Senate offices hear from their constituents throughout the month of
September about the test ban issue.

1.  Postcard/letter campaign urging citizens to write their Senators
asking
them to take a public position in support of the CTBT. (For more
specific
message suggestions, see above.) *Keep in mind that students will have
returned to college campuses.

2.  Organized delegations of prominent citizens to meet with Senator
and/or
senior staff at state offices or in Washington on issue: religious
leaders,
business people, university heads, labor leaders, mayors, civic leaders

3.  Organize letters signed by prominent community leaders to Senators.

4.  Editorial board meetings to encourage pro-CTBT editorials. (See the
Coalition's web site for a list of pro- CTBT editorials and op-eds.)

5.  Submit letters to the editor on the test ban issue, focusing around
Sept. 24 anniversaries. (Contact 20/20 Vision for more information.)

6. Call-in to radio talk shows. (Contact 20/20 Vision for more
information.)

7.  Attend Senators' coffees and speeches to raise the CTBT issue.

8.  Identify and ask individuals with personal influence with Senators
to
help on CTBT. (A sign-on letter from former senators and representatives
calling for support from organizations and prominent individuals is
being
circulated.)

IV. IMPORTANT DATES AND EVENTS: 

September 1-3 -- Clinton-Yeltsin Summit in Russia

September 1-4 -- Non-Aligned Movement Summit, Durban, South Africa

Early-September -- possible test vote on CTBT

Early-September -- expected decision/announcement about Clinton visit to
South Asia in November
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September 3 -- grassroots organizing meeting on CTBT, 10:30 am at FCNL,
245 C St. NE (B. Tiller, Chair)

September 4 -- CTBT Working Group Meeting, 9:30 am at UCS, 1616 P St.
NW,
7th floor (T. Collina, Chair)

September 16 -- Interfaith CTBT Breakfast Briefing with Sen. Jim
Jeffords
for religious leaders. Invitation only. (Howard Hallman, coordinator)

September 17 -- Senate Governmental Affairs Subcommittee on
Investigations
hearing on National Cancer Institute study on the health effects on
fallout
from atomic testing

September 24 -- 35th anniversary of LTBT ratification; 2nd anniv. of
CTBT
signing; 1st anniv. of transmittal of the CTBT to the Senate for its
advice
and consent

October 9 -- target date for Senate adjournment

mid-November -- President Clinton travels to India and Pakistan
(tentative)
___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
_____
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Return-Path: <ledwidge@psr.org>
Date: Wed, 02 Sep 1998 15:51:19 -0400
From: Lisa Ledwidge <ledwidge@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: ledwidge@psr.org
Subject: US-Russian agreement - missile launches and early warning, excerpts

Excerpts re: exchange of information on missile launches and early
warning btw US & Russia.  From 9-1-98 White House press briefing.

>                             THE WHITE HOUSE
> 
>                      Office of the Press Secretary
>                            (Moscow, Russia)
> ________________________________________________________________________
> For Immediate Release                                  September 1, 1998
> 
>       
>                            PRESS BRIEFING BY 
>            ROBERT BELL, SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT 
>                    FOR NATIONAL SECURITY AFFAIRS;
>           TED WARNER, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE POLICY,
>                    STRATEGY AND THREAT REDUCTION;
>        GARY SAMORE, SENIOR DIRECTOR FOR NONPROLIFERATION, NSC;
>         DEBRA CAGAN, DIRECTOR OF POLICY AND REGIONAL AFFAIRS 
>                FOR RUSSIA AND THE NEW INDEPENDENT STATES 
>                            
>                             Hotel National
>                             Moscow, Russia           
>                     
> 3:48 P.M. (L)   
> 
>       COLONEL CROWLEY:  Good afternoon.  Behind some of the issues that
> have drawn many of the headlines this week with regard to the summit
> meeting -- on economics, on politics -- there are some of the
> traditional security, nonproliferation, and arms control issues that
> have been among the cornerstones of the U.S.-Russia relationship and
> U.S.-Russia partnership.  So here to brief on some of those aspects
> today we'll provide you with two briefers and then four distinguished
> individuals to answer your questions afterwards.
> 
>       Briefing first will be Robert Bell, who is the Special Assistant
> to the President for National Security Affairs, to talk about agreement
> on exchange of information on missile launches and early warning.  And
> he will be followed by Gary Samore, who is the Senior Director for
> Nonproliferation at the National Security Council, who will talk about
> an agreement regarding plutonium disposition.
> 
>       We'll start off with Bob Bell.
> 
>       MR. BELL:  Thank you, P.J.  
>       



80903.01.txt[5/3/2017 1:36:54 PM]

>       I'll begin with a brief statement on the early warning agreement,
> and then Ted Warner and myself will be happy to take any questions you
> have on that.  Ted has been very involved in the military-to-military
> talks that preceded the summit and the diplomatic meetings that we've
> had in recent weeks that led up to the agreement as well.
> 
>       The principal achievement for this summit in the area of arms
> control is the agreement the two Presidents will sign tomorrow
> committing the United States and Russia to the sharing of early warning
> data on the launches, worldwide, of ballistic missiles and space launch
> vehicles.  As part of this initiative, the two Presidents also have
> agreed to establish a multilateral missile pre-launch notification
> regime.
>       
>       As some of you know who have been with us before, at past summits,
> including in 1995 and 1997, the two Presidents had directed that their
> two militaries explore early warning sharing as it relates to theater
> missile defenses.  With this agreement today, this cooperation will now
> be expanded into the strategic arena.  We believe this is a very
> important initiative for two reasons.  First, the agreement strengthens
> strategic stability by establishing further protection against the
> possibility of a nuclear launch by one side triggered by the
> misinterpretation of data concerning the origin, aim point or missile
> type associated with a particular launch.
>       
>       Many of you are quite familiar with the much reported incident in
> January 1995, when the Russian command and control system appeared to
> have been temporarily confused by the detection of a Norwegian
> scientific rocket launch.  This agreement today on early warning sharing
> is especially relevant at a time when Russia's early warning system is
> under stress from budget difficulties, systems failures and the closure
> of early warning radars on the soil of nations outside Russia.
>       
>       For example, pursuant to an agreement between Russia and Latvia,
> the Russian early warning radar at Skrunda was shut down just yesterday.
> And I would note that Senator Jeff Bingaman, who is accompanying the
> President on this trip, has been particularly engaged over the last
> several years on this issue of strategic stability and his concern about
> the Russian command and control system.
>       
>       Second, the agreement takes account of the continuing worldwide
> proliferation of ballistic missiles and of missile technologies, and
> represents a major step forward by the United States and Russia in
> cooperating to address this common threat.
>       
>       Now, in terms of the specific aspects of this sharing arrangement,
> I would emphasize that while key elements have been agreed in the
> military-to-military discussions and diplomatic exchanges that preceded
> the summit, there are many details that experts will still need to agree
> upon in the coming months.  But let me mention first the five key
> elements that have been agreed to by the two Presidents today.
>       
>       First, the data sharing will be reciprocal and continuous.  We
> will provide information to them, they will provide information to us on
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> a continuous and virtual real time basis.  Second, the data will include
> information on strategic ballistic missiles, theater and
> intermediate-range ballistic missiles, and space-launched vehicles
> launched worldwide.  Third, the data will include information derived
> from each country's launch detection satellites and their ground-based
> radars.  Fourth, each side will process its own early warning data at
> their own national centers before providing it on to the other state.
> And, fifth, the multilateral pre-launch notification regime for
> ballistic missile and space launch vehicle launches will be open on a
> voluntary basis to all countries that choose to participate.
>       
>       Now, in this regard I think it's important to note that in
> addition to praising the U.S.-Russian early warning agreement, the
> United Kingdom is announcing today that henceforth it will provide five
> days advance notice of all launches of its Trident missile system.
>       
>       Now, remaining to be decided are questions relating to the exact
> scope and specificity of the data being provided and the architecture
> for relaying and receiving it.  For example, the United States and
> Russia will need to consider whether, in addition to the national
> centers each nation will establish to provide the other with the early
> warning data, whether we should include a separate or third center that
> would be operated and manned by both nations.  At such a center the
> United States and Russia could have military officers sitting side by
> side to answer questions about each other's data, or to initiate
> communications back to their own respective command and control systems
> to try to resolve any ambiguities.  And the joint statement that the two
> Presidents will sign tomorrow makes specific mention of the possibility
> of establishing such a common center operated by the United States and
> Russia.
>       
>       These and other remaining technical questions will be addressed by
> experts from the two sides, including Ted Warner and myself, with the
> goal of completing a detailed plan for the approval of the two
> governments as quickly as possible, leading to the actual exchange of
> data as soon as practical.
> 
>       In conclusion, I would simply say that we believe this agreement,
> which follows in the tradition of other important strategic stability
> measures -- including the hot line, the nuclear risk reduction centers,
> the detargeting accord -- will move us another important step back from
> the nuclear precipice of the Cold War and help make it a safer world.

[text cut]

>       Q   I have a question.  Is this data sharing supposed to be
> non-selective?  Your point 4 says that each side processes the data that
> it has before it provides it to the other side.  But is it meant that it
> cannot say, well, we won't send this particular set of data on this
> particular launch, or, in fact, will each side get to pick and choose
> what it sends?
> 
>       MR. BELL:  Well, first I think you have to appreciate, Sam, that
> we already have a requirement to process the data.  You can't -- the
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> users of any information, including our own military commands around the
> world, couldn't just take the raw data and work with it.  So we already
> have facilities that are set up.
>       
>       One important one is in Denver at Buckley Air Force Base, for
> strategic ballistic missile information.  Another one is at Falcon Air
> Station, now called Shriever Air Station, in Colorado Springs.  And they
> take the down-link from the various systems and fuse it, process it, and
> provide it to users at the tactical level.  The users are commanders in
> chief of regional commands around the world who may need this
> information for war fighting.  In some cases we're sharing tactical
> information with other countries, including our NATO allies.
> 
>       So there's already a system set up to down-link, process, and pass
> on the information.  What we're proposing to do here is to expand the
> extension of that to Russia, A; and, B, to give them not only
> information derived from our tactical ballistic missile warning system,
> but also strategic warning.
> 
>       Q   -- all the information that our own users get of the types of
> data that you described?  We won't select, and they won't select out
> particular launches or particular instances?
> 
>       MR. BELL:  There are some key details that are still to be
> resolved here.  We're going to have to get the military together now to
> get down to the fine print in terms of the exact definition of the scope
> and specificity, as I said, of the data.
>       
>       But we want to be as forward leaning as we can in this, because if
> it's going to promote the goal of enhancing strategic stability to the
> maximum degree it can, it needs to be as complete a provision of data as
> we can make it.
>       
>       Q   You know what I'm asking.  Do we get to withhold particular
> points if, in our judgment, it should be withheld, and do they get to
> withhold particular points, or is the commitment whatever data we have
> on these types that you described that we will give each other -- it
> goes once we've processed it?
>       
>       MR. BELL:  I don't want to speculate at this point, Sam, about
> what might or could be withheld.  I just want to make the point that
> we're going to have to have centers that fuse and process all this data
> and then pass it on, and we're going to have to work out the details on
> that scope question with the Russians once we get into the detailed
> discussions next month.
>       
>       Ted, do you want to add anything to that?
>       
>       MR. WARNER:  I think the allusion we were making on the question
> of getting the parameters was really not along the line you were talking
> about, it's trying to decide which are the appropriate parameters for
> warning.  And we will have to work out -- as you do that fusing of data
> and filter it, it's not an issue of trying to leave out a particular
> launch, it's just within any launches, what are the right parameters
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> that each side needs for warning purposes.
>       
>       Q   So you wouldn't leave out a particular launch?
>       
>       MR. WARNER:  That's not the general direction.
>       
>       Q   On a related subject -- one is the nature of the discussions
> between the United States and Russia on the North Korean launch; and
> secondly, the status of our efforts to get Russian support to persuade
> the Indians to cease their nuclear program.
>       
>       MR. BELL:  I cannot comment on the second one because I've not
> been debriefed by Strobe after his most recent engagement with the
> Indians, except to point out the obvious, which is that we've been
> pressing the Indians and the Pakistani government to show restraint in
> terms of their missile programs.  On the first one --
> 
>       Q   But I mean to try to get the Russians to help us in that 
> effort.
> 
>       MR. BELL:  Exactly.  I have not been in touch with the President
> since his meetings this morning, so I don't know whether the North
> Korean launch came up.  But I would point out that that launch, had it
> occurred with this system up and running, this is exactly the kind of
> information that we would have passed on to the Russians under this
> arrangement -- the arrangement about the Taepo Dong-1 launch and where
> it went.

[text cut]

>       Q   Just one last quick question.  Bob, this ballistic warning
> sharing arrangement, I know you haven't finished it yet, in terms of the
> details, but you project this becoming operational when?  This year,
> next year, before the year 2000?
> 
>       MR. BELL:  The United States would like to have the final detailed
> plan ready for the governments to approve within a few months.  And if
> the experts can make good progress, we're hopeful of meeting that time
> line.  Then it's just a matter of standing it up.  In past cases where
> we've had sharing arrangements, for example, at the tactical level with
> our NATO allies, we were able to translate that into an operational
> capability in a year or two.  So we would hope that that's a time frame
> that might be met in this case certainly before President Clinton ends
> his term in office. 

[text cut]

>       Q   Could you describe a little bit about the early warning system
> and how much danger there is now of accidental launch of a Russian
> missile --
>       
>       MR. WARNER:  We do not believe that -- we've been through this
> discussion in the United States with some outside experts.  We do not
> believe that there are significant dangers today, but we believe that
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> these steps will even further reduce what we think were already very low
> possibilities.
>       
>       What this will do will provide the Russians with yet further
> sources of information.  And I might go back to the pre-launch
> notification regime, that when combined with better pre-launch
> notification on a global basis of anyone who's going to test such
> missiles -- those that voluntarily choose to do this -- now with the
> sharing of the information to monitor and be able to cross-check against
> one's different systems, I think we've reduces what was already a very
> low danger even much lower.
>       
>       Q   Is the end result of the direction you're going with this
> agreement the abolition of all nuclear materials so that there could be
> no -- for weapons purposes, that is -- so there will be no nuclear
> weapons?  Is this route the route that will get there?
>       
>       MS. CAGAN:  No, I think that we, of course, are committed to, as
> we said in the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty, eventually to nuclear
> disarmament.  But we're not at that point yet so we're not moving in
> that direction yet.  What we are doing is, both the United States and
> Russia are firmly committed to further reducing their nuclear
> stockpiles.  And as we break up the remnants of the Cold War, we have to
> do something with this material.

[text cut]

>       Q   Would both these agreements require a ratification by the two,
> by the Duma and the Congress before they become effective?  And
> secondly, on the early warning system, which other countries have
> expressed interest in possibly joining this arrangement?
>       
>       MR. BELL:  The agreements per se do not require congressional
> approval.  But to the extent that the agreements require authorization
> of appropriation of funding to implement them, Congress, of course, will
> have a role, and we'll be fully consulting with Congress as we go
> forward on this.
>       
>       On the early warning sharing agreement, we have not -- we're just
> reaching agreement on that today.  We've not advertised that to a wider
> audience and, indeed, it's the U.S. view that this should begin as a
> bilateral arrangement.  We can consider -- we, together with the
> Russians, can consider later down the road whether the early warning
> data sharing ought to be extended to other countries.
>       
>       But as Ted Warner said, a very important complement to this early
> warning sharing will be a multilateral pre-launch notification regime,
> where conceivably every country in the world that tests ballistic
> missiles can file information about those launches at a central
> clearinghouse that we would operate with the Russians, so that your
> early warning systems are cued in advance that there's going to be a
> launch to detect.

[text cut]
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>       Q   And the second question -- is there any hope that a country 
> like North Korea would join such an early warning system for ballistic
> missiles?
> 
>       MR. BELL:  Well, I don't know.  That proposition has not been
> tested.  The first question is whether North Korea would join the
> voluntary multilateral pre-launch notification regime that we're
> announcing today, and we certainly hope they would.  We have worked with
> North Korea on other issues where they've shown cooperation.  For
> example, in the negotiation of the Comprehensive Test Ban agreement,
> North Agreement had joined the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva
> before that was finished.  They did not obstruct or oppose the
> conclusion of that treaty.  But in terms of where they would come out on
> your specific question, I just don't know the answer.
> 
>       Q   On North Korea, I was just wondering if anybody could give us 
> an update on the nuclear missile test, what you now know about the 
> missile, if there are any further tests planned, any contacts with the 
> Japanese or the South Koreans, and has there been any reaction from the
> President?
> 
>       MR. SAMORE:  I think we've made clear that we think this is a
> serious development, but certainly not one that has surprised us.  We're
> certainly aware that North Korea was working on this missile, the Taepo
> Dong-1.  It's based on the same kind of technology as the existing North
> Korean force, the SCUD and the Nodong missiles, a liquid-fueled system.
> 
>       I think that the test indicates obviously a step forward, but we
> do not view this as the same as the deployment of this system.  There
> still may be a considerable amount of time before they're in a position
> to deploy if they make that decision.
> 
>       We have discussions that are ongoing with the North Koreans --
> that is to say, the U.S. has discussions that are ongoing with the North
> Koreans in New York this week.  Obviously, we are raising this with the
> North Koreans, expressing our concerns.  We hope to be in a position to
> resume the missile talks with the North Koreans that we've had over the
> last couple of years.  One of the objectives of that is to try to
> persuade the North Koreans to restrain both their own missile
> development as well as their missile exports, which is a very serious
> concern -- in particular, North Korean missile exports to the Middle
> East, which we think is very destabilizing.
> 
>       And, obviously, we're going to be working very closely with our
> good allies, South Korea and Japan, in order to coordinate an effort to
> make clear to the North Koreans that we view further development of
> their missile program as a threat to stability in northeast Asia.
>       
>       Q   -- South Korea before anything at this --
>       
>       MR. SAMORE:  Well, we've certainly been in touch with them.  Since
> I haven't been directly engaged in that I can't tell you where we are.
> But, yes, we've been in very close touch with them and we had shared
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> with them beforehand our expectation that this test was likely to
> happen.
>       
>       MR. BELL:  There's no question that the test of the Taepo Dong-1
> will factor into the congressional debate on national missile defense.
> But I just wanted to point out, in case you have not yet seen it, that
> on the 24th of August the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, General
> Shelton, wrote a letter to Senator Inhofe on the issue of whether or not
> in the wake of the Rumsfeld Commission findings, where the Rumsfeld
> Commission was of the view that we might have little or no warning of
> the development and deployment -- or the actual fielding of an
> intercontinental-range ballistic missile that could hit parts of the
> United States.
>       
>       General Shelton wrote back on the 24th of August and stated the
> very strong and unanimous consensus view of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
> that they remain confident that we will have strategic warning of the
> emergence of an ICBM threat.  Certainly, it's their view that we'll have
> at least three years warning, which is the amount of time we require
> under the Defense Department's three-plus-three national missile defense
> program to field the kind of national missile defense system we're
> developing.
>       
>       And in the letter that General Shelton wrote on the 24th of
> August, he specifically noted that the Joint Chiefs of Staff were
> carefully following the Taepo Dong-1 program and that their confidence
> that we would have at least three years warning of an ICBM threat, such
> as the Taepo Dong-2, reflected an assumption that the North Koreans
> would go forward with a Taepo Dong-1.
>       
>       One of the reasons that we are confident that we will have three
> years strategic warning of an intercontinental-range threat is that the
> degree of technical challenge going from an intermediate-range missile
> like the Taepo Dong-1 to an intercontinental-range missile like the
> Taepo Dong-2 is really quite profound.  It's not a simple scaling up in
> terms of the power of the missile.  The technical challenge of going
> from a theater range system to an intercontinental-range system is quite
> daunting and unique.  And that's one reason the administration,
> including the Chiefs, are confident that we'll have the warning that
> General Shelton notes in his letter.
>       
>       Q   Was North Korea -- discussed in today's summit meeting?
>       
>       COLONEL CROWLEY:  That's a very nice segue that following the
> President's speech we'll have some other senior officials come into kind
> of read out the day in terms of topics and then also the economic
> discussion.  So we'll save that question to the briefing that follows
> the President's speech.
>       
>       We'll have some factsheets on the items discussed here that we'll
> put out shortly, but our thanks to Robert Bell; to Gary Samore; to Ted
> Warner, the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Policy, Strategy and
> Threat Reduction; and Debra Cagan, the Director of Policy and Regional
> Affairs within the State Department for Russia and the Newly Independent
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> States.
>       
>       So, following the President's speech, we'll be back with a
> thorough briefing of the day's events, and I think we'll be able to
> handle that at that time.
> 
>       THE PRESS:  Thank you. 
> 
> 
>             END                        4:24 P.M. (L)
> 
> 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
. Lisa Ledwidge                         .
. Physicians for Social Responsibility  .
. 1101 14th Street NW, Suite 700        .
. Washington, DC  20005  USA            .
. tel. 202-898-0150 ext. 222            .
. fax 202-898-0172                      .
. http://www.psr.org                    .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .



80903.02.txt[5/3/2017 1:36:54 PM]

Return-Path: <owner-ctbt-organize@igc.org>
Date: Wed, 02 Sep 1998 15:53:09 -0400
From: Kathy Crandalll <disarmament@igc.org>
Organization: Disarmament Clearinghouse
Sender: owner-ctbt-organize@igc.org
Subject: RESPOND TO CTBT PREPCOM FUNDING VOTE
To: ctbt-organize@igc.org

ACTION ALERT * ACTION ALERT *

RESPONDING TO CTBT PREPARATORY COMMISSION VOTE
********************************************************************
Enclosed in this e-mail please find:

1) Basic Analysis of the Vote
2) Some Lessons from the Vote
3) Responding this week - Seize the Opportunity
4) Work Through September - Roll your Sleeves Up
*****************************************************************

1) On September 1 in a mainly party-line vote, the Specter-Biden
amendment to the Foreign Operations Appropriations bill to restore
funding for the CTBT PrepCom ($28.9m) passed by a margin of 49-44. There
are a number of Senators who are absent this week.

On the plus side we did win this vote and the funding is restored -which
is essential for monitoring and verification efforts. For more on the
work of the CTBT Prepcom
see:http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/brief19.htm

On the negative side, the CTBT opposition, will use this vote as
indication of the likely outcome on a vote on the treaty - where of
course we will need 67 votes. In fact, it is not an objective "test" on
the CTBT (see lessons from the vote below). The vote does provide more
information about individual Senators' current positions on the CTBT,
which we need to address.

Look for the full Roll Call vote in a separate e-mail message.

2) Some Lessons from the Vote

 *Senator Lott's efforts - a speech before the vote, and lobbying
Senators against the amendment transformed this vote into a party
loyalty test - Making it extremely difficult for most Republicans to
vote in favor of the amendment.

 *Also, some Senators who may favor the CTBT, or at least support a CTBT
debate may have disagreed with the amendment on other grounds - if they
don't like "foreign aid" spending, for example

 For these reasons this vote cannot be seen as an objective "test vote"
on the CTBT
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 Many of the key ingredients for a successful effort were missing.

 The vote occurred with very short notice at a time when many folks are
still on vacation.

 Despite heroic efforts of many of you to generate phone calls, we were
not able to leverage a fraction of the grassroots power that we would
have with more notice.

 Many of the key lobbyists and CTBT-staff of the Administration were
gone - in Russia at the Summit, and so there was not a strong effort
from the Administration.

 Senators were just back from recess - there was not time for key
supportive Senators or their staffs to work on this - and little time
for DC Lobbyists to deliver a message.

These key ingredients, that will be essential, will be in place for a
successful CTBT vote - and especially illustrate the importance of
hearings and a debate on the CTBT to give Senators time to make
thoughtful decisions and listen to their constituents.
*****************************************************************

3)It is important that we respond this week to this vote - to let
Senators know that we are paying attention, and because it provides a
new "hook" to promote education and debate on the CTBT.

Many of you may be disappointed that you didn't have the opportunity to
make the calls before the vote, but the calls and the effort you put in
now are even more important.
*****************************************************************
If your Senator has not indicated support for the CTBT, but voted in
favor of the amendment

(Bennett (UT) Burns (MT), Campbell(CO), Chafee(RI), D'Amato (NY),
Stevens (AK))

 1) Call to thank them & write them a thank you note.

Thank them for their sound judgement on an important non- proliferation
matter.

Urge that they publicly support the CTBT, and call for hearings, debate,
and a floor vote to be scheduled on the treaty.

2) Write a letter-to-the editor

Also praising the Senator, and calling for
the Senator's support for the CTBT would be particularly useful -
especially in states like Colorado and New York where Campbell and
D'Amato are up for reelection.
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****************************************************************
If your Senator voted against the amendment. (See analysis & lessons
above and separate roll-call vote message - most of you are in this
group)

 1) Call and write this week -

Express your disappointment that the Senator voted against the amendment
that would have strengthened our monitoring and verification
capabilities.

Ask the Senator why s/he voted against the amendment.

Urge the Senator to publicly support the CTBT, and call for hearings and
a debate to be scheduled on the treaty.

- Make this as personal as you can with each Senator. For example,
Brownback(KS) has been especially focused on India and Pakistan and
non-proliferation issues, Lugar(IN) has long been a strong supporter of
non-proliferation and arms control issues, Snowe & Collins(ME) had
publicly indicated their support for hearings on the CTBT this year,
Gregg (NH) co-sponsored the Specter-Biden Resolution.

 2)Write letters-to-the editor.
Expressing your disappointment in the Senator's vote, highlighting the
importance of the CTBT, calling upon the Senator to support the CTBT.

*****************************************************************
If your Senator is a strong CTBT Supporter and voted for the amendment
(Democrats, Specter and Jeffords)

Write or Call this week

Thank them for their support
Urge them to exercise as much leadership as possible toward achieving
meaningful debate and a CTBT vote. (Note the Sep. 24 anniversary coming
up as an opportunity for floor speeches for example.)
*****************************************************************
If you would like help drafting your letter-to-the-editor, please
contact me or other DC CTBT Organizers. Tips on writing letters- to the
editor are available on the CTBT Action Web Site:
http://www.psr.org/ctbtaction.htm

Sample/Template letters to the editor will be coming soon.

The Capitol Switchboard Phone Number: (202) 224-3121
(Direct phone, e-mail, and fax is available on the CTBT Action Site:
http://www.psr.org/ctbtaction.htm

If you would like help in developing your message to your Senator,
please contact me <disarmament@igc.org>, Marie Rietmann at 20/20 Vision
ACTION ALERT * ACTION ALERT *

RESPONDING TO CTBT PREPARATORY COMMISSION VOTE
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Enclosed in this e-mail please find:

1) Basic Analysis of the Vote
2) Some Lessons from the Vote
3) Responding this week - Seize the Opportunity
4) Work Through September - Roll your Sleeves Up
*****************************************************************

1) On September 1 in a mainly party-line vote, the Specter-Biden
amendment to the Foreign Operations Appropriations bill to restore
funding for the CTBT PrepCom ($28.9m) passed by a margin of 49-44. There
are a number of Senators who are absent this week.

On the plus side we did win this vote and the funding is restored -which
is essential for monitoring and verification efforts. For more on the
work of the CTBT Prepcom
see:http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/brief19.htm

On the negative side, the CTBT opposition, will use this vote as
indication of the likely outcome on a vote on the treaty - where of
course we will need 67 votes. In fact, it is not an objective "test" on
the CTBT (see lessons from the vote below). The vote does provide more
information about individual Senators' current positions on the CTBT,
which we need to address.

Look for the full Roll Call vote in a separate e-mail message.

2) Some Lessons from the Vote

 *Senator Lott's efforts - a speech before the vote, and lobbying
Senators against the amendment transformed this vote into a party
loyalty test - Making it extremely difficult for most Republicans to
vote in favor of the amendment.

 *Also, some Senators who may favor the CTBT, or at least support a CTBT
debate may have disagreed with the amendment on other grounds - if they
don't like "foreign aid" spending, for example

 For these reasons this vote cannot be seen as an objective "test vote"
on the CTBT

 Many of the key ingredients for a successful effort were missing.

 The vote occurred with very short notice at a time when many folks are
still on vacation.

 Despite heroic efforts of many of you to generate phone calls, we were
not able to leverage a fraction of the grassroots power that we would
have with more notice.

 Many of the key lobbyists and CTBT-staff of the Administration were
gone - in Russia at the Summit, and so there was not a strong effort
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from the Administration.

 Senators were just back from recess - there was not time for key
supportive Senators or their staffs to work on this - and little time
for DC Lobbyists to deliver a message.

These key ingredients, that will be essential, will be in place for a
successful CTBT vote - and especially illustrate the importance of
hearings and a debate on the CTBT to give Senators time to make
thoughtful decisions and listen to their constituents.
*****************************************************************

3)It is important that we respond this week to this vote - to let
Senators know that we are paying attention, and because it provides a
new "hook" to promote education and debate on the CTBT.

Many of you may be disappointed that you didn't have the opportunity to
make the calls before the vote, but the calls and the effort you put in
now are even more important.
*****************************************************************
If your Senator has not indicated support for the CTBT, but voted in
favor of the amendment

(Bennett (UT) Burns (MT), Campbell(CO), Chafee(RI), D'Amato (NY),
Stevens (AK))

 1) Call to thank them & write them a thank you note.

Thank them for their sound judgement on an important non- proliferation
matter.

Urge that they publicly support the CTBT, and call for hearings, debate,
and a floor vote to be scheduled on the treaty.

2) Write a letter-to-the editor

Also praising the Senator, and calling for
the Senator's support for the CTBT would be particularly useful -
especially in states like Colorado and New York where Campbell and
D'Amato are up for reelection.

****************************************************************
If your Senator voted against the amendment. (See analysis & lessons
above and separate roll-call vote message - most of you are in this
group)

 1) Call and write this week -

Express your disappointment that the Senator voted against the amendment
that would have strengthened our monitoring and verification
capabilities.

Ask the Senator why s/he voted against the amendment.
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Urge the Senator to publicly support the CTBT, and call for hearings and
a debate to be scheduled on the treaty.

- Make this as personal as you can with each Senator. For example,
Brownback(KS) has been especially focused on India and Pakistan and
non-proliferation issues, Lugar(IN) has long been a strong supporter of
non-proliferation and arms control issues, Snowe & Collins(ME) had
publicly indicated their support for hearings on the CTBT this year,
Gregg (NH) co-sponsored the Specter-Biden Resolution.

 2)Write letters-to-the editor.
Expressing your disappointment in the Senator's vote, highlighting the
importance of the CTBT, calling upon the Senator to support the CTBT.

*****************************************************************
If your Senator is a strong CTBT Supporter and voted for the amendment
(Democrats, Specter and Jeffords)

Write or Call this week

Thank them for their support
Urge them to exercise as much leadership as possible toward achieving
meaningful debate and a CTBT vote. (Note the Sep. 24 anniversary coming
up as an opportunity for floor speeches for example.)
*****************************************************************
If you would like help drafting your letter-to-the-editor, please
contact me or other DC CTBT Organizers. Tips on writing letters- to the
editor are available on the CTBT Action Web Site:
http://www.psr.org/ctbtaction.htm

Sample/Template letters to the editor will be coming soon.

The Capitol Switchboard Phone Number: (202) 224-3121
(Direct phone, e-mail, and fax is available on the CTBT Action Site:
http://www.psr.org/ctbtaction.htm

If you would like help in developing your message to your Senator,
please contact me <disarmament@igc.org>, Marie Rietmann at 20/20 Vision
<ctbt@2020vision.org>, or other DC CTBT  organizers.
*****************************************************************
*****************************************************************
4. Work Hard this Month

Roll-up your sleeves . . . The work that we do throughout this month
will help us to ensure that the U.S. Senate knows that this is a high
priority for U.S. citizens, and will help us to force  hearings and a
debate on this issue as early as possible.

SEPTEMBER 24 . . .
is the 35th anniversary of the ratification of the Partial Test Ban
Treaty, the 2nd anniversary of the signing of the CTBT, and the 1st
anniversary of the Treaty's submission to the U.S. Senate for
consideration.
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Floor Speeches from Senators and Administration events are expected on
this date. It also (along with yesterday's vote) provides a hook for
*letters-to-the-editor, op-eds, editorial board meetings, and
additional  efforts with your Senators.

DEMAND ACTION WEEK SEPTEMBER 21-25

A jointly sponsored effort to flood Senators with calls and faxes
demanding action on the CTBT. Order your flyers from the Disarmament
Clearinghouse now. <disarmament@igc.org>

More opportunities for action this month are developing so stay tuned.

Contact the Disarmament Clearinghouse for more information:
Disarmament Clearinghouse
Kathy Crandall Coordinator
1101 14th Street NW #700 Washington DC 20005
TEL: 202 898 0150 ext. 232
FAX: 202 898 0172
<disarmament@igc.org>
For What You Can Do for a Nuclear Test Ban Treaty NOW:
http://www.psr.org/ctbtaction.htm
*****************************************************************
*****************************************************************
4. Work Hard this Month

Roll-up your sleeves . . . The work that we do throughout this month
will help us to ensure that the U.S. Senate knows that this is a high
priority for U.S. citizens, and will help us to force  hearings and a
debate on this issue as early as possible.

SEPTEMBER 24 . . .
is the 35th anniversary of the ratification of the Partial Test Ban
Treaty, the 2nd anniversary of the signing of the CTBT, and the 1st
anniversary of the Treaty's submission to the U.S. Senate for
consideration.

Floor Speeches from Senators and Administration events are expected on
this date. It also (along with yesterday's vote) provides a hook for
*letters-to-the-editor, op-eds, editorial board meetings, and
additional  efforts with your Senators.

DEMAND ACTION WEEK SEPTEMBER 21-25

A jointly sponsored effort to flood Senators with calls and faxes
demanding action on the CTBT. Order your flyers from the Disarmament
Clearinghouse now. <disarmament@igc.org>

More opportunities for action this month are developing so stay tuned.

Contact the Disarmament Clearinghouse for more information:
Disarmament Clearinghouse
Kathy Crandall Coordinator
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1101 14th Street NW #700 Washington DC 20005
TEL: 202 898 0150 ext. 232
FAX: 202 898 0172
<disarmament@igc.org>
For What You Can Do for a Nuclear Test Ban Treaty NOW:
http://www.psr.org/ctbtaction.htm
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Return-Path: <owner-ctbt-organize@igc.org>
Date: Wed, 02 Sep 1998 16:17:19 -0400
From: Kathy Crandalll <disarmament@igc.org>
Organization: Disarmament Clearinghouse
Sender: owner-ctbt-organize@igc.org
Subject: Lott on CTBT and PrepCom Funding
To: ctbt-organize@igc.org

   Dear CTBT-Organizers:

Here is  Lott's floor speech prior to the vote on Specter's  Amendment
to the CTBT Preparatory Commission  yesterday. Please see the  RESPOND
TO CTBT PREPCOM FUNDING VOTE ACTION ALERT, and contact the Disarmament
Clearinghouse for more information.

            from THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, SEPT. 1, 1999

FOREIGN OPERATIONS, EXPORT FINANCING AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS

ACT, 1999 (Senate - September 01, 1998)

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Brownback). Without objection, it is so
ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 3506

Mr. LOTT. For the information of all Senators, we do have an amendment
on
which we are ready to vote.... Before we vote, though, I do want to urge
my
colleagues to oppose this amendment. First, there is no treaty to
monitor,
and there will not be one in the foreseeable future. Until all 44
specified
nations ratify the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, it will not enter into

force. So to be providing funds before we have anything to monitor seems

very questionable to me.

We have not acted on this treaty. And certainly something of this
magnitude
should be given very serious, careful and extensive thought by the
committee
of jurisdiction and by the full Senate. We should not provide the
funding
that prejudges whatever the Senate may or may not do before it takes up
the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.
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Beyond that, I have grave reservations, I admit, about whether the CTBT
is
in America's national interest. I am not convinced it is effectively
verifiable. I am convinced it will limit our ability to maintain the
safety
and reliability of our vital nuclear deterrent.

There are strong signs that India's decision to test nuclear weapons
was, in
part, a response to pressure to sign the CTBT. Ironically, the most
tangible
result of this treaty seems to be a nuclear arms race in Southeast Asia.
So
I just think this is not the time or the place to debate this treaty.
Anything less than 67 votes in support of this amendment will send a
strong
signal that the Senate is prepared to reject this treaty. So I question
even
the proponents of the treaty wanting to do this at this particular time.

Whatever the arguments for or against the treaty, putting millions in
this
organization does not make sense at this time. So I urge the defeat of
this
amendment.

I yield the floor, Mr. President. I believe we are prepared to go to the
vote.

(At the request of Mr. Lott, the following statement was ordered to be
printed in the Record.)

     [Begin insert]

Mr. HELMS. I strongly oppose this amendment, which seeks to provide
funds to
the Preparatory Commission for the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.

As I advised the President on January 21, of this year, at the
conclusion of
Senate debate on NATO expansion, the Foreign Relations Committee would
then
turn its attention to several other critical, pressing matters which
could
affect the security of the American people and the health of the United
States' economy. Chief among these are the agreements on
Multilateralization
and Demarcation of the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty.

The President promised more than a year ago to submit these treaties for
the
Senate's advice and consent, but we are yet to see that promise
fulfilled.
Nevertheless, the Foreign Relations Committee intends to pursue hearings
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on
a number of associated issues--such as the recent Rumsfeld Commission
report--with the presumption that the President's promise will be
honored in
the near term.

Indeed, Mr. President, in listening to various justifications for the
proposed amendment (which discuss the ongoing development of nuclear
weapons
by India, Pakistan, North Korea, Iran, Iraq, etc.) I was struck by the
urgent need--not for another arms control treaty--but for a national
missile
defense to protect the United States from these nuclear weapons when
they
are mounted on intercontinental ballistic missiles.

Finally, Mr. President, India's (and Pakistan's) actions should make
clear
to all just how vital the U.S. nuclear deterrent is to the national
security
of the United States. What is needed, at this time, is not a scramble
for an
arms control treaty that prohibits the United States from guaranteeing
the
safety and reliability of its nuclear stockpile. What is needed is a
careful,
bottoms-up review of the state of the U.S. nuclear infrastructure, which
I
fear is in sad repair after six years of a moratorium. I expect that,
after
undertaking such a review, the United States will find that the CTBT is
the
very last thing the United States should consider doing.

