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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>

Received: (from majordomo@localhost)

        by igc7.igc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8) id FAA14108;

        Tue, 31 Mar 1998 05:28:51 -0800 (PST)

Received: from grootstal.nijmegen.inter.nl.net (grootstal.nijmegen.inter.nl.net [193.67.237.11])

        by igc7.igc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8) with ESMTP id FAA13973

        for <abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org>; Tue, 31 Mar 1998 05:28:10 -0800 (PST)

Received: from akm by grootstal.nijmegen.inter.nl.net

        via ldn51-43.Leiden.NL.net [193.79.255.134] with SMTP for <abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org>

        id PAA00719 (8.8.8/1.4); Tue, 31 Mar 1998 15:27:40 +0200 (MET DST)

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Date: Tue, 31 Mar 1998 15:26:44 +0200

From: Ak Malten <A.Malten@net.HCC.nl>

In-Reply-To: <199803311019.AA21893@antenna.nl>

Message-Id: <3.0.1.32.19980331152644.00b1ffcc@pop4.inter.nl.net>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Precedence: bulk

Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org

Subject: Re: debate nuclear weapons/power

To: abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org

X-Mailer: Windows Eudora Light Version 3.0.1 (32)

X-Sender: amalten@pop4.inter.nl.net

X-Mozilla-Status: 0011

Dear Karel and other Abolition 2000 Friends,

I simply can not agree we would not be allowed, or we could
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not bring something to the attention to the diplomats at the

NPT PrepComm (the NPT is on the agenda this time, not the CD's

or other disarmament negotiating issues), which would 

not be on their agenda. (who's agenda?? the Agenda of the NATO

countries, the Nuclear Powers or the countries in favour of

Nuclear disarmament??)

If this would be true then there would be no need to go there

in the first place.

For the Abolition 2000 Network and the Nuclear Weapons Abolition

Days Network Groups the main reason to be there, at the NPT PrepComm,

is to try and open the political discussion regarding Nuclear

Disarmament in ALL its aspects.

So if we have a quick look into the NPT text, we go there because

article I and II and IV and VI.

Article I and II has relation to the deployment of US Nuclear 

Weapons on Non-Nuclear members soil of the NATO countries and the

fact that the pilots of the fighter jets of these Non-Nuclear

member countries are trained to fly Nuclear Weapons in times

of war and not in selfdefence of their own country but in defence

of the whole of NATO alliance. This is Illegal!!!

Now the NATO looks different to this issue then we do, for them

it is NOT on the AGENDA, nowhere and certainly not at the NPT
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PrepComm. 

Article IV has relation with the spreading of Nuclear Power and

the knowhow to countries who do not have that Nuclear Power jet.

Because of the dual-use of the Nuclear Power this gives those

countries the possibility to build Nuclear Weapons in future, this

is, as soon as they have enough plutonium 239 taken out of the 

process, by what we call reprocessing the Nuclear Fuel Rods.

The dual-use and the risk of it, is NOT mentioned in the NPT 

text, nowhere. Why??? I can only think of one reason BIG MONEY!!!

And because of that the Rich countries in this World will

certainly NOT in favour to scratch article IV.

I think we do NOT have to discuss article VI here, but we should

be aware that for the Nuclear Powers Nuclear Weapons Are Here

To Stay. Why??? because that gives them power, they think, to

Rule the World. And because of that, they have NO INTENTION

TO COMPLY WITH article VI. For them this article is a Nuisance!!!

If we do NOT bring those issues up as Abolition 2000 or as 

Nuclear Weapons Abolition Days we might as well stay home.

And fortunately for us there are more countries in the World

then only the NATO countries and the Nuclear Powers AND they will 

be present at the NPT PrepComm. Especially, for example, within 

the NAM we have great support for Nuclear Abolition and they 
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often showed to understand the importance of facing out the 

Nuclear Power too in this process towards a Nuclear Free World.

Peace,

or saved by

the pigeon,

Ak Malten,

Global Anti-Nuclear Alliance.

---original message follows---

At 10:05 31-03-98, you wrote:

>Dear network,

>

>I am pleased to see a number of strategic arguments entering the

>nuclear power/weapons debate. 

>

>My response to the various points made is as follows: 

>The fight about nuclear weapons is taking place at a number of

>levels with varying degrees of success or failure. At the

>political level some of us are attempting to influence the

>political agenda. This can itself be done in  many ways but it

>usually involves trying to convince people involved in the

>decision making machinery (politicians, advisors, civil servants)

>to see things differently. Now this process can be very much

>influenced by what is happening elsewhere in the political
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>environment. This is where the other branches of campaigning are

>relevant. if there is a mass demonstration against nuclear

>weapons (like we had in the early eighties, for instance), with

>lots of media attention and debate, perhaps combined with sit-ins

>and suchlike around nuclear installations, then obviously this

>will help to concentrate decision makers' minds most wonderfully,

>especially if there are elections ahead. so, optimally, both

>grass roots and public education, lobbying, counselling call it

>what you will, work in the same direction. 