Mr. President, I do hope Senators will oppose the Specter amendment.

******************************************************************
FROM: Disarmament Clearinghouse
            1101 14th Street NW #700 Washington DC 20005
            TEL: 202 898 0150 ext. 232
            FAX: 202 898 0172
            <disarmament@igc.org>
            http://www.psr.org/ctbtaction.htm
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Return-Path: <owner-ctbt-organize@igc.org>
Date: Wed, 02 Sep 1998 16:06:55 -0400
From: Kathy Crandalll <disarmament@igc.org>
Organization: Disarmament Clearinghouse
Sender: owner-ctbt-organize@igc.org
Subject: Sept. 1 Roll-Call Vote on CTBT Prep Com Funding
To: ctbt-organize@igc.org

Dear CTBT-Organizers
Sept.  2, 1998
Here is the roll call vote from yesterday's vote to restore funding to
the  CTBT PrepCom - a significant vote for our CTBT efforts - Please
also see the
Respond to the CTBT PrepCom Vote Action Alert
and contact the Disarmament Clearinghouse for further information.

Look for this on the web at:
http://www.senate.gov/activities/105-2/vote_00254.html#summary

or . . .

By Vote (Yea - indicates voting for the amendment - gold star)
                Nay - indicates voting against the amendment - thumbs
down
                No Vote - indicates the Senator did not vote )

                                       -Yeas-Nays-No Vote-
                                         --- YEAs 49---
      Akaka (HI)
      Baucus (MT)
      Bennett (UT)
      Biden (DE)
      Boxer (CA)
      Breaux (LA)
      Bryan (NV)
      Bumpers (AR)
      Byrd (WV)
      Campbell (CO)
      Chafee (RI)
      Cleland (GA)
      Conrad (ND)
      D'Amato (NY)
      Daschle (SD)
      Dodd (CT)
      Dorgan (ND)
      Durbin (IL)
                                  Feingold (WI)
                                  Feinstein (CA)
                                  Ford (KY)
                                  Graham (FL)
                                  Harkin (IA)
                                  Hollings (SC)
                                  Jeffords (VT)
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                                  Johnson (SD)
                                  Kennedy (MA)
                                  Kerrey (NE)
                                  Kerry (MA)
                                  Kohl (WI)
                                  Landrieu (LA)
                                  Lautenberg (NJ)
                                  Leahy (VT)
                                  Levin (MI)

                                                               Lieberman
(CT)
                                                               Mikulski
(MD)

Moseley-Braun (IL)
                                                               Moynihan
(NY)
                                                               Murray
(WA)
                                                               Reed (RI)

                                                               Reid (NV)

                                                               Robb (VA)

Rockefeller (WV)
                                                               Sarbanes
(MD)
                                                               Specter
(PA)
                                                               Stevens
(AK)

Torricelli (NJ)
                                                               Wellstone
(MN)
                                                               Wyden
(OR)

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

                                         --- NAYs 44---
      Abraham (MI)
      Allard (CO)
      Ashcroft (MO)
      Bond (MO)
      Brownback (KS)
      Burns (MT)
      Coats (IN)
      Cochran (MS)
      Collins (ME)
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      Coverdell (GA)
      Craig (ID)
      DeWine (OH)
      Enzi (WY)
      Faircloth (NC)
      Frist (TN)

                                  Gorton (WA)
                                  Grams (MN)
                                  Grassley (IA)
                                  Gregg (NH)
                                  Hagel (NE)
                                  Hatch (UT)
                                  Hutchinson (AR)
                                  Hutchison (TX)
                                  Inhofe (OK)
                                  Kempthorne (ID)
                                  Kyl (AZ)
                                  Lott (MS)
                                  Lugar (IN)
                                  Mack (FL)
                                  McCain (AZ)

                                                               McConnell
(KY)
                                                               Nickles
(OK)
                                                               Roberts
(KS)
                                                               Roth (DE)

                                                               Santorum
(PA)
                                                               Sessions
(AL)
                                                               Shelby
(AL)
                                                               Smith
(NH)
                                                               Smith
(OR)
                                                               Snowe
(ME)
                                                               Thomas
(WY)
                                                               Thompson
(TN)
                                                               Thurmond
(SC)
                                                               Warner
(VA)

********************************************************************
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                                       --- Not Voting 7---
      Bingaman (NM)
      Domenici (NM)
      Glenn (OH)

                                  Gramm (TX)
                                  Helms (NC)
                                  Inouye (HI)

                                                               Murkowski
(AK)

******************************************************************
From: Disarmament Clearinghouse
         1101 14th Street NW #700 Washington, DC 20005
    TEL: 202 898 0150 ext. 23
    FAX: 202 898 0172
    <disarmament@igc.org>
   http://www.psr.org/ctbtaction.htm
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Return-Path: <owner-sunflower-napf@lists.xmission.com>
From: owner-sunflower-napf@lists.xmission.com
Date: Wed, 2 Sep 1998 18:05:36 -0600

=============================================
T H E    S U N F L O W E R
=============================================
ISSUE NO. 16,  September 1998
N U C L E A R    A G E    P E A C E    F O U N D A T I O N
=============================================
The Sunflower is a free monthly electronic newsletter providing educational
information on nuclear weapons abolition and other issues relating to peace
in the Nuclear Age. 
Sender: owner-sunflower-napf@lists.xmission.com
Precedence: bulk
Reply-To: sunflower-napf

=============================================
I N    T H I S    I S S U E
=============================================
# NEWS 
    * RUSSIAN-AMERICAN RELATIONS
        Russia: A Nuclear Nightmare?
        Washington's Next Subcritical Nuclear Test: "Bagpipe"
    * PROLIFERATION
        North Korea Increasingly Unpredictable 
        Defecting Scientist Reveals Iraq's Nuclear Ambitions
        U.S. Government Delays Missile Defense System 
        India Pledges No First Use, and Promises FMCT and CTBT Negotiations
        Fissban: The Next Step Toward Nuclear Disarmament 
    * ABOLITION 2000 NEWS
        Civilian Leaders Call for Nuclear Weapons Abolition
        IFUW Calls for Nuclear Weapons Abolition
        Prominent Physicians Call On India and Pakistan
        Indian Admiral Visits Abolition 2000 Office in Santa Barbara
        Petition Signatures
        New Organizations in the A2000 Network
        New Haven  - a Peace Messenger City
    * NUCLEAR ENERGY & WASTE
        Aleksandr Nikitin: Russia's Environmental Dissident
        U.S. Nuclear Power Plants on Alert
        Claims of Most Hanford Downwinders Dismissed
        Plant Operates for Ten Years Despite Major Defects
        Russia Plans to Build More Nuclear Reactors
    * HISTORICAL NOTE
        Johnson Pre-delegated Nuclear Strike Authority to Military
# ACTIONS YOU CAN TAKE 
# DATES TO REMEMBER 
# EVENTS 
# RESOURCES 

============================================= 
R U S S I A N - A M E R I C A N   R E L A T I O N S
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============================================= 
Russia: A Nuclear Nightmare?
-------------------------------------------------
Graham Allison, former assistant secretary of defense warns that the
acceleration of Russia's economic meltdown may disintegrate political
authority in a country with the nuclear arsenal of a superpower and a lack
of democratic traditions. Russia has: 7,000 armed nuclear warheads capable
of reaching the U.S. in a matter of minutes; 5,000 tactical nuclear
weapons, many of which could be used accidentally or sold on world markets;
12,000 stored nuclear weapons, protected by guards whose salaries have been
delayed for months; stockpiles of highly enriched uranium and plutonium
that could end up in terrorist hands. Russia's economic crisis is
potentially catastrophic and its implications threaten the security of
people worldwide. (WP980831)

Washington's Next Subcritical Nuclear Test: "Bagpipe"
-------------------------------------------------
The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) will soon conduct a subcritical nuclear
test code-named "Bagpipe" at the Nevada Test Site. The first "mandatory"
dry run for "Bagpipe" took place on September 1st. The DOE will likely
issue a press statement only two days before the test. Russia recently
announcement that it will conduct a subcritical underground nuclear test at
Novaya Zemlya within the next few months. 
For a sample protest letter, see: http://www.shundahai.org/bagpipealert.htm

============================================= 
P R O L I F E R A T I O N
============================================= 
North Korea Increasingly Unpredictable 
-------------------------------------------------
On August 31, North Korea tested a middle-range missile, Taepo Dong 1, with
a range of up to 1,240 miles (2,000 km). The test, which carried the
missile's second stage over Japan, came just days before the expected
accession of de facto leader Kim Jong Il to president. Earlier in August,
U.S. intelligence analysts reported about 15,000 North Koreans working on a
vast, secret underground nuclear complex about 25 miles northeast of
Yongbyon. It is estimated that North Korea could produce as many as half a
dozen nuclear weapons two to five years from now. In 1994 North Korea
agreed to scrap its nuclear weapons program in exchange for $6 billion in
international assistance. (NYT/LAT/Reuters)

Defecting Scientist Reveals Iraq's Nuclear Ambitions
-------------------------------------------------
An Iraqi scientist who defected to the U.S. has publicly described details
of Iraq's effort to build a nuclear bomb. According to Dr. Khidir Abdul
Abas Hamza, the highest-raking scientist ever to defect from Baghdad, the
1981 Israeli bombing raid that destroyed Iraq's French-built Osirak nuclear
reactor prompted President Hussein to go "full steam" on a covert program
to build a bomb. Hussein personally directed Iraq's nuclear weapons program
that went ahead even as Bagdhad opened up its research reactors to Western
inspection. On the eve of the Persian Gulf war in 1991, Iraq was a few
months short of making at least one crude bomb. Hamza's revelations come at
a time when, again, Iraq defies UN pressure to co-operate with arms
inspectors. (NYT980815/AP980827)
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U.S. Government Delays Missile Defense System 
-------------------------------------------------
While U.S. intelligence agencies do not foresee a ballistic missile threat
for the next 15 years, the Senate plans to vote in September on the
American Missile Protection Act.  The bill would have the United States
abandon the Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) treaty and allow operation of
multiple anti-missile sites as soon as "technologically possible."
Contradicting intelligence estimates, the "Rumsfeld Commission" in July
claimed that there might be little or no warning before an enemy could
deploy ballistic missiles capable of striking the U.S. within the next five
years. The Joint Chiefs of Staff, however, have endorsed the Clinton
administration's policy of delaying a deployment decision for three years
and then take another three years to make the anti-missile system
operational. (WT980819)

India Pledges No First Use, and Promises FMCT and CTBT Negotiations
-------------------------------------------------
Prime Minister Atal Behari Vajpayee announced in parliament that New Delhi
was committed to dialogue so that a decision on adhering to a global
nuclear test ban could be reached. Earlier Vajpayee unilaterally committed
India to a no first use policy on nuclear weapons, meaning that weapons are
not deployed in forward positions and are regarded as being defensive in
nature. New Delhi has also pledged its willingness to negotiate a treaty to
halt production of nuclear-bomb making material (fissban). Signing the
treaty would require India to freeze its arsenal, but would also bring
tacit acceptance of the country's nuclear status. (Reuters980809) 

Fissban: The Next Step Toward Nuclear Disarmament 
-------------------------------------------------
The delegations at the Conference on Disarmament (CD) have provisionally
hammered out the wording for a draft decision on establishing a committee
to negotiate a ban on the production of fissile materials for nuclear
weapons purposes (fissban or FMCT). It appears that the Indian and
Pakistani nuclear blasts cleared the way for the resumption of talks that
stalled since 1985. The breakthrough came when India and Israel dropped
their objections. India's decision follows a similar announcement from
Pakistan. The Israelis agreed to back the talks despite fears that this
could lead to the opening up of their nuclear facilities to international
inspection. A fissban committee is seen as the next step in multilateral
nuclear disarmament. (Reuters980809/BBC980811)

============================================= 
A B O L I T I O N   2 0 0 0  - GOOD NEWS FROM THE GRASSROOTS 
============================================= 
Civilian Leaders Call for Nuclear Weapons Abolition
-------------------------------------------------
Fifteen civilian leaders appealed for negotiations to eliminate nuclear
arms. They are Oscar Arias, Alan Cranston, Daniel Ellsberg, Mark Hatfield,
Joseph Rotblat, Admiral Eugene Carroll, Richard Barnet, Mikhail Gorbachev,
Marcus Raskin, Bishop Walter R. Sullivan, Jimmy Carter, Jonathan Dean,
Morton Halperin, Douglas Roche, and David Cortright.  For the appeal, see:
http://www.wagingpeace.org/news/a2_appeal_9808.html 
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IFUW Calls for Nuclear Weapons Abolition
-------------------------------------------------
The International Federation of University Women (IFUW) passed a resolution
on August 25th calling for action from all associated branches and
organizations, to urge their national governments to take immediate steps
to put in place a process for the abolition of nuclear weapons before the
end of the year 2000. The resolution was passed almost unanimously and
delegates received A2000 campaign action kits from Sue Broidy, the A2000
coordinator who attended the IFUW conference in Graz, Austria.

Prominent Physicians Call On India and Pakistan
-------------------------------------------------
Five prominent physicians, two of them Nobel Laureates, issued a public
appeal to India and Pakistan on August 4th to pledge that neither country
would strike the other first with a nuclear weapon. The appeal was signed
by Bernard Lown, Harvard School of Public Health, Boston; Eugene Chazov,
Cardiology Research Centre, Moscow; William Foege, Emory University,
Atlanta; Saeed-Ul-Majeed, president of the Pakistan Medical Association,
Peshawar;  R. Jayachandra Reddy, president of the Indian Medical
Association, New Delhi. Lown and Chazov accepted the 1985 Nobel Peace Prize
on behalf of the International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War
(IPPNW), a group they co-founded.

Indian Admiral Visits Abolition 2000 Office in Santa Barbara
-------------------------------------------------
Admiral Ramdas, India's former Chief of the Naval Staff, visited the
Abolition 2000 office recently to talk of his decision to commit himself to
the nuclear weapons abolition campaign.  This happened he said "after a
colossal debate within myself" after almost 45 years in naval uniform.  The
testing in India and Pakistan convinced him of the need for him to become a
peace advocate and before travelling to Hiroshima on August 6th, he led a
Peace Rally in New Delhi with the Booker Prize-winning author, Arundathi
Roy.  Admiral Ramdas is planning a Peace Symposium in India early next year.

Petition Signatures
-------------------------------------------------
The Western Pennsylvania Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons - coalition of
30 organizations - has collected close to 3000 signatures to date. Japan
has sent us 1048 more signatures, and Australia 47 signatures recently by
Internet - thank you Irene Gale. Judy Stetson from Falmouth wrote recently
with 46 signatures. She said, "Here are petitions signed during a one hour
(12-1 p.m.) stint in front of the main Post Office in Falmouth, MA. A
reporter from our local paper The Enterprise ran a piece about us (and
Abolition 2000) ahead of time and took pictures of us..." Thank you Judy,
Amelie and Olive. And news reached us September 1st from New Zealand that
50,000 signatures have been obtained by Soka Gakkai International
volunteers for the Abolition 2000 petition - a wonderful achievement!.

New Organizations in the A2000 Network
-------------------------------------------------
Organizations that joined recently in the U.S. include the South Asian
Peace and Non-violence Association (SAPNA) in Somerville, MA, the Center
for Economic Conversion in Mountain View, CA, the Union City Church of the
Brethren and the Institute for  Peace and Justice in St Louis, MO. Also
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signed up recently are the Communications Coordination Committee for the
United Nations in New York, the  Copper Country Peace Alliance in Houghton,
MI, the Youth for Environmental Sanity (YES!). and the Albuquerque Monthly
Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends in New Mexico. New
international partners include The Peace Movement of Esbjerg from Denmark
and from India, the Pakistan India Peoples Forum for Peace and Democracy.
We also welcome Young Student Pugwash in Argentina and the Centre for
Sustainable Development Initiatives (CENSUDI) in Bolgantanga, Ghana.

New Haven - a Peace Messenger City
-------------------------------------------------
We are very pleased to receive official word that the New Haven Board of
Aldermen adopted the Abolition 2000 Resolution on July 6 1998.  This is the
first municipality in the U.S. to sign the Resolution for a long time -
hopefully the beginning of a new awareness and a significant step in the
Nuclear Free New England movement. 

=============================================  
N U C L E A R   E N E R G Y  &  W A S T E
============================================= 
Aleksandr Nikitin: Russia's Environmental Dissident
-------------------------------------------------
Aleksandr Nikitin is facing trial for high treason and disclosure of state
secrets because he helped to solve Russia's environmental problems.  A
former nuclear safety inspector in the defense ministry, Nikitin raised
public alarms over nuclear waste left in the Arctic by submarine accidents
and haphazard disposal of spent reactor cores. In 1996 he contributed to a
study of the Northern Fleet's radioactive waste, was arrested, jailed for
10 months and confined to St. Petersburg for the past two years. Since the
study rested on publicly available information, Russia's environmental
citizen groups fear treason charges for drawing on public information or
contacting Western groups. Amnesty International considers Mr. Nikitin its
first major Russian prisoner of conscience case since Andrei Sakharov.
Vice President Al Gore has taken up Mr. Nikitin's cause in meetings with
Russian leaders, but has not raised the matter in public. Nikitin is likely
to be tried within the next few weeks in secret by a judge and two laymen,
who will be chosen by Russia's FSB -- the KGB's successor. (NYT980819)
For more information, see: http://www.bellona.no/e/russia/nikitin/index.htm

U.S. Nuclear Power Plants on Alert
-------------------------------------------------
The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) put U.S. nuclear plants on alert
after recent world events.  Iin June the NRC for the first time decided to
provide potassium iodide pills to people living close to nuclear power
plants.  Potassium iodide, if taken shortly before or after a nuclear
accident, can block the absorption of radioactive iodine, which can cause
thyroid cancer. The NRC has always been hesitant to make the pills
accessible in order to avoid alarming the public. (NYT980815)

Claims of Most Hanford Downwinders Dismissed
-------------------------------------------------
A summary judgement by retired federal Judge Alan McDonald's dismissed the
claims of all but a handful of the approximately 4,000 plaintiffs -- the
Hanford Downwinders -- who claim their medical conditions are due to
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radiation emitted by the Hanford Nuclear Weapons Facility from 1944 to
1972. Hanford was part of the secret Manhattan Project to produce plutonium
for U.S. nuclear weapons. An estimated 20 to 200 people will meet the
Judge's criteria to progress to the next stage - jury trial. Attorneys for
some of the plaintiffs promised to appeal the ruling. (ENSN980826)

Plant Operates for Ten Years Despite Major Defects
-------------------------------------------------
According to Union of Concerned Scientists (UCS), the Donald C. Cook
nuclear power plant in Michigan has been so riddled with defects for the
last ten years that it would have failed during an accident.  UCS will ask
regulators to assess multimillion-dollar fines against American Electric
Power of Columbus, Ohio, the owner of the plant. Company officials say
there was no major accident at the plant, although they concede that they
have found about 3,000 safety problems since the plant was closed last year
after an NRC inspection. (FP980819)

Russia Plans to Build More Nuclear Reactors
-------------------------------------------------
As part of a strategy to develop civil atomic energy, Russia announced that
it plans to build 16 new nuclear reactors by 2010.  Over that same period
of time, nine reactors will be taken out of service, giving Russia a total
of 36 nuclear reactors. The cost of the program is estimated at $18
billion. (RT980804)

=============================================  
H I S T O R I C A L   N O T E
=============================================  
Johnson Pre-delegated Nuclear Strike Authority to Military
-------------------------------------------------
As we reported in April President Eisenhower approved orders delegating
authority to launch nuclear weapons in emergencies. According to a newly
declassified memo by then-National Security Adviser McGeorge Bundy,
President Johnson continued the pre-delegation authority well beyond the
1950s and into the age of intercontinental ballistic missiles. Military
commanders could launch a nuclear strike against the Soviet Union "without
contacting the president." (AP980901) 
For more, see:
http://www.seas.gwu.edu/nsarchive/news/predelegation2/predel2.htm

===========================================
A C T I O N S    Y O U    C A N    T A K E 
===========================================

1) ==> CALL FOR THE IMMEDIATE AND UNCONDITIONAL RELEASE OF ALEXANDR NIKITIN!
Please write and demand the immediate and unconditional release of
Aleksandr Nikitin, to: Boris Yeltsin, President of the Russian Federation,
Rossiyskaya Federatsiya, g. Moskva, Kreml, Prezisentu Rossiyskoy
Federatsii, Yeltsinu B.N., Russia. Fax: +7095 206 51 73
Please write, asking to publicly criticize Russia's human rights violations
in the Nikitin case, to: Vice President Al Gore, The White House, 1600
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington, DC 20500, Phone: 202-456-2326,
mailto:vice.president@whitehouse.gov 
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2) ==> STOP ALL SUBCRITICAL NUCLEAR TESTS!
Please call the Department of Energy and the White House and your
Congressional representatives and demand to stop all new and modified
nuclear weapons development. President Bill Clinton, 1600 Pennsylvania Ave,
Washington DC 20001, (202) 456-1111; Bill Richardson, Secretary of Energy,
1000 Independence Ave, Washington DC, 20585, phone 202-586-6210; DOE press
office at (202) 586-5806 
For more, see: http://www.shundahai.org/bagpipealert.htm

3) ==> JOIN OUR ACTION ALERT NETWORK: ACT NOW! 
To subscribe to "ACT NOW!" send a message leaving the Subject line empty 
To:majordomo@lists.xmission.com 
Body: subscribe act-now-napf 
  -->  For past action alerts, see: http://www.wagingpeace.org/action.html

4) ==> SIGN THE ABOLITION 2000 INTERNATIONAL PETITION 
http://www.wagingpeace.org/intlpetition.html 

5) ==> FORWARD THIS NEWSLETTER TO A FRIEND 

============================================= 
D A T E S    T O    R E M E M B E R 
============================================= 
1 September 1939: Hitler Germany invades Poland and starts the Second World
War.
17 September 1961: Dag Hammarskjold, second Secretary General of the United
Nations, dies in a plane crash in the Congo while on a peacekeeping mission.  
24 September 1996: Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT), adopted by the UN,
is opened for signature.  

=============================================  
E V E N T S 
============================================= 
September 12
New England Nuclear Abolition 2000 Network Meeting
10 a.m. Unitarian Universalist Church in Sanford, Maine

September 12
Abolition 2000 North California Regional Meeting 10 a.m. to 4 p.m.,
Tri-Valley CAREs' Meeting Room at Livermore Gardens, 5720 East Ave. near
Vasco Rd. For more information contact: Tri-Valley CAREs (925) 443-7148 or
Western States Legal Foundation (510) 839-5877

September 16 
International Day of Peace (Hear the Children)  

September 26 and 27
Symposium: "Recent Studies of Low-Level Radiation and Implications for
Medicine and the Nuclear Industry" at the New York Academy of Medicine, New
York 
For more information contact Standing for Truth About Radiation (STAR), PO
Box 4206, Easthampton, NY  11937, Phone: (516)324-0655; Fax: (516)324-2203;
http://www.noradiaton.org; mailto:Info@noradiation.org
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October 9 
U.S. Abolition 2000 Coordinators Meeting in Chicago, IL
For more information contact Abolition 2000 at (805) 965-3443 or
mailto:a2000@silcom.com

For a current list of more events, please visit our web at:
http://www.wagingpeace.org/events_current.html 

============================================= 
R E S O U R C E S 
============================================= 
All issues of The Sunflower are on the web at:
http://www.wagingpeace.org/the_sunflower.html

BOOKS, REPORTS, STUDIES
---------------------------------------------
*** The Foundation published the Summer 1998 issue of the Waging Peace
Worldwide Journal with articles by Irish Foreign Minister David Andrews,
David Cortright (Pres. of the Fourth Freedom Forum), Stanley Sheinbaum and
Alice Slater.

*** Joseph Rotblat, An Allegiance to Humanity, Waging Peace Booklet # 39

=============================================
F E E D B A C K 
=============================================
"In Helsinki, Finland, about 500 people gathered to commemorate Hiroshima
in the evening of the 6th of August in a park in the center of the town.
Two speakers, MEP Heidi Hautala and chair Kalevi Suomela, told about the
dangers that nuclear weapons based security creates and promoted the
Abolition 2000 campaign. We lighted about 400 lanterns on the water. We
collected signatures to the international Abolition 2000 appeal.
Participants and passers-by signed. We got 702 signatures. It maybe doesn't
sound as a big figure but in Helsinki in two hours it is a lot. There were
smaller events in other locations in Finland, too. I'm sure the Abolition
2000 campaign is more familiar for the Finnish people than it was before
yesterday. We continue in collecting signatures and in inviting other
Finnish NGOs to join the campaign."

  --> PLEASE SEND US YOUR QUESTIONS OR COMMENTS 
  --> mailto:wagingpeace@napf.org 

============================================= 
E D I T O R S 
============================================= 
David Krieger, J.D., Ph.D., Christoph Hanterman, Ph.D. 
Lori Beckwith, Susan Broidy

============================================= 
S P O N S O R 
============================================= 
List service is being sponsored by XMission, 51 East 400 South Suite 200,
Salt Lake City, UT 84111; voice: 801/539-0852 fax: 801/539-0853 URL:
http://www.xmission.com 
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To subscribe, please send an e-mail, leaving the Subject line empty,
To:Majordomo@lists.xmission.com
Body: subscribe sunflower-napf 

-
 To unsubscribe to sunflower-napf, send an email to "majordomo@xmission.com"
 with "unsubscribe sunflower-napf" in the body of the message.
 For information on digests or retrieving files and old messages send
 "help" to the same address.  Do not use quotes in your message.
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Return-Path: <dkimball@clw.org>
Date: Thu, 3 Sep 1998 09:39:55 -0400 (EDT)
X-Sender: dkimball@[204.245.159.2]
To: dkimball@clw.org
From: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
Subject: WP on CTBT PrepCom vote

September 3

TO: Coalition members and friends
FR: Daryl Kimball

RE: Washington Post article FYI

Hope to see you at the CTBT Working Group meeting tomorrow at UCS at 9:30
when we can plan our next moves.

DK

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

                  Support for Test Ban Treaty May Be Lacking:
                  Senate Vote on Funding for Commission Is Well Short of
                  Two-Thirds Majority

                  By Thomas W. Lippman
                  Washington Post Staff Writer
                  Thursday, September 3, 1998; Page A06 

                  In an early test of support for ratification of the
Comprehensive Test Ban
                  Treaty, a Senate vote on Tuesday night indicated that the
Clinton
                  administration's highest arms control priority may be well
short of the
                  two-thirds majority needed for approval.

                  The Senate voted 49 to 44 to approve a $29 million U.S.
contribution next
                  year to the international commission established in Vienna
to monitor
                  compliance with the treaty. Although the measure passed,
treaty opponents
                  said the opposition of 44 senators to the funding
indicates the treaty would
                  not get the 67 votes required for ratification.

                  "Anything less than 67 votes in support of this [funding]
amendment will
                  send a strong signal that the Senate is prepared to reject
this treaty,"
                  Majority Leader Trent Lott (R-Miss.) said before the vote.
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                  The vote adding the $29 million to the fiscal 1999 foreign
aid spending bill
                  generally followed party lines, with most Democrats in
favor and most
                  Republicans opposed.

                  At least one senator who was absent from the vote --
Foreign Relations
                  Committee Chairman Jesse Helms (R-N.C.) -- has indicated
his strong
                  opposition to the test ban treaty.

                  Some Democrats said that if the treaty were presented for
ratification it
                  would be approved, but Republicans said the funding vote
shows that the
                  support for the agreement is clearly insufficient to win
ratification.

                  The 1996 treaty banning all testing of nuclear weapons,
known by the
                  initials CTBT, has been signed by 150 countries and
ratified by 20,
                  according to the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency. The
United
                  States, regardless of ratification, has given up its
nuclear testing program.

                  Ever since India and Pakistan tested nuclear devices in
May, the Clinton
                  administration has been pressing the Senate for action,
arguing that U.S.
                  ratification is essential if India and Pakistan are to be
persuaded to sign.

                  Helms, whose committee has jurisdiction over treaties, has
refused even to
                  hold hearings on it. Helms has said he first wants the
administration to
                  submit for ratification two other major international
agreements, the Kyoto
                  climate control accord and a pact with Russia setting
technical limits on
                  missile defense systems, that he has accused the
administration of illegally
                  holding back because it knows they will be rejected.

                  On one level, the debate over the CTBT reflects the old
Cold War
                  debates about whether paper agreements can replace
military hardware as
                  the basis of national security. Helms, Lott and other GOP
conservatives
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                  want the administration to forgo further international
agreements and
                  concentrate on building a missile defense system to shield
the United States
                  against threats from such nations as Iran and North Korea.

                  Secretary of State Madeleine K. Albright has rejected as
"dangerous
                  nonsense" the argument that continued weapons
proliferation demonstrates
                  the futility of negotiated arms control agreements.
Albright and other
                  administration officials argue that the South Asian tests
demonstrate the
                  urgency of bringing as many countries as possible into the
CTBT
                  framework.

                  But the CTBT contains a provision that makes it vulnerable
to disapproval
                  even by moderates such as Sen. Richard G. Lugar (R-Ind.)
who normally
                  favor arms control. The treaty does not enter into force
until ratified by 44
                  specific countries, including several that are unlikely to
ratify it in the
                  foreseeable future, such as Israel, Iran, North Korea and
India.

                  Even though such widespread ratification is a distant
prospect, however,
                  the signatories are going ahead with the establishment of
a "Preparatory
                  Commission," based in Vienna, that is building a network
of 320 linked
                  monitoring stations around the world to detect possible
violations. The $29
                  million approved by the Senate Tuesday would fund the U.S.
contribution
                  to this "PrepCom" for 1999.

                  Proponents of the funding argued that the monitoring
system would benefit
                  the United States whether the test ban treaty is
eventually approved or not.

                  "Improving our nuclear test monitoring capabilities is
clearly of benefit to
                  the United States, whether you are for or against this
treaty, as well as to
                  the benefit of the world community," said Sen. Joseph R.
Biden Jr.
                  (D-Del.)
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                  "Not only is this function critically important to our
national security, it
                  comes at a bargain price," said Sen. James M. Jeffords
(R-Vt.). "The
                  United States pays only 25 percent of the cost of the
Preparatory
                  Commission. . . . I don't think we can afford to let this
bargain escape us."

                  With President Clinton, Albright and other senior
officials in Moscow, the
                  administration has not commented formally on the Senate vote.

                  One administration official, declining to be quoted by
name, said that "from
                  our perspective, the amounts of money are very modest and that
                  monitoring capability would be a useful complement to what
we are doing
                  now" with existing U.S. intelligence capabilities.

                  The money must still be approved in a House-Senate
conference on the
                  appropriations bill. 
___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
___________________________________
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Return-Path: <OGrabc@aol.com>
From: OGrabc@aol.com
Date: Thu, 3 Sep 1998 09:44:54 EDT
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: CTBT Breakfast

September 3, 1998

Howard W. Hallman
1500 16th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20036

Dear Mr. Hallman,

I am writing to inform you that I will be attending the September 16 breakfast
with Senator James Jeffords to consider the CTBT.  I will be representing the
Rev. Dr. Daniel Weiss, General Secretary of the American Baptist Churches USA.

Sincerely,

Curtis Ramsey-Lucas
Office of Governmental Relations
National Minstries, American Baptist Churches USA
110 Maryland Ave., N.E., Suite 504
Washington DC 20002
(202) 544-3400
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To: ctbt, paexec@igc.org, joe@fcnl.org, kathy@fcnl.org, bmorse@igc.org, armsintern@ucsusa.org, 
tcollina@ucsusa.org 
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Grassroots message on CTBT PrepCom vote
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Colleagues:

After reflecting upon the mostly pessimistic discussion on the Senate vote on CTBT Preparator Committee funding at 
today's meeting of the CTBT Grassroots Group, I decided to take a much more upbeat approach in reaching out to 
United Methodists and others in the religious community.  Attached is a draft alert which I plan to send out tomorrow 
afternoon (Friday, September 4).  It's open to comments and suggestions up until 2:00 p.m.

Shalom,
Howard

###
        Peace/Justice Alert (draft)
        from Methodists United for Peace with Justice

 VICTORY FOR CTBT AND A CHALLENGE

 On September 1 the U.S. Senate voted 49-44 to appropriate $29 million for the U.S. share of the Comprehensive 
Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) Preparatory Commission budget.   The Preparatory Commission will function until the treaty 
enters into force and a CTBT Organization becomes operative.   The main task of the Preparatory Commission is to 
develop and construct a verification regime for the treaty, including an International Data Center and an International 
Monitoring System.  The verification regime will include a global network of seismological, radionuclide, 
hydroacoustic, and infrasound stations supplement by highly intrusive on-site inspections.   Many consider this 
arrangement to be in the best interests of the United States.   

 The Foreign Operations Subcommittee of the Senate Appropriations Committee rejected a request from President 
Clinton to fund the CTBT Preparatory Commission.  The vote restored the funds.   The bill now goes to a House-Senate 
Conference Committee.

 Voting to restore the CTBT Preparatory Commission were 42 Democrats and 7 Republicans, including Senators 
Bennett (UT), Campbell (CO), Chafee (RI), D'Amato (NY), Jeffords (VT), Specter (PA), and Stevens (AK).  Forty-four 
Republicans voted "no".  Not voting were three Democrats, Bingaman (NM), Glenn (OH), and Inouye (HI), and four 
Republicans, Domenici (NM), Gramm (TX), Helms (NC), and Murkowski (AK).  Senate Majority Leader Trent Lott 
tried to make this a party-line vote, but enough Republicans voted with Democrats to provide a favorable outcome.

 Some analysts claim that the vote reveals that the Senate lacks the 67 votes necessary to achieve ratification of the 
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.  However, other factors were present in this vote.  Some senators were skeptical of 
providing funds for a treaty not yet in force.  Some don't like to support international organizations.  A number of 
Senators favorable to ratification or leaning in that direction responded to Senator Lott's plea for party loyalty.

 The challenge is to build on this modest victory by getting Republican senators who voted "no" on this 
appropriation measure to make a public commitment to support Senate ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban 
Treaty.  It should be noted that among the seven Republicans who voted for the appropriation, four are up for election 
this year.  They seem to recognize the strong public support the CTBT.

 What you can do.    If your senator voted for the appropriations, thank him or her for the favorable vote.  Give 
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particular attention and praise to the seven Republicans voting "yes".  If your senator voted "no", contact him or her and 
express your disappointment for the vote against setting up a CTBT verification system.   Stress the importance of the 
CTBT to the security of the United States by halting global testing of nuclear weapons.  Remind the senator that three-
fourths of the American public, including similar proportions of Republicans, Democrats, and Independents favor treaty 
ratification.  Indicate that this important measure should be treated as a bipartisan concern and not brought into partisan 
politics.  Ask your senator to speak favorable for Senate ratification of the CTBT.  Send a similar message to senators 
who didn't vote on this appropriations measure.   Get other persons in your network to get in touch with their senators.
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Return-Path: <dkimball@clw.org>
Date: Thu, 3 Sep 1998 17:59:26 -0400 (EDT)
X-Sender: dkimball@[204.245.159.2]
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
From: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
Subject: Re: Grassroots message on CTBT PrepCom vote

Howard:

I think your message is right on. I hope others choose to send similar messages.

DK

>Dear Colleagues:
>
>After reflecting upon the mostly pessimistic discussion on the Senate vote
>on CTBT Preparator Committee funding at today's meeting of the CTBT
>Grassroots Group, I decided to take a much more upbeat approach in reaching
>out to United Methodists and others in the religious community.  Attached is
>a draft alert which I plan to send out tomorrow afternoon (Friday, September
>4).  It's open to comments and suggestions up until 2:00 p.m.
>
>Shalom,
>Howard
>
>###
>        Peace/Justice Alert (draft)
>        from Methodists United for Peace with Justice
>
> VICTORY FOR CTBT AND A CHALLENGE
>
> On September 1 the U.S. Senate voted 49-44 to appropriate $29 million for
>the U.S. share of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) Preparatory
>Commission budget.   The Preparatory Commission will function until the
>treaty enters into force and a CTBT Organization becomes operative.   The
>main task of the Preparatory Commission is to develop and construct a
>verification regime for the treaty, including an International Data Center
>and an International Monitoring System.  The verification regime will
>include a global network of seismological, radionuclide, hydroacoustic, and
>infrasound stations supplement by highly intrusive on-site inspections.
>Many consider this arrangement to be in the best interests of the United
>States.   
>
> The Foreign Operations Subcommittee of the Senate Appropriations Committee
>rejected a request from President Clinton to fund the CTBT Preparatory
>Commission.  The vote restored the funds.   The bill now goes to a
>House-Senate Conference Committee.
>
> Voting to restore the CTBT Preparatory Commission were 42 Democrats and 7
>Republicans, including Senators Bennett (UT), Campbell (CO), Chafee (RI),
>D'Amato (NY), Jeffords (VT), Specter (PA), and Stevens (AK).  Forty-four
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>Republicans voted "no".  Not voting were three Democrats, Bingaman (NM),
>Glenn (OH), and Inouye (HI), and four Republicans, Domenici (NM), Gramm
>(TX), Helms (NC), and Murkowski (AK).  Senate Majority Leader Trent Lott
>tried to make this a party-line vote, but enough Republicans voted with
>Democrats to provide a favorable outcome.
>
> Some analysts claim that the vote reveals that the Senate lacks the 67
>votes necessary to achieve ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban
>Treaty.  However, other factors were present in this vote.  Some senators
>were skeptical of providing funds for a treaty not yet in force.  Some don't
>like to support international organizations.  A number of Senators favorable
>to ratification or leaning in that direction responded to Senator Lott's
>plea for party loyalty.
>
> The challenge is to build on this modest victory by getting Republican
>senators who voted "no" on this appropriation measure to make a public
>commitment to support Senate ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban
>Treaty.  It should be noted that among the seven Republicans who voted for
>the appropriation, four are up for election this year.  They seem to
>recognize the strong public support the CTBT.
>
> What you can do.    If your senator voted for the appropriations, thank him
>or her for the favorable vote.  Give particular attention and praise to the
>seven Republicans voting "yes".  If your senator voted "no", contact him or
>her and express your disappointment for the vote against setting up a CTBT
>verification system.   Stress the importance of the CTBT to the security of
>the United States by halting global testing of nuclear weapons.  Remind the
>senator that three-fourths of the American public, including similar
>proportions of Republicans, Democrats, and Independents favor treaty
>ratification.  Indicate that this important measure should be treated as a
>bipartisan concern and not brought into partisan politics.  Ask your senator
>to speak favorable for Senate ratification of the CTBT.  Send a similar
>message to senators who didn't vote on this appropriations measure.   Get
>other persons in your network to get in touch with their senators.
>
>Howard W. Hallman, Chair
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice
>1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
>Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
>
>Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
>laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination. 
>
>
___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
___________________________________
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Return-Path: <owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org>
Date: Fri, 04 Sep 1998 16:23:22 +0200
From: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>
To: pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Subject: pov-l: Additional resources on non-violence and training for conflict
 resolution
Sender: owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Reply-To: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>
X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by igc7.igc.org id HAA09652

------------------------  Start of message from list: pov-l ---->

Additional Resources: (in English et en francais)

Videos

*Out of the Ashes: Northern Ireland's Fragile Peace*
A one-hour PBS documentary on the evolution of Northern Ireland from
the violence of the Civil Rights Movement toward a cautious peace.
(Study guide available in the fall.) First in a series exploring how religion
is implicated in regional violence and how churches in particular, as well
as mosques, synagogues, etc., can be avenues toward reconciliation.
Price: US$29.95
Available in NTSC or PAL.
Order from:
Boston Theological Institute (BTI)
210 Herrick Road
Newton Centre, MA 02159
USA
Phone: +1-617-557-4880
Fax: +1-617-527-1073

*La non-violence, une force*
La non-violence est presentee a la fois comme une philosophie qui donne
sens a l'histoire des hommes et comme une strategie fondee sur la
non-cooperation avec l'injustice. Pour faire face aux defis du troisieme
millenaire, il est urgent, tout en reconnaissant la realite et la necessite du
conflict, de delegitimer la violence et de developper une culture de
non-violence.
Prix: 150 FF, plus frais de port (US$25 plus $5 postage)
Duree: 25 minutes
Diffusion:
L'Institut de recherch sur la Resolution Non-violente des Conflits (IRNC)
4, rue de la Vieille Cour
59 223 Roncq
France
Tel: +33-3 20 03 15 88
Internet: http://www.mygale.org/07/irnc

Book
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*Open Hands*
Unanimously and comprehensively, writers with a wealth of experience
in the field of reconciliation refute the myth that reconciliation is a cheap
or easy option. But ultimately it is the only option. And it is God's option.
Writers include: Desmond Tutu, Barbara Butler, Paul Oestriecher, Adam
Curle, Keith Clements, Roger Williamson, Elizabeth Salter, Kathryn Spink,
Kenneth Greet, Cyril Okorocha, John McConnell, B.J. Prashantam,
Livingstone Ngwewu, Clive Larkin, Kenneth Ross, Michael Ipgrave,
Adrian Hastings, Derick Wilson, Akuila Yabaki, Marigold Best, Pamela
Hussey, Marcella Althaus-Reid, and Aldo M. Etchegoyen. Edited by
Barbara Butler, Executive Secretary of Christians Aware.
Price: 16.99
Order from:Kevin Mayhew Ltd
Rattlesden
Bury St. Edmunds
Suffolk IP30 0SZ
U.K.

Training Manual

*Conflict Transformation by Peaceful Means (the Transcend Method)* by
John Galtung
Prepared by the Crisis Environments Training Initiative (CETI) and the
Disaster Management Training Programme of the United Nations.
Mini-version now available, with the full-version in progress as well as
translations into French, Spanish, Russian, Arabic and Chinese. CETI is
also working on putting the manual and notices of other conflict
resolution resources and training events on the Web at
http://www.reliefweb.int  as well as making a network of trainers
available.
For single copies and more information, contact:
Jon Ebersole
Crisis Environments Training Initiative
International Peace and Security Training Cluster
United Nations Staff College Project
Palais des Nations, P.S. 1039
1211 Geneva 10
Switzerland
Phone: +41-22-788-6381
Fax: +41-22-788 6389
Email: ceti@dha.unicc.org

------------------------  End of message from list: pov-l  ---->
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To: relctbt
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Update on CTBT activities
Cc: ctbt
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Colleagues:

1. A reminder that the interfaith group working for CTBT ratification will meet from 1:00 to 2:30 p.m., Tuesday, 
September 8 at the Mott House, 122 Maryland Avenue, NE.  (Note the change from our usual meeting place.)  We will 
discuss (a) plans for the breakfast with Senator Jeffords on September 16 and (b) what we should be doing on the CTBT 
during the next five weeks until Congress adjourns.

2.  We're okay with Senator Jeffords for  breakfast on September  16.  It will run from 8:30 to 10:00 a.m. at the Mott 
House.  Senator Jeffords will be there from 9:00 to 9:30.  We will devote the final half hour to strategy discussion.  As 
we have previously indicated, there will be an opportunity to have activists from around the country listen in through a 
toll-free number.  This can be individuals or groups meeting together.  So tell your activists in key states about this 
opportunity.  We'll talk more about it on the 8th.  If you want further information, please contact Walter Owensby at 202 
543-1126 or Marie Rietmann at 202 833-2020.

3.  You probably read in the paper that the Senate approved funding of the CBTB Preparatory Commission by a vote for 
49-44.  This came up so fast that we didn't have time to mobilize support.   Although the Post writer accepted Senator 
Lott's analysis that the vote showed lack of a two-thirds majority for CTBT ratification, I believe that we should identify 
this as a CTBT victory but also a challenge to gain more support for the treaty in the Senate.   I have done this in the 
attached alert that I am sending out.  I encourage all of you to contact your grassroots, have them praise the seven 
Republicans who voted "yes", and have them express disappointment to those who voted "no".   We'll talk more about 
this on Tuesday the 8th

Shalom,
Howard

###

        Peace/Justice Alert from Methodists United for Peace with Justice

 VICTORY FOR CTBT AND A CHALLENGE

 On September 1 the U.S. Senate voted 49-44 to appropriate $29 million for the U.S. share of the Comprehensive 
Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) Preparatory Commission budget.   The Preparatory Commission will function until the treaty 
enters into force and a CTBT Organization becomes operative.   The main task of the Preparatory Commission is to 
develop and construct a verification regime for the treaty, including an International Data Center and an International 
Monitoring System.  The verification regime will include a global network of seismological, radionuclide, 
hydroacoustic, and infrasound stations supplement by highly intrusive on-site inspections.   Many consider this 
arrangement to be in the best interests of the United States.   

 The Foreign Operations Subcommittee of the Senate Appropriations Committee rejected a request from President 
Clinton to fund the CTBT Preparatory Commission.  The vote restored the funds.  Voting for the appropriation were 42 
Democrats and 7 Republicans, including Senators Bennett (UT), Campbell (CO), Chafee (RI), D'Amato (NY), Jeffords 
(VT), Specter (PA), and Stevens (AK).  Forty-four Republicans voted "no".  Not voting were three Democrats, 
Bingaman (NM), Glenn (OH), and Inouye (HI), and four Republicans, Domenici (NM), Gramm (TX), Helms (NC), and 
Murkowski (AK).  Senate Majority Leader Trent Lott tried to make this a party-line vote, but enough Republicans voted 
with Democrats to provide a favorable outcome.
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 Some analysts claim that the vote reveals that the Senate lacks the 67 votes necessary to achieve ratification of the 
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.  However, other factors were present in this vote.  Some senators were skeptical of 
providing funds for a treaty not yet in force.  Some don't like to support international organizations.  A number of 
Senators favorable to ratification or leaning in that direction responded to Senator Lott's plea for party loyalty.

 The challenge is to build on this modest victory by getting Republican senators who voted "no" on this 
appropriation measure to make a public commitment to support Senate ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban 
Treaty.  It should be noted that among the seven Republicans who voted for the appropriation, four are up for election 
this year.  They seem to recognize the strong public support the CTBT.

 What you can do.    If your senator voted for the appropriation, thank him or her for the favorable vote.  Give 
particular attention and praise to the seven Republicans voting "yes".  If your senator voted "no", contact him or her and 
express your disappointment for the vote against setting up a CTBT verification system.   Stress the importance of the 
CTBT to the security of the United States by halting global testing of nuclear weapons.  Remind the senator that three-
fourths of the American public, including similar proportions of Republicans, Democrats, and Independents favor treaty 
ratification.  Indicate that this important measure should be treated as a bipartisan concern and not brought into partisan 
politics.  Ask your senator to speak favorable for Senate ratification of the CTBT.  Send a similar message to senators 
who didn't vote on this appropriation measure.   Get other persons in your network to get in touch with their senators.
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Fri, 04 Sep 1998 15:27:02 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: btiller@psr.org
Subject: De-alerting sign-on

Thanks to one and all who signed the de-alerting letter to Clinton and
Yeltsin.  Your support and participation are appreciated.  Although we
did not get all that we asked for, we did something valuable by raising
the issue and opening up the discussion a bit.  Let's keep on pushing
for de-alerting as one of the many steps toward abolition.

Below is the final version, which was sent to both presidents on August
26th.  If you need hard copy for your files, let me know and I will send
it by snail mail.  If I don't hear from you, I will assume that this
e-mail version is sufficient for you.

Thank you again.
Shalom from Howard Hallman and me,
Bob Tiller
---------------------------------------------------------

August 26, 1998

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

The Honorable Boris Yeltsin
The Kremlin
Moscow, Russia

Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin:

When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a
course so that Earth may enter the new millennium with all nuclear
weapons taken off high alert status.  One straightforward method to
accomplish this would be to separate warheads from their delivery
vehicles and place them in secure storage.

We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the
de-alerting process no later than January 1999 and complete the task no
later than December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United
Kingdom, France, and China so that they will likewise take their nuclear
arsenals off alert within that time frame.

With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia,
the United Kingdom, France, and China maintain peaceful relations and
carefully avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five nations live in a
condition of nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or
unauthorized launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face
the risk of attack by missiles launched on warning due to
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miscommunication or misinterpretation of data.  By removing these
dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially enhance the national
security of all the nuclear weapon states.

Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out
through executive action.  This is what your predecessors, President
George Bush and President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in the fall of 1991
when they reduced the alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable
number of intercontinental ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a
positive step when you agreed to stop aiming strategic missiles at each
other's country.   It is well within the purview of executive authority
to move now to de-alerting your respective nuclear arsenals.

De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including
the Canberra Commission (1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals
leaders from around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences
in the United States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders,
including 47 past and present heads of states and prime ministers
(1998), and the recent New Agenda Declaration by the foreign ministers
of Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa,
and Sweden (1998).  This approach also has the support of a variety of
religious bodies and numerous non-governmental organizations.

De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would
like to enter the new millennium free from the fear of nuclear
destruction.   We hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity
to lead the world in this direction.

Sincerely yours,

Organizations from the United States

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

Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
Physicians for Social Responsibility

Joe Volk, Executive Secretary
Friends Committee on National Legislation (Quakers)

Donnan Runkel, Executive Director
Peace Links

Christopher Ney, Disarmament Coordinator
War Resisters League

Anne Anderson, National Coordinator
Psychologists for Social Responsibility

Ellen Thomas
Proposition One Committee

Paul F. Walker, Ph.D., President
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Veterans for Peace
    
Robin Caiola, Executive Director
20/20 Vision

Michael Mariotte, Executive Director
Nuclear Information and Resource Service

Gordon S. Clark, Executive Director
Peace Action

Susan Shaer, Executive Director
Women's Action for New Directions

Daniel Plesch, Director
British-American Security Information Council

John Isaacs
Council for a Livable World

Tim Barner
World Federalist Association

David Krieger, President
Nuclear Age Peace Foundation

Clayton Ramey
Fellowship of Reconciliation

Mary H. Miller, Executive Secretary, and Rev. David Selzer, Chair
Episcopal Peace Fellowship

Marie Dennis, Director
Maryknoll Office for Global Concerns

Jay Lintner, Director, Washington Office
United Church of Christ, Office for Church in Society

Curtis Ramsey-Lucas, Director of Legislative Advocacy
National Ministries, American Baptist Churches

Bishop Walter F. Sullivan, President
Pax Christi USA

Margaret N. Spallone, Recording Secretary
Abolition 2000 Working Group of the Philadelphia Yearly Meeting of the
Religious Society of Friends

L.William Yolton, Executive Secretary
Presbyterian Peace Fellowship

Kathy Thornton, RSM, National Coordinator
NETWORK: A National Catholic Social Justice Lobby
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Rev. Robert Moore, Executive Director
Coalition for Peace Action (New Jersey)

Ralph Hutchison, Coordinator
Oak Ridge Environmental Peace Alliance (Tennessee)

Marylia Kelley, Executive Director
Tri-Valley CAREs (California)

Byron Plumley, Disarmament Program Director
American Friends Service Committee (Colorado Office)

Greg Mello
Los Alamos Study Group (New Mexico)

David Buer, Interim Director
The Nevada Desert Experience (Nevada)

Jonathan Parfrey, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Los Angeles

Wayne Shandera, MD
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Houston

Peter Wilk, MD, Co-President
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Maine

Ed Arnold, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Atlanta

Robert M. Gould, MD, President
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Greater San Francisco Bay Area

Herbert M. Perr, MD
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Nassau County

Jennifer Aldrich, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Oregon

Wendy Perron, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/New York City

Josiah Hill III, PA, President
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Oregon

Daniel Kerlinsky, MD
Physicians for Social Responsibility/New Mexico

Martin Fleck, Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility/Washington

Wells R. Staley-Mays, Director
Peace Action/ Maine and Physicians for Social Responsibility/Maine
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Jonathan M. Haber
Action Site to Stop Cassini Earth Flyby (Massachusetts)

Harry Rogers, Nuclear Issues Coordinator
Carolina Peace Resource Center (South Carolina)

Organizations from other nations

John Hallam
Friends of the Earth
Australia

Zohl de Ishtar
Women for a Nuclear Free and Independent Pacific
International Peace Bureau
Australia

Graham Daniell
People for Nuclear Disarmament
Western Australia

Babs Fuller-Quinn, Coordinator
Australian Peace Committee (National Office)
Australia

Irene Gale, Secretary
Australian Peace Committee (South Australian Branch)
Australia

Pauline Mitchell, Secretary
Campaign for International Cooperation and Disarmament
Australia

Debbie Grisdale, Executive Director
Physicians for Global Survival
Canada

Norman Abbey, Director
Nanoose Conversion Campaign
Canada

Joanna Miller
Project Ploughshares
Canada 

Peter Coombes, President
End the Arms Race
Canada

Caterina Lindman, Chair
St. Jerome's University Social Justice Committee,
Canada
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Peter G. Rasmussen, Co-chairperson
Pax Christi
Denmark

Laura Lodenius, Press Secretary
Peace Union of Finland
Finland

Malla Kantola, Secretary General
Committee of 100
Finland

Regina Hagen
Darmstaedter Friedensforum
Germany

David Wakim, Chairperson
Pax Christi Trust
Aotearoa-New Zealand

Kate Dewes, Vice President
International Peace Bureau
Aotearoa-New Zealand

Professor Bent Natvig
Science and Responsibility in the Nuclear Age
Norway

Bengt Lindell, Secretary
Swedish Physicians Against Nuclear Weapons (SLMK)
Sweden

Commander Robert Green RN (Ret'd), Chair
World Court Project
United Kingdom

Anni Rainbow and Lindis Percy
Campaign for the Accountability of American Bases
United Kingdom

George Farebrother, Secretary
World Court Project UK 
United Kingdom

Dave Knight, Chair
Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament
United Kingdom

Please address replies to:

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

Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs
Physicians for Social Responsibility
1101 14th Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20005
USA
Phone 202-898-0150, ext. 220
Fax 202-898-0172
E-mail:  btiller@psr.org
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com>
Date: Fri, 04 Sep 1998 14:45:42 -0500
From: Mark Mebane <mmebane@fourthfreedom.org>
Organization: Fourth Freedom Forum
To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com
Subject: (abolition-usa) posting
Sender: owner-abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com
Reply-To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com

September 3, 1998

Dear Friends:

 October 9th and 10th are exciting days in the emerging movement for the
abolition of nuclear weapons.  You are invited to participate in a
meeting in Chicago on Friday, October 9th to help build a strong U.S.
abolition campaign.  The meeting will take place on the 8th floor of the
DePaul Center, 1 East Jackson Blvd in downtown Chicago from 10:00 a.m.
to 5:00 p.m. 

 The proposed campaign will operate within the context of the
international Abolition 2000 network.  The goal is to build a grassroots
movement to pressure the U.S. political system for nuclear weapons
abolition.

 The October 9 meeting will evaluate the need for a U.S. abolition
campaign and develop specific program proposals for joint opportunities,
strategies, and activities in which participating groups can cooperate. 
We will also discuss structural questions related to the creation of a
U.S. campaign. 

 The envisioned campaign will be broadly inclusive and will attempt to
bring together all those who favor rapid denuclearization and the
elimination of nuclear weapons.  The short term goal over the next two
years will be to inject the nuclear issue into the political debates
leading up to 2000.  The long term objective will be to win U.S.
political support for rapid nuclear weapons reduction and elimination.  

 The October 9 meeting is planned to coincide with the Midwest
Conference on Nuclear Weapons Abolition that will take place in Chicago
the following day, October 10.  For more information regarding this
meeting please contact Debby Reelitz-Bell or Kevin Martin at the numbers
listed below.  We hope you will not only attend the organizing meeting
but also stay to participate in the October 10 conference.  

 A draft agenda for the October 9 meeting is attached.  We encourage you
to submit suggestions and proposals for campaign strategies and
activities that can be discussed on October 9.  Please use the Abolition
2000 U.S. list serve at 
abolition-usa@xmission.com  If you are not on e-mail and wish to
circulate a proposal in writing, please send it to the Fourth Freedom
Forum for forwarding to others.
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 A few words about logistics: the DePaul Center, the site for both days'
events, is conveniently located in downtown Chicago at the corner of
State St. and Jackson Blvd., and is easily accessible by public
transit.  To confirm your attendance, or for assistance with lodging or
transportation, please call Debby Reelitz-Bell at 847/266-1525 or Kevin
Martin at 312/939-3316.

 The invitation to the October 9 meeting is open to all groups and
individuals who share our common commitment to working for nuclear
weapons abolition.  We encourage you to spread the word and to bring
others with you to the October 9  meeting.

 Please join us October 9th and 10th for what we hope will be important
events toward the realization of our common goal, a world without
nuclear weapons.  Thank you.

Kevin Martin, Illinois Peace Action
Debby Reelitz-Bell, Illinois Peace Action 
Robert K. Musil, Physicians for Social Responsibility
Jackie Cabasso, Western States Legal Foundation
Alice Slater, Global Resource Action Center for the Environment (GRACE)
Pamela Meidell, Atomic Mirror
David Cortright, Fourth Freedom Forum

Draft Agenda

 October 9 Organizing Meeting on a
 U.S. Campaign for Nuclear Weapons Abolition

1. Opening remarks

 Jackie Cabasso
 Jonathan Schell

2. Update on process and discussions to date

 Alice Slater
 David Cortright

3. Introductions and reports on regional and local activities

4. Discussion of opportunities for joint strategies and activities

 * calendar of upcoming events and opportunities
 * proposals for specific activities and programs 

5. Questions of structure, accountability, and future communications and
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meetings

-
 To unsubscribe to abolition-usa, send an email to "majordomo@xmission.com"
 with "unsubscribe abolition-usa" in the body of the message.
 For information on digests or retrieving files and old messages send
 "help" to the same address.  Do not use quotes in your message.
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To: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>, mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: e-mail
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 05:46 PM 9/4/98 -0400, Bob Tiller wrote:
>Howard,
>
>I attempted to send the de-alerting sign-on by e-mail to Harry Rogers at
>this address which you gave me --------- hrogers@mindspring.com
>
>However, it came back as undeliverable.  Could you check and see if
>there is an error in the address, and let me know?  Thanks.
>
>Shalom,
>BT
>
>Bob,
The correct address is cprcrogers@mindspring.com, which is the one on the "from" line of his e-mail message.  The one 
I sent you was at the bottom of the message and is apparently erroneous.

Howard
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date: Sat, 5 Sep 1998 12:02:36 -0400 (EDT)
From: Jan Lonn <jlonn@undp.org>
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: Non-aligned summit call for world conference to abolish nuclear weapons
To: abolition-caucus@igc.org

Non-aligned summit call for world conference to abolish nuclear weapons.

Nuclear disarmament was one of the important issues discussed at the
Non-Aligned Summit in Durban, South Africa,  2-3 September 1998. A new
inititiative that was agreed in the final document of the summit on
proposal of India was the convening of an international conference,
preferably
in 1999, with the objective of arriving at an agreement, before the end of
this millennium on a phased program for the complete elimination of
nuclear weapons with a specified framework of time
to eliminate all nuclear weapons, to prohibit their development,
production, acquisition, testing, stockpiling, transfer, use and threat of
use, and to provide for their destruction.

The call for such a world conference should have the full support of
Abolition 2000 and be a major focus of our activities, in particular in
preparation of the forthcoming UN General Assembly session. Campaigning
for such a world conference would no doubt help help to accelerate the
pressure on the nuclearists now at the turn of the new millenium.

Below find the full text of the section on disarmament and international
security in the Final document of the 12th summit of the Non-Aligned
Movement:

  DISARMAMENT AND INTERNATIONAL SECURITY:
     The Heads of State or Government reiterated that with the end of the
       cold war, there is no justification for the maintenance of nuclear
       arsenals, or concepts of international security based on promoting
       and developing military alliances and policies of nuclear
       deterrence. They noted and welcomed the various international
       initiatives, which stress that with the end of the cold war the
       opportunity now exists for the international community to pursue
       nuclear disarmament as a matter of the highest priority. They also
       noted that the present situation whereby Nuclear Weapon States
       insist that nuclear weapons provide unique security benefits, and
       yet monopolise the right to own them, is highly discriminatory,
       unstable and cannot be sustained. These weapons continued to
       represent a threat to the survival of the mankind. The Heads of
       State or Government recalled their principled positions on nuclear
       disarmament and the related issues of nuclear non-proliferation
       and nuclear tests. They expressed their concern at the slow pace
       of progress towards nuclear disarmament, which constitutes their
       primary disarmament objective. They noted the complexities arising
       from nuclear tests in South Asia, which underlined the need to
       work even harder to achieve their disarmament objectives,
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       including elimination of nuclear weapons. They considered
       positively the commitment by the parties concerned in the region
       to exercise restraint, which contributes to regional security, to
       discontinue nuclear tests and not to transfer nuclear
       weapons-related material, equipment and technology. They further
       stressed the significance of universal adherence to the CTBT,
       including by all Nuclear Weapon States, and commencement of
       negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament on fissile materials
       (decision CD/1547), which, inter-alia, should accelerate the
       process of nuclear disarmament. They also stressed their positions
       against unilateral, coercive or discriminatory measures which have
       been applied against Non-Aligned countries. They reiterated the
       need for bilateral dialogue to secure peaceful solutions on all
       outstanding issues and the promotion of confidence and security
       building measures and mutual trust. They recalled that the
       Cartagena Summit had called for the adoption of an action plan for
       the elimination of nuclear weapons within a time-bound framework.
       They once again called upon the international community to join
       them in negotiating and implementing universal, non-discriminatory
       disarmament measures and mutually agreed confidence-building
       measures. They called for an international conference, preferably
       in 1999, with the objective of arriving at an agreement, before
       the end of this millennium on a phased program for the complete
       elimination of nuclear weapons with a specified framework of time
       to eliminate all nuclear weapons, to prohibit their development,
       production, acquisition, testing, stockpiling, transfer, use and
       threat of use, and to provide for their destruction.
   102. The Heads of State or Government reiterated their call on the
       Conference on Disarmament to establish, as the highest priority,
       an ad hoc committee to start in 1998 negotiations on a phased
       programme for the complete elimination of nuclear weapons with a
       specified framework of time, including a Nuclear Weapons
       Convention. The Conference on Disarmament shall take into
       consideration all relevant views and proposals, regarding this
       issue that have been submitted to it. They also insisted on the
       need to conclude a universal and legally binding multilateral
       agreement committing all States to the complete elimination of
       nuclear weapons. In this context they regretted that some nuclear
       weapons states had adopted inflexible postures which prevented the
       Conference on Disarmament from commencing these negotiations. They
       underscored the flexibility, which on the other hand has been
       demonstrated by the members of the Non-Aligned Movement, members
       of the Conference on Disarmament, in accepting the proposal to
       establish an ad hoc committee under item 1of the Conference on
       Disarmament's agenda to negotiate a convention on the prohibition
       of the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other
       nuclear explosive devices. They emphasised that this flexibility
       should be reciprocated by others through their agreement on the
       establishment of an ad hoc committee on nuclear disarmament as
       well as during the course of the negotiations in the Conference on
       Disarmament on fissile materials (Decision CD/1547).
   103. In this connection, the Heads of State or Government reiterated
       that a number of Non-Aligned Movement countries had taken
       collective initiatives at the United Nations General Assembly
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       sessions to underscore the need for urgent action in the field of
       nuclear disarmament, as mandated by the Cartagena Summit. They
       recognised all of the constructive and useful proposals put
       forward by members of the Non-Aligned Movement in the Conference
       on Disarmament on the establishment of an Ad Hoc Committee on
       nuclear disarmament including the useful work done by Non-Aligned
       Movement members of the Conference on Disarmament in developing a
       Programme of Action for the Elimination of Nuclear Weapons within
       a time-bound framework. The Heads of State or Government took note
       of the Declaration issued on 9 June 1998 entitled - "Towards a
       World Free of Nuclear Weapons: Time for a New Agenda", supported
       and responded to by a number of States including by some members
       of the Non-Aligned Movement They recognised that this declaration
       as well as all other initiatives which have consistently been
       proposed by the Movement and its members are contributions to the
       goal of the complete elimination of nuclear weapons and called
       upon the Nuclear Weapon States to react positively to these
       initiatives.
   104. The Heads of State or Government expressed concern over the
       failure of the nuclear weapon States to demonstrate a genuine
       commitment with regard to complete nuclear disarmament, and to
       provide universal, unconditional, and legally binding negative
       security assurances to all non-nuclear weapon States, and urged
       the nuclear weapon States to immediately commence and conclude
       without delay negotiations on these assurances.
   105. The Heads of State or Government noted the establishment of an ad
       hoc Committee on effective international arrangements to assure
       non-nuclear weapon States against the use or the threat of use of
       nuclear weapons in the Conference on Disarmament to negotiate
       universal, unconditional and legally binding assurances to all
       non-nuclear weapon States. In this context, they expressed their
       conviction that efforts for the conclusion of a universal,
       unconditional and legally binding instrument on security
       assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States should be pursued as a
       matter of priority by the members of the Non-Aligned Movement.
   106. The Heads of State or Government commend the establishment in the
       Conference on Disarmament of an ad hoc committee, under agenda
       item 1, entitled "The cessation of the nuclear arms race and
       nuclear disarmament", to negotiate a convention on the prohibition
       of the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other
       nuclear explosive devices and believe that the proposed convention
       must constitute a nuclear disarmament measure and not only a
       non-proliferation measure, and must be an integral step leading to
       the total elimination of nuclear weapons. The treaty should also
       promote international cooperation in the peaceful uses of nuclear
       energy and should not hinder access to nuclear technology,
       equipment and material for peaceful purposes by developing
       countries.
   107. The Heads of State or Government reiterated their conviction of
       the validity of the unanimous conclusion of the Advisory Opinion
       of the International Court of Justice 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", and recognised
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       that the unanimous conclusion contained in the International Court
       of Justices' Advisory Opinion has identified existing
       international law obligations. In this connection, they reiterated
       their call upon all States to immediately fulfil that obligation
       by commencing multilateral negotiations leading to an earl
       conclusion of a nuclear weapons convention prohibiting the
       development, production, testing, deployment, stockpiling,
       transfer, threat or use of threat of nuclear weapons and providing
       for their elimination.
   108. The Heads of State or Government noted with concern that undue
       restrictions on exports to developing countries of material,
       equipment and technology, for peaceful purposes persist. They
       emphasised that proliferation concerns are best addressed through
       multilaterally negotiated, universal, comprehensive and
       non-discriminatory agreements. Non-proliferation control
       arrangements should be transparent and open to participation by
       all States, and should ensure that they do not impose restrictions
       on access to material, equipment and technology for peaceful
       purposes required by developing countries for their continued
       development. In this regard they also expressed their strong
       rejection of attempts by any member State to use the International
       Atomic Energy Agency's (IAEA) technical cooperation programme as a
       tool for political purposes in violation of the IAEA's Statute.
   109. Consistent with the decisions taken by the 1995 Review and
       Extension Conference of Parties to the Treaty on the
       Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), the Heads of State or
       Government of States party to the NPT called upon all States
       party, particularly the nuclear weapon States, to fulfil their
       commitments, particularly those related to Article VI of the
       Treaty. They also emphasised the need to ensure and facilitate the
       exercise of the inalienable right of all States to develop,
       produce and use nuclear energy for peaceful purposes without
       discrimination under IAEA safeguards. Undertakings to facilitate
       participation in the fullest possible exchange of equipment,
       material and scientific and technological information for the
       peaceful uses of nuclear energy should be fully implemented.
   110. The Heads of State or Government of States party to the NPT took
       note with regret at the outcome of the deliberations of the Second
       Preparatory Committee held in Geneva from 27 April to 8 May, 1998.
       They further regretted that the Committee could not achieve a
       substantive result due to the insistence of one delegation to
       support the nuclear policies of a non-party to the NPT. They
       called upon the Preparatory Committees up to and including the
       2000 Review Conference of the NPT to engage immediately, in good
       faith, in substantive work for the speedy and meaningful
       implementation of the obligations under the Treaty and the
       commitments in the 1995 Principles and Objectives document, and
       the resolution on Middle East. In this respect they further called
       upon the Preparatory Committee to make specific time available at
       its future sessions to deliberate on the practical steps for
       systematic and progressive efforts to eliminate nuclear weapons
       and for the 2000 NPT Review Conference to establish a subsidiary
       body to its Main Committee to deliberate on the practical steps
       for systematic and progressive efforts to eliminate nuclear
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       weapons. The Heads of State or Government parties to the NPT,
       called for the establishment of a subsidiary body to its Main
       Committee II to consider and recommend proposals on the
       implementation of the resolution on the Middle East adopted by the
       1995 Review and Extension Conference of the NPT.
   111. The Heads of State or Government Parties to the Treaty on the
       Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons also called for the creation
       of an open-ended standing committee which would work
       intersessionally, to follow up recommendations concerning the
       implementation of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
       Weapons which would be agreed to at the Treaty's 2000 Review
       Conference.
   112. The Heads of State or Government of State signatory to the
       Comprehensive Nuclear Test-Ban Treaty expressed their satisfaction
       that 139 States have signed the Treaty and 14 States have ratified
       it thus far. They further expressed their general satisfaction at
       the progress of establishing the international verification system
       thusfar. They agreed that if the objectives of the Treaty were to
       be fully realised, the continued commitment of all State
       signatories, especially the nuclear weapon States, to nuclear
       disarmament would be essential.
   113. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed the inviolability of
       peaceful nuclear activities and that any attack or threat of
       attack against peaceful nuclear facilities - operational or under
       construction - poses a great danger to human beings and the
       environment, and constitutes a grave violation of international
       law, principles and purposes of the United Nations Charter and
       regulations of the International Atomic Energy Agency. They
       recognised the need for a comprehensive multilaterally negotiated
       instrument, prohibiting attacks, or threat of attacks on nuclear
       facilities devoted to peaceful uses of nuclear energy.
   114. The Heads of State or Government of the States party to the
       Chemical Weapons Convention welcomed the increasing number of
       ratifications of the Convention and invited all States who have
       still not ratified it to do so as soon as possible with the view
       to its universality. They also underlined the urgency of
       satisfactorily resolving the unresolved issues in the framework of
       the Organisation of the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW)
       with a view to paving the ground for the effective, full and
       non-discriminatory implementation of the Convention. In this
       context, they reiterated their call on the developed countries to
       promote international cooperation through the transfer of
       technology, material and equipment for peaceful purposes in the
       chemical field and the removal of all and any discriminatory
       restrictions that are contrary to the letter and spirit of the
       Convention.
   115. The Heads of State or Government of the States party to the
       Chemical Weapons Convention, while stressing the importance of the
       full implementation of the Convention, and in this context, the
       provisions of Article X on Assistance, expressed their concern at
       the small number of responses received from the States Parties to
       the Voluntary Fund on Assistance established by the OPCW and
       called upon all States Parties to the Convention that had not yet
       acted in accordance with Article X, to reply to the OPCW and
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       contribute to redress this situation.
   116. While asserting that the Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention
       inherently precludes the use of biological weapons, the Heads of
       State or Government reiterated the decision by the BWC Review
       Conference that the use by the States parties, in any way and
       under any circumstances, of microbial or other biological agents
       or toxins, that is not consistent with prophylactic, protective or
       other peaceful purposes, is effectively a violation of Article I
       of the Convention. In this connection they noted that the Islamic
       Republic of Iran has formally presented a proposal to amend
       Article I of the Convention to include the prohibition of use of
       biological weapons and urged an early reply from the States
       parties to the inquiries by the depositories on this proposal.
       They noted the progress achieved so far negotiating a Protocol to
       strengthen the BWC and reaffirmed the decision of the Fourth
       Review Conference urging the conclusion of the negotiations by the
       Ad Hoc group as soon as possible before the commencement of the
       Fifth Review Conference and for it to submit its report, which
       shall be adopted by consensus, to the States parties, to be
       considered at a Special Conference. Therefore, artificial
       deadlines should be avoided. They also expressed their concern at
       any attempts to reduce the scope and importance of issues related
       to Article X of the Convention. Ensured access for peaceful
       purposes to the relevant materials, equipment and technology is
       essential to safeguard the economic interests of developing
       countries. Substantive progress in strengthening the application
       and full operationalisation of Article X is thus crucial for the
       conclusion of a universally acceptable and legally binding
       instrument designed to strengthen the Convention.
   117. The Heads of State or Government expressed particular concern
       over the illicit transfer and circulation of small arms and light
       weapons and their accumulation and proliferation in many
       countries, which constituted a serious threat to the population
       and to the national and regional security and were a factor
       contributing to the destabilisation of States. They urged States
       to take steps to deal effectively, through administrative and
       legislative means, with the increasing problem of illicit transfer
       of small arms and light weapons which exacerbate tensions leading
       to strife, conflict and terrorism, and impact negatively on the
       socio-economic development of affected countries. In this regard,
       they welcomed the adoption of guidelines in 1996 for international
       arm transfers in the context of General Assembly resolution 46/36H
       of 6 September 1991 by the United Nations Disarmament Commission.
       Moreover, they welcomed the initiative by His Excellency Alpha
       Oumar Konare, President of the Republic of Mali, on the
       establishment of a moratorium on the production, transfer and
       illicit traffic of light arms in West Africa, adopted by member
       States of ECOWAS within the framework of on-going discussions and
       referring to the creation of a mechanism to prevent, handle and
       rule on conflicts in the sub-region. They also welcomed the
       decision adopted by the 34th Summit of the Heads of State and
       Government of the Organisation of African Unity (OAU) regarding
       the problem of small arms and light weapons in Africa.
   118. The Heads of State or Government recognised that there is also a
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       significant imbalance in the production, possession and trade in
       conventional weapons between the industrialised and the
       Non-Aligned countries and they called for a significant reduction
       in the production, possession and trade of conventional weapons by
       the States with the largest arsenals with a view to enhancing
       international and regional peace and security
   119. The Heads of State or Government encouraged States, taking into
       account the legitimate requirement of States for self-defence and
       the specific characteristics of each region, to consider
       appropriate initiatives at international, regional and national
       levels to promote transparency in all types of armaments as an
       important element for building confidence and security. They also
       stressed that the concept of transparency should encompass both
       conventional weapons and weapons of mass destruction, in
       particular, nuclear weapons.
   120. The Heads of State or Government called on States to become
       parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the
       Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May be Deemed to be
       Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects (CCW) and
       the Protocols thereto, and expressed their satisfaction on the
       entry into force of its Protocol IV on Blinding Laser Weapons on
       30 July 1998 as well as the announcement by the UN
       Secretary-General that the Protocol II, as amended, on Mines,
       Booby-Traps and other Devices of the CCW would enter into force on
       3 December 1998.
   121. The Heads of State or Government called upon the international
       community to provide the necessary assistance to landmine
       clearance operations as well as to the rehabilitation of the
       victims and their social and economic reintegration in the
       landmine affected countries. They further called for international
       assistance to ensure full access of affected countries to material
       equipment, technology and financial resources for mine clearance.
       They also called for continued humanitarian assistance for victims
       of landmines.
   122. The Heads of State and Government deplored the use, in
       contravention of international humanitarian law, of anti-personnel
       mines in conflict situations aimed at terrorising civilians,
       denying them access to farmland, causing famine and forcing them
       to flee their homes eventually leading to de-population and
       preventing the return of civilians to their place of original
       residence.
   123. The Heads of State or Government expressed concern about the
       residue of the Second World War, particularly in the form of
       landmines which cause human and material damage and obstruct
       development plans in some Non-Aligned countries. They called on
       the States responsible for laying the mines outside their
       territories to assume responsibility for the landmines, to
       cooperate with the affected countries, to provide the necessary
       information, maps and technical assistance for their clearance, to
       contribute towards defrayal of the costs of clearance and provide
       compensation for any ensuing losses.
   124. The Heads of State or Government considered the establishment of
       nuclear-weapon free zones (NWFZ's) as a positive step towards
       attaining the objective of global nuclear disarmament. They urged
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       States to conclude agreements with a view to creating
       nuclear-weapon-free zones in regions where they do not exist, in
       accordance with the provisions of the Final Document of the
       Special Session of the General Assembly Devoted to Disarmament
       (SSOD-I). In this context, they welcomed the establishment of
       nuclear-weapon-free zones established by the Treaties of
       Tlatelolco, Rarotonga, Bangkok and Pelindaba. The Heads of State
       or Government considered the question of the establishment of
       nuclear-weapon free zones in other parts of the world and agreed
       that this should be on the basis of arrangements freely arrived at
       among the States of the region concerned and in conformity with
       the provisions of the Final Document of SSOD-I. They concurred
       that in the context of nuclear-weapon free zones, it is essential
       that nuclear weapon States should provide unconditional assurances
       against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons to all States
       of the zone.
   125. The Heads of State or Government welcomed and supported
       Mongolia's policy to institutionalise its single State nuclear
       weapon-free status.
   126. The Heads of State or Government reiterated their support for the
       establishment in the Middle East of a zone free of all weapons of
       mass destruction. To this end, they reaffirmed the need for the
       speedy establishment of a nuclear-weapon free zone in the Middle
       East in accordance with Security Council resolutions 487 (1981)
       and 687 (1991) and the relevant General Assembly resolutions
       adopted by consensus. They called upon all parties concerned to
       take urgent and practical steps towards the establishment of such
       a zone and, pending its establishment, they called on Israel, the
       only country in the region that has not joined the NPT nor
       declared its intention to do so, to renounce possession of nuclear
       weapons, to accede to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
       Nuclear Weapons (NPT) without delay, and to place promptly all its
       nuclear facilities under IAEA full-scope safeguards. They
       expressed great concern over the acquisition of nuclear capability
       by Israel which poses a serious and continuing threat to the
       security of neighbouring and other States and they condemned
       Israel for continuing to develop and stockpile nuclear arsenals.
       They are of the view that stability cannot be achieved in a region
       where massive imbalances in military capabilities are maintained
       particularly through the possession of nuclear weapons which allow
       one party to threaten its neighbours and the region. They further
       welcomed the initiative by H.E. Mohammed Hosni Mubarak, President
       of the Arab Republic of Egypt, on the establishment of a zone free
       from weapons of mass destruction in the Middle East. They stressed
       that necessary steps should be taken in different international
       fora for the establishment of this zone. They also called for the
       total and complete prohibition of the transfer of all
       nuclear-related equipment, information, material and facilities,
       resources or devices and the extension of assistance in the
       nuclear related scientific or technological fields to Israel.
   127. The Heads of State or Government welcomed the initiative by H E.
       Mohammed Hosni Mubarak, President of the Arab Republic of Egypt,
       in June 1998, to achieve a world free from all weapons of mass
       destruction, in particular nuclear weapons and to convene as soon
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       as possible an international conference to consider this issue.
   128. The Heads of State or Government expressed their concern over the
       Israeli-Turkish military alliance as well as the naval manoeuvres
       carried out in the eastern part of the Mediterranean and the
       dangers that such manoeuvres pose to the security of the region.
   129. The Heads of State or Government stated that in order to enhance
       international security and stability, all States parties to
       non-proliferation, arms limitations and disarmament treaties
       should comply with and implement all provisions of such treaties.
       They emphasised that questions of non-compliance by States Parties
       should be resolved in a manner consistent with such treaties. They
       further emphasised that any deviation from the role envisaged for
       the Security Council under the United Nations Charter or in
       certain circumstances under relevant provisions of multilateral
       treaties on non-proliferation, arms limitation and disarmament
       would undermine the provisions of these treaties and conventions,
       including the inherent mechanisms for securing redress of
       violations of their provisions. Such deviations would also call
       into question the value of painstaking multilateral negotiations
       on disarmament and arms control treaties in the Conference on
       Disarmament. They underlined that circumventing or undermining the
       provisisions of these treaties and conventions,
       including the inherent mechanisms for securing redress of
       violations of their provisions. Such deviations would also call
       into question the value of painstaking multilateral negotiations
       on disarmament and arms control treaties in the Conference on
       Disarmament. They underlined that circumventing or undermining the
       provisions of existing treaties will seriously prejudice the role
       of the Conference. In this context, they also underlined that they
       were opposed to the assumption of a role by the United Nations
       Security Council inconsistent with the United Nations Charter,
       also as this concerns non-proliferation.
   130. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed that global and
       regional approaches to disarmament are complementary and could be
       pursued simultaneously. They urged States in various regions of
       the world to negotiate agreements to promote greater balance in
       conventional armaments and restraint in the production and
       acquisition of conventional arms and, where necessary, for their
       progressive and balanced reduction, with a view to enhancing
       international and regional peace and security. They stressed that
       the peaceful resolution of regional and inter-State disputes is
       essential for the creation of conditions which would enable States
       to divert their resources from armaments to economic growth and
       development. Regional disarmament initiatives, to be practical,
       needed to take into account the special characteristics of each
       region and enhance the security of every State of the region
       concerned. The question of the accumulation of conventional
       weapons beyond the legitimate requirements of the States for
       self-defence should also be addressed, taking into account the
       special characteristics of each region.
   131. The Heads of State or Government took note of the relevant
       paragraphs of the United Nation General Assembly resolutions
       52/12A & B on international peace, security and disarmament, and
       insisted on the need that its implementation respects fully the
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       principles of sovereignty, territorial integrity and
       non-intervention in the internal affairs of States.
   132. The Heads of State or Government continued to stress their hope
       that the decision to re-establish at the United Nations
       Secretariat, the Department on Disarmament, headed by an Under
       Secretary General from a Non-Aligned country should contribute to
       greater disarmament efforts towards achieving general and complete
       disarmament in conformity with priorities set out in SSOD I and
       relevant provisions of General Assembly resolution 52/220.
   133. The Heads of State or Government expressed once again their
       support for the convening of the Fourth Special Session of the
       United Nations General Assembly devoted to Disarmament. They
       welcomed the adoption by the General Assembly, by consensus, of
       the resolution on the Convening of the IV Special Session of the
       General Assembly Devoted to Disarmament. They took note of the
       deliberations on the matter held by the United Nations Disarmament
       Commission and directed the Coordinating Bureau to entrust the
       Non-Aligned Movement Working Group on Disarmament with the task of
       pursuing further the holding of the Fourth Special Session and the
       related coordination during the preparatory process. In this
       context, they reaffirmed the need to continue to press for further
       steps leading to its convening with the participation of all
       member States of the United Nations as well as the need for SSOD
       IV to review and assess the implementation of SSOD I.
   134. The Heads of State or Government welcomed the decision adopted by
       the General Assembly on maintaining and revitalising the three
       Regional Centres for Peace and Disarmament in Nepal, Peru and
       Togo.
   135. The Heads of State or Government expressed their satisfaction
       with the work of the Non-Aligned Working Group on Disarmament
       under the coordination of Indonesia and encouraged delegations to
       continue their active work in this regard.
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Return-Path: <LWYolton@prodigy.com>
From: LWYolton@prodigy.com (REV L WILLIAM YOLTON)
Date: Sun,  6 Sep 1998 07:56:48, -0500
To: mupj@igc.apc.org
cc: marwhite@igc.apc.org
Subject: Update on CTBT activities