>Now what happens when, on a particular issue, the grass roots

>side of the campaign is not there, or hardly there? Then I would

>suggest that the lobbying efforts automatically gain more

>importance. (By the way, in many countries this is a given) 

>In Geneva, as Rebecca Johnson is always explaining to us in her

>excellent analyses, a subtle diplomatic battle is being waged on

>nuclear weapons in the CD and in the prepcom. As far as I know

>nuclear power is in no way on the agenda. What do we conclude?

>Force it onto the agenda? How? By organising a tiny demonstration

>outside the  hallowed conference chambers stating a whole list

>of demands which in no way relate to what is going on inside? 

>Without any grass roots movement to back it up? No way, baby.

>Such a demonstration is fine for the photo opportunity and that's

>it. Remember, this is NOT a massive sit-in at Ahaus to stop a

>nuclear waste transport. On the other hand it is extremely

>important to demonstrate to the decisionmakers that you do have

>a form of support (municipalities signatories list,

>generals/admirals/politicians against nuclear weapons etc). This
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>helps create the political space for the lobbying work and also

>prevents the lobbying from developing into an entirely

>independent process.

>For the rest, the game has to be played within the agenda set by

>the diplomats (that does not preclude bending the rules a little

>here and there) It seems to me that that game is at present

>limited to nuclear weapons.

>

>So our main debate should be: how can this process be influenced?

>A number of people are involved in this process in Geneva. Others

>are trying to influence it at the national level, in the hope

>that it will indirectly influence Geneva. Some of the work will

>necessarily be very quiet, some of it can be played out in the

>media. 

>If, at some time in the future, the fear which most people

>obviously have of nuclear power also grows into a fear of nuclear

>weapons then that will be the time to switch to a frontal assault

>(always taking the local situation into account). It seems to me

>the Abolition network as a whole (certain local or perhaps

>national situations excepted) is in no shape to set the agenda.

>That is the central strategic issue. 

>All of this does not preclude bringing the very real connection

>between nuclear power and weapons into the debate at a lower

>level. The Iran argument, for instance, is a very good one (if

>there is no connection between power and weapons, how come the

>US government is going ape about the reactor in Iran?). But the

>main energy should be kept properly focused on the nuclear
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>weapons issue.  

>

>Karel Koster

>

> AMOK

>Obrechtstraat 43 

>3572 EC  Utrecht

>+31 (0) 30 2714376

>+31 (0) 30 2714759

>

>Werkgroep Eurobom / Working Group Eurobomb

>Part of the international PENN network

>Obrechtstraat 43

>3572 EC  Utrecht

>+31 (0) 30 2714376

>+31 (0) 30 2714759

>

>

>

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

  The Global Anti-Nuclear Alliance (GANA) -- is a member of    

  The Abolition 2000 Network, A Global Network to Eliminate 

  Nuclear Weapons

Address: c/o Ak Malten                                     

        Irisstraat 134          Tel:+31.70.3608905

        2565TP The Hague        Fax:+31.70.3608905
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        The Netherlands         E-Mail: A.Malten@net.HCC.nl

GANA's website:  

       http://www.inter.nl.net/hcc/A.Malten/welcome.html

The ICJ Advisory Opinion on Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 

 **including ALL the Separate Opinions of ALL the Judges**,

    the Canberra Report, the CTBT Text and Protocol,

  the NPT text (*new*) and the 1925 Gas Protocol (*new*),

          the Nuremberg Principles (*new*) and 

   the MODEL Nuclear Weapons Convention can be found at: 

       http://www.inter.nl.net/hcc/A.Malten/docs.html

=============================================================
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>

Received: (from majordomo@localhost)

        by igc7.igc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8) id GAA25221;

        Tue, 31 Mar 1998 06:20:47 -0800 (PST)

Received: from gn3.gn.apc.org (gn3.gn.apc.org [194.202.158.47])

        by igc7.igc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8) with ESMTP id GAA24904

        for <abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org>; Tue, 31 Mar 1998 06:19:24 -0800 (PST)

Received: from Acronym [193.130.255.157](ap157.du.pipex.com [193.130.255.157])

        by gn3.gn.apc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8/GN-1.0) with SMTP id PAA24270

        for <abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org>; Tue, 31 Mar 1998 15:30:31 +0100 (BST)

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Date: Tue, 31 Mar 1998 15:30:31 +0100 (BST)

From: acronym@gn.apc.org (Rebecca Johnson)

Message-Id: <199803311430.PAA24270@gn3.gn.apc.org>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Precedence: bulk

Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org

Subject: full CD update

To: abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org

X-MIME-Autoconverted: from quoted-printable to 8bit by igc7.igc.org id GAA25095

X-Mailer: Windows Eudora Version 1.4.4

X-Sender: acronym@gn.apc.org

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by igc7.igc.org id GAB25221

X-Mozilla-Status: 0001

To acro receivers: summary of recent development in the CD, March 30, 199=
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8

I am sending out the full report again because there is currently a probl=

em

with the websites on greennet.  I hope this is not too long and tedious.