I will not be able to be at the meeting on the eighth.  I am helping 
a group meet with the consultants who are planning a reorganization 
of the mental health system in Virginia, and will be in 
Charlottesville.

Good luck, let me know what I can do.  I told Walt that I thought I 
could get $100 from the Presbyterian Peace Fellowship.  I will be 
with the National Committee the week after the special breakfast on 
the CTBT when Sen. Jeffords is scheduled to speak.  I hope that I can 
be still more specific about the CTBT future at that meeting.  

Bill Yolton
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date: Sun, 6 Sep 1998 16:45:36 +0100 (BST)
From: acronym@gn.apc.org (Rebecca Johnson)
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: NPT report on web
To: abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org
X-Authentication-Warning: mail.gn.apc.org: Host ag095.du.pipex.com [193.130.246.95] claimed to be Acronym
X-Sender: acronym@pop.gn.apc.org (Unverified)

Dear friends,

ACRONYM Report 12 entitled 'Reviewing the Non-Proliferation Treaty: Problems
and Processes' is now on our website at http://www.gn.apc.org/acronym

ACRONYM 12 is a report of the second PrepCom, held in Geneva from 27 April
to 8 May.  It consists of four parts which can be downloaded separately:

* Executive Summary;
* Part I, which analyses what happened and the reasons for the PrepCom's
failure. It considers the future of the NPT review process and identifies
some of the questions that will need to be addressed before the third
PrepCom in April 1999 and the sixth Review Conference in April 2000;
* Part II, which provides a summary overview of the main issues raised
during the general debate and informal plenaries or 'cluster' debates,
including the NGO statements;
* Part III, which contains some key PrepCom statements including those on
nuclear disarmament from the P-5, the NAM and South Africa, and the later
(unadopted) version of the Chair's working paper.

Abstract:
It was to be expected that the second PrepCom would be difficult. After
seeing how the 1997 PrepCom developed, governments on all sides had time and
motivation to be better prepared to push for precedents they wanted or
against developments they disliked. The 1998 PrepCom should therefore be
assessed as a product of its political context.  It was not a complete
failure, but lessons need to be learned. In addition to the necessity to
take certain procedural decisions, the 1999 PrepCom will face many of the
same outstanding questions, particularly the Middle East Resolution and
nuclear disarmament, as well as the role and status of the report from 1997,
especially the Chair's working paper.  At stake is the validity of the
decisions taken in 1995 and possibly the ability of the non-proliferation
regime to withstand the challenges of the South Indian nuclear tests and
re-emerging nuclear weapon doctrines and justifications.

I hope you find this helpful,
Rebecca Johnson

The Acronym Institute
24, Colvestone Crescent, London E8 2LH, England.
telephone (UK +44) (0) 171 503 8857
fax                (0) 171 503 9153
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Cc: abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org, a-days@motherearth.org, fme@motherearth.org
Date: Mon, 7 Sep 1998 20:31:35 +0200 (CEST)
From: "Pol D'Huyvetter" <pol@motherearth.org>
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: Re: Letter from the Greek Foreign Minister to Angie Zelter
To: tp2000.lst.grp@gn.apc.org
X-Sender: pold@pop.xs4all.be

Dear friends on the networks,

You might be interested to learn that Greece, as a NATO ally, has a US
nuclear weapons storage site on the Greek Airforce base of Araxos, about 20
miles west of the city of Patras. 

Araxos is the homebase for the Greek Hellinic Air Force, hosting ex-US Navy
A-7E nuclear certified aircraft. According to a March 1998 report by the
NRDC (Natural Resource and Defence Council) Nuclear Program
<rnorris@nrdc.org>, Araxos is the host for the US 731st MUNSS (Munition
Support Squadron) made up of aprox. 130 US personnel since July 19th 1996.
The MUNSS handles 10 US tactical B-61 nuclear airfcraft bombs. The base is
under supervision of the 31st Fighter Wing, located in Aviano AB, Italy
(host for 20 US B-61 tactical nuclear bombs). The NRDC says that 6 WS3
(Weapons Storage) underground vaults, located in Hardened Aircraft Shelters,
are operational in Araxos. 

Furthermore Greece, as a NATO ally, has systematically voted against UN
resolutions calling for the start of multilateral negotiations to ban
nuclear weapons. 

This might explain some of the rethoric used by the Minister in the attached
letter.

Please pass this information to any of your Greek contacts in the NGO
community. I personally have not learned of any opposition against the
Araxos AFB. We are still looking for an NGO in Greece which might join the
global day of Citizens Inspections to Prevent Crimes against Humanity next
October 1st, the anniversary of the end of the Nurmberg Tribunal in 1946.

EUROPEAN BASED U.S. NUCLEAR WEAPONS BY COUNTRY 
AMOUNT OF WARHEADS IN WS3 VAULTS

KLEINE BROGEL, BELGIUM                    10       
BUECHEL AB, GERMANY                       10
RAMSTEIN AB, GERMANY                      15
SPANGDAHLEM AB, GERMANY                   20
ARAXOS, GREECE                            10
AVIANO, ITALY                             20
GHADI-TORRE, ITALY                        10
VOLKEL, NETHERLANDS                       10
INCIRLIK, TURKEY                          15
RAF LAKENHEATH, UK                        30
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We are already aware of Citizens Inspections on October 1st at the NATO
bases in Volkel (NL) and Kleine Brogel (B). Are there others?? Let us know.

Peace,

Pol

At 12:43 5/09/98 +0100, you wrote:
>A message from Greece
>-------------------------
>Minister for Foreign Affairs
>Athens, 1 September 1998
>
>Dear Ms Zelter,
>Thank you for your letter, which I read with sincere interest. It tackles a
>very sensitive issue that has been at the core of the discussion for the
>building up of the post Cold War era. Nuclear weapons and, generally,
>weapons of mass destruction had been one of the main features of the Cold
>War strategy. Disarmament and collective security structures should be the
>ingredients of the new era.
>Greece has always supported gradual disarmament of nuclear weapons.
>Although we understand defense and security sensibilities of major nuclear
>powers, we belive that every effort should be undertaken to decrease the
>production and eliminate the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction.
>We, therefore, hope that a global understanding on nuclear disarmament will
>be reached soon.
>Yours sincerely,
>Theodoros Pangalos
>
>Ms Angie Zelter 
>
>
>Trident Ploughshares 2000
>42-46 Bethel Street
>Norwich
>Norfolk
>NR2 1NR
>UK
>
>tel +44 1603 611953
>fax +44 1603 666879
>e-mail reforest@gn.apc.org
>web site http://www.gn.apc.org/tp2000/
>
>Nuclear weapons are immoral, dangerous, polluting, a terrible waste of
>resources and were found to be generally illegal by the International Court
>of Justice on 8th July 1996.
>
>
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To: bpfna@primeline.com (Baptist Peace Fellowship), mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: 
Cc: ograbc@aol.com
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 04:49 PM 9/6/98 -0400, Baptist Peace Fellowship wrote:
>Howard,
>
>Thanks for the invitation to the Sept. 16 breakfast with Sen. Jeffords. I
>can't come; and trying to get another of our key contacts there to attend.
>
>I happened to notice on the letterhead that sponsorship of this event did
>not include the American Baptist Office of Governmental Relations. Maybe
>they dropped off your radar screen after Bob Tiller left that office. If
>so, please put the new director of that office back on your database for
>this coalition: Curtis Ramsey-Lucas, Office of Governmental Relations
>(American Baptist Churches USA), 110 Maryland Ave NE, Washington, DC 20002;
>202/544-3400; ograbc@aol.com
>
>Ken Sehested

Ken,

Curtis Ramsey-Lucas is on our list.  With reduced staff at the ABC office in Washington he's not able to cover all 
issues.  Therefore, he hasn't been active in CTBT advocacy, though we keep him informed.  However, he has indicated 
that he will attend the breakfast, representing Dr. Weiss, who we invited.

We hope that the Baptist Peace Fellowship will be represented as well.
 
Shalom,
Howard
>
>
>
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To: relctbt
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: September CTBT breakfast and conference call
Cc: ctbt
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Colleagues:

1. Plans for the CTBT Breakfast with Senator Jeffords on September 16 are proceeding.  Please let me know who from 
your office will attend.  More than one from an office will be welcome.  The free breakfast will be be available at 8:30 
a.m.

2. At today's meeting of the interfaith group working on the CTBT, we decided to go ahead with the conference call-in 
component.  Grassroots activists will be able to call a toll-free number and listen for up to one hour from 9:00 to 10:00 
a.m., EDT.  It will be a low-tech arrangement through use of a speakerphone.  Listeners will not be able to call-in 
questions.  We ask you to line up some grassroots activities to participate in the conference call.

The first half-hour will consist of a presentation by Senator Jeffords on the status of the CTBT in the Senate and his 
suggestions on what we can do to get a commitment for action in 1999.   Steve Andreason of the National Security 
Council staff will be on hand to make supplemental remarks and offer the Clinton Administration's perspective.  
Barbara Green will be moderator.  There may be a few questions from the floor, which the moderator will repeat for the 
benefit of the callers.  The second half-hour will consist of a presentation of strategy ideas by Marie Rietmann of 20/20 
vision.  Again the moderator will repeat questions from the floor.  If anyone wants to offer supplemental ideas, she or he 
will go to the head table to speak near the speakerphone.

We want to emphasize call-in by small, assembled groups, which after the call can discuss ways to apply the ideas 
offered in their states.  However, individual callers will be accepted, too.  The  time of the breakfast (9 to 10 EDT) will 
make it most accessible to activists in the Eastern and Central time zones,  though early risers in the Mountain and 
Pacific zones will be welcome.  We are looking particularly for contacts in states with senators in key positions, 
including Mississippi, Tennessee, Indiana, Nebraska, and Kansas.  But activists in other states can also participate, with 
emphasis upon states with Republican senators not yet committed to supporting the CTBT.

We will have some basic information to send out in advance for persons who sign up by Friday.  There will be a fuller 
packet of information that will be distributed to attendees at the breakfast and sent to the conference-call participants.  
We will also have a transcript of the session, which can be distributed to a wider group of grassroots activists. 

I hope that you will take advantage of this opportunity and line up some people in key states to participate in the 
conference call.   It will be your responsibility to supply them with the toll free number when we know it and to 
distribute the packet of information to them

We are still working out who will be the central contact to receive the names of local participants and to supply the toll 
free number.   In a day or two I'll let you know it is.  In the meantime, if you have any questions, please call me at 401 
896-0013.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: peacecenter@tln.net, mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: test ban telephone conference
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 04:36 PM 9/8/98 -0700, College Mennonite Church Peace Center wrote:
>For Howard Hallman:  Acting on information from Daryl Byler, MCC
>Washington Office, about a week ago I emailed this address to register a
>group for the conference on Sept. 16.  Did my message get through?
>
>Thank you. 
>
>John Fisher, Coordinator, Peace Ministries Center, College Mennonite
>Church, Goshen IN 46526.  Ph. 219-535-7053.
>
Dear John:

Yes, I received your message.  Today we worked out more details for the conference call.  It will take place from 9:00 
to 10:00 a.m., eastern daylight time, on Wednesday, September 16.  Before the week is out we will provide you with 
more information.

Shalom,
Howard
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date: Tue, 8 Sep 1998 15:20:36 -0400
From: "Ross Wilcock" <rwilcock@execulink.com>
Importance: Normal
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: FW: CD Update from Rebecca Johnson
To: "Abolition-Caucus-L" <abolition-caucus@igc.org>
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3

Non-member submission from ["Sean Howard" <sean@gn.apc.org>]
From: "Sean Howard" <sean@gn.apc.org>
To: <abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org>
Subject: CD Update from Rebecca Johnson
Date: Tue, 8 Sep 1998 12:59:23 +0100

CD Closes 8 September
Report from Rebecca Johnson, Geneva

The Conference on Disarmament today held its final plenary of 1998 to adopt
its report to the United Nations General Assembly.  The CD works by
consensus, so opposition from India and Pakistan blocked a paragraph
mentioning that a special plenary had been called to discuss their nuclear
tests, even though the paragraph merely stated the fact and did not contain
any criticism.  The group of delegations which had pushed for this issued a
statement expressing their disappointment at the way in which the rule of
consensus and arguments about 'precedent' had been used to prevent the
mention of the tests, which had occupied a lot of CD time after May.
A long-hoped for decision for limited expansion of the CD to admit five new
States (one from each region): Ireland, Malaysia, Kazakhstan, Tunisia and
Ecuador, was vetoed by Iran, reportedly because it wanted to punish Ireland
for a human rights report criticising Iran.  Right up until this morning it
had been hoped that Iran would back down, and many are angry at what they
consider an abusive link between the work of the CD and unrelated matters
elsewhere in the UN system.
The CD also could not take the decision that the recently established
fissile materials committee would be continued next year with Mark Moher as
Chair.  Therefore after only 2 meetings, his mandate is over.  The lack of
decision means that he cannot coordinate intersessional meetings or expert
work and the convening of the committee may again be subjected to political
fights at the beginning of next year.
Altogether not a particularly edifying spectacle.
My thanks to Sean Howard for sending this as I am in UNIDIR meetings on
India and Pakistan.  I will put up a more detailed summary of the CD's final
session by the end of the week.

The Acronym Institute
24, Colvestone Crescent, London E8 2LH, England.
telephone (UK +44) (0) 171 503 8857
fax                (0) 171 503 9153
website http://www.gn.apc.org/acronym
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To: "Jackie Cabasso" <wslf@igc.org>, "David Cortright" <fff@tln.net>, "Pamela Meidell" <pmeidell@igc.org>, 
"Robert K. Musil" <bmusil@psr.org>, "Alice Slater" <Aslater@gracelinks.org>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: October 9 meeting in Chicago
Cc: clayton, dave
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Friends:

I'm glad that the October 9 meeting is being held to strengthen the nuclear abolition movement in the United States.  I 
wish I could be there, but I'll be out of the country then.  I hope the meeting goes well.

I do have one concern that I would like to register with you.  It is disappointing that the religious community has been 
left out of the inner circle that is planning strategy for Abolition-USA and seems to be omitted from the agenda of the 
October 9 meeting.  Yet the religious community has potentially the largest network of abolition advocates in the United 
States.

Many denominations have policy statements favoring elimination of nuclear weapons, some of them specifically using 
the term "abolition".  Their moral call for abolition provides a strong foundation for the abolition movement.  On the 
practical level denominations have membership in all 50 states.  This compares to peace organizations whose members 
reside mostly on the east and west coasts and Great Lakes region.   When effectively mobilized, persons from the 
religious community are able to impact public opinion and reach elected officials virtually everywhere in the nation.

This capacity is illustrated in the current campaign for CTBT ratification where the religious community is at the core of 
grassroots efforts in such states as Tennessee, Indiana, Nebraska, Kansas, Wyoming, and Oregon (states with senators 
on the Foreign Relations Committee) and is the main strength of grassroots action in Mississippi (home of Senator 
Majority Leader Lott).  In the coming year we hope to build upon this network and take up such issues as de-alerting 
and stockpile stewardship.  This network is also available for broader public education on nuclear abolition and 
advocacy of such comprehensive measures as the nuclear weapons convention.

For this strength to be fully utilized in the nuclear abolition movement, representatives of the religious community 
should play a prominent role in the design of the campaign as well as its execution.  It is not enough to call occasionally 
upon prominent religious leaders to speak at rallies and to be on the platform in a display of unity (the potted plant 
approach).  Nor is it sufficient to ask denominations and churches to carry out activities designed by others ("will you 
circulate our petitions?" instead of asking for help in drafting the petition in the first place).  As Harold Lasswell, the 
British socialist of two generations ago wrote, if I'm expected to live in the house, I should have a role in its design.

Therefore, I believe that the organizing committee should add a representative from the religious community.  I propose 
that at the organizing meeting on October 9 there should be a presentation on the present status of the work for nuclear 
abolition by the religious community and on ways in which denominations, peace fellowships, and other religious 
associations can interface with secular organizations in an all-inclusive nuclear abolition movement.  Either Dave 
Robinson or Clayton Ramey would be a good presenter.

Beyond that I would be willing to work with Dave and Clayton to develop a briefing paper on religious involvement in 
nuclear abolition activities.  If I thought that the role of the religious community would be a significant part of the 
agenda, I would try to find persons from denominations and peace fellowship, especially in the Chicago area, to attend 
the session.

Shalom,
Howard



80909.03.txt[5/3/2017 1:36:56 PM]

Return-Path: <fff@tln.net>
Date: Wed, 09 Sep 1998 09:06:44 -0500
From: David Cortright <fff@tln.net>
Organization: Fourth Freedom Forum
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: October 9 meeting in Chicago
References: <2.2.16.19980909092426.4fbfb3b4@pop.igc.org>

Howard:

    Sorry you can't make it to the October 9 meeting.  There is no intention to
leave out the religious community.  Far from it.  We need the involvement of the
key representatives of major congregations if there is to be an effective
movement.  The discussions on a campaign are at a very preliminary stage, and
there is no formal organizing or planning committee as yet.  Hopefully that will
emerge from the October 9 meeting.  We definitely hope that Dave, Clayton, and
others can be part of that process.

    If you can develop a briefing paper on religious efforts to date, that would
be very helpful.  Could you prepare it in time for the October 9 meeting?

    Take care.

            David

Howard W. Hallman wrote:

> Dear Friends:
>
> I'm glad that the October 9 meeting is being held to strengthen the nuclear
> abolition movement in the United States.  I wish I could be there, but I'll
> be out of the country then.  I hope the meeting goes well.
>
> I do have one concern that I would like to register with you.  It is
> disappointing that the religious community has been left out of the inner
> circle that is planning strategy for Abolition-USA and seems to be omitted
> from the agenda of the October 9 meeting.  Yet the religious community has
> potentially the largest network of abolition advocates in the United States.
>
> Many denominations have policy statements favoring elimination of nuclear
> weapons, some of them specifically using the term "abolition".  Their moral
> call for abolition provides a strong foundation for the abolition movement.
> On the practical level denominations have membership in all 50 states.  This
> compares to peace organizations whose members reside mostly on the east and
> west coasts and Great Lakes region.   When effectively mobilized, persons
> from the religious community are able to impact public opinion and reach
> elected officials virtually everywhere in the nation.
>
> This capacity is illustrated in the current campaign for CTBT ratification
> where the religious community is at the core of grassroots efforts in such
> states as Tennessee, Indiana, Nebraska, Kansas, Wyoming, and Oregon (states
> with senators on the Foreign Relations Committee) and is the main strength
> of grassroots action in Mississippi (home of Senator Majority Leader Lott).
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> In the coming year we hope to build upon this network and take up such
> issues as de-alerting and stockpile stewardship.  This network is also
> available for broader public education on nuclear abolition and advocacy of
> such comprehensive measures as the nuclear weapons convention.
>
> For this strength to be fully utilized in the nuclear abolition movement,
> representatives of the religious community should play a prominent role in
> the design of the campaign as well as its execution.  It is not enough to
> call occasionally upon prominent religious leaders to speak at rallies and
> to be on the platform in a display of unity (the potted plant approach).
> Nor is it sufficient to ask denominations and churches to carry out
> activities designed by others ("will you circulate our petitions?" instead
> of asking for help in drafting the petition in the first place).  As Harold
> Lasswell, the British socialist of two generations ago wrote, if I'm
> expected to live in the house, I should have a role in its design.
>
> Therefore, I believe that the organizing committee should add a
> representative from the religious community.  I propose that at the
> organizing meeting on October 9 there should be a presentation on the
> present status of the work for nuclear abolition by the religious community
> and on ways in which denominations, peace fellowships, and other religious
> associations can interface with secular organizations in an all-inclusive
> nuclear abolition movement.  Either Dave Robinson or Clayton Ramey would be
> a good presenter.
>
> Beyond that I would be willing to work with Dave and Clayton to develop a
> briefing paper on religious involvement in nuclear abolition activities.  If
> I thought that the role of the religious community would be a significant
> part of the agenda, I would try to find persons from denominations and peace
> fellowship, especially in the Chicago area, to attend the session.
>
> Shalom,
> Howard
>
> Howard W. Hallman, Chair
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice
> 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
> Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org
>
> Methodists United for Peace with Justice is a membership association of
> laity and clergy.  It has no affiliation with any Methodist denomination.
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Return-Path: <owner-ctb-followers@igc.apc.org>
Date: Wed, 09 Sep 1998 15:40:11 -0400
From: disarmament@igc.org
Organization: Disarmament Clearinghouse
Sender: owner-ctb-followers@igc.apc.org
Subject: CTBT Editorials
To: ctb-followers@igc.org
X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by igcb.igc.org id MAB15175

Dear Disarmament Advocates:

Below are two editorials on the CTBT - from the Tennessean - many thanks
to Nell Levin has been working full-time for the last two months on CTBT
organizing in Tennessee. This is just one example of the results. The
second editorial is from the yesterday's Washington Post. Some of you
may have seen it already, and it makes reference to the Sept. 1 vote on
funding for the CTBT Organization's monitoring work.

For more analysis on the 49-44 approval for  CTBTO Funding vote of last
week and to find out how your senator voted and how you can respond,
please contact the Disarmament Clearinghouse <disarmament@igc.org> (Many
of you have already seen the memo on the CTBT-Organize),
and visit the CTBT Action Web Site: http://www.psr.org/ctbtaction.htm

Finally, a few of you have noticed that you haven't been getting regular
news updates. I was on vacation for two weeks, and now that I'm back
I've been dealing with "crisis" votes on testing and "Star Wars" in the
Senate. So the news will start flowing again soon - thanks for your
patience.

(Good news on the Cochran Star Wars Cloture Vote today - stay tuned)

Kathy

The Tennessean
After Recess, Ratification

The nuclear test ban treaty now before the U.S. Senate has been a long
time in the making.

In June, 1963, President John F. Kennedy told the graduating seniors of
American University that a nuclear test ban treaty would "place the
nuclear powers in a position to deal more effectively with one of the
greatest hazards that man faces in 1963 — the further spread of nuclear
arms. It would increase our security. It would decrease the prospects of
war."

In the 35 years since the young president gave that speech , the world
has become an even more dangerous place as more nations have developed
and tested their own nuclear weapons.
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World peace and survival are justifications enough for the treaty. Since
President Kennedy's time, however, other arguments of a test ban treaty
have surfaced. President Kennedy had little way of knowing, for example,
the immoral cost of the weapons program: Since 1940, the United States
has spent $5.8 trillion in constant 1996 dollars on nuclear weapons
programs. And Kennedy couldn't foresee the environmental hazards created
by the release of radioactive materials into the atmosphere.

This nation now has within its reach the treaty for which John Kennedy
argued 35 years ago. The Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty was
signed by 136 nations in 1996. Yet there is little impetus now in the
U.S. senate for treaty ratification. Sen. Jesse Helms, R-N.C., doesn't
want the Foreign Relations Committee, which he chairs, to consider the
treaty this year. Others argue that the treaty is irrelevant, saying the
United States should assume a more defensive Policy.

But what the critics ignore is that the treaty provides the best
possible chance to end the arm race. Nations that cannot test nuclear
weapons will not create and build new nuclear weapons. Yet because the
treaty is aimed at testing, it would not prevent te United States from
preserving the reliability of its existing nuclear arsenal.

A recent poll commissioned by the Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
indicates that 73% of the public believes that the Senate should ratify
this treaty. That sentiment is even stronger in Tennessee where 78%
support the treaty. Both Sen. Bill Frist and Sen. Fred Thompson are
urged to throw their support behind this pact.

Although there is little time left on Congress' agenda this year, the
Senate needs to make time for this treaty. So far, only 13 nations have
ratified. Without the U.S.'s leadership on the pact, it would wither.

Mr. Kennedy was right in 1963. The united States had a profound
responsibility to provide leadership on this issue. As the world's only
remaining superpower, the responsibility is even more obvious today. The
treaty should be debated and ratified — for the good of us all.
**************************************************************

The Test Ban and Arms Control
    The Washington Post
                  Tuesday, September 8, 1998; Page A14

                  AN EARLY Senate vote on funds for implementation of
the comprehensive nuclear test ban treaty indicates that the two-thirds
majority needed to ratify the test ban may be lacking. There would be
some votes from the Republican majority for a treaty, but at this moment
the dominant blocking position of the party leadership looks strong. The
evident resistance to ratification is attributed not simply to
dissatisfaction with some of the treaty's terms -- there isn't all that
much dissatisfaction -- but to a fundamental and wrongheaded quarrel
with the premises of arms control itself.

                  Modern arms control was invented during the Cold War
to restrict the nuclear armories of the then-two great powers and, if



809101.01.txt[5/3/2017 1:37:01 PM]

not to bring something deserving of the name of peace between them, then
to lessen the risks and costs of their preparing for nuclear war. There
were ups and downs, and their ultimate worth can be argued, but there is
no denying that at a certain point Ronald Reagan demolished arms control
as everyone had known it.

                  From being a policy aimed at producing nuclear parity
or stalemate in a condition of reduced but continuing political
hostility, arms control became under President Reagan a bold program to
end Soviet-American nuclear competition and beyond that, to close out
the Cold War itself by seeing to the transformation of the Soviet Union.
Many other hands, especially   Mikhail Gorbachev's, shared in this task.
But Ronald Reagan was a leading contributor to the different state of
affairs we enjoy with Russia to this day.

                  Since the Cold War's demise, the urgency has gone out
of classical arms control. The United States, far from deterring Russia
and preserving a balance of terror, is helping Russia dismantle its
excessive and expensive nuclear capability, concentrating on the specter
of "loose nukes" -- weapons under uncertain official control and
vulnerable to private theft and misuse. Still, the weapons that most
trouble the United States and Russia are those in the hands, or in the
aspirations, of third countries.
                  Nonproliferation or counter-proliferation is at the
heart of post-Cold War arms control.

                  This is the context in which the comprehensive test
ban treaty, which was decades in the making, finally was signed earlier
this year. This arms-control perennial had changed from being a check on
Russian and American arms programs into a restraint on the spread of
weapons of mass destruction among assorted regimes around the world.
This is the test ban's 21st century mission: to give the multitude of
nations an additional    lever with which to press Iran and Iraq, North
Korea, India, Pakistan and Israel -- and rogues elsewhere -- to abandon
or slow their nuclear urges.

                  Leading Senate Republicans perversely persist in
blaming the test ban, and by extension the whole updated post-Cold War
framework of arms control, for nuclear and chemical and other programs
being pursued by various countries. These naive senators seem to believe
that arms-control measures are magically self-enforcing. They fail to
understand that the         signatories of arms-control agreements must
take upon themselves the burdens of observing their terms and of
enforcing compliance to others' formal pledges of self-denial. If the
signatories fall short, the responsibility falls on them, not on the
agreements.

                  The senators also profess to rely on American power
and American technology alone -- especially on a new national missile
defense -- to ensure the security of the United States. Such a missile
defense is in the works, but questions remain about its strategic
purpose, efficacy and cost.
                  The pace of pondering these questions has itself
become a sharp political issue. Meanwhile, some senators carelessly
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would throw away the increments to American security that could be added
by cooperation with other friendly countries in matters such as the
chemical weapons treaty, the             nuclear nonproliferation treaty
and the test ban.

                  These are imperfect instruments, but they are capable
of serving American requirements well. Even if a missile defense of
minimal cost, deadly accuracy and reliability were ready today, which it
is not, those instruments would strengthen the American position in the
world.

*******************************************************
FROM: Disarmament Clearinghouse
 1101 14th Street NW #700 Washington DC 20005
 TEL: 202 898 0150 ext. 232
   FAX: 202 898 0172
 <disarmament@igc.org>
For WHAT YOU CAN DO for A Nuclear Test Ban Treaty NOW:
http://www.psr.org/ctbtaction.htm
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Return-Path: <WALTER_OWENSBY.parti@ecunet.org>
Sender: WALTER_OWENSBY.parti@ecunet.org
Date: Wed,  9 Sep 1998 18:21:53 -0400 (EDT)
To: mupj@igc.apc.org
From: WALTER_OWENSBY.parti@ecunet.org (WALTER OWENSBY)

To: mupj@igc.apc.org

MEMORANDUM

September 9, 1998  

To: Howard Hallman and Marie Rietmann
From: Walt Owensby
Re: Telephone conference call arrangements

Howard:

I spoke with Marie and we determined that the receiving sound quality is such th
at we can use
the phone in the hallway of the Mott House.  Unfortunately, the phone jacks in t
he conference
room are dead by my tests.  We will probably have to purchase a 20 foot patch co
rd to make the
connection, but that will probably only cost $5 to $10.  We will then make the c
onnection in the
hall and tape the cord  to the floor for security.  The phone itself will be tap
ed to the podium.

I have booked the call with CONEX for one hour, 9:00 a.m. to 10:00 a.m. on Wedne
sday,
September 16.  The cost will be 30 cents per minute per line, including our own 
call in to the
assigned number.  (That would come to $396 for 22 lines 21 other sites plus our 
own
connection.)  We have tentatively booked 20 lines but that can go to 26 lines wi
th no advance
notice to CONEX.  Beyond that number, we should call in as soon as we can to res
erve more line
space.  There will be an unused line charge of $6 for every no-show below 20; so
 we will want to
be pretty confident that we will have that many.  Changes can be made until the 
time of the call. 
We will be charged only the actual time used by each person who calls in.

I have guaranteed the cost with my personal credit card, so I will be billed for
 this unless we
decide to handle the cash flow in some other way.  We will have to advise them i
f the billing is
changed.

While we should instruct out-lying sites to call in at 9:00 a.m., our Mott House
 connection
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should probably call at 8:55 to be sure that we are on line as others call in.  
The connection is
made automatically and a beep can be heard each time someone joins the call.  Ca
llers will be
connected whenever they dial in.  No operator will assist; all calls are connect
ed automatically
and without announcement.
   
All callers should dial (800) 447-5676 and at the voice prompt dial the ID # 428
73.

We will need to communicate those numbers to the people we expect on the call.  
However,
anyone who has the numbers can call in and we will pay for them since CONEX will
 not monitor
the number of sites involved.

Let me know if there are questions about any of this.
 -0- 
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To: relctbt
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Conference call for September 16
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Colleagues:

1.  For the September 16 breakfast at the Mott House we need a couple of people to make name tags in advance for 
registered guests and have blank name tags in the hallway.  Any volunteers?

2. Walter Owensby (202 543-1126) has agreed to be the contact person for the conference call.  Please let him know 
who you have lined up to call in.  He needs to keep track of the total number to be sure that enough call-in lines are 
available.  He has provided the following information about calling in:

"While we should instruct out-lying sites to call in at 9:00 a.m., our Mott House connection should probably call at 8:55 
to be sure that we are on line as others call in.  The connection is made automatically and a beep can be heard each time 
someone joins the call.  Callers will be connected whenever they dial in.  No operator will assist; all calls are connected 
automatically and without announcement.
   
"All callers should dial (800) 447-5676 and at the voice prompt dial the ID # 42873."

Please call Walter if you need further information.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: "Doug Gansler" <dgansler@gansler98.org>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Your negative flyer
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Mr. Gansler:

Yesterday I received in the mail a flyer from Friends of Doug Gansler that was entirely a negative ad against Robert 
Dean.  I find it very offensive.  American politics is badly polluted by negative campaigning.  I'm deeply sorry that 
you've brought this pollution to Montgomery County.

I was already to vote for you because I am impressed by your credentials.  I've heard enough about Robert Dean to not 
want to support him.  Because I'll never vote for a candidate who features negative campaigning, I now intend to vote 
for Timothy Clarke.  I don't know who he is, but he's the only other choice on the ballot.