This report will be published in Disarmament Diplomacy 24, due out on 6

April.  It should be available on the Acronym Institute website from then

at: http//:www.gn.apc.org/acronym

CD adopts 'make work' programme for 1998

SUMMARY

The Conference on Disarmament, chaired by Ambassador Taher Al-Hussami of =

the

Syrian Arab Republic, on 26 March established an ad hoc Committee on

negative security assurances (NSA) and six special coordinators on

substantive and procedural issues.  There was not time before the first p=

art

of the 1998 session closed to decide on the names of CD Members to fill t=

he

posts of special coordinators and Chair of the ad hoc committee, but it i=

s

hoped that the appointments will be agreed soon after the CD reconvenes o=

n

11 May.
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Special coordinators were established for the CD agenda items dealing wit=

h

prevention of an arms race in outer space (PAROS), landmines, and

transparency in armaments.  Three 'reform' coordinators were also

established, for review of the agenda, the expansion of CD membership, an=

d

on improving the functioning of the CD.  With continued opposition from s=

ome

of the nuclear weapon states (NWS), there was no agreement on appointing =

a

special coordinator for nuclear disarmament.  It was therefore decided th=

at

'intensive consultations' on this issue should be carried out by the troi=

ka

of past, present and next presidents of the CD.  The Presidency is normal=

ly

rotated every four weeks alphabetically among the ambassadors of CD membe=

r

states.

Although a number of delegations showed satisfaction at finally achieving

some decisions on a work programme, they also expressed disappointment.

Brazil said the decision fell 'woefully short' of international aspiratio=

ns

and agreed with South Africa that it represented the 'lowest common

denominator' of consensus; China saw it as the 'product of compromise';
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Germany and Pakistan characterised the decision as a 'modest step', while

many emphasised that it was, at least, a start.  Japan, Britain, Germany,

the United States and others urged the President to seek agreement on the

personnel to fill the key appointments so that they could begin

consultations in the intersessional period before the CD reconvenes on 11

May, but the non-aligned states warned against rushing such decisions,

pointing out that they would not be able to engage in full consultations

during the remaining 24 hours as they were also covering the Human Rights

Commission. =20

Delegations from the G-21 group of non-aligned States particularly regret=

ted

that nuclear disarmament was not given a special coordinator, and called =

on

the President to begin consultations on this as soon as possible.  Others=

,

including Japan and Germany were concerned that the decision did not ment=

ion

the fissile material production ban (fissban) or cut-off treaty (FMCT), t=

o

which they accorded high priority.  Ambassador Robert Grey of The United

States devoted the major part of his plenary statement to urging the CD t=

o

get negotiations on a cut-off treaty underway, calling it "ripe for

negotiation".  Arguing also for the CD to undertake substantive work on

landmines, Grey said that negotiations on these two issues would demonstr=

ate
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that the CD was a "serious negotiating forum in which meaningful disarmam=

ent

agreements can be reached."  =20

South Africa and Canada both expressed deep reservations regarding the

establishment of an ad hoc committee on security assurances, questioning

whether 'real work' could be done on NSA at the CD.  While Canada said it

would not block consensus, South Africa made clear that it did not suppor=

t

the decision, leaving an impression that it might have exercised its veto=

 if

that right had not been suspended as part of the CD enlargement agreement=

 in

June 1996.

In public statements as well as in the corridors there was relief that a

work programme had been agreed, but recognition that it had missed the ma=

jor

issues.  Some delegates complained that the CD had only managed to agree =

on

'make work' topics to give the appearance of relevance and industry, whil=

e

in fact it was still deadlocked on the politically-charged issues of fiss=

ban

negotiations, nuclear disarmament and whether to work on landmines.

Major plenary statements were made during recent weeks by China, Colombia=
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,

Pakistan (with a reply from India), Canada, Mexico and the United States.

Following the establishment of a new government in India, headed by the

Hindu nationalist party, the Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP), the Foreign

Minister of Pakistan, Gohar Ayub Khan, criticised his neighbour's "great

power ambitions and aggressive proclivities", with particular reference t=

o

Jammu and Kashmir and the "unpleasant revelation" of India's chemical

weapons programme and stockpiles.  In particular, Khan raised concerns ab=

out

recent public pronouncements from the BJP President that India would "go

nuclear".  He warned that "South Asia may be pushed into a dangerous arms

race".  Ambassador Savitri Kunadi responded on behalf of India, but

suggested that Pakistan should raise these concerns bilaterally rather th=

an

in the CD.  She said that India remained committed to sustained and

constructive dialogue at the Foreign Secretary level, in the ongoing talk=

s

initiated in 1990.=20

The new Chinese Ambassador, Li Changhe, gave a comprehensive statement in

which he warned that despite the end of the Cold War, "we are still haunt=

ed

by the spectre of the Cold War mentality, as evidenced by the expansion o=

f

military blocs, the strengthening of military alliances, the retention an=

d
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even extension of the nuclear deterrence doctrine, and research, developm=

ent

and proliferation of strategic defence systems."  Li called the CD

"irreplaceable" and said that, since it encompassed "all militarily

significant countries", only the treaties concluded in the CD framework

could "enjoy wide representation and universality".  China expressed its

willingness to commence negotiations on a FMCT "on the basis of the manda=

te

contained in the Shannon Report".  In his careful wording and reiteration=

 of

the mandate based on the 1993 UNGA resolution 48/75L, Li clearly underlin=

ed

China's view that existing fissile material stocks should not be included=

 in

the proposed treaty.  He also gave general support for discussing nuclear

disarmament in the CD, and pushed for the militarisation of outer space t=

o

be addressed.  Li backed CD work on NSA and argued for unconditional

security assurances to non-nuclear-weapon states and a commitment by the =

NWS

of no-first-use of nuclear weapons against each other. =20

After making a strong case for addressing nuclear disarmament in the CD, =

the

Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs of Mexico, Ambassador Carmen Moreno,

also considered the work methods of the CD.  Observing that the present

division of CD Members into "groups reminiscent of the Cold War is
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anachronistic and does not facilitate decision-making", she said that "th=

e

real division with regard to security today is between nuclear-weapon Sta=

tes

and non-nuclear-weapon States."  Recognising the importance of consensus =

in

safeguarding everyone's security interests, Mexico argued that "if carrie=

d

to the extreme, as is happening now, consensus is reduced to the lowest

common denominator or... line of least possible resistance."  Backing

Chile's proposal on standing committees, Moreno called for the consensus

rule to be re-examined, so that it could not be applied in ways that

prevented the effective functioning of the CD.=20

CD Work Programme

The President, Taher Al-Hussami, first made a declaration regarding agend=

a

item 1 (nuclear disarmament).  This was followed by adoption of the decis=

ion

on the work programme and comments from various delegations, including So=

uth

Africa, Egypt, India, Iran, Japan, Canada, Pakistan, Germany, China, and =

the

United States on behalf of itself, France and the United Kingdom.  The

statement and draft decision adopted by the CD on 26 March 1998 were

contained in a 'Non-paper' by the President, revision 3.  The statement w=

ill
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be issued as CD/1500 and the decision as CD/1501.

Presidential Declaration

After having identified Agenda Item 1 entitled "Cessation of the Nuclear

Arms Race and Nuclear Disarmament" as being of an extremely high priority=

,

and after having used all means of consultations provided for in the Rule=

s

of Procedure of the Conference, the President came to the conclusion that

the only way to move forward on substance at this stage would consist in

substantially increasing consultations regarding this item, under his

authority by using all possibilities, including the assistance of the

outgoing and the incoming Presidents, with a view to reaching consensus o=

n

how to deal with this item.

The Presidency is thus willing to consider henceforth Agenda Item 1 as it=

s

first priority, to vigorously continue its efforts in this respect and to

present early and regular reports on these consultations throughout the

session, including before the end of the second part of the 1998 session.

Draft Decision

The Conference takes the following decisions:

1.      That the Presidency, taking into account the statement (CD/1500), made=
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 by

the President at the 790th Plenary meeting on 26 March 1998, shall pursue

intensive consultations and seek the views of its Members on appropriate

methods and approaches for dealing with agenda item 1 entitled "Cessation=

 of

the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament", taking into consideration

all proposals and views on this item.

2.      The Conference establishes, for the duration of the 1998 session, an a=

d

hoc committee under agenda item 4 entitled "Effective international

arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threa=

t

of use of nuclear weapons", to negotiate with a view to reaching agreemen=

t

on effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon Stat=

es

against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.  These arrangements

could take the form of an internationally legally binding instrument.

The ad hoc committee shall take into consideration all relevant views and

proposals present and future and also address questions related to its ma=

ndate.

The Ad Hoc Committee will report to the Conference on the progress of its

work before the conclusion of the 1998 session.



file:///Z|/STAFF/Tiago/MJP/3%20and%2050%20Disks/Abolish-112%20to%20124,%20Abolishl-580%20to%20612/80401.02.txt[7/25/2017 9:23:37 AM]

3.      The Conference appoints a Special Coordinator under agenda item 3

entitled "Prevention of an arms race in outer space" to seek the views of

its Members on the most appropriate way to deal with the questions relate=

d

to this item.

4.      "The Conference appoints a Special Coordinator under agenda item 6

entitled "Comprehensive programme of disarmament" to seek the views of it=

s

Members on the most appropriate way to deal with the questions related to

anti-personnel landmines taking into account, inter alia, developments

outside the Conference. =20

5.      The Conference appoints a Special Coordinator under agenda item 7

entitled "Transparency in armaments" to seek the views of its Members on =

the

most appropriate way to deal with the questions related to this item.