The only thing that would change my mind would be a letter from you by Monday, September 14 to all who received 
your negative flyer against Robert Dean, renouncing the flyer and apologizing for it.  

Sincerely yours,
Howard W. Hallman
6508 Wilmett Road
Bethesda, MD 20817
phone: 301 897-3668
fax: 896-0013
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To: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: September CTBT breakfast and conference call
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 08:45 AM 9/9/98 -0400, Daryl Kimball wrote:
>Howard:
>
>
>How many RSVPs have you gotten so far? And remind me, what is the estimated
>breakfast bill?
>
>DK
>
>
Daryl:

You heard my report on anticipated attendance at the breakfast.  The cost will be $7/person.  That would bring the cost 
for 40 to $280.  We appreciate your support.

Howard
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To: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Tomorrow's meeting
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 11:53 AM 9/10/98 -0400, Bob Tiller wrote:
>Well, our meeting tomorrow just received a serious blow.  Laura Kriv
>called to say that 20/20 is just too busy now, so no one from their
>office will participate.  She said that later on they will see how they
>"can fit into the plan."
>
>So, now both Peace Action and 20/20 have both said that their agendas
>are too full for this de-alerting campaign.  We may have to lower our
>expectations.
>
>Shalom,
>BT
>
Bob,

No, we have to find other ways to achieve our expectations.  Like me, you've heard from Pat Ortmeyer from IEER that 
Arjun Makhijan wants to attend.  There are nuclear abolition groups in New England, Michigan, California, and one 
other place.  As we discussed, we have a potential for bringing local officials and state legislators from "ground zero" 
and maybe minority groups.  I believe that Peace Action and 20/20 can be drawn into a campaign if there are enough of 
us to get it going.  A number of the religious groups are also likely to join.  We'll do it.

Shalom,
Howard
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Return-Path: <a2000@silcom.com>
Date: Thu, 10 Sep 1998 10:34:31 -0700 (PDT)
X-Sender: a2000@mail.silcom.com
To: mupj@igc.apc.org
From: Sue Broidy <a2000@silcom.com>
Subject: A2000 News

Abolition 2000 - Update from Santa Barbara

Grassroots News for September

To :   The Interim Coordinating Committee
 Convenors of Working Groups
 Grassroots Working Group
 Communications Working Group

Heat Wave
Santa Barbara is hot and humid - but it is good to be home again after my
trip to England and Austria.  I was very pleased to meet Frances Connolly
of Abolition 2000 UK and to spend some time talking to her about strategy
and ideas.  It is really helpful to meet colleagues face to face and I look
forward to meeting more of you in the future. I am now back at my desk,
full of renewed enthusiasm to keep in touch more often and with shorter
messages.  It is good to be receiving positive feedback so far on the big
August mailing and I hope that as a result, our 1100 organizations are
feeling more like partners and less isolated.  Please keep in touch with
ideas and strategies for us all to build on.

Indian Admiral Visits Santa Barbara
Admiral Ramdas, India's former Chief of the Naval Staff, visited the
Nuclear Age Peace Foundation recently to talk of his decision to commit
himself to the campaign for a ban on all nuclear weapons.  This happened he
said "after a colossal debate within myself" after almost 45 years in naval
uniform.  The testing in India and Pakistan convinced him of the need for
him to become a peace advocate and before traveling to Hiroshima on August
6th, he led a Peace Rally in New Delhi with the Booker Prize-winning
author, Arundathi Roy.  Admiral Ramdas is planning a Peace Symposium in
India early next year.

The IFUW Conference in Graz Austria.
The International Federation of University Women passed a resolution on
August 25th calling for action from all associated branches and
organizations, to urge their national governments to take immediate steps
to put in place a process for the abolition of nuclear weapons before the
end of the year 2000. The resolution was passed almost unanimously and
delegates received three hundred A2000 campaign action kits from Sue
Broidy, the A2000 coordinator who attended the conference.

Petition Signatures
The Western Pennsylvania Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons has collected
close to 3000 signatures to date.  This is an ongoing project of the
coalition of 30 organizations with a goal of 5000.  Japan has sent us 1048
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more signatures, and Australia 47 signatures recently by Internet - thank
you Irene Gale.
Judy Stetson from Falmouth wrote recently with 46 signatures.  She said,
"Here are petitions signed during a one hour (12-1pm) stint in front of the
main Post Office in Falmouth MA. A reporter from our local paper The
Enterprise ran a piece about us ( and Abolition 2000) ahead of time and
took pictures of us..." Thank you Judy, Amelie and Olive.
And news reached us September 1st from New Zealand that  50,000 signatures
have been obtained by Soka Gakkai International volunteers for the
Abolition 2000 petition - a wonderful achievement!.

Letter from Helsinki
In Helsinki, Finland, about 500 people gathered to commemorate Hiroshima in
the evening of the 6th of August in a park in  center of the down. Two
speakers, MEP Heidi Hautala and chair Kalevi Suomela,  told about the
dangers that nuclear weapons based security creates and promoted the
Abolition 2000 campaign. We lighted about 400 lanterns on the water. We
collected signatures to the international Abolition 2000 appeal.
Participants and passers-by signed. We got 702 signatures. It maybe doesn't
sound as a big figure but in Helsinki in two hours it is a lot. There were
smaller events in other locations in Finland, too. I'm sure the Abolition
2000 campaign is more familiar for the Finnish people than it was before
yesterday. We continue in collecting signatures and in inviting other
Finnish NGOs to join the campaign.

New Organizations in the A2000 Network
Organizations joined recently  in the US include the South Asian Peace and
Non-violence Association (SAPNA) in Somerville, MA, the Center for Economic
Conversion in Mountain View CA, the Union City Church of the Brethren and
the Institute for  Peace and Justice in St. Louis, MO. Also signed up
recently are the Communications Coordination Committee for the United
Nations in New York, the  Copper Country Peace Alliance in Houghton,
Michigan , the Youth for Environmental Sanity (YES!). and the Albuquerque
Monthly Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends in New Mexico. New
international partners include The Peace Movement of Esbjerg from Denmark
and from India, the Pakistan India Peoples Forum for Peace and Democracy.
We also welcome Young Student Pugwash in Argentina and the Center for
Sustainable Development Initiatives (CENSUDI) in Bolgantanga, Ghana.

New Haven  - a Peace Messenger City
We are very pleased to receive official word that the New Haven Board of
Aldermen adopted the Abolition 2000 Resolution on July 6 1998.  This is the
first municipality in the US to sign the Resolution for a long time -
hopefully the beginning of a new awareness and a significant step in the
Nuclear Free New England movement.

Sincerely,

Susan Broidy, Coordinator

*************************************************************
Abolition 2000- A Global Network to Eliminate Nuclear Weapons
c/o Nuclear Age Peace Foundation
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1187 Coast Village Road, Box 123
Santa Barbara, CA 93108
phone: +1(805) 965-3443; fax: +1(805) 568-0466
e-mail: a2000@silcom.com   URL: http://www.napf.org/abolition2000/
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Return-Path: <owner-ctbt-organize@igc.org>
Date: Thu, 10 Sep 1998 15:53:18 -0400
From: Kathy Crandalll <disarmament@igc.org>
Organization: Disarmament Clearinghouse
Sender: owner-ctbt-organize@igc.org
Subject: Mississippi Tells Lott What To Do
To: ctbt-organize@igc.org

NORTHEAST MISSISSIPPI
Daily Journal

September 4, 1998

The test ban treaty must not become a victim of politics
The Cold War was approaching its hottest years when President Dwight
Eisenhower said the failure to achieve a nuclear test ban treaty was the
greatest disappointment of his or any other administration.

Eisenhower, the greatest American general of the 20th century,
understood fully the threat of nuclear warfare.  That's why he wanted so
badly to achieve the ban.  Eisenhower understood that a test ban,
anchored by America's moral authority within the world community,
carried weight even if rogues and tyrants sought to circumvent its
prohibitions.

A test ban treaty finally was signed in 1996 by most of the world's
major leaders representing most of the declared nuclear powers.  But the
U.S. senate must ratify the treaty for it to fully activate America's
leverage as arbiter for peace.

The Senate won't vote this year, mostly for political reasons.  It
should vote next year so that a new millennium begins with the test ban
implemented.

A Senate vote this week (49-44) narrowly approved funding for what's
called "Prepcom" -- a commission preparing for compliance.
Mississippi's senators, sadly, voted on the wrong side of this issue.
Majority Leader Treaty Lott and Sen. Thad Cochran voted against the
funds.  Lott said Thursday he thinks the treaty is dangerous and
ill-timed.

The more dangerous position is opposition that blocks worldwide
ratification/implementation and the pressure that would be applied by
the international community to non-complying nations.

Lott's concern about rogue nations and nuclear proliferation is fully
justified.  However, a test ban treaty would strengthen the Western
allies' position in seeking to stop illegal and potentially catastrophic
proliferation.

Superb soldiers and military leaders like Colin Powell, John
Shalikashvili and William Crowe support the treaty. They know the
dangers as well, if not better, than the politicians.  The politicians
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should heed the soldiers' advice and ratify the treaty.

From: Disarmament Clearinghouse
  1101 14th Street NW #700 Washington DC 20005
  TEL: 202 898 0150 ext. 232
  FAX: 202 898 0172
  <disarmament@igc.org>
 For What You Can Do for a Nuclear Test Ban Treaty NOW:
http://www.psr.org/ctbtaction.htm
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date: Thu, 10 Sep 1998 16:26:08 -0400
From: "Ross Wilcock" <rwilcock@execulink.com>
Importance: Normal
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: RE: Shooting one's self in the foot: Ready, Aim, Fire.
To: "ike" <ike@swva.net>, <abolition-caucus@igc.org>
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3

There is some merit, Ike, in what you write.

The abolition-caucus list was set up by IPPNW, and at the moment, I am
"looking after" it.
This is mainly for the purpose of sorting out subscriptions and dealing with
BOUNCE mail.
A new development bean with the India-Pakistan Crisis in that I was l ready
aware of a problem finding email members from that region - so as they cane
to my attention., I added them to the list as seemed appropriate - notifying
them at the same time how to leave.
All this seemed to help "recruitment."

Abolition-caucus is not moderated, and anyone can subscribe.

This year has seen a new development of civil resistance which is being
reported now on the abolition-caucus list.

The India-Pakistan peace and anti-nuclear movement recently became an asset.

There are parts of the world with apparent lack of interest and
representation.

There are several other lists working in this and related areas that I know
about:
Geographic Lists
 The Canadian Network set up by Bill Robinson of Project Ploughshares
 The US List set up recently by Sue Brody at NAPF

I did voice a gentle concern about the development of national lists. The
Canadian list was a good example of how it can be useful. There was a very
heavy argument about nuclear power by two people representing pro v con. It
would probably have done more harm than good on abolition-caucus.

Then there are related concern lists
Nuclear Power Lists - "Atoms for Peace?"
 No-Fly-By / Cassini Lists  - and nuclearization of Space

And in addition there are problems for which there is no specific list such
as
 Effects of nuclear radiation
 What to do about nuclear waste
 Links with environment, biosphere - many such matters are simply neglected.
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I think the points that you raise are good ones, but there is no easy answer
and this has come up before.

I have had in mind to copy a very revealing long article from Johnsons'
Russia List about what happened to democracy in Russia. This seems
fundamental to me in understanding where we are at in the effort towards
nuclear abolition. What is realistic?  I think our goal calls for
international trust and confidence - and the criminalization of Russia adds
a major difficulty.

Scott Ritter has just claimed that Iraq has three n-ws, but lacking some
components. I am not in a position to verify his assertion - not yet on
a-caucus.

A new concern is that Russia might break up into about 88 states many with
n-ws...

What we are finding is that things show up in many ways - and it is quite a
problem to know what to include or leave out for abolition-caucus at least!

We all no doubt remember the communications burden after India's n-w tests!

Since you stopped doing it, nobody is collecting all the information
together for the list - though everyone has access to the ingenious system
you set up for doing it.

Ross Wilcock
rwilcock@execulink.com

-----Original Message-----
From: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org [mailto:owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org]
On Behalf Of ike
Sent: Thursday, September 10, 1998 2:23 PM
To: abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: Shooting one's self in the foot: Ready, Aim, Fire.

It appears to me that the e-mail lists for nuclear abolition have been
subdivided in a way that does little to serve the cause of abolishing
nuclear weapons.
Having three or more lists (Europe, igc, USA, etc.), in my view, results in
unnecessary duplication and partitioning. On one hand, my mailbox contains
many duplicate messages. On the other hand, I expect I miss many messages
which are posted on lists to which I do not subscribe.
This seems to be the worst of two worlds: excessive duplication and reduced
flow of information.
One of the great advantages of being able to subscribe to a single list is
that there is prompt unfettered flow of anti-nuclear weapon information
internationally.
Abolishing nuclear weapons is a difficult undertaking with a well-financed
and well-organized military/governmental opposition. Thus, in my view, there
is a special burden on us to handle nuclear weapon information efficiently.
I expect that the present lists serve a total of only approximately 250 to
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350 individuals internationally-all of whom share the same goal: abolition
of nuclear weapons.  How does dividing e-mail lists/information within such
a small group help us achieve that goal?
I would be grateful if someone can explain to me. What lists now exist?  Who
are the list owners? Why were different lists formed? And, can a person
subscribe to only one list that combines the various lists?
Thank you,
Ike Jeanes
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>From mpf  Thu Sep 10 18:41:00 1998
Return-Path: <mpf@igc.apc.org>
Date: Thu, 10 Sep 1998 18:40:49 -0700 (PDT)
X-Sender: mpf@pop.igc.apc.org
To: mupj@igc.org
From: mpf@igc.apc.org (Rabia Harris)
Subject: Jeffords meeting

Dear Mr. Hallman,

Our associate, Clayton Ramey, will be free to attend, representing the
Muslim Peace Fellowship. I understand you know him from other contexts. He
is a man of many hats.  Please work out the details with him--I will be out
of town for three weeks. His email address is: crramey@igc.org

Good luck and God bless.

Regards,

Rabia Harris

Rabia Terri Harris
Coordinator
Muslim Peace Fellowship
Box 271, Nyack, NY 10960 USA
www.nonviolence.org/mpf

-la ikraha fid-din- / "Let there be no compulsion in religion."
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date: Thu, 10 Sep 1998 22:02:39 -0400
From: "Ross Wilcock" <rwilcock@execulink.com>
Importance: Normal
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: Abolition & related ELists
To: "Abolition-Caucus-L" <abolition-caucus@igc.org>
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-MimeOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V4.72.3110.3

 http://www.pgs.ca/pages/a2/nalists.htm

This is an effort to provide a summary of current abolition and related
email lists.
Please advise me about updates & corrections.

Ross Wilcock
Rwilcock@execulink.com

Attachment Converted: C:\INTERACT\data\download\10.url
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To: "Sue Brody" <a2000@silcom.com> 
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: abolition-usa list serve
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Sue:

Can you enlighten me why I haven't able to get a message onto abolition-usa list serve?

Thanks,
Howard

At 05:30 AM 8/31/98 -0700, I wrote to Tracy Moaver

>>Dear Tracy:
>>
>>On Friday and Saturday I sent messages to abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com,
>>but apparently nothing came through.  At least I received nothing back as I
>>should have as a subscriber.  Do I have the wrong address?  Or is there
>>another reason for this failure?
>>
>>Thanks for your help,
>>Howard Hallman
>>
>>Howard W. Hallman, Chair
>>Methodists United for Peace with Justice
>>1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036
>>Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org

She replied on  Thu, 10 Sep 1998 13:59:37 -0700 (PDT)
>
>Howard,
>
>Sorry for the delayed response. I was on vacation for a few weeks. If you
>are still having problems, please contact Sue Broidy at Nuclear Age Peace
>Foundation at a2000@silcom.com  She manages the list. The address looks
>o.k. to me, so I wonder what happened.
>
>All the best,
>
>Tracy
>
>
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To: Kathy Guthrie <kathy@fcnl.org>, mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: name tags
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 05:58 PM 9/10/98 -0400, Kathy Guthrie wrote:
>Howard,
>I'll do the name tags.  Can you get me the list?
>
>Kathy
>Kathy Guthrie

Thanks, Kathy.  I'll bring a list to Monday Lobby on the 14th and provide supplements thereafter.

Howard
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Return-Path: <JERyan@nccbuscc.org>
Date: Mon, 14 Sep 1998 15:36:02 -0500
From: "Sr. Janice Ryan" <JERyan@nccbuscc.org>
To: mupj@igc.apc.org
Subject: CTBT BREAKFAST
Content-Disposition: inline

HOWARD,
I WILL REPRESENT THE CONFERENCE OF BISHOPS AT THE SEPT 16
 BREAKFAST .  WE APPRECIATE YOUR FACILITATING THIS
OPPORTUNITY.

JANICE
(JANICE RYAN RSM)
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Cc: abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org
Date: Tue, 15 Sep 1998 12:11:57 +0200
From: "Pol D'Huyvetter" <pol@motherearth.org>
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: NEW PUBLICATION - Brochure Citizens Inspections
To: a-days@motherearth.org
X-Sender: pold@pop.xs4all.be

Dear friends,

The 'Nuclear Weapons Abolition Days' network is happy to announce the
publications of a brochure about Citizens Inspections of Nuclear Sites.

The brochure comprises lots of ideas, drawn from experience, and visions
for the future, about how to organise effective inspections.

We give credit to Eirlys Rhiannon for taking lots of time to make this happen.

We will start mailing the brochures today !!

If you also wish to receive a hard copy, please E-mail us your snail mail
address today.

Peace,

Pol D'Huyvetter
Nuclear Weapons Abolition Days
a Working Group of Abolition 2000

     October  1 1998  International Day of Non-Violent Action
               Citizens Inspect nuclear 'sites of crime'
        Org: Nuclear Weapons Abolition Days  
                      a working group of Abolition 2000

     October 10 1998  BENEFIT FOR MOTHER EARTH - Vooruit - Gent

        including:
   
        Information on disarmament actions in Faslane
        (Scotland) and Kleine Brogel (Belgium)

        Proclamation Winner Treasure Hunt Kleine Brogel

    ***************************************************************
    *           For Mother Earth International office             *
    ***************************************************************
    *         Lange Steenstraat 16/D, 9000 Gent, Belgium          *
    *                Phone/fax +32-9-233 84 39                    *
    *                  Mobile +32-95-28 02 59                     *
    *                   Fax +32-9-233 73 02                       * 
    *         E-mail: international@motherearth.org               * 
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    ***************************************************************
    *             WWW:http://www.motherearth.org/                 *
    ***************************************************************
    *              Postal account : 000-1618561-19                *
    *************************************************************** 
    *   For Mother Earth is member of Abolition 2000 - the global *
    *network to eliminate nuclear weapons, the International Peace*
    *   Bureau (IPB), World Information Service on Energy (WISE), * 
    * International Netwerk on Sustainable Energy and Eurosolar   *
    ***************************************************************
    *      For Mother Earth has offices in Belgium, Bulgaria,     * 
    *       Romania, Slovakia, Sri Lanka and USA, aswell as       *
    *      contacts/groups in Belarus, Czech Republic, France,    *
    *       Finland, Germany, Netherlands and United Kingdom      *
    ***************************************************************

    WHEN SPIDERS UNITE, THEY CAN TIE DOWN A LION -Ethiopian Proverb         
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Return-Path: <owner-ctb-followers@igc.apc.org>
Date: Tue, 15 Sep 1998 09:52:25 -0400
From: disarmament@igc.org
Organization: Disarmament Clearinghouse
Sender: owner-ctb-followers@igc.apc.org
Subject: Y2K and Russian Nukes
To: ctb-followers@igc.org

APO  09/15 0447  Russia Moves Slow on Computer Bug

By NICK WADHAMS
 Associated Press Writer
   MOSCOW (AP) -- Russia has the world's second largest arsenal of
nuclear weapons and perhaps a dozen decaying nuclear reactors. No one
appears to know what will happen when the clocks on aging Soviet-era
computers that control them click over from 1999 to 2000.
   Despite the possible dangers, Russia has been dragging its feet in
confronting the so-called millennium bug.
   "Compared with other countries, I must say we are behind," said
Alexander Krupnov, chairman of Russia's Central Telecommunications
Commission, which has just been assigned to work on the computer problem
that many countries began
tackling several years ago.
   Even Krupnov isn't quite sure how much of a danger Russia faces, or
where it's going to get the hundreds of millions of dollars needed to
fix critical systems.
   Consumed by pressing day-to-day problems and grappling with economic
crisis, Russia's government has paid scant attention to potential
failures in computers and embedded circuits that could now be fewer than
500 days away.
   The millennium bug threatens all computer software and chips that, to
save programming space, use just the last two digits to designate a
year. When 2000 arrives, many computers won't know if it's 2000 or 1900,
which could cause them to go haywire.
   Analysts say Russia's most vulnerable systems are in its aging
nuclear plants and defense systems. Information about those computers is
secret, and predictions about whether failures can be expected are
varied and probably unreliable.
   One thing is clear. The people who oversee these sectors don't seem
concerned.
   A Defense Ministry spokesman, who refused to give his name, said he
knew about the millennium bug. As for the ministry's efforts, he gave a
Soviet-style response: "We're working on it, but I can't give you the
details."
   In June, U.S. Deputy Defense Secretary John Hamre told a
congressional hearing in Washington that he was concerned Russia had no
program for determining whether its "fragile" nuclear missile early
warning system might be crippled by the bug.
   Igor Sergeyev, Russia's defense minister, was asked about the issue
during a news conference in August. His answer was nothing short of
confusing.
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   "This problem mostly affects sectors where they use conventional
computer technologies. There is no such danger, since in the Strategic
Missile Forces we use special  technologies," he said, without offering
details.
   An errant missile launch against the United States brought on by a
computer clock failure would be highly improbable because Russia's
nuclear weapons can't be unleashed by machines alone. But computer snags
could gum up related systems, such as radar and telecommunications
networks, said Ron Piasecki, an American
consultant who has worked extensively with the U.S. government on the
millennium bug.
   Warning systems at nuclear power plants could also be affected,
Piasecki said. Yet that possibility doesn't seem to bother Russian
nuclear officials.
   "We're taking measures, but we're going to deal with the problem when
we get to the year 2000," said Vladislav Petrov, a spokesman for
Russia's Atomic Energy Ministry.
   Despite such nonchalance, increased pressure from the West is
beginning to show results.
   In July, the Central Telecommunications Commission released
guidelines to help government departments prepare. And then-Prime
Minister Sergei Kiriyenko discussed it during a visit by Vice President
Al Gore in July.
   Still, for a country with so many sensitive computer systems, Russia
has no systematic plan of attack. The commission's checklist, for
example, primarily helps government agencies understand how vulnerable
they are. It doesn't tell
them what to do about it.
   Russian businesses also seem to be moving slowly.
   In a survey of 50 Russian companies by the international consulting
firm Coopers and Lybrand, only a third said they were even aware of the
problem.
   Some Russians believe the nation's financial and banking systems are
better off than those in the West because the Russian computers are more
up-to-date than many of those running Western exchanges.
   As a whole, Russia's economic woes mean it hasn't had the cash to
become as technology-dependent as some Western countries.
   "Businessmen don't know about it," said Alexander Grek, a columnist
for Expert magazine, who says hardly any Russian journalists have
written about it.
"But the problem is much less serious here than for Western countries
because Russia is not as strongly computerized."
   **********************************************
FROM:  Disarmament Clearinghouse
            Kathy Crandall, Coordinator
            1101 14th Street NW #700 Washington DC 20005
            Tel: 202 898 0150 ext. 232
            Fax: 202 898 0172
            <disarmament@igc.org>
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To: "Daryl Byler" <mccwjdb@pop.erols.com>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: 800 number
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 04:55 PM 9/14/98 +0000, Daryl Byler wrote:
>Howard:
>
>Are we still on for Wednesday morning?  If so, can you please send me 
>the 800 number and procedures for the call in.  Somehow, I lost all 
>this.
>
>Warm regards,
>Daryl
>

Dear Daryl:

Yes, the conference call is on.  Here is my previous message.

Walter Owensby (202 543-1126) has agreed to be the contact person for the conference call.  Please let him know who 
you have lined up to call in.  He needs to keep track of the total number to be sure that enough call-in lines are available.  
He has provided the following information about calling in:

"While we should instruct out-lying sites to call in at 9:00 a.m., our Mott House connection should probably call at 8:55 
to be sure that we are on line as others call in.  The connection is made automatically and a beep can be heard each time 
someone joins the call.  Callers will be connected whenever they dial in.  No operator will assist; all calls are connected 
automatically and without announcement.
   
"All callers should dial (800) 447-5676 and at the voice prompt dial the ID # 42873."

Please call Walter if you need further information.

Shalom,

>
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Return-Path: <owner-ctbt-organize@igc.org>
Date: Tue, 15 Sep 1998 14:46:57 -0400
From: Kathy Crandalll <disarmament@igc.org>
Organization: Disarmament Clearinghouse
Sender: owner-ctbt-organize@igc.org
Subject: 134 Tennessean Religious Leaders Call for a CTBT
To: ctbt-organize@igc.org

Dear CTBT-Organizers:
Congratulations to Nell Levin in Tennessee!
134 Religious leadears have called upon Frist for a Nuclear Test Ban
Treaty NOW!
For more information on how you could do the same thing in your
community, contact the Disarmament Clearinghouse, <disarmament@igc.org>,
or

Tennessee Peace Action
P.O. Box 121333
Nashville, TN 37212

CONTACT:  Nell Levin, CTBT Organizer  615/226-8070

September 14, 1998     -     FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

TENNESSEE RELIGIOUS LEADERS CALL FOR SENATOR FRIST
 TO LEAD ON NUCLEAR TEST BAN
        Leaders from Tennessee's religious community are calling on
Senator Bill Frist to demonstrate leadership on behalf of the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT), now awaiting ratification in the
United States Senate.
        134 Tennessee religious leaders including Methodist Bishop Ken
Carder, Arun Gandhi, grandson of Mahatma Gandhi,  Dr. Bernard Lafayette,
President of American Baptist College and Retired Catholic Bishop of
Nashville, James D. Niedergeses signed a letter urging Senator Frist to
"proceed swiftly ... to the most serious consideration ... to the merits
of the CTBT.   We earnestly hope [Senator Frist] will ... decide it is
time to consent to the treaty's ratification."    The letter will be
delivered to Frist's Nashville office today by members of Tennessee
Peace Action, the League of Women Voters and Vanderbilt University
faculty.
        The letter states, "With the end of the Cold War, the issues of
the nuclear threat have changed, but the threat remains and the profound
moral questions persist.   The retention of thousands of nuclear weapons
combined with the threats of proliferation and terrorism, requires ...
the United States Senate ....  to take decisive action on [the CTBT]."
        The CTBT which would ban nuclear weapons testing worldwide, was
adopted by the United Nations in 1996 and has since been signed by 149
countries.   President Clinton forwarded the treaty to the Senate for
ratification in 1997 but Republican Senator Jesse Helms has been using
his position as chair of the Foreign Relations Committee to block
progress on the test ban.    The North Carolina Senator has refused to
allow hearings on the treaty, a prerequisite before it can be considered
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by the full Senate where a two-thirds majority is required for
ratification.
        A recent poll of voters in Tennessee revealed that 78% of
Tennesseans favor ratification of the CTBT.   "An overwhelming majority
of Tennesseans support the nuclear test ban.  Now Tennessee's religious
leadership has joined the call to end testing" said Tennessee Peace
Action's Nell Levin who coordinated the sign-on letter. "It's time for
Senator Bill Frist to publicly announce his support for this long-sought
treaty and work for its ratification." Senator Frist is key to
ratification because of his position on the Foreign Relations
Committee.
        Both of Tennessee's senators, Frist and Thompson, recently voted
against an amendment to the Foreign Operations Appropriations bill that
restored $28.9 million in funding for the international organizations
charged with monitoring test ban treaty compliance.   The amendment,
introduced by Arlen Specter (R-PA) and Joseph Biden (D-DE) passed the
Senate on September 1 by a vote of 49-44.  The delegation plans to
express concern about this vote with Senator Frist's office today and
with Senator Thompson's office on Tuesday.
        "We're delivering this message to our senators -- we expect
their strong leadership on nuclear arms control,"  Levin said.
###
A copy of the letter along with signatories is available upon request.
**************************************************************

FROM: Disarmament Clearinghouse
            Kathy Crandall, Coordinator
            1101 14th Street NW #700 Washington DC 20005
            TEL: 202  898 0150 ext. 232
            FAX: 202 898 0172
            <disarmament@igc.org>
            http://www.psr.org/ctbtaction.htm
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Return-Path: <a2000@silcom.com>
Date: Tue, 15 Sep 1998 13:08:44 -0700 (PDT)
X-Sender: a2000@mail.silcom.com
To: "Howard Hallman, Dave Robinson, Clayton Ramey":@igc.org
From: Sue Broidy <a2000@silcom.com>
Subject: Request for Help

Dear members of the Religious Working Group,

I would like to put together a list of statements concerning nuclear
weapons abolition generally, that have been issued over the years by
religious leaders.  I know there has been a Vatican statement, the Catholic
Bishops issued a statement and I am sure that other religions and
denominations have issued similar statements or calls for action.

If we could put this together in one document, and put it on the website (
and/or publish it as a booklet) I think it would be a powerful means of
encouraging church congregations to join in our work at a grassroots level.

Please let me know what you think and how we can work on this together.

I would also like a list - if it exists - of when and where all the
different denominations in the USA have their annual Synods or Assemblies,
so that we can reach them in time to present an Abolition 2000 Resolution,
with a call to action from all their congregations.

I would appreciate your help and advice.

Sincerely,

Susan Broidy, Coordinator

*************************************************************
Abolition 2000- A Global Network to Eliminate Nuclear Weapons
c/o Nuclear Age Peace Foundation
1187 Coast Village Road, Box 123
Santa Barbara, CA 93108
phone: +1(805) 965-3443; fax: +1(805) 568-0466
e-mail: a2000@silcom.com   URL: http://www.napf.org/abolition2000/

Join the abolition-usa listserve for keeping in touch with national
Abolition 2000 news.
To subscribe or unsubscribe to abolition-usa, send an email to
"majordomo@xmission.com"
with "subscribe or unsubscribe abolition-usa" in the body of the message.
For information on digests or retrieving files and old messages send
"help" to the same address.  Do not use quotes in your message.
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To: lwyolton@prodigy.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Paying for the conference call
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Bill:

As we discussed, the cost of the conference call connect with the CTBT breakfast will be billed to Walter Owensby's 
credit card.  So that he can be reimbursed in a single payment, I have agreed to have Methodists United for Peace with 
Justice be the channel.  Therefore, the $100 that you pledged can be made payable to "Methodists United Peace/Justice 
Education Fund".  Our mailing address is 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036.

I thought it was a very successful event.  From it came several good ideas on how we can continue to push for CTBT 
ratification.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: Dringler@umc-bdcs.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Payment for conference call
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Robin:

As we discussed, the cost of the conference call will be billed to Walter Owensby's credit card.  So that he can be 
reimbursed in a single payment, I have agreed to have Methodists United for Peace with Justice be the channel.  
Therefore, the $150 that you pledged can be made payable to "Methodists United Peace/Justice Education Fund".  Our 
mailing address is 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036.

Thanks for your contributions to this very successful event, including arrangements for food and drink and lining up 
people for the conference call.

Shalom,
Howard
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Return-Path: <owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org>
Date: Fri, 18 Sep 1998 15:46:44 +0200
From: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>
To: pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Subject: pov-l: September bulletin from Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
Sender: owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Reply-To: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>

------------------------  Start of message from list: pov-l ---->

Rio de Janeiro Peace to the City Campaign
September 1998 Monthly Bulletin 

In this issue: 

1. Parading for Peace: The Civilian Volunteer Service takes to the streets
of Copacabana in carnival style to commemorate Brazil's Independence
Day

2. The Other Side of the Coin: Groundbreaking report by the Institute of
Studies on Religion (ISER) takes a long hard look at Rio de Janeiro's
victimized police force and answers the question: Why are so many
policemen killed in this city: 67 per year-- one in every five days?

3. Opportunities of the Future: Viva Rio launches a new state-wide
educational program on setting up small businesses for 3000 youth at
risk 

4. Best Practices: Viva Rio's Community Housing Project "Rio das Flores"
receives UN recognition as one of the 100 best models for habitational
projects worldwide

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

1. Parading for Peace: The Civilian Volunteer Service takes to the streets
of Copacabana in carnival style to commemorate Brazil's Independence
Day

Three thousand youth from over 100 community organizations
participating in the Civilian Volunteer Service** throughout the State of Rio
de Janeiro paraded for peace on September 6th on Rio de Janeiro's
famous Copacabana beach. The parade along the beachfront also
commemorated Brazil's Independence Day and was a joyful
demonstration of the commitment youth have for the continued success
of the Civilian Volunteer Service.

The parade floats and costumes, designed by Joaosinho Trinta, one of
the most famous carnival directors in Rio, illustrated the themes of civic
awareness and patriotism. Leading the parade was a large carnival float
representing the Civilian Volunteer Service, followed by seven other
floats depicting the values of a democratic society: Education, Labour,
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Culture, Sports, the Environment, Human Rights and Peace. 

For Joaosinho Trinta, the parade was an unforgettable experience: "It's
truly marvelous to be able to work with youth committed to building a
better world for themselves and for their country. They are bringing a
message of hope to everyone here today, saying loudly and clearly that
they want education, work, and human rights." 

For the youth enrolled in the Civilian Volunteer Service, the "Agents of
the Future", the experience was even more memorable. For many, it was
their first visit ever to the state capital. To be able to parade down the
prestigious Copacabana avenue and be applauded for their efforts,
meant for many recognition and support they had never even dreamt of
receiving from the public and government authorities. 

"It's very important for me to be here today," said "Agent of the Future"
Eduardo Gomes da Silva. "We want to prove that young people are not
delinquents, like many adults say we are, just because we come from
poor neighborhoods. We want to prove that young people are the force
of the future and that we are learning how to become responsible
citizens." 

Claudia de Oliveira Ribeira, another "Agent of the Future" was thrilled to
be able to participate in the parade as well as in the Civilian Volunteer
Service. "We are lucky, because we now have a new opportunity to
study and work. Not everyone realizes how important this is. If we want
Brazil to be a country with more justice and less violence, then you have
to give young people a chance." 

The parade was also an occasion for the 3,000 "Agents of the Future" to
exchange experiences and discuss their plans and hopes for the future.
In a joint ceremony prior to the start of the parade, each program station
displayed banners they had designed on the theme of peace. The
banners will be taken by a few "Agents of the Future" to Harare,
Zimbabwe, during the World Council of Churches' 8th General Assembly
in December. Strung together in the form of a "Peace Tent", the banners
will symbolize the contribution of Rio's youth to the Peace to the City
campaign.

**The Civilian Volunteer Service is a government program coordinated in
the field by civil society organizations which is providing underprivileged
18 year olds with the opportunity to complete their basic education. The
program also includes 20 hours per month of community work to be
carried out by the youth participants.

Viva Rio is implementing the Civilian Volunteer Service in Rio de Janeiro
State and has organized several events which are common to all
program stations (known as "Stations of the Future"), thus bringing
together youth from both urban and rural areas of the State.

2. The Other Side of the Coin : Groundbreaking report by the Institute of
Studies on Religion (ISER) takes a long hard look at Rio de Janeiro's
victimized police force and answers the question: Why do so many
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policemen die in this city: 67 per year-- one in every five days?

Hard facts speak for themselves: 

1) A policeman dies in Rio de Janeiro every five days. Another 377
policemen are injured every year-- one in every 42 hours. The casualty
toll of patrolling the city's streets in 1996 was 27 times higher in Rio de
Janeiro than in New York City in 1986 -- the peak year of violence
involving police victims in that city. 

2) More than half of the injuries and deaths affecting Rio's police force
are due to the use of firearms. In the United States this ratio applies to
only 5.9% of the total police force.

3) If Rio de Janeiro's cops die a lot, they also kill a lot: this year the police
force killed 358 civilians, seven times more than the number of policemen
killed in confrontations. In 1990, the police force of the entire United
States killed 385 people, almost the same number of victims as those
killed by the Rio de Janeiro police force single-handedly so far this year.

Behind and beyond these statistics is the grim and complex story of the
Rio de Janeiro police force, a corps of men and women caught in a cycle
of violence where they are both victims and victimizers.The fact that until
August of this year, there had never been a reliable study published by
Brazilian researchers on the victimization of the Rio de Janeiro police
force tellingly describes a social scenario where a cloak of silence and
indifference has traditionally shrouded the corporation.

"Historically in Brazil, following decades of dictatorship, police activity
has always been considered as being linked directly to national security
and the sovereignty of the State", says ISER researcher Jacqueline
Muniz, author of the report on the victimization of the Rio de Janeiro
police force. "The police force has always been a taboo subject where
civil society, not to mention sociologists and researchers, had no right to
be poking their noses." 

The fact, however, that the victimization rate of the Rio de Janeiro police
force is so painfully high -- and the findings from the ISER report indicate
that the profession's casualty toll is on the increase -- has put the issue
on the agenda. "The police force itself needs and wants to know why so
many cops are dying in service and while on leave, because it can no
longer continue to withstand such heavy human and material losses",
says Jacqueline Muniz. "If we were to consider the situation from a
purely economical perspective, there is no business nor human
enterprise in the world which can function properly when its personnel
is being decimated at such a massive rate."

So why and how are Rio's cops suffering from what can no longer be
merely considered as a "professional hazard", as a risk inherent to the
job itself? The findings from the ISER report go a long way towards
answering these questions, while raising many others: 

There are two main causes responsible for police deaths in Rio (whether
the policeman is on duty or during time on leave): 47% of police deaths or
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injuries are related to repressing criminal activity itself (i.e. assault,
pursuits, armed action against criminal suspects, armed confrontations,
etc.) while another 47% falls within the category of non-criminal
activities (primarily road accidents and accidents provoked by firearms).

Between 1993 and 1996, road accidents were the main cause of police
victims, whether the policeman was on duty or on leave, accounting for
24% of all deaths and injuries. Assaults and armed actions against
criminal suspects accounted for 18% and 11% of police victims
respectively.