6.      In implementing these decisions, the Presidency and the Special

Coordinators shall take into consideration all relevant views and proposa=

ls,

present and future.

7.      The Conference requests the Presidency and the Special Coordinators to

present early and regular reports on the outcome of their consultations

throughout the session, including before the end of the second part of it=

s
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1998 session.

8.      The Conference also decides to appoint Special Coordinators on the Rev=

iew

of its Agenda, the Expansion of its Membership and its Improved and

Effective Functioning.  These Special Coordinators, in discharging their

duties and functions, will take into account all proposals and views, as

well as future initiatives.  The Conference requests these Special

Coordinators to report to it before the conclusion of the 1998 session.

9.      The taking of these decisions contained in paragraphs 1, 3, 4 and 5 do=

es

not prejudge the positions of delegations on the eventual establishment o=

f

subsidiary bodies on the issues identified, but reflects agreement to

advance the Conference's work with a view to reaching consensus.  This

decision is also taken without prejudice to the rights of Members of the

Conference to move forward with positions and proposals already made or t=

o

be put forward in the future.

STATEMENTS TO PLENARY

Nuclear Disarmament

Non-nuclear weapon states have continued to stress the importance of nucl=

ear

disarmament. Camilo Reyes Rodriguez, the Deputy Minister for Foreign Affa=
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irs

of Colombia, supported establishment of an ad hoc committee with a

negotiating mandate and called on the nuclear weapon states to display th=

e

necessary resolution and political will to dismantle their nuclear arsena=

ls.  =20

Ambassador Carmen Moreno, Under-Secretary of Foreign Affairs of Mexico,

devoted the major part of her statement to addressing nuclear weapons

concerns.  Pointing out that with the end of the Cold War bipolar

confrontation, "logic and practice dictated putting an end to the spread =

of

the awesome weapons it had produced and to the nuclear deterrence doctrin=

es

that had lost their fundamental support", Moreno raised concerns about ne=

w

deterrence doctrines, aimed "everywhere and against anyone", concluding t=

hat

"today the probability of the intentional use of these awesome weapons is

greater than ever."  In view of these new doctrines, the continued risk o=

f

accidental or mistaken use, and increasing insecurity surrounding nuclear

technology and materials, Moreno asserted that the "strains on the nuclea=

r

non-proliferation regime could lead us -- in the continued absence of

consensus on nuclear disarmament -- to considering nuclear weapons

commonplace."  Though her statement also raised serious concerns about
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conventional weapons and other weapons of mass destruction, Moreno

underlined that the 1996 advisory opinion of the International Court of

Justice (ICJ) made clear that nuclear disarmament was relevant to all sta=

tes

and was not to be subordinated to general and complete disarmament.=20

Noting statements in December 1996 by 60 Generals and Admirals and in

February 1998 by the civil leaders of 44 nations, as well as the initiati=

ves

put forward by Mexico in the past, Moreno stated that "the abolition of

nuclear weapons is an idea whose time has come". Mexico wanted the concep=

t

and parameters of a nuclear weapon convention to be explored, stressing t=

hat

this did not imply artificial deadlines, but that it should be possible t=

o

agree on "flexible and differentiated time-frames with due regard to the

quantitative and qualitative disparities in existing stockpiles..." Notin=

g

the suggestions put forward by the G-21 and others in recent years, Moren=

o

suggested that the CD would only overcome its "endless consultations" whe=

n

it acknowledged the priority of nuclear disarmament and tackled the subje=

ct

"systematically and seriously".=20
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Pakistan's Foreign Minister argued that the danger posed by nuclear weapo=

ns

was not confined to 'loose nukes' or nuclear terrorism, although these

needed to be seriously addressed: "The principal danger arises from the

continued possession and possible use of nuclear weapons by some of the

nuclear weapon States."  Khan raised concerns about the continued existen=

ce

of large arsenals, even after START II and START III and the "uncertainty=

 of

multipolar nuclear deterrence between 5 nuclear powers and perhaps some

additional nuclear-capable States".  Like Mexico, Pakistan was particular=

ly

concerned about "the new nuclear doctrines contemplating the actual use o=

f

nuclear weapons -- even against non-nuclear weapon states".  Khan said th=

at

the new doctrines and related refinement of nuclear designs could destroy

the consensus against nuclear proliferation and lead to a nuclear disaste=

r. =20

Pakistan wanted the CD to "play a central role in realising the vital

objective of nuclear disarmament".  Noting that there may be more than 20

countries with the potential to build nuclear weapons, Khan said that "it

would not be wise or logical to exclude them from negotiations which seek

the progressive reduction and eventual elimination of nuclear weapons."  =

He

reiterated Pakistan's support for the 1997 proposal from 26 non-aligned
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countries for an ad hoc committee on nuclear disarmament with three

simultaneous working groups:=20

i) to negotiate a binding commitment to the complete elimination of nucle=

ar

weapons, on which Pakistan intended to circulate a working paper;=20

ii) to negotiate a timetable for nuclear disarmament along the lines to

CD/1419 (proposed by 28 non-aligned delegations in 1996), making clear th=

at

"we are seeking in this process to identify nuclear disarmament measures,

their sequence and the approximate timing for their realisation", not for

actual negotiations of specific measures; and=20

iii) to negotiate a Fissile Materials Convention "with a mandate which

reflects the Shannon Report and the concerns expressed by all countries."

Khan warned that the fissban would not be equitable (and therefore not

acceptable) if it failed to address existing and unequal stockpiles.  =20

Ambassador Li Changhe reiterated China's policy of opposing the nuclear a=

rms

race and nuclear deterrence and standing for "the complete prohibition an=

d

thorough destruction of nuclear weapons".  He said China had exercised

"extreme self restraint" in its development of nuclear weapons.  Although

China hoped that "on the basis of full exchange of views" an acceptable

formula would be found for addressing nuclear disarmament in the CD, Li
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argued that the two largest NWS should "carry out further drastic reducti=

ons

of their nuclear arsenals, abandon the strategy of nuclear deterrence, st=

op

the research in and development of outer space weapons and refrain from t=

he

development, deployment and proliferation of missile defence systems, whi=

ch

undermine the global strategic security and stability."  China considered

such progress necessary to create the conditions for all the NWS to

participate in nuclear disarmament negotiations in the future.=20

Fissban

Grey devoted the major part of the recent US statement to highlighting th=

e

need to move forward with negotiating a treaty on the basis of the 1995

Shannon mandate.  He said that while the United States was "prepared to

listen, to participate, to contribute, and to discuss issues of concern" =

to

all CD members, it wanted to Conference to do what was "realistically

achievable".  Calling a fissile materials cut-off "one of the cornerstone=

s

in building a solid foundation for global nuclear disarmament", Grey said

that it was not "only" a non-proliferation measure, but would have "clear

benefits from a nuclear disarmament perspective": =20

i) it would apply a quantitative restraint, capping the amount of fissile

material available for nuclear weapons globally;
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ii) it would extend verification measures to fissile material production

facilities not currently subject to international monitoring, including a=

ll

reprocessing and enrichment facilities in the NWS;

iii) it would make legally binding and irreversible the current voluntary

moratoria on fissile material production undertaken by some of the NWS;

iv) it would promote a positive climate for continued progress on reducin=

g

nuclear weapons stockpiles;

v) it would meet the commitment made in the NPT Principles and Objectives=

 in

1995. =20

With regard to its nonproliferation benefits, Grey stressed that a FMCT

would "promote stability in regions where the risks of escalating arms ra=

ces

are greatest".  In a clear reference to South Asia and the Middle East, G=

rey

said: "We hear talk of dangerous 'regional imbalances' which must be

addressed.  Would it not make sense to take an important step -- a step w=

e

can take now -- to ensure that those imbalances do not grow larger.?"=20

China maintained that "the conclusion of a convention on the prohibition =

of

fissile material for nuclear weapons will be conducive to the prevention =

of
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nuclear proliferation and promotion of nuclear disarmament, a shared

responsibility of every member of the international community."  Li Chang=

he

said that the future convention should be "fair, reasonable and universal=

"

and be based on the Shannon mandate and the 1993 UNGA resolution 48/75L.

Pakistan's Foreign Minister said his country was "prepared to commence wo=

rk

on a Fissile Materials Convention with a mandate which reflects the Shann=

on

Report and the concerns expressed by all countries.  If it is to be

acceptable, the Fissile Materials Treaty must be equitable.  It would not=

 be

so if it does not address the problems created by unequal stockpiles of

fissile materials, including in our region."   Mexico's reference to

"efforts limited to partial and peripheral measures" was interpreted by s=

ome

delegations as a dismissal of the importance of CD work on a FMCT.   Egyp=

t

reiterated the importance of the fissban, putting it in a wider context o=

f

nuclear disarmament.  Western States, including Canada, Japan and Germany=

,

stressed the urgent need to negotiate the proposed FMCT, arguing that the

Shannon report provided a good basis and the necessary flexibility to rai=

se

matters of legitimate concern.  Germany and Canada also expressed a
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willingness to re-examine the context of the Shannon mandate, although

Ambassador G=FCnther Seibert underlined Germany's view that "this should =

not

stand in the way of commencement of substantive work in an ad hoc committ=

ee,

or, if necessary, in a less formal setting."   Having tabled its own

proposal for a Presidential clarification to enable the fissban committee=

 to

start work on the basis of the Shannon report, Canada had wondered whethe=

r

the FMCT issue was omitted from the draft decision because it had been

"precluded -- dare we say vetoed -- by one or more delegations?"  =20

Security Assurances

The only ad hoc committee established in the work programme was on NSA, d=

ue

in no small measure to Pakistan's tenacity.  Khan suggested that the

committee should "enable us to collectively clarify the new doctrines for

nuclear deterrence and nuclear use propounded by certain States and

Alliances systems" with the aim of concluding a binding international

agreement.  He also suggested that the committee could examine additional

confidence building measures related to nuclear targeting and possible us=

e.