While in service, however, the rate of police victimization directly linked
to repressing criminal activity rises sharply to 57,8%. 

Jacqueline Muniz says that the ideology adopted by the Rio de Janeiro
police force is the main cause behind the corporation's heavy casualty
toll. "There is the conception that the police are waging a war against
crime. They have a `shoot first, ask questions later' approach to the
situation, and are actively encouraged to do so. Politicians want results,
they want the crime rate to decrease. Police are given rewards and
huge salary increases for bravery and heroic actions. The pressure put
on the police force to prove ostensibly that they are pursuing and killing
criminals has dangerously exposed the police force itself, caught in the
cross-fire of a deadly escalation of violence."

The lack of adequate police training, compounded by an inefficient and
bureaucratic administrative system, is another factor which seriously
hampers the functioning of Rio de Janeiro's police force. Of more serious
implications for the future, however, is the even greater lack of a
democratic debate involving the society as a whole on the broader issue
of elaborating effective and long-term public security policies.

"The police force is suffering from the current situation and wants
reform", concludes Jacqueline Muniz. "It needs to know clearly what its
role should be: is the police only there to fight against crime, or should
the police force function to serve the needs of the citizens? Until this
question is answered there will likely be many more police victims,
because our society has now become so accustomed to violence, that
everyone thinks that it is normal for policemen to be killed."

3. Opportunities of the Future: Viva Rio launches a new state-wide
educational program on setting up small businesses for 3000 youth at
risk 

The hard work and commitment to the Civilian Volunteer Service
demonstrated by the Viva Rio coordinators and the civil society
organizations participating in the program has paid off. Largely inspired
by the model of the Civilian Volunteer Service, a new program,
Opportunities of the Future, will be launched this month. 

Benefiting 3000 youth at risk (ages 16 - 21) in 100 poor communities
throughout the State of Rio de Janeiro, the program will be providing 6
hours per day of intensive remedial lessons for those who have not
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completed their primary level schooling, and will focus primarily on
training to acquire computer skills and small business management. The
curriculum will also include human rights and civic awareness.

During the three month duration of the program, Opportunities of the
Future, supported by the State Secretariat for Labour and Social Action,
will provide intensive 4-hour workshops each Saturday on how to set up
a small business. The aim of the program is that at the end of the course,
the youth will indeed have a new and tangible opportunity to earn their
own living and join the job market. 

4. Best Practices: Viva Rio's Community Housing Project "Rio das Flores"
receives UN recognition as one of the 100 best models for habitational
projects worldwide
 
The United Nations UNHCS (Habitat) Department has selected the Rio das
Flores community housing project coordinated by Viva Rio to be included
in an international cd-rom databank listing the 100 best habitational
models worldwide. The cd-rom databank will be available for all those
interested in researching urban development, habitational planning,
environmental preservation and related issues, and will include
photographs, blueprints, site surveys and videos on the selected best
practices.

The Rio das Flores community rose from the dust and debris left by the
heavy floods which devastated the city of Rio de Janeiro in 1996. The
city-wide donation campaign launched at the time by Viva Rio to provide
emergency relief to the thousands of flood victims, later developed into a
wide-scale community housing project for nearly 300 families who had
lost all their belongings during the heavy rains. Working in teams, the
flood victims helped to re- build all the homes in their neighborhood , and
took part in planning councils determining how they wanted to design
their new community.
The Rio das Flores housing project was conceived as well to include
within its scope the urban context as a whole. An integral part of the
project therefore included the setting up of basic community services
such as sanitation, health care and educational assistance. The small but
vibrant community is also benefiting from other projects coordinated by
Viva Rio: the Citizen's Counter which provides free judicial assistance
and conflict mediation, and the Viva Cred investment office which
provides low-interest loans to help start up small businesses. The Rio
das Flores community also participates in the Out-of-School Literacy
program which provides students from all ages who were not able to
complete their basic education with the opportunity to complete their
schooling. Today, Rio das Flores is not only a "success story" for the
flood victims who have literally re-built their own lives from scratch, but
also a small-scale model of solidarity and organization.

Viva Rio
Ladeira da Gloria, 98 - Gloria 
CEP: 22211-120
Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
+55-21-556-5004
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+55-21-558-1381 (fax)
vivario@ax.apc.org
http://www.informe.simpleweb.com.br/vivario/rio

------------------------  End of message from list: pov-l  ---->
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To: sylvia
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Plane ticket
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Hi Sylvia,

Several days ago I mailed you your plane ticket from Minneapolis to Washington and return.  Did you receive it?  I'm 
holding your ticket from Washington to Milan.

It won't be long until we're on our way!

Cordially,
Howard
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To: Robin Ringler <Dringler@umc-gbcs.org>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Payment for conference call
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 11:32 AM 9/18/98 -0400, Robin Ringler wrote:
>Hi Howard,
>
>I turned in the paperwork on Wed. to have the check made out to Methodists United for PwJ.  The check should be 
available in the next few work days.  I hope the fact that it won't say "Education Fund" won't be a problem.
>
>Thanks for everything you do!
>

Robin,

That's O.K.  Our treasurer will place the deposit in the correct fund.

Howard
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To: majordomo@xmission.com
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: 
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

subscribe abolition-usa mupj@igc.org
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Return-Path: <majordomo-owner@lists.xmission.com>
To: mupj@igc.org
From: majordomo@lists.xmission.com
Subject: Confirmation for subscribe abolition-usa
Reply-To: majordomo@lists.xmission.com
Date: Fri, 18 Sep 1998 14:48:41 -0600

--

Someone (possibly you) has requested that your email address be added
to or deleted from the mailing list "abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com".

If you really want this action to be taken, please send the following
commands (exactly as shown) back to "majordomo@lists.xmission.com":

        auth 0847db80 subscribe abolition-usa mupj@igc.org

If you do not want this action to be taken, simply ignore this message
and the request will be disregarded.

If your mailer will not allow you to send the entire command as a single
line, you may split it using backslashes, like so:

        auth 0847db80 subscribe abolition-usa \
        mupj@igc.org

If you have any questions about the policy of the list owner, please
contact "abolition-usa-approval@lists.xmission.com".

Thanks!

majordomo@lists.xmission.com
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To: majordomo@lists.xmission.com, mupj@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Confirmation for subscribe abolition-usa
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

 auth 0847db80 subscribe abolition-usa mupj@igc.org
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Return-Path: <majordomo-owner@lists.xmission.com>
To: mupj@igc.apc.org
From: majordomo@lists.xmission.com
Subject: Majordomo results: Confirmation for subscribe abolition-usa
Reply-To: majordomo@lists.xmission.com
Date: Sat, 19 Sep 1998 18:18:02 -0600

--

>>>>  auth 0847db80 subscribe abolition-usa mupj@igc.org
**** Address already subscribed to abolition-usa
>>>> 
>>>> 
>>>> 
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Return-Path: <LWYolton@prodigy.com>
From: LWYolton@prodigy.com (REV L WILLIAM YOLTON)
Date: Sat, 19 Sep 1998 21:41:27, -0500
To: mupj@igc.apc.org
Subject: Paying for the conference call

I called Meta Ukena for approval, and then called Nyack (FOR) to have 
check prepared on Thursday.  I had it made out to Methodist United 
for Peace and Justice, and sent to the proper address.

Thought the event was a good one, and that Barbara did a tour de 
force in filling in the empty time at the beginning.  

I'm off to Mexico via Tucson.  Be back by the 28th.

Let us know feed back on the call.
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To: phil
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Japanese donation
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Phil,

The Christian Council of Japan wants the name and address of the branch of NationsBank we use so that they can send 
by wire their donation of $500.  They already have the wire number.  Thanks in advance.

Howard
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Return-Path: <PhillipMiller@compuserve.com>
Date: Mon, 21 Sep 1998 09:22:23 -0400
From: "Phillip H. Miller" <PhillipMiller@compuserve.com>
Subject: Japanese donation
Sender: "Phillip H. Miller" <PhillipMiller@compuserve.com>
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Content-Disposition: inline

Howard,  from the bank statement

NationsBank, N. A.
Regional Center, VA2-125-04-01
P. O. Box 27025
Richmond, VA 23261-7025

Account Number:  0000 0290 8085

Good luck.
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date: Mon, 21 Sep 1998 19:05:49 +0200
From: "Pol D'Huyvetter" <pol@motherearth.org>
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: FME Opinion Poll: Belgium should Initiate Negotiations to Ban
  Nukes
To: abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org, fme@motherearth.org, a-days@motherearth.org,
        tp2000.lst.grp@gn.apc.org
X-Sender: pold@pop.xs4all.be

For immediate release, September 21 1998

     Belgium needs to initiate negotiations for a treaty banning nuclear
weapons
  For Mother Earth publishes results of opinion poll

Gent, 21 september 1998 - This morning Frank Van Durme, a senior research
consultant of MarketResponse, released the results of an opinion poll at a
newsconference called by For Mother Earth in Gent. A large majority of a
representative group of one thousand fifteen Belgians pronounced itself
clearly in favor of Belgium taking the lead to negotiate a Treaty banning
Nuclear Weapons. The results -72% in favor, 10 % against and 18% without
opinion- stand contrary to the Belgian Foreign policy, as Belgium
systematically votes against the start of negotiations within the UN, which
is contrary to its own obligations under art. VI of the NPT (1968). Since
many decades nuclear disarmament resolutions are adopted by large
majorities within the UN General Assembly. However, four out of the five
permanent members of the UN Security Council (Britain, France, Russia and
the USA), vote systematically against the start of multilateral
negotiations. The Western nuclear weapon states find support from NATO
member states in blocking the road leading to general and complete nuclear
disarmament.

Pol D'Huyvetter, spokesperson For Mother Earth which ordered the
opinion-poll, declared: "The expected results of this poll will be a clear
signal to the Belgian government, and especially the Belgian Foreign
Department. The Belgian succescive embassadors in the UN have always voted
against the start of multilateral negotiations, even after the UN world
Court's 1996 opinion outlawing nuclear weapons. Today we have added a
strong tool to force the Foreign Department to take the Belgian public, and
democracy, into account within the UN. We are hopeful to bring in a new
dissident NATO-member at the next vote in the UN'.

To date Iceland, Denmark and Norway we amongst the most corageous NATO
members at the last votes, when they abstained. Other Western countries,
not part of NATO, as New Zealand, Sweden and Ireland, voted in favor. 

For Mother Earth calls NGO's, especially in NATO member states, to order
similar opinion-polls, and press their representatives in the UN to dissent
NATO's hypocritical and dangerous nuclear policy. 

For Mother Earth will also continue to use non-violent direct actions to
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add pressure on  politicians to abide by their international treaty
obligations. Citizens Inspections are being planned for next October 1st
(the end of the Nurnberg trial in 1946), and new non-violent and
accountable disarmament actions will be carried out if there is no progress
to start immediate negotiations to ban all nuclear weapons.

If you want more details about the poll (i.e. age, sexe, region, ...)`
please contact 

For Mother Earth  <pol@motherearth.org>

end

 

     October  1 1998  International Day of Non-Violent Action
               Citizens Inspect nuclear 'sites of crime'
        Org: Nuclear Weapons Abolition Days  
                      a working group of Abolition 2000

     October 10 1998  BENEFIT FOR MOTHER EARTH - Vooruit - Gent

        including:
   
        Information on disarmament actions in Faslane
        (Scotland) and Kleine Brogel (Belgium)

        Proclamation Winner Treasure Hunt Kleine Brogel

    ***************************************************************
    *           For Mother Earth International office             *
    ***************************************************************
    *         Lange Steenstraat 16/D, 9000 Gent, Belgium          *
    *                Phone/fax +32-9-233 84 39                    *
    *                  Mobile +32-95-28 02 59                     *
    *                   Fax +32-9-233 73 02                       * 
    *         E-mail: international@motherearth.org               * 
    ***************************************************************
    *           WWW:  http://www.motherearth.org/                 *
    ***************************************************************
    *              Postal account : 000-1618561-19                *
    *************************************************************** 
    *   For Mother Earth is member of Abolition 2000 - the global *
    *network to eliminate nuclear weapons, the International Peace*
    *   Bureau (IPB), World Information Service on Energy (WISE), * 
    * International Netwerk on Sustainable Energy and Eurosolar   *
    ***************************************************************
    *      For Mother Earth has offices in Belgium, Bulgaria,     * 
    *       Romania, Slovakia, Sri Lanka and USA, aswell as       *
    *      contacts/groups in Belarus, Czech Republic, France,    *
    *       Finland, Germany, Netherlands and United Kingdom      *
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    ***************************************************************

    WHEN SPIDERS UNITE, THEY CAN TIE DOWN A LION -Ethiopian Proverb         
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Return-Path: <dkimball@clw.org>
Date: Mon, 21 Sep 1998 14:26:34 -0400 (EDT)
X-Sender: dkimball@[204.245.159.2]
To: btiller@psr.org, tcollina@ucsusa.org, mupj@igc.org, ctbt@2020vision.org
From: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
Subject: draft proposal for CTBT strategy mtg - REPLY REQUESTED

September 21

TO: Marie Reitmann, Bob Tiller, Howard Hallman, Tom Collina

FR: Daryl Kimball

RE: outline for CTBT Strategy Meeting in early December

You will recall that at the last meeting on grassroots organizing on the
CTBT and at the last CTBT Working Group meeting, we agreed to hold an
in-depth strategy meeting on the CTBT to prepare for our efforts in 1999.
You also volunteered to help organize/plan the event. The following is a
short proposal for how the meeting would be organized and who would attend
and speak.

Please forward you comments about the date to me by Thursday (when the next
Working Group meetings on Deep Cuts and CTBT will be held) so that we can
announce a date and a location by that time. Send me your other comments
and/or suggestions about the agenda, topics, speakers, etc., as soon as
possible so that we can finalize an agenda and send out invitations.

Thanks, DK

*************************** Briefing and Strategy Meeting on CTBT
**************************

PURPOSE: to summarize key lessons from 1998 and to identify key objectives
for 1999 that will form an early workplan for our CTBT effort. Purpose is
not necessarily to engage wholly new constituencies into the effort.

AUDIENCE: core NGO CTBT proponents; key Senate allies; key Executive Branch
allies

A NOTE ON THE TIMING OF THE MEETING: I think that early December is the best
time for this meeting for a number of reasons, among them being that I will
be out of town (in South Asia) from November 8-22; a CTBT Prepcom meeting
will take place in mid-November, we will know about he composition of the
new Senate; and the impact of the White House scandal will be easier to
gauge the later we schedule our meeting. If the meeting is later in
December, we begin to bump into possible Coolfont retreat dates and holiday
schedules.

PROPOSED DATES: December 1st, 10:00 - 1:00; or December 2nd, 10:00 - 1:00;
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December 3rd, 10:00 - 1:00

LOCATION: Resources for the Future Conference Room, 16th and P St. NW (cost
$325 for the day)

SPONSOR: Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers

MODERATOR: D. Kimball

PARTICIPANTS: see list below

                                                      **********  DRAFT
AGENDA **********

10:00 -- Introductions

10:10-10:20 -- Outlook for CTBT in 1999 -- Executive Branch Perspective 
    * Bob Bell

10:20-10:35 -- Outlook for CTBT in 1999 -- Senate Perspectives  
   * Edward Levine, Minority Staff, Sen. Foreign Relations Comm.
   * Randy DeValk, Office of Sen. Daschle  

10:35-10:50 -- Questions and Discussion

10:50-11:10 -- CTBT Entry Into Force
   * The 1999 Special Conference, Pierce Cordon, ACDA or representative
from the Australian or Canadian embassies
   * The Positions of India and Pakistan, Michael Krepon

11:10 - 11:25 -- Questions and Discussion

11:25 - 11:40 -- Break (lunch brought in)

11:45 - 12:05 -- Report on Progress on CTBT Campaign in '98 and Next Steps
in '99
   * Tom Collina (?)  - position of Senators, media, editorials (w/Steve
Raikin?), engaging the administration, gathering support of experts, polling
   * Marie Reitmann (?) - state of field capabilities, outreach to new
constituencies

12:05-12:45 -- Moderated Discussion on Strategic Campaign Priorities in 1999

   timing of events
   maintaining and focusing field activities
   outreach to new constituencies
   motivating the administration
   encouraging media and editorial coverage
   monitoring/influencing progress toward Special Conference

12:45 - 1:00 -- Wrap up and future meetings

****************
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DRAFT STRATEGY MEETING INVITE LIST:

I suggest that our objective should be to invite people representing
organizations who are MOST actively involved in the CTBT effort and in doing
so, as Howard Hallman has suggested, to ensure that there is good
representation among the various constituencies who support the CTBT. The
group should be no more than about 30 in size.

Tell me if there is someone who does not fit into one of these categories
who you think is a "must invite:"

* directors of Coalition member groups (and also, in some cases, their key
CTBT point- person). This group totals about 18.

* representatives from other groups that regularly participate in CTBT
working group meetings (i.e. APS, IRIS, LWV, MUPJ, FCNL, ANA, others) 

* key leaders of Interfaith Working Group on CTBT (perhaps Walter Owensby
from the Presbyterian Church, Jerry Powers from the US Catholic Conference,
and two to three others who might be able to contribute the most)

* Senate staffers including: DeValk, Levine, Glass, Schulz-Heim, Fieldhouse,
Peter Tyler

* Exec. Branch people: Bell, Andreasen, someone from ACDA, Lee Feinstein
(State), someone from DOE

* funders (not all of whom will show): Naila Bolus, George Perkovich,
Kristen Suokko, Wayne Jaquith
 
* key foreign embassy reps: Richard Sadlier (Australia), Peter Bates (Canada)
 
* Mike Kopetski
___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
___________________________________
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To: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball), btiller@psr.org, tcollina@ucsusa.org,  ctbt@2020vision.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: draft proposal for CTBT strategy mtg - REPLY REQUESTED
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 02:26 PM 9/21/98 -0400, Daryl Kimball wrote:
>
>September 21
>
>TO: Marie Reitmann, Bob Tiller, Howard Hallman, Tom Collina
>
>FR: Daryl Kimball
>
>RE: outline for CTBT Strategy Meeting in early December

Dear Daryl:

You and I have distinctly different perceptions of the purpose of the proposed retreat on the CTBT, what it should 
cover, and how it should function.  Therefore, I believe that our committee should meet together and develop a 
consensus before presenting a proposal to any of the participating organizations.

I see it, first, as an evaluation of our work of the past fifteen months and, second, building on that evaluation to begin 
planning for 1999.  I see it as a gathering of three co-equal (and overlapping) clusters of CTBT activities that have come 
to focus in (a) the CTBT Working Group (mostly Washington centered), (b) the CTBT Grassroots Working Group, and 
(c) the Interfaith Group on the CTBT.  Attendance at the retreat should be all-inclusive of organizational representatives 
which have participated actively in these clusters.  We have enough to talk about among ourselves without inviting 
congressional and executive branch staff; rather that might occur in a second meeting that gets into 1999 strategy in 
greater depth.  As a meeting of co-equal groups, we should have rotating moderators, drawn from each cluster.

In advance of the gathering I believe that there should be written reports on five types of activities, describing what has 
been done since the summer of 1997 and providing a self-evaluation by persons most intimately associated with the 
particular activities.  Topics include:
1. Dealings with Congress
2. Dealings with Clinton Administration
3. Dealings with media
4. Grassroots activities
5. Interfaith activities (grassroots and in Washington)
These reports could be discussed one-by-one for 20-25 minutes each to identify strengths and weaknesses, achievements 
and shortcomings, lessons learned.  The moderator for each topic could be a person not directly involved in that 
particular activity.

After we have had a frank evaluation of our work to date, we will then be ready to begin planning strategy for 1999.  
We also should have some discussion on the pluralistic organization of our campaign and whether changes are needed 
in 1999.  I don't believe that this task can be completed at this gathering and that we will need to have a second round of 
discussion.  I suggest saving the outsiders for the second meeting.

The date should be coordinated with the Monday Lobby retreat.  Since you're going to be away during the middle of 
November and the Monday Lobby retreat may occur in early December, we might have the CTBT evaluation and 
planning session some time between October 26 and November 6.  That would give us a month to prepare for it.
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Shalom,
Howard
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date: Mon, 21 Sep 1998 13:58:01 EDT
From: LCNP@aol.com
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: Mandela calls for nuclear disarmament, announces UN draft resolution
To: abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org, Doug Roche <djroche@gpu.srv.ualberta.ca>,
        Kate Dewes <katie@chch.planet.org.nz>, forum@worldforum.org,
        wagingpeace@napf.org, aslater@igc.apc.org, LCNP@aol.com, mpi@igc.org,
        disarmament@igc.apc.org

United Nations
September 21, 1998

President Mandela, in an impassioned speech to the United Nations General
Assembly today, called on the nuclear-weapon States to make a firm commitment
to eliminating nuclear weapons and on the global community to eradicate
poverty. Mandela, the third to speak in the Assembly's opening session after
Brazil's Foreign Minister Luiz Felipe Lampreia and U.S. President William
Clinton, received two standing ovations from the full assembly hall.

Mandela recalled the very first resolution of the United Nations, adopted in
January 1946, which called for "the elimination from national armaments of
atomic weapons and all other major weapons adaptable to mass destruction," and
lamented the fact that "we still do not have concrete and generally accepted
proposals supported by a clear commitment by the nuclear-weapon States to the
speedy, final and total elimination of nuclear weapons and nuclear weapons
capabilities."

Mandela asked those who justify "these terrible and terrifying weapons of mass
destruction - why do they need them anyway?"

"In reality, no rational answer can be advanced to explain in a satisfactory
manner what, in the end, is the consequence of Cold War inertia and an
attachment to the use of the threat of brute force to assert the primacy of
some States over others."

Mandela announced that in an attempt to contribute to the elimination of these
weapons, South Africa, together with Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New
Zealand, Slovenia and Sweden will be submitting a draft resolution to the
First Committee (Disarmament and Security) for consideration by the General
Assembly. He called on all members of the United Nations to support the
resolution, which will be entitled "Towards a Nuclear Weapons Free World: The
Need for a New Agenda."

Ambassador Luiz Felipe Lampreia, Foreign Minister of Brazil, who opened the
General Assembly debate, also noted the nuclear disarmament initiative of the
eight aforementioned countries.

Commendation letters can be sent to President Mandela, C/o The Permanent
Mission of South Africa to the United Nations, 333 East 38th Street, 9th
Floor, New York, NY 10016. Fax (1) 212 692 2498.
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Return-Path: <armsintern@ucsusa.org>
From: armsintern@ucsusa.org
Date: Mon, 21 Sep 98 15:40:29 -0500
To: <anitas@ieer.org>, <bmorse@igc.org>, <btiller@psr.org>, <cdavis@clw.org>,
        <cpaine@nrdc.org>, <ctbt@2020vision.org>, <dculp@igc.org>,
        <disarmament@igc.org>, <dkimball@clw.org>, <ieer@ieer.org>,
        <jsmith@clw.org>, <kathy@fcnl.org>, <ledwidge@psr.org>, <mupj@igc.org>,
        <paexec@igc.org>, <paprog@igc.org>, <syoung@basicint.org>,
        <tom.clements@wdc.greenpeace.org>, <vision@2020vision.org>,
        <wandwill@clark.net>, <armsintern@ucsusa.org>, <tperry@ucsusa.org>,
        <tcollina@ucsusa.org>
Subject: Suggestion for NWWG
Content-Description: "cc:Mail Note Part"

Fran from Peace Action provided a very good suggestion for structuring NWWG for
the last 3 months of the year.  The two most important responsibilities are
developing an evaluation for the year and having representation on COOLFONT's
planning committee.  Many of the issues (like CTBT) will be dying down after
Congress adjourns for the year.  

Fran suggested that we meet around the 9th of October and provide input for a
number of people to develop the year's evaluation.  At this meeting we could
also provide input to the COOLFONT process.  After that we might meet 1 or 2
time a month to deal with the evaluation and keep updated.  As far as issues the
assumption is that we would not need to meet every week to discuss them and that
if something urgent arises, we can convene a meeting for that week.

We will be discussing this suggestion and taking assignments at the next NWWG
meeting this Thursday at 9 am at the Mott House.

Michael Pancook
UCS
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Return-Path: <dkimball@clw.org>
Date: Mon, 21 Sep 1998 17:47:21 -0400 (EDT)
X-Sender: dkimball@[204.245.159.2]
To: mupj@igc.apc.org, dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball), btiller@psr.org,
        tcollina@ucsusa.org, ctbt@2020vision.org, disarmament@igc.apc.org
From: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
Subject: Re: draft proposal for CTBT strategy mtg

September 21

Colleagues:

After reading Howard's comments, it does not appear to me that his
suggestions and my draft outline for a CTBT strategy meeting are mutually
exclusive. I don't think that our concepts of what needs to be done are all
that different.

It may be possible to reduce the time that I propose be used to gather
valuable info. on Exec. Branch action, Senate perspectives, the Special
Conf. in 1999 and the S. Asia situation and devote more time to an
evaluation of lessons learned from NGO work in 1998 and our strategic
objectives in 1999. I personally don't want a lot of talking heads, but the
talk from some heads is, I believe, very important to what we decide we need
to do.

Alternatively, it may, in the end, be necessary to schedule two meetings if
there is, as Howard suggests, as much of a need for talking among ourselves
about our CTBT efforts to date. My gut sense is that since we have been
campaigning for the CTBT for over a year and are familiar with key issues,
obstacles, targets etc., the strategy discussion can be narrowed a bit.
Another option might be to send around a survey asking NGOs what level of
effort and what kind of effort they are planning to expend on the CTBT in 1999.

In either case, I agree that written reports and proposals for action in
1999 would be useful before this (or any other) meeting. Summary reports on
grassroots work; constiuency outreach; positions of Senators; etc. would of
course be very useful.

Before schedule a new meeting about this strategy meeting, let me suggest
that we exchange views via e-mail and talk after the close of the combined
CTBT/Deep Cuts working group meeting this Thursday from 3-5 at UCS.

Looking forward to your comments,

DK

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

Howard Hallman wrote:

>>RE: outline for CTBT Strategy Meeting in early December
>
>
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>Dear Daryl:
>
>You and I have distinctly different perceptions of the purpose of the
>proposed retreat on the CTBT, what it should cover, and how it should
>function.  Therefore, I believe that our committee should meet together and
>develop a consensus before presenting a proposal to any of the participating
>organizations.
>
>I see it, first, as an evaluation of our work of the past fifteen months
>and, second, building on that evaluation to begin planning for 1999.  I see
>it as a gathering of three co-equal (and overlapping) clusters of CTBT
>activities that have come to focus in (a) the CTBT Working Group (mostly
>Washington centered), (b) the CTBT Grassroots Working Group, and (c) the
>Interfaith Group on the CTBT.  Attendance at the retreat should be
>all-inclusive of organizational representatives which have participated
>actively in these clusters.  We have enough to talk about among ourselves
>without inviting congressional and executive branch staff; rather that might
>occur in a second meeting that gets into 1999 strategy in greater depth.  As
>a meeting of co-equal groups, we should have rotating moderators, drawn from
>each cluster.
>
>In advance of the gathering I believe that there should be written reports
>on five types of activities, describing what has been done since the summer
>of 1997 and providing a self-evaluation by persons most intimately
>associated with the particular activities.  Topics include:
>1. Dealings with Congress
>2. Dealings with Clinton Administration
>3. Dealings with media
>4. Grassroots activities
>5. Interfaith activities (grassroots and in Washington)
>These reports could be discussed one-by-one for 20-25 minutes each to
>identify strengths and weaknesses, achievements and shortcomings, lessons
>learned.  The moderator for each topic could be a person not directly
>involved in that particular activity.
>
>After we have had a frank evaluation of our work to date, we will then be
>ready to begin planning strategy for 1999.  We also should have some
>discussion on the pluralistic organization of our campaign and whether
>changes are needed in 1999.  I don't believe that this task can be completed
>at this gathering and that we will need to have a second round of
>discussion.  I suggest saving the outsiders for the second meeting.
>
>The date should be coordinated with the Monday Lobby retreat.  Since you're
>going to be away during the middle of November and the Monday Lobby retreat
>may occur in early December, we might have the CTBT evaluation and planning
>session some time between October 26 and November 6.  That would give us a
>month to prepare for it.
>
>Shalom,
>Howard
>
>
___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
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110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
___________________________________
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To: dkimball@clw.org, btiller@psr.org, tcollina@ucsusa.org, ctbt@2020vision.org, 
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re CTBT retreat
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Friends:

Why don't we meet after Thursday morning's meeting of the Nuclear Weapons Working Group at the Mott House and 
try to develop a consensus on the CTBT retreat?  That way we could offer an agreed upon proposal to the Deep 
Cuts/CTBT Working Groups on Thursday afternoon.

Shalom,
Howard



80922.03.txt[5/3/2017 1:36:59 PM]

To: disarmament@igc.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: CTBT Retreat
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Kathy:

I can't remember whether you volunteered to serve on the CTBT retreat planning committee.  I note that Daryl Kimball 
sent the second but not the first of his communications to you.  Here are my replies in case you are on the committee.  If 
you don't have Daryl's first message, Bob Tiller does, or I can send you a copy.

Shalom,
Howard

###

September 21, 1998

Dear Daryl:

You and I have distinctly different perceptions of the purpose of the proposed retreat on the CTBT, what it should 
cover, and how it should function.  Therefore, I believe that our committee should meet together and develop a 
consensus before presenting a proposal to any of the participating organizations.

I see it, first, as an evaluation of our work of the past fifteen months and, second, building on that evaluation to begin 
planning for 1999.  I see it as a gathering of three co-equal (and overlapping) clusters of CTBT activities that have come 
to focus in (a) the CTBT Working Group (mostly Washington centered), (b) the CTBT Grassroots Working Group, and 
(c) the Interfaith Group on the CTBT.  Attendance at the retreat should be all-inclusive of organizational representatives 
which have participated actively in these clusters.  We have enough to talk about among ourselves without inviting 
congressional and executive branch staff; rather that might occur in a second meeting that gets into 1999 strategy in 
greater depth.  As a meeting of co-equal groups, we should have rotating moderators, drawn from each cluster.

In advance of the gathering I believe that there should be written reports on five types of activities, describing what has 
been done since the summer of 1997 and providing a self-evaluation by persons most intimately associated with the 
particular activities.  Topics include:
1. Dealings with Congress
2. Dealings with Clinton Administration
3. Dealings with media
4. Grassroots activities
5. Interfaith activities (grassroots and in Washington)
These reports could be discussed one-by-one for 20-25 minutes each to identify strengths and weaknesses, achievements 
and shortcomings, lessons learned.  The moderator for each topic could be a person not directly involved in that 
particular activity.

After we have had a frank evaluation of our work to date, we will then be ready to begin planning strategy for 1999.  
We also should have some discussion on the pluralistic organization of our campaign and whether changes are needed 
in 1999.  I don't believe that this task can be completed at this gathering and that we will need to have a second round of 
discussion.  I suggest saving the outsiders for the second meeting.

The date should be coordinated with the Monday Lobby retreat.  Since you're going to be away during the middle of 
November and the Monday Lobby retreat may occur in early December, we might have the CTBT evaluation and 
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planning session some time between October 26 and November 6.  That would give us a month to prepare for it.

Shalom,
Howard

###

9/22/98

Dear Friends:

Why don't we meet after Thursday morning's meeting of the Nuclear Weapons Working Group at the Mott House and 
try to develop a consensus on the CTBT retreat?  That way we could offer an agreed upon proposal to the Deep 
Cuts/CTBT Working Groups on Thursday afternoon.

Shalom,
Howard
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To: btiller@psr.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Citation for NEJM article
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Bob,

I want to cite the New England Journal of Medicine article on the risk of accidental nuclear attack in an article I'm doing 
on de-alerting for our newsletter.  I have a copy but I can't find it.  Would you please e-mail me the correct citation and 
bring me another copy at the NWWG on Thursday.

Thanks,
Howard
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Return-Path: <owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org>
Date: Wed, 23 Sep 1998 15:17:06 +0200
From: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>
To: pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Subject: pov-l: September Bulletin from Belfast, N. Ireland
Sender: owner-pov-l@wccx.wcc-coe.org
Reply-To: Sara SPEICHER <ses@wcc-coe.org>
X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by igc7.igc.org id GAA17152

------------------------  Start of message from list: pov-l ---->

Belfast Peace to the City Campaign
September 1998 Bulletin 

Contents
1. An Update on the Northern Ireland Political Situation
2. An Article on Peace Building in Northern Ireland
3. A Story from Northern Ireland Interpreting Peacemaking
4. News on Conferences and Publications 
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1. An Update on the Northern Ireland Political Situation - September 22

A. Omagh and After

This last month has been a complex and interesting one. The Omagh
tragedy cast a pall over the early part of the month, and a week of
heart-breaking funerals was almost too much to bear. In the immediate
aftermath of the atrocity, the British and Irish governments rushed
through a raft of emergency legislation which gave rise to considerable
concern among civil libertarians. 

Although the British legislation was markedly milder than the Irish version,
the focus of public concern was on the power new legislation appeared
to give to the word of RUC (Northern Irish Police) officers in convicting
suspected members of outlawed terrorist groups. The degree to which
the police remain a controversial and weak part of Northern Irish society
could hardly have been more clearly undermined. The danger now is that
a conviction secured on this basis would be open to immediate public
attack. Any miscarriage of justice case on this basis would undermine
the credibility of the RUC so totally as to be potentially fatal.

The hope of both governments must be that the legislation will never be
used. Following the Omagh bomb, the outrage across all sections of Irish
society was evident everywhere. Alleged supporters of the 'Real IRA'
who carried out the attack were hounded from their homes in Dundalk in
the Irish Republic and within weeks, the organisation had declared a
ceasefire. They joined the Irish National Liberation Army (INLA) and the
Loyalist Volunteer Force (LVF) leaving only one organisation, the
Continuity Army Council (CAC) still officially engaged in active combat. 
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Paradoxically, then, the security situation has thus stabilised
considerably since the Omagh bomb. The extent of public outrage was
such as to remove any doubt that support for ongoing violence is now
confined to a tiny minority group and certain local situations. If the
Agreement has done nothing else, it has further undermined those who
argue that violence is a viable political strategy.

Local violence, particularly in Portadown, remains serious. however. A
small number of Orangemen have maintained an ongoing protest at
Drumcree, and demonstrations in their support have led to serious
tensions in the town. Many Catholics now complain that they have been
completely intimidated from using the Town Centre, and small nationalist
enclaves are under regular siege. In early September, a policeman was
very badly injured in riots by protestant youths. While this atmosphere
has remained confined to Portadown, it illustrates that violence has not
been entirely squeezed out of public life.

 B. Clinton's last hurrah?

A beleaguered Bill Clinton arrived on a beautiful day in Northern Ireland to
what may be his final 'rapturous reception'. Clinton's administration is
highly regarded in Northern Ireland because of the attention which was
lavished on local leaders. Furthermore, Senator George Mitchell's role at
the talks won over many sceptical Unionists to the notion of American
neutrality in this issue. Clinton was received with warmth and respect in
Belfast, Omagh and Armagh and was openly praised by Tony Blair for
his political performance here. Perhaps even more surprising was the
ease with which David Trimble and Seamus Mallon shared a platform and
posed for pictures. Both, it is now certain, have reached a point of no
return in which their own political futures are publicly tied up with the
success of the Agreement.

C. More political moves.

Against this background, the new institutions began their work. Before
Clinton's visit, the Sinn Fein leadership declared that they would work for
decommissioning. This was enough to trigger a direct business meeting
about Assembly and governmental procedures between David Trimble
and the Sinn Fein President Gerry Adams. The long-awaited public
handshake between the two remains incomplete and the substantive
issue of the decommissioning of weapons remains deadlocked. If there
is a serious obstacle in the way of smooth progress, this is probably it.
Without some movement on this issue, the Unionist Party in the Assembly
is probably incapable of entering the Executive. On the other hand, Sinn
Fein is clearly signalling that it does not consider itself in a sufficiently
strong position to lean on the IRA on this matter. Both sides can rely on
mass support within their own electoral constituency for their position.
Until now, all obstacles have been overcome in some manner or other.
Whether this one can be fudged is as yet unclear, but the political and
diplomatic credibility of the Northern Irish political elite now depends on
them doing so.

 Duncan Morrow
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 School of History, Philosophy and Politics
 University of Ulster

2. An Article on Peace-Building in Northern Ireland

Supporting Community Relations Initiatives in the Community and
Voluntary Sector (Based on an article in CRC News September 1998)

Dealing with the shock, the anger and the pain caused by politically
motivated violence, and by blatant sectarian hatred, over the last thirty
years in Northern Ireland has put community relations under an enormous
strain. The Omagh bombing on 15 August reached a new low in terms of
the scale of destruction of human life and threatened to drag us all back
to the worst days of the Troubles. Instead there emerged, out of the
shock and outrage at such appalling carnage, an almost unanimous
expression of determination - across the community and across the
island - not to be diverted from the path of peace.
A very poignant display of this took place on the devastated Main Street
of Omagh shortly after the bombing when a Catholic priest and a
Presbyterian minister appeared together in front of the TV cameras to
give joint expression to the grief of the whole community. What appeared
so natural was in fact the result of the careful building of a local
community relations infrastructure. It did not just happen! The Omagh
Church Forum, involving clergy and laity from both sides of the
community, was established in 1996 with the help of the Omagh District
Council's Community Relations Officer and the network of relationships
which it developed helped to support and unite the Omagh community at
its time of tragedy. The foundation of cross-community co-operation was
already in place and was able to be mobilised at this time of crisis. This
was reflected too in the many inter-community gatherings and
joint-services of reflection, called for by the churches, held across
Northern Ireland one week after the Omagh bombing.

Establishing good cross-community relationships and co-operation,
based on mutual respect of difference, at a community, group and
individual level, is no easy task but is an essential part of any peace
process. It is significant that in areas where strong cross-community
networks have become established the ability to deal creatively and
positively with crises and conflicts has been most apparent. This was
true in Omagh after the bomb, and in various disputes this year such as
in Derry over the Apprentice Boys' parade where local cross-community
networks were employed to open the way for accommodation.

The community relations infrastructure, which has helped pull us back
from the brink on numerous occasions, is made up of many different
organisations, from reconciliation groups and inter-church networks to
community associations and women's' organisations. Many of these are
funded by the Community Relations Council which last year made almost
500 grant awards. Over 70 of these organisations are also core-funded
by the Community Relations Council, among them Mediation Network and
Counteract (the trade union anti-intimidation unit) which are an important
source of training in conflict management skills for local groups.
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(NOTE: Core funding refers to contributions drawn from government and
European Union funding made towards salary, office and running costs
of organisations. The Community Relations Commission was set up and
is funded by government, but operates independently in awarding such
core funding and in distributing grants from various sources to support
particular projects and new initiatives. The CRC also is pro-active in
producing resource materials and facilitating training events for those
from all sectors engaged in peace-building .)

Core-funded organisations such as WAVE and Women Together have
worked with the victims of violence, offering counselling and support.
Valuable opportunities for local discussion and debate are provided by
organisations such as Evangelical Contribution on Northern Ireland
(ECONI), St.Columb's Park House in Derry and the Springfield
Inter-Community Project. The Workers' Educational Association's courses
on anti-sectarianism offered under its Interface Project have also
provided important support for local community groups in engaging in
cross-community dialogue and tackling community relations issues.
Currently CRC is also supporting plans for a Training Consortium funded
by the European Special Support Programme for Peace and
Reconciliation which will make community relations training more widely
available.

The wide and growing range of community relations initiatives currently
taking place in the community and voluntary sector is an essential part of
the process of learning to live with difference and without it political
agreement will not work. Community relations work is no longer simply
cross-community tea and cucumber sandwiches or holiday schemes for
children. It is tackling difficult issues like prejudice, policing, parades and
ex-prisoners and it is doing it in areas which have seen more than their
fair share of conflict and violence.

The value of this work was recognised in the text of the Good Friday
Agreement and it will continue to be essential in bringing about a lasting
peace:

"The participants recognise and value the work being done by many
organisations to develop reconciliation and mutual understanding and
respect between and within communities and traditions, in Northern
Ireland and between North and South, and they see such work as
having a vital role in consolidating peace and political agreement.
Accordingly, they pledge their continuing support to such organisations
and will positively examine the case for enhanced financial assistance
for the work of reconciliation. An essential aspect of the reconciliation
process is the promotion of a culture of tolerance at every level of
society, including initiatives to facilitate and encourage integrated
education and mixed housing." (The Agreement)

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

Peace-building in Northern Ireland has benefited greatly in recent years
from significant funding from government, European Union and other
international sources. The above article is a challenge to politicians and
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government to affirm the importance of ongoing community relations
work and sustain funding for it. Churches, in Ireland and elsewhere, can
be advocates ensuring the governments and other appropriate bodies
make adequate resources available for peacemaking. There is also a
challenge to the churches, here and elsewhere, to make a sustained
commitment themselves of both human and financial resources to
peacemaking ministries.

The article also recognises the importance of establishing good
relationships during ordinary times which will provide a basis for
common witness and action in the service of peace when crises which
demand such responses do occur. James speaks about this when he
says that "goodness is the harvest that is produced from the seeds the
peacemakers plant in peace." (James 3:18.)

3. A Personal Story About Peacemaking in Northern Ireland

WOMEN IN FAITH

In 1996 Lady Jean Mayhew, wife of the then Secretary of State for
Northern Ireland, called together a small group of women from the main
denominations, North and South. This core group organised with her a
conference for Women in the Churches which was held at Hillsborough
Castle in October 1996 and attended by 120 women. A similar follow-up
conference was held in February 1997, and a third in March 1998

Before Lady Mayhew left Northern Ireland in May 1997 there was a
well-established nucleus of women willing to take her dream forward. A
committee, under the joint Chair-personship of Roman Catholic Sister and
a Presbyterian Deaconess, was set up. As the way forward was
discussed a new name was adopted: WOMEN IN FAITH.

The AIMS of this group are:

a. to acknowledge and celebrate the work that women in the Churches
in Northern Ireland have done and are doing, both overseas and at home;

b. to challenge women of faith to examine whether or not there are
initiatives that they might jointly undertake to help build a more harmonious
society in Northern Ireland; and

c. to encourage them to put any such constructive ideas into practice.

PRESENT ACTIVITIES:

Members of the core group meet 6-8 times in the year:
 - To get to know one another.
 - To discuss current affairs and to take action appropriately.
 - To pray for personal, community and world needs.
 - To plan educational and creative events.
 - To exchange information.
 - To encourage the creation of similar local projects.
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One participant's reflections on the 1998 meeting of this group underlines
the value of such occasions and the way in which simple exercises can
elicit a wealth of wisdom, which when named helps to point ways
forward in peacemaking:

 "Those leading the devotional aspects of the day prepared a beautiful
table with a picture of a bridge behind to illustrate the theme - 'Bridges of
Hope.' The Core Group had brought a supply of pebbles, which were
offered to each woman as she entered, and these were placed on the
table at the foot of the bridge. The two women facilitating the session
then guided the participants through a; moving and varied reflection on
the ways in which we can build bridges and the hurdles we find in our
way. We thought about the stones needed to build a bridge, among them
stones of encouragement, togetherness, hope, courage, enthusiasm and
friendship. Carrick-a-Rede (a daunting high rope suspension bridge
connecting a small island off Ireland's north coast to the mainland)
reminded us that we often look for excuses not to take that first step; we
have to trust and we have to take risks. We faced the task of rebuilding
relationships within our own community; we are prone to denial - we do
not recognise our involvement in the negative things that happen in our
community. We were reminded of the sudden changes that came about
when the Berlin Wall was demolished and when South Africa achieved a
democratic settlement; in reality there had been years of background
work and people had to have faith in the possibility of change long
before it was achieved. The tools of bridge building are hope and trust,
looking for the positive, taking practical action to involve everyone."

One woman's initiative, inviting women from all of the churches together,
has created a new network continuing to meet even after her departure.
It in turn has spawned several local and regional Women in Faith groups
meeting in various parts of Northern Ireland and a myriad of new or
enhanced relationships between women of different backgrounds. 
4. News About Conferences and Publications

Conferences / Courses:

TRANSFORMING CONFLICT TRAINING by the Mediation Network for NI
Course dates for 1998 - 1999 are:
Course A - 1998:
7 & 8 October, 10am - 4pm; 4 & 5 November, 10am - 4pm; 2 & 3
December, 10am - 4pm.
Venue: Ulster Peoples College, 30 Adelaide Park, Belfast BT9
Course B - 1999:
8 & 9 January, Fri 7.00pm - 9.30pm & Saturday 10.00am - 4.00pm; 5 & 6
February; 5 & 6 March (same times apply).
Venue: Ulster Peoples College, 30 Adelaide Park, Belfast BT9
For further information contact: Peter O'Reilly
 The Mediation Network
 128a Great Victoria Street
 Belfast BT2 7BG
 phone: 01232-438614

ECPCR FOR BELFAST IN OCTOBER: EMPOWERING LOCAL CAPACITIES
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FOR PEACE

The fourth European Conference on Peacemaking and Conflict Resolution
(ECPCR) will take place in Belfast from 9-13 October with the major
themes of After the War - Building the Peace, Designing Strategic
Interventions, Transitional Partnerships and Identifying Strategic Players.
ECPCR is an association of European based individuals and
organisations active in the field of peacemaking, peacebuilding and the
prevention, resolution and transformation of destructive conflict. Further
information and registration material soon from the conference
coordinators: Project Planning International, Montalto Estate, Spa Road,
Ballynahinch, Co Down BT24 8PT. Tel (01238) 561993. Fax: (01238)
565073. E-mail 101455.1521@compuserve.com

COPING WITH CHANGE
The Irish School of Ecumenics is offering two courses which consider
the dynamics of change and how to deal with it creatively in
interpersonal and communal relationships. Entitled "Faith for a Change",
the course will be particularly relevant to those working in local
communities or churches.

The first course runs from 30 September to 2 December; the second
runs from 20 January to 24 February. The courses consist of weekly
Wednesday sessions from 7.30 - 9.30 pm at the Irish School of
Ecumenics premises, 48 Elmwood Avenue, Belfast. For a brochure
outlining the programme content and details of course fees contact Cathy
Higgins, ISE, tel:01232-382750.

Irish School of Ecumenics Certificate Course
The Irish School of Ecumenics also offers a part-time 2-year course
leading to a Certificate in Reconciliation Studies awarded by the
University of Ulster. The course, taught in Belfast and Derry, is modular
based and explores key themes for a divided community. For further
information contact the Administrator, Irish School of Ecumenics, 48
Elmwood Avenue, Belfast BT9 6AZ, tel 01232-382750.

Journey to Wholeness
"Journey to Wholeness" is an interactive photographic travelling
exhibition by French photographer Ninna Gay which combines
photographs of cross-community initiatives with discussions, workshops
and lectures. The project aims to encourage and promote reconciliation,
peace, justice and healing in Ireland.

The exhibition opens on 24 September (7pm) at Belfast Exposed, 48 King
Street (tel:230965), and lasts until 6 October. The programme of
workshops and lectures includes:
23 Sept.- 1-hour workshop by Robert Lee on "Perceptions and
Interpretations of images and words" at 10.30am, 12.30pm, and 2.30pm.
28 Sept.- workshop by Johnston McMaster on "Celtic resources for
peace process" (5.30- 7pm).
29 Sept.- lecture by Ruth Patterson on "Makers of Peace" (5-6.30pm)
1 Oct.- Lecture by John Dunlop on "Inclusive and exclusive identities"
(7-8pm).
5 Oct.- Slide show and discussion by Gordon Gray on conflict and



80923.02.txt[5/3/2017 1:36:59 PM]

religion.

Counselling Course
The Institute for Counselling and Personal Development is again offering
its Competent Helper course to assist community workers in counselling
the survivors of violence. The course consists of one evening class per
week for 20 weeks at any one of several locations throughout Northern
Ireland. For further information contact Jennifer Betts, ICPD, Interpoint,
20-24 York Street, Belfast BT15 1AQ, tel:01232-330996.

Columbanus Community - Autumn Lectures
The Columbanus Community of Reconciliation in Belfast has announced
its autumn programme. Its Monday evening lectures begin on 28
September (7.45pm) and follow the theme of Oppression and Liberation.
The annual Michael Hurley Lecture will take place on 21 September (8pm)
at Fortwilliam Presbyterian Church Hall. The speaker will be Monica
McWilliams. For further information contact Columbanus Community, 683
Antrim Road, Belfast BT15 4EG, tel:01232-778009.

Publications:

Cultural Diversity Directory, compiled by Joanne Murphy and Fiona
Murray, published by CRC. Price 3 . A guide to the many organisations
and funding bodies in Northern Ireland that have an interest in cultural
diversity work, with details of useful resources produced by each.

Human Rights on Duty - Principles for better policing: International
Lessons for Northern Ireland by Mary O'Rawe and Linda Moore,
published by the Committee on the Administration of Justice. Price 6.

Half The battle: Understanding the impact of the Troubles on Children and
Young People by Marie Smyth. Published by INCORE as part of the Cost
of the Troubles Study. Price 5.

Do You See What I See? Young People's Experiences of the Troubles in
Their Own Words and Photographs. Published by INCORE as part of the
Cost of the Troubles Study. Price 10.All available from the Community
Relations Information Centre, 21 College Square East, Belfast BT1 6DE.
Tel: 44-1232-311881. Fax 44-1232-244364. email:
info@community-relations.org.uk

5. Suggestions From Our Readers

Northern Ireland Peace Quilt Project
The Northern Ireland Peace Quilt Project is a testament to our desire for
peace, understanding and reconciliation. Panels have been donated from
Ireland (North and South,) England, American and Australia. These
panels have been lovingly stitched together by dedicated women from
everywhere. Would you like the quilts to be displayed at one of your
meetings? If so, please apply, giving six weeks notice of required date
to:
 Quilt Project Coordinator, Women Together
 62 Lisburn Road
 Belfast BT9 6AF
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 Tel: 44-1232-315100 Fax 44-1232-314864

We would be pleased, if desired, to give a talk on the origin and history
of the Quilt Project.

_____

Belfast Peace to the City Campaign Local Coordinator:

Doug Baker
Mediation Network
128A Great Victoria Street
Belfast BT2 7BG
Northern Ireland
Phone: +44-1232-438614
FAX: +44-1232-314430
Email: info@mediation-network.org.uk
http://www.mediation-network.org.uk/

------------------------  End of message from list: pov-l  ---->
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To: "Jim Hipkins" <70761.2655@compuserve.com>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Peace Leaf article
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Jim:

I hope you are all right after the yellow jacket sting.

Finally I have completed the promised Peace Leaf article on "De-alerting".  It is attached.  To guage its lenght I 
formatted in on my computer with two columns in 11 pt type.  It runs nearly 2 3/4 pages.  I can fax you that version if 
you like, though it isn't identical to how you would set it up.

After you have looked at it, we can talk about the print order.  I want several hundred copies to use in the de-alerting 
campaign we are getting underway.

Carlee and I are going to Italy from September 29 to October 14, so I would like to have our editoral discussion 
completed by September 28.

Shalom,
Howard

###

 Zero Alert by the End of 1999
 The Next Step toward Nuclear Abolition

  How long?  This question is posed persistently  throughout the Bible. In the wilderness the Lord que-ries Moses, 
"How long will this people de-spise me?  And how long will they not believe in me?"  Psalm 4 asks the people, "How 
long will you love vain words, and seek after lies?" Jeremiah inquires of Jeru-salem, "How long shall your sick thoughts 
lodge within you?" 
 Psalm 13 turns the question around and inquires of God, "How long, O Lord?  Wilt thou forget me for-ever?  How 
long wilt thou hide thy face from me?"  Psalm 35 records many adversaries and asks, "How long, O Lord, wilt thou look 
on?  Rescue me from their ravages."  Habakkuk cries out, "O Lord, how long shall I cry for help and thou will not 
hear?"
 One of the Proverbs takes a more practi-cal appoach and asks, "How long will you lie there, O sluggard?  When 
will you arise from your sleep?"
 When we think about nuclear weapons, a para-mount evil of our day, we can ask our-selves the same ques-tion.  
How long will we accept the sick thoughts of the nuclear priesthood that claim these instruments of mass de-struction 
have legitimacy?  How long will we vainly believe that nuclear weapons pro-vide security?  How long will we be 
blinded to the fact that the pos-sessors are most inse-cure because of their mutual threats against one another? How long 
will we not trust God for our true security?  How long until we slug-gards arise from our sleepy doldrums and insist that 
our earthly rulers renounce these evil weapons and abolish them for-ever?
Voices of Religion
 Numerous voices of religion have spoken of the inherent evil of nuclear weapons.   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 deploy-ment as well as the use of nuclear weapons are a crime against humanity and that 
such activities must be con-demned on ethical and theologi-cal grounds."  
 The United Methodist Council of Bishops in 1986 carried this a step further by declaring "we say a clear and 
unconditional No to nuclear war and to any use of nuclear weapons.  We conclude that nuclear deter-rence is a position 
that cannot receive the church's blessing."  The quadrennial General Conference of the United Methodist Church has 
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thrice endorsed this conclusion.
 In 1997 a spokesman for the Holy See at the United Nations stated, "Nuclear weapons are incom-patible with the 
peace we seek for the 21st century.  They cannot be justified.  They deserve condemna-tion."
Concurrence of Military Experts
 A sizable number of generals, admirals, and civil-ian national security leaders agree with this conclusion.  In 1995 
the govern-ment of Australia brought 17 of them to-gether in a study body known as the Can-berra Commission on the 
Elimination of Nuclear Weapons.  Members included General George Lee Butler, for-merly head of U.S. Strategic 
Command, and Robert MacNamara, secretary of defense under Presidents Ken-nedy and Johnson.   In 1996 the 
Commission re-ported its conclusions:
 The Canberra Commission is persuaded that im-mediate and determined efforts need to be made to rid the world of 
nu-clear weapons and the threat they pose to it.  The destructiveness of nuclear weap-ons is im-mense.  Any use would 
be cata-strophic. The proposition that nuclear weapons can be retained in perpetuity and never used -- acci-dentally or 
by de-cision -- defies credibility.  The only complete defence is the elimination of nuclear weapons and assurance that 
they will never be pro-duced.
 A growing chorus of reports from military leaders and civilian experts echo this call for the elimination of nuclear 
weapons.  They include the Steering Committee of a Stimson Center Project on Eliminating Weapons of Mass 
Destruction, chaired by General Andrew J. Goodpaster (1995), a statement of 60 generals and admi-rals leaders from 
around the globe (1996), the National Academy of Sciences in the United States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian 
leaders, including 47 past and present heads of states and prime ministers (1998), and the New Agenda Declaration 
adopted by the foreign ministers of Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa, and Sweden 
(1998).
 Citizens throughout the world are in the forefront of the quest for nuclear abolition.  More than 1,000 citi-zen 
organizations have joined together in a global network known as Abolition 2000.  Governments of the Non-Aligned 
Movement (NAM), at one time referred to as "third world countries", add their testimony for the necessity of 
eliminating nuclear weapons.
 When so many generals, admirals, civilian leaders with national security experience, scientists, bishops, other 
church leaders, citizen organizations, and non-aligned states agree that nuclear weapons must be elimi-nated, what are 
we waiting for?  How long must we wait for the political leaders who control national policy to respond to the moral 
and practical imperative of nuclear abolition?  How long until we citizens become a mas-sive and effective political 
force to insist on the elimination of nuclear weapons throughout the globe?
De-alerting: An Immediate Step
 The distinguished commissions and study groups have worked out coherent sets of ideas to chart the course toward 
nuclear abolition.  Although they differ in details, they concur that nuclear abolition is an achievable objective.  Among 
them there is a remark-able consensus that an immediate step should be to take the world's nuclear arsenal off hair-
trigger alert.  This would prevent accidental or unauthorized nuclear attack.  It would offer time for reflection and 
negotia-tion in the event of a grave crisis among the nuclear powers.  It would set stage for the phased dismantle-ment 
of the nuclear arsenal.
 Many people in the United States and elsewhere believe that because the Cold War is over, there is no longer a risk 
of nuclear attack.  They are wrong.  Russia has 10,240 operational warheads in service, the United States has 8,425, 
France 450, China 400, Great Britain 260.  Israel, India, and Pakistan have an undis-closed number.  More than 5,000 of 
the Russian warheads are on land- and submarine-based missiles that are on hair-trigger alert and could be launched at 
US targets on a moments' notice.  The United States has similar deployment of more than 5,000 warheads likewise on 
hair-trigger alert that could attack Russia.
 This means that a huge portion of the U.S. population resides in cities and near military bases that are the targets 
for Russian missiles that can arrive within 30 minutes of launching, or within 15 minutes for a subma-rine-launched 
missile.  A large portion of the Russian population is similarly vulnerable.  Although in 1994 President Clinton and 
President Yeltsin agreed to de-target their missiles by not aiming them at one another's country, re-targeting can occur 
within a few seconds.  Moreover, Russian missiles re-target automatically when launched.  Because both sides follow a 
launch-on-warning doctrine, accidental or unauthorized launch of a single missile could provoke a retaliatory barrage of 
nuclear missiles.
 This is no idle fear.  In January 1995 Russian radar technicians feared that a scientific rocket launched in Norway 
was a nuclear missile headed for Russia.  Military authorities alerted President Yeltsin, who activated the electronic case 
that could authorize fire of nuclear missiles in response.  Fortunately, a few moments be-fore Yeltsin had to decide, 
senior military officers determined that the rocket was headed out to sea.  As it turned out, Norwegian officials had 
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notified Russian authorities of the planned launch several weeks earlier, but the word never reach top command.
 The danger of misinterpretation remains.  With the breakup of the Soviet Union, Russia no longer has use of early 
warning radar once based in Kazakhstan, Ukraine, and other former Soviet republics.  Some of the remaining radar is in 
disrepair.   Systems built to control nuclear weapons are crumbling.  Furthermore, mid-night of  December 31, 1999 is 
rapidly approaching when massive computer failure may occur in radar sys-tems, at missile sites,  and in other military 
installations.  This adds to the risks arising from malfunctioning and misinterpretation.
 Thus, it is strongly in the self-interest of the United States for the Russian nuclear arsenal to be taken off hair-
trigger alert.  In exchange, the United States could greatly ease Russian fears by taking similar action.  In this case self-
interest and idealism coincide.
How to Proceed
 The surest and most far-reaching way to de-alert the nuclear arsenal would be to separate warheads from delivery 
vehicles and store them in other locations.  Submarines would return to port, their missiles removed, and warheads 
separated.   Likewise warheads would be removed from land-based missiles.
 A less drastic approach would be to remove vital components of missiles, such as the guidance system, and store 
them elsewhere so as to make the missiles inoperable.  Launching systems could be temporarily de-mobilized, such as 
by covering silos with mounds of dirt and by disabling mobile launchers.  Depending upon which method is used, it 
would then take hours, days, or weeks to rearm missiles and restore launchers.  Mu-tual or international observation 
would prevent reinstallation from occurring surreptitiously.
 De-alerting can occur quickly through reciprocal executive initiative without prolonged negotiations and a treaty 
that requires legislative ratification.  That's what occurred in the fall of 1991 when President Bush or-dered a stand-
down of strategic bombers with their nuclear bombs placed in storage, and he terminated the alert status of silo- and 
submarine-based missiles scheduled for elimination under the first Strategic Arms Re-duction Treaty (START I).  
Soviet President Gorbachev reciprocated by ordering deactivation of land-based missiles and strategic submarines and 
promising to put rail-based missiles in garrison and keep strategic bombers on low level of readiness.  Subsequently the 
two nations withdrew thousands of shorter-range tactical nuclear warheads from deployment outside their homeland.
 In a similar manner President Clinton and President Yeltsin could commence a similar reciprocal process to de-
alert the entire US and Russian nuclear arsenals.  China, Great Britain, and France should join the proc-ess.  So should 
Israel, India, and Pakistan.
 How long would it take to de-alert the entire global nuclear arsenal? Experts who have studied the options for de-
alerting say that it is technically feasible to accomplish in twelve months.  Therefore, recently 68 citizen organizations 
from around the globe proposed to Presidents Clinton and Yeltsin that de-alerting start immedi-ately and be completed 
no later than the end of 1999. This can occur if there is sufficient political will.  That will happen only if there is strong 
citizen demand that de-alerting take place.
What You Can Do
 Because the most immediate way to achieve de-alerting is through executive action, US citizens who want to 
pursue this cause should focus their attention on President Bill Clinton and Vice President Al Gore.  Write to them at 
The White House, 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington, DC 20500 or by e-mail at presi-dent@whitehouse.gov 
or vice-presi-dent@whitehouse.gov.   Urge them to take leadership to de-alert the US nuclear arsenal and ask them to 
work out reciprocal de-alerting with Russia and the other nuclear powers.  You can draw on the case made for de-
alerting found in this article.
 Although executive action is the quickest way to achieve de-alerting, members of Congress are potent po-litical 
actors, and some of them may oppose de-alerting.  Therefore, write to them and register your support for de-alerting.  
Ask them to come out in favor of this approach.  If the president acts and your senator or repre-sentative speaks out 
against it, contact him or her and express your disappointment over his or opposition.her 
 Encourage others to write to the president, vice-president, and members of Congress.  Circulate a petition in favor 
of de-alerting.
 Form a study group on de-alerting or bring the subject before an existing group.  In addition to the articles 
referenced below, we have available a citizen activists packet of information on de-alerting.
 If you are member of a peace group or a church body that passes resolutions, offer one in support of de-alerting.  
Send it to the president.
 Try to influence public opinion.  Write letters to the editor.  Call in to radio talk shows.
 If enough of us undertake these activities to influence public opinion and executive decisions, we have a good 
chance of prevailing.  How long will this take?  It depends upon how hard we try and how effectively we mobilize other 
citizens to work with us.
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Beyond De-alerting
 De-alerting is a very significant first step along the road toward nuclear abolition.  In and of itself, it is doesn't 
eliminate nuclear weapons, but it sets the stage for meaningful reductions.  As nuclear powers remove their arsenals 
from hair-trigger alert, they will better understand that they have no acceptable use for these ter-rible weapons of mass 
destruction.  They can then take steps to dismantle them.  Dismantlement might occur through successive treaties that 
bring about staged reduction.  Or it could happen under a nuclear weapons convention that provides a comprehensive 
approach to the total elimination of nuclear weapons.  Whatever the ultimate course, de-alerting can move us along the 
road to the goal of Earth freed from the curse of nuclear weapons.  How long will that take?  Once again it's up to us.

For Further Reading
 Bruce G. Blair, Harold A. Feiveson, and Frank N. von Hippel, "Taking Nuclear Weapons off Hair-Trigger 
Alert"Scientific American, November 1997.  Available at http://www.sciam.com/1197issue/1197vonhippel.html
 Lachlan Forrow, M.D. and others, "Accidental Nuclear War -- A Post-Cold War Assessment" The New England 
Journal of Medicine,  April 1998.
 Arjun Makhijani, "De-Alerting: A First Step" Science for Democratic Action, August 1998.
 Tim Zimmerman, "Take Nuclear Arsenals Off Hair-Trigger Alert" U.S. News, December 29, 1997.  Avail-able at 
http://www.usnews.com/usnews/issue/971229/ 29nuke.html

[Addendum.  Perhaps in a box]

 Methodists United for Peace with Justice is in the forefront of the effort to achieve de-alerting of nuclear arsenals 
and other steps leading toward nuclear abolition.  We need your participation and support.  To join our work and make a 
financial contribution, please fill out and return the membership form on the next page.
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Wed, 23 Sep 1998 16:56:17 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: dkimball@clw.org, btiller@psr.org, tcollina@ucsusa.org,
        ctbt@2020vision.org, mupj@igc.org
Subject: CTBT "retreat"

To: Marie, Howard, Daryl, Tom, Kathy
From: Bob Tiller

Thanks to Daryl and Howard for posting their ideas about a CTBT
"retreat."  After reading everything carefully, I found myself leaning
more toward Howard's ideas than toward Daryl's original posting.  A few
specific comments follow.

Sponsor -- I agree that this should be clearly seen as a gathering of
three co-equal groups.

Focus -- I agree that we need to look back at what we have done over the
last 12 to 15 months, before we look ahead to 1999.  For me the point of
this meeting is not so much to clarify the key issues and targets as it
is to acknowledge and understand what we did that was helpful, what we
did that was not helpful, and what we should have done. I like the idea
of written reports in advance, providing some self-evaluation.  (Perhaps
25 minutes is a bit too much time to discuss each of five papers.)  I
also like the idea of an advance survey to ask each organization what
kind of effort it plans for 1999.

Participants -- I agree with the need for us to be frank with each
other, so that our evaluation is meaningful and helpful.  That means we
must construct both the attendance and the program so that we are able
to be candid.  I think many NGO folks would not be frank if there are
funders and NSC people in the room.

Leadership -- I would hope that Kathy would have a role on the
grassroots piece, since she has been the overall coordinator of the
special organizers hired with Ploughshares money.

Structure and number of meetings -- I am reluctant to plan two meetings,
because we won't convince everyone of the need for two.  Could we set up
one meeting in the following way?
   (a) First 105 to 120 minutes -- only NGOs (including religious
groups) participating; candid look at what we have been doing
   (b) Final 60 to 75 minutes -- Senate allies, executive branch allies
and funders join us; look ahead at 1999 strategies and activities

Date -- December 1, 2, 3 are OK for me.  It is important to get it done
before Coolfont.  Late Oct.-early Nov. would also be OK, except that I
can not participate Oct. 26-27-28.

Finally, I am available to meet at either of the proposed times tomorrow
to do further work on all of this:
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    10:30 (following NWWG)
     5:00 (following Deep Cuts) --- but I can not stay long

Shalom,
Bob T.
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Return-Path: <btiller@psr.org>
Date: Wed, 23 Sep 1998 17:10:15 -0400
From: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>
Organization: Physicians for Social Responsibility
To: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Citation for NEJM article
References: <2.2.16.19980922142213.3bf75fce@pop.igc.org>

Howard,

I am sorry to be late with this reply.  I do not know the proper way to
cite the NEJM, because such matters are not in my realm of expertise. 
But here is how I think it is done: N Engl J Med 1998; 338:1326-31.

Here are the details, and you can figure out how to string it together:
   The New England Journal of Medicine
   "Accidental Nuclear War -- A Post-Cold War Assessment"
   Lachlan Forrow, M.D., Bruce G. Blair, Ph.D., Ira Helfand, M.D.,
George Lewis, Ph.D., Theodore Postol, Ph.D., Victor Sidel, M.D., Barry
S. Levy, M.D., Herbert Abrams, M.D., and Christine Cassel, M.D.
   volume 338
   number 18
   April 30, 1998
   pages 1326-1331

I will bring you a copy tomorrow.

Shalom,
BT

Howard W. Hallman wrote:
> 
> Bob,
> 
> I want to cite the New England Journal of Medicine article on the risk of
> accidental nuclear attack in an article I'm doing on de-alerting for our
> newsletter.  I have a copy but I can't find it.  Would you please e-mail me
> the correct citation and bring me another copy at the NWWG on Thursday.
> 
> Thanks,
> Howard
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com>
Date: Wed, 23 Sep 1998 15:48:28 -0700 (PDT)
X-Sender: ilpeace@pop.igc.org (Unverified)
To: <abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com>, <palist@igc.org>
From: ilpeace@igc.apc.org
Subject: (abolition-usa) the new abolition campaign
Sender: owner-abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com
Reply-To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com

A few thoughts on organizing the new national campaign to abolish nuclear
weapons
--Kevin Martin, Illinois Peace Action, 9/23/98

The organizers of the October 9th and 10th meetings on nuclear abolition in
Chicago invited subscribers to the U.S. abolition list serve to start
circulating proposals and ideas in preparation for those meetings, both to
begin the discourse on important issues ahead of time, and to allow those
who won't be coming to Chicago to participate in the discussion of how to
build a U.S. campaign to abolish nuclear weapons.  Since only one person has
posted something on this (thanks Jack Cohen-Joppa!), I guess as the host for
the 9th and 10th I'll throw a pebble in the pond and see if any ripples
spread. Nothing brilliant, I promise, just a few thoughts to get discussion
going.

IMPORTANCE OF GRASSROOTS ORGANIZING

        For many of us on the list serve, the importance of grassroots organizing
is self-evident.  And so far, the talk of how this new campaign (for which
we need a name, and soon) will knit together elite, "opinion leader", policy
analysis work with grassroots organizing and a sustained media campaign is
very promising.

I recently saw a quote by one of my heroes, Cesar Chavez. He said, "The only
way I know to organize is to talk to one person, then another, and then
another…"  I think if we are honest about it, we don't do enough of this.
We talk to ourselves endlessly (which is of course what I'm doing right
now), but not to enough regular folks.

 I want to underscore a point made by Paul Warnke, former U.S. arms control
negotiator, and by former U.S. Senator Alan Cranston, who has done fantastic
work organizing at the policy elite level: we'll only get real progress
toward abolition when we are able to make it a political issue, and that
means organizing regular old voters to pressure the politicians.

 Most grassroots organizations working for abolition - the ones whose
members will pass the petitions, bird-dog and lobby the politicians,
organize the demonstrations, commit civil disobedience, etc. -- live on a
shoestring budget (and a gnarly old fraying shoestring at that).  So if this
new campaign is serious about the grassroots component, there will have to
be plans made to get some resources ($) to the grassroots organizations that
can translate the excellent policy recommendations from the opinion leader
level into real political pressure on the powers that be.  There have
already been discussions about this, and obviously, the more integrated and
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coordinated a strategy we come up with for this campaign, the more
successful we'll be in raising money from individuals and foundations.

THE NEED FOR A LONG-TERM STRATEGY

The short-term goal of forcing abolition onto the political agenda for the
presidential and congressional elections in 2000 is good, as are many other
projects already underway, but we also need to think about the long term.
If we're really good, and a bit lucky, this campaign will take 10, 12, 15
years. Many of us have already worked for nuclear disarmament for much
longer than that, so that long of a timeline shouldn't scare us, but we
might not all be around to see the glorious day when the scourge of nuclear
weapons is removed from the Earth.  Where is the next generation of
abolition organizers going to come from?  This issue isn't exactly on the
radar screen of activists under 30.

At the upcoming meeting in Chicago, we will need to focus mostly on
near-term strategy in order to build support for a coordinated U.S.
abolition campaign.  However, I hope we can spend at least some time on
long-term strategy, or at least discussing a process to come up with one.
 
STRUCTURE

 To me, the structure of this abolition campaign is less important than a
clear commitment to a coordinated strategy.  I think the U.S. Campaign to
Ban Landmines is a fine structural model, though from where we at Illinois
Peace Action sit as a grassroots member of USCBL, I think it has not had a
strong, coordinated strategy that its members are bought into.  Obviously,
the Abolition 2000 network, which hundreds of groups have already signed
onto, needs to be built upon and strengthened, and can play a crucial role
in building the national abolition campaign.

 If we are clear that we are not creating a new organization, and I hope we
are, we need a structure that promotes identification with and commitment to
the new national abolition campaign (boy, do we need a name soon - how about
"Jane" for now) while also allowing member organizations to build themselves
-- recruit new members, raise more money, etc. - through participation in
the campaign.
Check out our website at http://www.webcom.com/ipa

-
 To unsubscribe to abolition-usa, send an email to "majordomo@xmission.com"
 with "unsubscribe abolition-usa" in the body of the message.
 For information on digests or retrieving files and old messages send
 "help" to the same address.  Do not use quotes in your message.
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To: "Kevin Martin" <ilpeace@pop.igc.org> 
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Meetings on October 9 and 10
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Kevin:

Today I saw your posting on organizing a nuclear abolition campaign.  It reminds me that I should post something 
because I won't be there.  We are all grateful to you for your contributions in making this event possible.

Today I also saw the flyer for the October 10 session.  It reinforced a concern that I have on the October 9 agenda: the 
absence of a speaker to offer a religious perspective and discuss how the interfaith community can be fully integrated 
into the campaign.  There are certainly "distinguished speakers" available from the religious community who could 
provide this perspective.

After I saw the October 9 agenda, I sent the attached message to the five national organizers. Only David Cortright 
acknowledged receiving it.  As far as I know, there is still no place on the agenda dealing with the role of the interfaith 
community.  I believe that this is a serious mistake because churches and synogogues have the potential for playing 
major roles in a grassroots campaign.  If it's not too late, I hope that this omission can be corrected for both days of 
meetings.

I'm going abroad this coming Tuesday.  Before I leave I hope to post a few ideas on religious involvement on the 
abolition-usa list server.

Shalom,
Howard

###

September 9, 1998

To: "Jackie Cabasso" <wslf@igc.org>, "David Cortright" <fff@tln.net>, "Pamela Meidell" <pmeidell@igc.org>, 
"Robert K. Musil" <bmusil@psr.org>, "Alice Slater" <Aslater@gracelinks.org>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: October 9 meeting in Chicago
Cc: Clayton Ramey, Dave Robinson
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Friends:

I'm glad that the October 9 meeting is being held to strengthen the nuclear abolition movement in the United States.  I 
wish I could be there, but I'll be out of the country then.  I hope the meeting goes well.

I do have one concern that I would like to register with you.  It is disappointing that the religious community has been 
left out of the inner circle that is planning strategy for Abolition-USA and seems to be omitted from the agenda of the 
October 9 meeting.  Yet the religious community has potentially the largest network of abolition advocates in the United 
States.

Many denominations have policy statements favoring elimination of nuclear weapons, some of them specifically using 
the term "abolition".  Their moral call for abolition provides a strong foundation for the abolition movement.  On the 
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practical level denominations have membership in all 50 states.  This compares to peace organizations whose members 
reside mostly on the east and west coasts and Great Lakes region.   When effectively mobilized, persons from the 
religious community are able to impact public opinion and reach elected officials virtually everywhere in the nation.

This capacity is illustrated in the current campaign for CTBT ratification where the religious community is at the core of 
grassroots efforts in such states as Tennessee, Indiana, Nebraska, Kansas, Wyoming, and Oregon (states with senators 
on the Foreign Relations Committee) and is the main strength of grassroots action in Mississippi (home of Senator 
Majority Leader Lott).  In the coming year we hope to build upon this network and take up such issues as de-alerting 
and stockpile stewardship.  This network is also available for broader public education on nuclear abolition and 
advocacy of such comprehensive measures as the nuclear weapons convention.

For this strength to be fully utilized in the nuclear abolition movement, representatives of the religious community 
should play a prominent role in the design of the campaign as well as its execution.  It is not enough to call occasionally 
upon prominent religious leaders to speak at rallies and to be on the platform in a display of unity (the potted plant 
approach).  Nor is it sufficient to ask denominations and churches to carry out activities designed by others ("will you 
circulate our petitions?" instead of asking for help in drafting the petition in the first place).  As Harold Lasswell, the 
British socialist of two generations ago wrote, if I'm expected to live in the house, I should have a role in its design.

Therefore, I believe that the organizing committee should add a representative from the religious community.  I propose 
that at the organizing meeting on October 9 there should be a presentation on the present status of the work for nuclear 
abolition by the religious community and on ways in which denominations, peace fellowships, and other religious 
associations can interface with secular organizations in an all-inclusive nuclear abolition movement.  Either Dave 
Robinson or Clayton Ramey would be a good presenter.

Beyond that I would be willing to work with Dave and Clayton to develop a briefing paper on religious involvement in 
nuclear abolition activities.  If I thought that the role of the religious community would be a significant part of the 
agenda, I would try to find persons from denominations and peace fellowship, especially in the Chicago area, to attend 
the session.

Shalom,
Howard
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Return-Path: <dkimball@clw.org>
Date: Wed, 23 Sep 1998 18:23:55 -0400 (EDT)
X-Sender: dkimball@[204.245.159.2]
To: dkimball@clw.org, Jsmith@clw.org
From: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
Subject: news: Sharif on CTBT at UNGA

September 23

TO: Coalition members and friends
FR: Daryl Kimball

RE: Sharif at UNGA on CTBT

Pakistani P.M. Nawaz Sharif told the UNGA today that Pakistan will "abide to
the CTBT" -- but only if India does so also.