China's position on unconditional security assurances and no first use ha=

s

remained solid and Li predictably pledged support for an NSA ad hoc

Committee to negotiate such an international legal instrument.  Firstly, =
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he

said, the "most effective security assurances should be the complete

prohibition and thorough destruction of nuclear weapons."  Pending the

realisation of this "ultimate objective", the NWS should "undertake

unconditionally not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against

non-nuclear-weapon States" and the NWS should commit themselves to "no fi=

rst

use of nuclear weapons against each other."  =20

South Africa, as one of 23 new Members admitted to the CD in June 1996, w=

as

denied the right to exercise a veto as part of an agreement designed to d=

eal

with US problems over Iraq.  Before the 26 March Plenary decided on the 1=

998

work programme, South Africa read a statement withholding its support fro=

m

the decision to establish an NSA ad hoc Committee.  Quoting Ambassador

Selebi, Peter Goosen questioned whether NSA belonged in the CD and noted

that in the past the CD had "demonstrated a singular lack of any progress=

"

on NSA.  In South Africa's view, NSA was not a genuine disarmament measur=

e,

but rather "confirmation of the nuclear weapon status of those States whi=

ch

possess these weapons." Arguing that the NSA issue ought rather to be

addressed in the strengthened review process of the NPT, since security
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assurances are "an implicit part of the NPT bargain which was struck with

non-nuclear-weapon States when they forswore the nuclear weapons option",

Goosen made clear that the South African delegation did not support

paragraph 2 of the work programme setting up a NSA ad hoc committee. =20

Canada affirmed that it regarded nuclear disarmament and the FMCT as

national priorities and reiterated its scepticism about setting up a

committee on NSA.  Canada had noted the fundamental disparity of views ov=

er

who was to give what to whom and how, and suggested that these questions

needed to be explored and clarified before taking "the deliberate decisio=

n"

to establish a committee.  Though it had not blocked agreement on the

programme of work, Canada, like South Africa, expressed scepticism that a=

ny

real progress could be made on security assurances at the CD.  =20

PAROS

China expressed concern about "activities in the development and testing =

of

components of outer space weapons or weapons systems in recent years" and

said that such activities were designed to use outer space for consolidat=

ing

and strengthening military superiority on the ground.  As such, they coul=

d

"undermine regional and global strategic balance, jeopardise peace, secur=

ity
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and stability, and harbour the potential danger of turning outer space

eventually into a battlefield."  Arguing that outer space should be used

solely for peaceful purposes and that the existing international legal

instruments were far from adequate, Li Changhe endorsed the view of

Ambassador Palihakkara of Sri Lanka, that if the CD did not deal now with

preventing an arms race in outer space, it would in future years have to

negotiate on space disarmament or on the nonproliferation of outer space

weapons.  China therefore supported the re-establishment of an ad hoc

committee on PAROS but would also accept a special coordinator, as a firs=

t step.

Mexico raised concerns that technological developments could lead to the

increasing militarisation of outer space and considered that a PAROS

committee should be re-established on the basis of the 1997 UN General

Assembly resolution 52/37.  Pakistan and Colombia also backed a PAROS

committee, hoping that it would soon negotiate an agreement to preserve

outer space for peaceful purposes.  Colombia emphasised the need for a

comprehensive regime with verification, transparency and confidence build=

ing

measures.

Landmines

The United States continued to argue that the issue of anti-personnel

landmines (APL) was "ripe for negotiation" in the CD.  Noting that a numb=

er

of the largest producers and stockpilers of landmines were not adherents =

of
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existing agreements, Grey argued that "an export/transfer ban negotiated =

in

the CD would enable many more states to accept international obligations

that restrict APL."  =20

China said it took seriously the humanitarian concerns and supported

"appropriate, reasonable and feasible restrictions" on landmines, as well=

 as

carrying out large scale national and international demining activities.

However, China considered that landmines continued to be "an indispensabl=

e

defensive weapon" for many countries, so that "a balance should be struck

between humanitarian concerns and legitimate requirements of sovereign

states for self defence."  Until alternative means could be found, China

could not agree to a ban on landmines, but it was prepared to support the

reappointment of a special coordinator along the lines of CD/1495, propos=

ed

by 23 countries, including Ottawa signatories and non-signatories. =20

Colombia stressed the importance of regional initiatives, as well as

humanitarian work and demining, and said that the CD could work on landmi=

nes

in "parallel" with the Ottawa process, providing that it did not jeopardi=

se

the rules established by the Ottawa Treaty.   Mexico urged continuing wor=

k

aimed at the entry into force and full implementation of the Ottawa Treat=
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y.