Sharif and Vajpayee also met today. Vajpayee is set to speak to the UNGA
tomorrow (9/24). Stay tuned. 

The following are excerpts from the Vajpayee speech and an early news
account. We will post the speech in full on the Coalition web site by tomorrow.

DK

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

Below are the highlights of Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif's address to the
United Nations General Assembly. 

Since this coverage is being done live, we apologize in advance for any
errors or omissions.

DAWN

9/23/98
Last Update: 02:15 PST (21:15 GMT) 

     I congratulate the new President of the General Assembly. 

     The UN has become indispensable in this increasingly interdependent
world. Pakistan believes in the United
Nations and I pay tribute to the Secretary General Kofie Anan and the
reforms he is pursuing. 

     We are living in times of change and promise. The days of
confrontation are gone. The global village is a reality. 

     In recent months the crisis in East Asia has spread strife and hopes
for ending hunger and deprivation. 

     The people of Kashmir, Palestine and Bosnia are yet to recover from
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the ravages of conflict. The multiple conflicts
and suffering has placed extraordinary demands on this organization. 

     Seventeen years of war have completely destroyed Afghanistan. We have
a vital interest in promoting peace in
Afghanistan and in peace between the nations of Iran and Afghanistan. We
call for the release of all Iranians in
captivity in Afghanistan and condemn the killing of Iranian citizens and
diplomats there. 

     This year has also seen the emergence of nuclear capability in South
Asia. India's nuclear tests in May this year
should not have come as a surprise to anyone. The major powers spent
greater effort in restraining Pakistan than
punishing India. 

     We felt compelled to show India that any conflict would result in
disastrous consequences. We were forced to
establish our nuclear capability to deter anticipated aggression. As a
result of this some friendly countries imposed
unjustified sanctions on us. 

     We have announced a unilateral halt on further tests. We did not
violate any international obligations. 

     We have consistently supported the CTBT for 30 years. We are prepared
to abide by the CTBT, but we expect
that the sanctions will be lifted in a speedy manner. Also that we will be
treated equally, and that the Kashmir
dispute is resolved as soon as possible. 

     The Kashmir dispute must be resolved as per UN Security Council
resolutions that call for a plebiscite so the
people can decide their own fate. 650,000 Indian troops now occupy Kashmir. 

     The resolution of this dispute is more important now that the conflict
between India and Pakistan has become
unthinkable. 

     I am, however, pleased to announce that in a meeting just concluded
with the Indian PM, we have agreed to talk
about all outstanding disputes between our two countries. 

     As the East Asian crisis spreads there are questions about
globalization. We must spur economic growth in all
regions of the world. International financial institutions must relax their
unrealistic conditions on developing
countries. 

     The North and South must act together. A new international finance
system is now necessary. The issues of debt,
developing finance and access to technology by the South must be addressed. 

     The Islamic concept of 'Ummah', or community, offers such a vision for
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global cooperation and I welcome
President Clinton's respect of Islam and his rejection of the thesis of a
conflict of civilizations. This offers hope to
all of us. 

     Thank you. 

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

September 23, 1998

          Pakistan Will Adhere To Nuclear Ban

          Filed at 5:52 p.m. EDT

          By The Associated Press

          UNITED NATIONS (AP) -- Pakistan's prime minister said Wednesday
his country would unilaterally adhere to the nuclear test ban treaty, but
called on international pressure to           force rival India to do the same. 

          Nawaz Sharif said Pakistan was ready to adhere to the pact if
economic sanctions imposed after it conducted nuclear tests in May were lifted. 

          ``Pakistan is ... prepared to adhere to the Comprehensive Test Ban
Treaty,'' Sharif told world leaders at the United Nations General Assembly
session. 

          ``In this regard, we expect that the arbitrary restrictions
imposed on Pakistan by multilateral institutions will be speedily removed,''
Sharif said. 

          But Sharif warned that Pakistan would comply with a ban on nuclear
tests only so long as India did the same. 

          ``If India were to resume nuclear testing, Pakistan will review
its position,'' Sharif said. 

          Both India and Pakistan carried out nuclear tests last May,
drawing international sanctions and calls to sign the test ban treaty. 
___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
___________________________________
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com>
X-Sender: aslater@gracelinks.org
X-Sender: slatera@204.141.205.3
Date: Wed, 23 Sep 1998 19:29:25 -0400
To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com (abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com)
From: ASlater <aslater@gracelinks.org>
Subject: Re: (abolition-usa) the new abolition campaign
Sender: owner-abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com
Reply-To: abolition-usa@lists.xmission.com

Some thoughts in response to Kevin's posting:

On a name:  How about US Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons?

On a strategy:  How about getting to Senator Wellstone who is considering a
run
for the Presidency and asking him to make this one of his issues.  Then if we
win, we won't need a long-term strategy!!  I understand he'll be in Chicago
during our meeting.  Can we urge him to join us and announce his support for
nuclear abolition at our meeting?

As for talking to others besides ourselves:  the petition campaign would
encourage that kind of outreach and conversation--but I'd like to see it tied
to a postcard campaign, ie: sign the petition, send a postcard to
Congressperson urging support for Marky and Woolsey resolutions, and one to
President urging negotiations to begin.

We also need to enroll Senators to take similar initiatives to Marky and
Woolsey resolution in the Senate.  Remember, Markey's resolution calls for
cutting off any funding for new nuclear weapons; Woolsey's calls on Clinton to
begin negotiations on a treaty to ban the bomb.

As a pre-meeting activity:  Contact our own Congresspeople to sign both
resolutions or to thank them for having already signed.  Contact our Senators
and ask them to take similar initiatives.  If you need a copy for your
Senator,
the resolutions are posted at http://www.napf.org/abolition2000/

Here's who signed so far:
Markey Resolution H. Con.Res.307(no money for new nuke research, design, etc.)
Lee, Tierney, Woolsey, Furse, Maloney, Nadler, Schumer Lowey, Filner, Pallone,
McGovern (Ask your rep to call Jeff Duncan in Markey's office to sign on:
202-225-2836)
Woolsey Resolution HR479(negotiate a treaty)
Filner, Town, Furse, Kenney, J., Olver, Norton, Sanders, Frank, Miller,G.,
Nadler, Lee, Mink, DeFazio, Waxman, Stark, McGovern, Slaughter, Hinchley,
Faleomavega, Lofgren, Owens, Hooley, Lowey, Hilliard, Kilpatrick, Markey,
Rivers, Rush (Ask your rep to call Mark Dooley in Woolsey's office to sign on:
202-225-5161) 
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Alice Slater
Global Resource Action Center for the Environment
15 East 26 St.
New York, NY  10010
212-726-9161(tel)
212-726-9160(fax)

GRACE is a member of Abolition 2000: A Global Network for the Elimination
of Nuclear Weapons

-
 To unsubscribe to abolition-usa, send an email to "majordomo@xmission.com"
 with "unsubscribe abolition-usa" in the body of the message.
 For information on digests or retrieving files and old messages send
 "help" to the same address.  Do not use quotes in your message.
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date: Wed, 23 Sep 1998 20:10:10 EDT
From: LCNP@aol.com
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: New Agenda Coalition Foreign Ministers Press Conference
To: abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org, Doug Roche <djroche@gpu.srv.ualberta.ca>,
        forum@worldforum.org, mpi@igc.org

Press Conference  by David Andrews Foreign Minister of Ireland, 
Rosario Green Foreign Minister of Mexico, 
Don McKinnon Foreign Minister of New Zealand, 
Boric Frelec Foreign Minister of Slovenia, and 
Lena Hjelm-Wallen Foreign Minister of Sweden 

September 22
New York

Report by Jim Wurst and Alyn Ware

The eight nations spearheading the New Agenda for a nuclear-weapon-free world
have announced their intentions to follow-up their June joint declaration with
a new resolution at the United Nations to, as one foreign minister said, "warm
up something that has gone cold," namely the international drive for the
elimination of nuclear weapons.

Five of the eight foreign ministers behind the initiative attended a news
conference on 22 September in New York to say a draft resolution would be
presented at the UN's disarmament committee when it meets next month. The
press conference followed a meeting that included the other three ministers -
Luiz Felipe Lampreia of Brazil, Amre Moussa of Egypt, and Alfred Nzo of South
Africa -- that worked out their common strategy.

All the ministers argued that the momentum in favor of nuclear disarmament is
being lost and needs to be revived.  Hjelm-Wallen said, "The international
community must resist any ambitions to give a new role to nuclear weapons,"
and added that the declaration and resolution "will send a strong message to
the nuclear weapon states as well as to India, Israel and Pakistan to fully
shoulder their responsibility in moving towards a world free of nuclear
weapons."  Andrews called the proposals  "eminently realistic, they build on
accepted and moderate approaches." Hjelm-Wallen called them "mutually re-
enforcing measures."
 
The draft resolution is likely to include the elements of the Joint
Declaration of  9 June: a call for an unequivocal commitment by the nuclear-
weapon States to the elimination of nuclear weapons, proposals for de-alerting
and de-activating nuclear weapons; a halt in the development and deployment of
nuclear weapons by non-Parties of the NPT; an international ban on the
production of fissile materials; consideration  of making no-first-use
pledges, exploration of verification arrangements for nuclear disarmament.

The ministers also referred to the possibility of an international conference
being convened in the near future to, as Andrews said, "discuss the totality
of what we seek to achieve." 
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Green noted the recent nuclear testing "has to be considered a very serious
warning and has to force us to revitalize every effort to avoid... a nuclear
war." McKinnon said expectations after the indefinite extension of the NPT was
"that a lot more would have happened... so there is a need for continuing
degree of pressure, but also an incentive for countries not to be nuclear
weapon states. There is still that kind of allure that if you become a nuclear
weapon state you have something a lot more than anyone else." 

The UN's First Committee, which deals with disarmament issues, begins its work
on 12 October.
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Return-Path: <dkimball@clw.org>
Date: Thu, 24 Sep 1998 13:16:01 -0400 (EDT)
X-Sender: dkimball@[204.245.159.2]
To: dkimball@clw.org
From: dkimball@clw.org (Daryl Kimball)
Subject: news: Vajpayee at UNGA; full Sharif statement

September 24

TO: Coalition members and friends
FR: Daryl Kimball

RE: India P.M. excerpts; Pakistan P.M. address to UNGA

Indian Prime Minister Vajpayee told the UNGA today that India was prepared
to sign on to the nuclear test ban treaty but had to complete negotiations
before it did so. 

Attached below is the latest AP article on the Vajpayee speech.

Also, attached below are the key exerpts from Pakistan's Nawaz Sharif's
statement.
The full text is available through:

<http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/sharifun.htm>

DK

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

SEPTEMBER 24, 12:28 EDT

 India: We Back Nuke Test Ban Treaty 

 By NICOLE WINFIELD
 Associated Press Writer 

 UNITED NATIONS (AP) — India's prime minister pledged
 today that India was prepared to sign on to the nuclear test
 ban treaty but had to complete negotiations before it did so. 

 Atal Bihari Vajpayee told world leaders gathered for the U.N.
 General Assembly debate that India wanted the treaty to go
 into force no later than September 1999. India is one of the
 44 countries that must ratify the treaty for it to go into
 effect. 

 On Wednesday, Pakistani Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif said in
 his General Assembly speech that his country was ready to
 adhere to the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, even as he warned that
 compliance would depend on whether rival India resumed its tests. 

 India had been participating in discussion in Geneva on the CTBT through
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 1996, when it refused to continue, claiming the treaty discriminated
 against the countries with nuclear potential. 

 India wants the declared nuclear powers to agree to a deadline to destroy
 their arsenals before India signs on. The five declared powers — the
 United States, Britain, France China and Russia — refused, and India
 pulled out of the talks. 

 Vajpayee said India conducted its nuclear tests in May because of the
 ``deteriorating security environment which has obliged us to stand apart
 from the CTBT in 1996.'' 

 Now that India's security interests are settled, India wants to continue to
 cooperate with the international community and is in discussions with key
 countries on a range of issues, including the test ban treaty. 

 ``We are prepared to bring these discussions to a successful conclusion,
 so that the entry into force of the CTBT is not delayed beyond September
 1999,'' Vajpayee said in his speech. 

 ``We expect that other countries ... will adhere to this treaty without
 conditions,'' he said. 

 The United States and other nations imposed economic sanctions —
 cutting off all loans — after India and Pakistan carried out nuclear tests in
 May. The tests sparked fears of a nuclear arms race in South Asia. 

 States that sign on to the CTBT must refrain from testing nuclear devices
 and preventing any such nuclear explosion on its territory. 

 It must be signed and ratified by 44 countries with nuclear powers before
 it can go into effect. Forty-one of those 44 states have signed: India,
 Pakistan and North Korea have not. Of those 41 signatures, 10 have
 ratified the treaty: Australia, Austria, Brazil, Congo, France, Germany,
 Japan, Peru, Slovakia, and Britain. 

 Sharif and Vajpayee met for nearly two hours Wednesday but achieved no
 breakthroughs over Kashmir, a simmering territorial dispute that took a
 perilous turn since both countries carried out nuclear tests last May. 

 Vajpayee said there would be further talks on Kashmir when the foreign
 secretaries of both sides meet in Pakistan for a three-day meeting
 beginning Oct. 15. 

 ``When declarations like this are made, it creates hope anew,'' said E.
 Deenadayalan, whose private Pakistan-India People's Forum for Peace and
 Democracy promotes contacts between ordinary Indians and Pakistanis in
 hopes of whittling away decades of prejudice and hostility. 

 Wednesday's meeting between the two leaders was the second since their
 nuclear tests drew international condemnation and pressure for both sides
 to sign the nuclear test ban treaty. 

 India and Pakistan have fought three wars — two over the disputed state
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 of Kashmir — in the 51 years since the independent states were carved
 out of the British empire. 

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

EXCERPT FROM ADDRESS BY H.E. MR. MOHAMMAD NAWAZ SHARIF, PRIME MINISTER OF
THE ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF PAKISTAN TO THE 53rd SESSION OF THE UN GENERAL
ASSEMBLY, ON 23rd SEPTEMBER 1998.

"In a nuclearized South Asia, CTBT would have relevance if Pakistan and
India are both parties to the Treaty. ...However, Pakistan's adherence to
the Treaty will take place only in conditions free from coercion or pressure. 

"In this regard, we expect that the arbitrary restrictions imposed on
Pakistan by multilateral institutions will be speedily removed. We also
expect that discriminatory sanctions against Pakistan will be lifted.  And
we count on the full support of the world community for a just resolution of
the Kashmir dispute. 

"On the nuclear issue, Pakistan will insist on the principle of equal
treatment with India, be it in terms of status or any kind of incentives.
It must also be well understood that if India were to resume nuclear
testing, Pakistan will review its position, and in case we have adhered to
the CTBT, invoke the supreme interests clause as provided under Article Nine
of the Treaty."

http://www.undp.org/missions/pakistan/12980923.html
___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
website: http://www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/
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110 Maryland Ave. NE #201
Washington  DC 20002
p: (202)546-0795;    fax: (202)546-5142
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___________________________________

___________________________________
Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers
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Return-Path: <disarmament@igc.org>
Date: Thu, 24 Sep 1998 14:05:47 -0400
From: Kathy Crandalll <disarmament@igc.org>
Organization: Disarmament Clearinghouse
To: Bob Tiller <btiller@psr.org>, Howard Hallman <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: [Fwd: loose nukes]

Bob, Howard:
Bruce Hall forwarded this message (which he sent to Peace Action nuclear
activists) to me. I haven't had time to read this - but think that this
is a generally good way to approach the  de-alerting issue. Bruce said
that we could use his sample letter in our packet.
What do you think?

Kathy
Return-Path: <panukes>
Received: (from panukes@localhost)
        by igc6.igc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8) id KAA28546
        for disarmament; Thu, 24 Sep 1998 10:43:00 -0700 (PDT)
Date: Thu, 24 Sep 1998 10:43:00 -0700 (PDT)
Message-Id: <199809241743.KAA28546@igc6.igc.org>
From: Peace Action - National Office <panukes@igc.apc.org>
To: disarmament@igc.org
Subject: loose nukes

Dear folks -
  
     As you know, Russia is slipping into economic and political
chaos.  What makes this situation more worrisome than the economic
woes of, say, Indonesia or Mexico, is the existence of over 10,000
nuclear weapons and tons of weapons usable plutonium on Russian
soil.  It is our job, or at least part of our job, to raise the
implications the current economic crisis has on the command and
control of Russia's nuclear arsenal and, by extension, our national
security.   In addition this is a good opportunity to raise the
call for bold presidential leadership to reduce the nuclear threat
posed by a disintigrating Russia.  
 
Enclosed you'll find:
 
   A sample letter to the editor on the Russian economy and nuclear
weapons.
   A recent AP story on striking workers at Russia's nuclear
weapons labs.
   A recent San Francisco Examiner story discussing the arms
control communities concerns over Russia's nuclear weapons.
 
   In a following email, you'll find a great floor statement given
earlier this year by Senate Majority Leader Tom Daschle on the need
to get moving on nuclear arms control.
 
   Enjoy and look for chances to raise these issues on open phones
during radio call-in shows.
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Bruce
 
SAMPLE LETTER TO THE EDITOR
 
To the editor,
 
News of strikes this week at Russia's two premier nuclear weapons
facilities - Arzamas 16 and Chelyabinsk-70 - shows that, like the
rest of Russia, the people responsible for overseeing Russia's
nuclear arsenal are cash-strapped and growing desperate.  As Russia
plummets into economic and political chaos President Clinton must
make the security that country's massive arsenal of nuclear weapons
and weapons usable material his top priority.
 
Many of Russia's nuclear weapons are still on hair-trigger alert,
ready to launch at a moment's notice, while the status of thousands
of other Russian nuclear weapons, such as the tactical nuclear
bombs withdrawn from Eastern Europe, remains unclear.  A mounting
body of evidence suggests that the Russian government is losing its
ability to maintain and control these weapons.
 
President Clinton should make bold initiatives to avert a nuclear
nightmare in Russia that would have grave implications for our
security.  The President should immediately pursue agreements to
remove warheads from delivery vehicles and further reduce the
superpowers' nuclear arsenals.  We should put the cash on the table
to ensure that weapons are destroyed and nuclear materials are
secured as quickly and safely as possible.
 
The situation in Russia is a wake-up call.  We must get moving on
nuclear arms control before it is too late.  
 
Sincerely,
 
 
----------------------------------------------------------------
New York Times Sept 7, 1998)
 
http://www.nytimes.com/aponline/i/AP-Russia-Nuclear.html
 
        Russia Nuclear Workers Go On Strike
 
        By The Associated Press    -  September 7, 1998 
 
        MOSCOW (AP) -- Workers at two Russian nuclear
        research centers went on strike Monday to demand
        unpaid wages, the ITAR-Tass news agency said. 
 
        ``Conditions indeed have become intolerable and
        socially dangerous,'' said Vladimir Gorshkov, deputy
        union leader at the Russian Federal Nuclear Center. 
 
        The center, one of Russia's two major nuclear weapons
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        research institutes, is located in the Ural Mountains
        town of Snezhinsk, which was known as
        Chelyabinsk-70 in Soviet times. 
 
        Gorshkov said workers have not been paid for five
        months and that some employees have been laid off. He
        said the government owes workers nearly $11.7
        million. 
 
        Workers also stayed off the job at another south Urals
        center, at the Research Institute of Experimental
        Physics, formerly known as Arzamas-16, in Sarov,
        ITAR-Tass said. 
 
September 7, 1998
 
"Experts worried that Russia's woes will lead to sale of nukes" 
     "They urge Clinton to implement plan to keep weapons from
falling into hands of terrorists, nations"     
 
     Keay Davidson
     EXAMINER SCIENCE WRITER
     Aug. 30, 1998 
     1998 San Francisco Examiner 
 
     URL:
http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?file=/examiner/archive/
1998/08/30/NEWS12811.dtl 
 
     The crash and burn of Russia's economy could inspire the
deadliest sort of "fire sale" - the illegal sale of its nuclear
weapons technology to terrorists and renegade nations. 
 
     Unpaid, impoverished Russian military employees or weapons
scientists might be tempted to sell their nuclear weapons,
materials or know-how to foreign powers or terrorists, Western
experts and arms-control advocates warn. 
 
     They urge the Clinton administration to immediately launch a
mini- "Marshall Plan" to keep Russian nuclear bombs or bomb-making
materials - "loose nukes," in popular jargon - from falling into
irresponsible hands. 
 
     Otherwise, future historians might recall Bill Clinton as the
president who "lost the chance to save us from Russian nuclear
chaos," warns Joseph Cirincione, director of the Non-Proliferation
Project at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace. 
 
     Russia "has 22,000 nuclear weapons. And 10,000 to 15,000 of
them are in storage and, so, are guarded not by elite forces but
(rather) by regular troops" whose trustworthiness is less certain,
Cirincione says. 
 
     "You've got to be a little concerned . . . about how
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vulnerable those weapons might be to sale or theft. And those
concerns are certainly increased by the economic situation." 
 
     "This is a nightmare scenario to me," says Bruce Hall, a field
organizer at the Washington office of Peace Action, a 60,000-member
grass-roots peace organization in Washington, D.C. "The (Russian)
economy is in free fall, and it's not clear how stable the Yeltsin
government is. It should really be a wake-up call that we need
to get moving on nuclear arms control." 
 
     To help stabilize the situation, arms-control activists urge
Clinton to make a dramatic gesture during his visit to Russia next
week - for example, by offering to begin negotiations on the next
major round of arms-control talks, known as Start III. Ideally,
that treaty would lower both sides' nuclear arsenals to 1,000
strategic nuclear weapons, a tiny fraction of their Cold War might.
 
 
     But progress is stalled, critics charge, by factors ranging
from Clinton's preoccupation with the Monica Lewinsky scandal to
the U.S. bureaucracy's preoccupation with other foreign issues,
says John Pike of the Federation of American Scientists. He calls
this "the most crisis-ridden year in international relations in my
memory," with the State and Defense departments facing headaches
from Kosovo to Iraq to Pakistan. "It's been one thing after
another." 
 
     In this zoo-like atmosphere, the administration hasn't been
able to give full attention to an issue that most Americans, in the
aftermath of the Cold War, have forgotten: whether the Russians
have, say, locked the front door to a plutonium facility in a
remote forest. 
 
     Unguarded plutonium 
 
     "There are 1,200 tons of fissile material - plutonium and
highly enriched uranium - in Russia and the former states of the
Soviet Union. Some of this is in poorly guarded facilities with -
I mean this - no guards," Cirincione says. Some of the bomb
materials are "in research facilities that are padlocked . . .
(but) where people could easily walk in and out with enough
plutonium in their pockets to build a bomb." 
 
     The United States must launch the "equivalent of a Marshall
Plan" now "because it's in our national security interest,"
Cirincione says. "This is not a humanitarian mission. We should
lock up, destroy and remove as much (Russian) fissionable material
and weapons as we can, and put as many (Russian) scientists as we
can on non-weapons work." 
 
     A window of opportunity to protect the weapons is fast
closing, Cirincione says: "We have no idea if it will snap shut in
the next week, or whether we'll be able to buy some time and keep
it open for a while longer." 
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     Accusing the administration and Congress of dragging their
feet on the Russian nuclear security issue, Cirincione urges them
to "double or triple" the annual U.S. expenditure on the program,
called Nunn-Lugar after two U.S. senators. The program - funded for
$400 million a year - tries to ensure that Russian scientists and
military personnel don't sell their bombs, fissionable materials or
bomb-making knowledge to outsiders. 
 
     Injection of currency 
 
     The U.S. government should consider funding a Russian program
to seal fissionable materials inside solid glass or ceramic
containers, from which they would be difficult to extract, says
Steven Dolley, research director at the Nuclear Control Institute
in Washington. The program, he says, would create jobs in Russia,
inject valuable hard currency into its economy, and lessen the
risks of "loose nukes." 
 
     "I was less worried about (loose nukes) until the (Russian)
situation became decidedly worse over the last few weeks, with
concern about national collapse," Dolley notes. 
 
     According to Cirincione, U.S. money also could help the
Russians to: 
 
     *Improve security barriers, such as fences, at nuclear
installations, some of which are poorly guarded. 
 
     *Pay Russian weapons scientists to work on nonmilitary
projects such as developing new industrial tools or consumer
products. 
 
     Time is running out, Cirincione says. 
 
     "The Russian military is not immune to the economic
dislocations engulfing Russia," Cirincione says. "They have
experienced problems with paying the troops. There are severe
housing shortages for both active-duty troops and officers . . .
and a particularly severe housing shortage for the officers who are
being discharged now as part of the downsizing of the Russian
military
To  :  Peace Action activists
From:  Bruce Hall
Date:  September 20, 1998
Re  :  Russia's decline
 
Hey,
   Two additional stories that do a good job of documenting
Russia's declining nuclear weapons arsenal and the paltry U.S.
effort to avoid a nuclear brain drain from Russia's weapons
complex.  
 
   Bruce
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Russia's Nuclear Force Sinks With the Ruble
                  Economic Crisis Erodes Strategic Arsenal
 
                  By David Hoffman
                  Washington Post Foreign Service
                  Friday, September 18, 1998; Page A01 
 
                  MOSCOW, Sept. 17 
 
Russia's strategic nuclear weapons complex, stretching from
bomb-design laboratories to missile silos, submarines and early
warning systems, is showing fresh signs of distress and decline
amid the country's economic implosion.
 
The evidence is scattered and incomplete because the complex is
shrouded in secrecy, but recent public disclosures suggest that
thousands of workers in the atomic arsenal are not being paid for
months at a time and that there have been major setbacks in
Russia's plans to modernize its weapons systems.
 
Moreover, President Boris Yeltsin recently signed a top-secret
strategic weapons review that is designed to lay out priorities for
Russian forces into the next century. Western analysts and Russian
officials say the plan envisions continued shrinkage of the
strategic arsenal but that the actual decline may be even deeper
and faster than the Kremlin foresees.
 
Russian officials have repeatedly claimed their strategic nuclear
forces are secure and that an accidental launch or theft of a
weapon is not possible.  But as the country has sunk deeper into
economic chaos, there have been glimpses of disorder and despair
among the guardians of its nuclear forces, who often are situated
in remote, poorly supplied, "closed" bases and cities.
 
For example, Alexander Lebed, the retired army general and governor
of the huge Krasnoyarsk region in Siberia, sent an open letter to
Moscow in late July demanding that servicemen at Uzhur-4, an
intercontinental ballistic missile base southwest of Krasnoyarsk
city, should be paid their back wages.
 
Lebed said he was "seriously thinking of establishing territorial
jurisdiction" over the base. "We in Krasnoyarsk are not rich yet,"
he wrote, "but in exchange for the status of a nuclear territory we
could feed the formation and become a headache for the world
community along with India and Pakistan." Servicemen at the base
had not received their pay in five months, Lebed said, and before
he sent the letter, wives of the servicemen had protested by
blocking them from reporting to work at the missile silos.
 
In the nuclear-weapons design sector, too, complaints have been
intensifying. Workers at Russia's premier weapons laboratory,
Arzamas-16 -- now known as Sarov -- and other design and
construction centers staged public protests last week to highlight
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the government's failure to pay them.  
 
 
Ludmilla Zuikova, a librarian who works at Arzamas-16, came with a
busload of discontented workers to protest in Moscow. "We haven't
been paid for a few months," she said. "This is terrible; it's
terrible when people are starving, when an educated person has a
family that's starving -- his kids, his wife."
 
"Everything will stand still and just rot," she said. "This is
atomic technology, after all; it is unique. . . . So that in the
future the world can be calm, so that people won't worry, so that
you don't think we pose a threat to you, we need money so that this
atomic source can he held to standards."
 
"We haven't been paid for 2 1/2 months," she said. "People don't
have anything with which to buy notebooks for their kids, who are
about to start first grade. Can you imagine? There is no help from
the government whatsoever. Instead, we get groceries and food in
place of our salaries. Bread, milk, the most basic things. Flour,
all to maintain the minimal standard of living."
 
When the workers went to the Ministry of Atomic Energy, which
oversees weapons design and manufacture, acting minister Yevgeny
Adamov told them that the government owes the ministry $170 million
and had not given it so much as a ruble in two months.
 
The strained Russian military has been plagued by a series of
grisly mass killings by distraught and deranged servicemen, mostly
in conventional forces. But the prospect of a more serious incident
was raised last weekend when an armed conscript aboard a
nuclear-powered submarine went berserk and gunned down eight of his
shipmates at a base near the Arctic port of Murmansk.
 
The sailor, Alexander Kuzminykh, 19, was killed when a special
forces team stormed the torpedo room in which he had barricaded
himself. The submarine was a 360-foot-long, Akula-1 class vessel
named Bars, or Snow Leopard, which carries no nuclear weapons but
is powered by a nuclear plant.
 
The regional director of the Federal Security Service, Vladimir
Prikhodko, told the newspaper Kommersant Daily: "The country was on
the verge of a nuclear catastrophe. . . . . If the sailor . . .
blew up the munitions stored [on the sub], we would have had a
second Chernobyl."
 
Aside from human stress, there are signs of continuing
deterioration in the hardware of Russia's nuclear weapons delivery
systems and its early-warning network for detecting ballistic
missile launches. Some Western analysts have warned that Russia's
impaired early-warning system could provoke a mistaken decision to
launch a retaliatory strike. During the recent Moscow summit,
Yeltsin and President Clinton agreed to set up a system to share
early-warning information.
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The string of early-warning radar sites that bounded the Soviet
Union has fallen on hard times, as former Soviet republics have
made financial and military demands on Moscow. At the end of
August, Russia had to relinquish an early-warning station in Latvia
under a 1994 agreement. Russian officials have said they hope to
compensate for that loss by constructing a new station in
neighboring Belarus, but money for that project remains in doubt.
 
Russia also maintains two fleets of space satellites to spot
missile launches, but their shortcomings were outlined in a recent
report by the Congressional Budget Office, which found that the
satellites do not provide 24-hour coverage.
 
The report said that Russia maintains six satellites in high
elliptical orbit that use relatively unsophisticated sensors to
monitor possible missile launches against the background of space.
On average, the report said, they provide a view over U.S. missile
fields for only a quarter of each satellite's orbit. Using data
provided by NASA, the report estimated that the Russian satellites
provide coverage of U.S. missile sites for only 17 hours a day, and
perhaps "significantly less."
 
A second group of satellites, in geostationary orbits, "cannot
detect ballistic missiles launched from large areas of the Earth's
oceans -- areas where the missiles carried by [U.S.] Trident
submarines are within striking range of Russian targets," the
report said.
 
The vulnerability of Russian early-warning systems was highlighted
by a recent North Korean launch of a ballistic missile that fell
into the Sea of Japan, off Russia's Far East coastline. The first
comment by Russian Rocket Forces spokesmen was that their
early-warning system "did not register" the launch, and subsequent
explanations were contradictory.
 
On July 3, Yeltsin chaired a meeting of the Kremlin security
council at which he approved a plan for Russia's strategic forces
into the next century. By some accounts, the review was designed to
set priorities and steer Russia toward the levels envisioned in a
future Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty -- START III. At the 1997
U.S.-Russian summit in Helsinki, those levels were tentatively set
at between 2,000 and 2,500 warheads on each side after 10 years.
Both in Russia and the United States, however, analysts believe
Russia's arsenal will be far smaller than that, because of
obsolescence, budget cuts and a failure to modernize its nuclear
forces.
 
The START II treaty of 1993 -- which still has not been ratified by
the lower house of the Russian parliament, the State Duma -- calls
for 3,000 and 3,500 warheads on each side. But there is widespread
agreement here that Russia cannot afford this many and probably
cannot afford even the lower levels envisioned for START III.
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Alexei Arbatov, deputy chairman of the Duma defense committee, who
has backed ratification of START II, proposed recently that both
countries
negotiate still deeper cuts, down to 1,000 warheads on each side,
and bring START II and a new START III to the Duma simultaneously.
 
"There is very little resistance in Russia today to arms control,"
said Sergei Rogov, director of Russia's Institute for the Study of
the USA and Canada.  "There is very little concern about arms
control. It's not the question of controlling the arms, it's the
question of the collapse of the remnants of the Soviet military
machine because of budget reasons. In this sense, there is a
consensus in Russia we need something like 1,000 nuclear weapons."
Nevertheless, no progress was reported on the stalemate over START
II at the recent Clinton-Yeltsin summit here.
 
Russian military officials have said that one outcome of Yeltsin's
July review was a decision to arm Russia's future land-based
missile force with only one type of missile, the single-warhead
Topol-M, or SS-27, which is now being deployed in small numbers.
Arbatov said, however, that "even that system is now imperiled. .
. . This present crisis has cut very deeply into the defense
budget."
 
Some Russian politicians had argued for preserving older
multiple-warhead missiles or building new ones, but that argument
was rejected by Vladimir Dvorkin, director of the 4th Central
Research Institute, a once secret research center for Russian
Rocket Forces. Dvorkin, in a written commentary, said that Russia
should stick with the Topol-M -- although tests are two years
behind schedule -- because the country's nuclear weapons complex is
deteriorating.
 
"The nuclear workers of the closed city of Snezhinsk [formerly
known as Chelyabinsk-70] are polishing lenses," he said.
"Scientific and production groups are breaking up. The production
base is falling to pieces." At stake is whether "Russia is or is
not going to be a nuclear power."
 
The July review also decided, according to Russian and Western
analysts, that the country's submarine-based missile force will
carry about half its nuclear warheads, compared to 35 percent now,
a shift envisioned under the START II treaty. William M. Arkin, an
independent consultant, has said that the shift is to be
accomplished by improving the performance of existing nuclear-armed
submarines, then introducing a new generation of missiles and
submarines.
 
But Arkin and others note that prospects for the new subs and
missiles are doubtful. Navy chiefs recently acknowledged that the
new sea-based missile type had been scrapped because of repeated
test failures. As for the first of the new generation of submarines
-- the Yuri Dolguruky, on which construction began with much
fanfare -- Adm. Vladimir Kuroyedov, commander in chief of the
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Russian navy, said changes are being made to its design. "All work
has been suspended at the shipyard," he said. 
 
        Copyright 1998 The Washington Post Company
 
U.S. Agrees to Funds For Russian Scientists
                  Aid Designed to Avert 'Brain Drain'
 
                  By Walter Pincus
                  Washington Post Staff Writer
                  Sunday, September 20, 1998; Page A26 
 
                  Against the background of the Russian
government's plans to cut 45,000 jobs and warhead production in its
massive nuclear weapons complex, Energy Secretary Bill Richardson
is expected to sign a new agreement in Vienna on Monday for U.S.
aid designed to help the displaced Russian scientists move into to
civilian occupations.
 
                  A House-Senate conference last week approved $20
million for the program, Initiatives for Proliferation Prevention
(IPP), as part of the fiscal 1999 Defense Authorization Bill. Also
called the "nuclear cities" program, it will provide "seed money .
. . to move scientists into commercial roles," according to Rose E.
Gottemoeller, director of the office of nonproliferation and
national security in the Department of Energy.
 
                  The underlying purpose of the program "is to
prevent a brain drain to Iran, Iraq or North Korea," according to
Steve Younger, associate director of Los Alamos National
Laboratory, who ran earlier versions of the program from 1992 to
1996.
 
                  Russian nuclear weapons workers have suffered
from the country's economic decline, waiting months for paychecks
and enduring a severe drop in their standard of living. But since
the end of the Cold War, Russia has continued developing and
producing new warheads despite agreements during the Reagan, Bush
and Clinton administrations to reduce strategic weapons and end
production of tactical ones.
 
                  Unlike U.S nuclear warheads, which are
constructed with high technology and last for decades, Russian
warheads have a reliable lifetime of ten years. "They work on a
ten-year cycle," one intelligence official said recently, "and they
have never stopped production."
 
                  The roughly 1.5 million employees involved in
Russian nuclear weapons development and production work in
facilities located in ten specially-constructed closed cities and
25 other sites spread across the country. All the closed cities
remained secret and unlisted on maps through the end of the Cold
War.
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                  Arzamas-16, 250 miles east of Moscow, was once
the small town of Sarov, known for its monastery and its pure water
that was supposed to have healing powers. In 1946, it was removed
from unclassified maps when the first buildings of the nuclear
weapons design facility was built.
 
                  Today it is a city of some 80,000 reached by car
on a rutted two-lane road with entrances and exits around the
periphery highway controlled by armed guards, according to a
publication by the Los Alamos laboratory.
 
                  Last February, the then-head of the Russian
Ministry of Atomic Energy, Viktor Mikhailov, announced the first
planned cutbacks in the nuclear weapons complex scheduled to take
place over the next two to three years. It would include the
shutdown of two of four weapons production facilities including the
one at Arzamas-16 that involves 10,000 jobs, according to
Gottemoeller. "As they move out of the nuclear facilities (in
Arzamas-16)," Gottemoeller said, "they want to remain in the city
doing different things. We want to keep them at their benches and
not have them wander to Iran or Iraq."
 
         The initial "nuclear cities" program contracts were signed
in 1994 with funding of $35 million and projects worked out under
existing laboratory-to-laboratory agreements. The United States has
had some success obtaining matching funds from Russian, U.S. or
European private investors, officials said.
 
        According to DOE, more than 3,000 weapons scientists,
engineers and technicians have been involved in 375 projects funded
by the project.
 
     "Many are in the areas of material-manufacturing sciences,
theory and modeling, lasers and particle beams," according to a Los
Alamos report.
 
       Another is aimed at removing radioactive cesium 137, found
in fallout from the Chernobyl nuclear accident, from cow's milk,
according to DOE. A  device that produces millimeter-wave radiation
has been developed for Ford Motor Co. with the collaboration of a
Russian institute. Scientists at a weapons facility at
Chelyabinsk-70 have worked on developing a manufacturing facility
for a high-tech turbine disc.
 
                  Younger, who helped initiate the program, said it
is "really hard to get moneymaking enterprises" out of the work of
the Russian scientists. "Most projects did not work," he said.
 
                  Gottemoeller added the direct U.S. financial
investment would remain limited even with the current Russian
economic crisis.
 
                  Under present conditions, she said, "It is more
difficult for the international investment community but the
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Russians, themselves, are going to have to invest." 
 
           Copyright 1998 The Washington Post Company
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