With regard to proposals for further negotiations beginning with a ban on

exports, Moreno argued that the 1980 Convention on Certain Conventional

Weapons (CCW) would be a more "fitting context" for negotiating phased

measures that would "take us one step further from Protocol II... without

eroding the prohibitions agreed on in Oslo."  =20

Conventional Arms Control

Several statements supported further work on conventional arms.  Clearly

concerned about the military disparities in South Asia, Pakistan called f=

or

establishment of an ad hoc Committee on Conventional Arms Control and

Disarmament, suggesting that it should have three working groups:

i) to constrain advanced technology and development of more sophisticated

weapons systems, since " the increasing lethality and sophistication of

conventional weapons...increase suffering and ... further intensify the

concentration of destructive power in the hands of a few militarily and

technologically advanced powers";

ii) to formulate a framework for conventional disarmament and arms contro=

l

at the regional and sub-regional level; and

iii) to consider the transfer of armaments, especially small arms.

With regard to regional arms control, Khan identified certain key princip=

les

which Pakistan would want to instil: that "none of the potential adversar=

ies
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should be capable of prevailing in a military attack launched by surprise=

";

rough parity of quantitative and qualitative defence capabilities between

potential adversaries; and "no significant disparity in any of the areas =

of

conventional defence -- land, air or naval forces".=20

Colombia also regarded small arms as an issue of major importance, raisin=

g

concerns about illicit trafficking and widespread use.  Noting that small

arms destabilised societies, and sheltered terrorism, drug trafficking an=

d

mercenary activities, thus violating human rights, Reyes Rodriguez called

for an ad hoc committee in the CD to address this issue.   Mexico also

raised concerns about excessive conventional armaments.  Holding that

conventional disarmament would have "better prospects of success at the

regional level", Moreno noted the work of the Organisation of American

States in 1997 and the Rio Group, which met in Mexico in January 1998 to

consider possible voluntary measures to control the acquisition of offens=

ive

conventional weapons.  =20

Other Issues Raised

Reyes Rodriguez pushed for a fourth UN Special Session on Disarmament

(UNSSOD IV) to be held in the near future.  Colombia also stressed the

importance of transparency in armaments, an issue that was barely mention=

ed
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(or only in passing) by other delegations.  Several States referred to th=

e

need to strengthen the Biological Weapons Convention (BWC) and work for f=

ull

implementation of the Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC) and Comprehensive

Test Ban Treaty (CTBT). Mexico called for a broad approach to the issue o=

f

the non-proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, raising concern abo=

ut

shortcomings in the export control regimes.  Arguing that "the closed and

hence discriminatory nature of these regimes contributes to their diminis=

hed

efficiency", Moreno called for the CD to identify the elements for "a

multilateral regime for the control of the transfer of technology and dua=

l

use materials linked to the building of weapons of mass destruction."

Pakistan wanted the CD to consider negotiations for an international

agreement to prohibit or restrict anti-ballistic missile (ABM) and theatr=

e

missile defence (TMD) systems, arguing that the development of AMB and TM=

D

defence systems could "seriously erode nuclear stability and provoke a ne=

w

nuclear and missiles race among the nuclear powers and perhaps other

States."  As a first step, Pakistan suggested that the CD could set up a

working group to clarify the legal and technical developments pertinent t=
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o

this issue.

Conclusion

The CD's difficulties are essentially political, with structural componen=

ts

that obstruct substantial decision-making.  Adoption of this 'lowest comm=

on

denominator' work programme demonstrates more clearly than ever the need =

for

a positive new mandate on disarmament from the international community.

Since the groundbreaking consensus at the UN Special Session on Disarmame=

nt

in 1978, the geostrategic context has altered beyond recognition.  The CD

has enlarged its membership to 60, one third of the UN Membership,

comprising the major military and industrial nations, with a few notable

exceptions.  It is high time for another Special Session of the UN Genera=

l

Assembly to allow the international community to re-examine post Cold War

priorities and practicalities.  UNSSOD IV could provide a valuable

opportunity to update the substantive and procedural guidelines on which =

the

CD relies.  In particular, it could help to set an 'Agenda 21' on nuclear

and conventional disarmament for the next century, perhaps resulting in a=

n

updated decalogue that could be a more practical tool for guiding the CD'=

s
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work than a decalogue that arose 20 years ago at the height of the Cold W=

ar. =20

UNSSOD IV could also play a useful role in helping the CD to examine its

procedures, and consider ways to be more accountable and bring greater

continuity and coherence to its work.  This could include rethinking its

relationship with the United Nations , the strengths and limitations of t=

he

rule of consensus, as suggested this week by Mexico, and Chile's proposal

for standing committees.  Some States, notably the United States, seem

worried that UNSSOD IV may turn into a forum for mutual accusation.  This

can be avoided if the international diplomatic community and NGOs engage =

in

careful planning and have creative input into the organisation of the

Special Session early on.  The modest decision on the CD's work programme

does not adequately reflect the sophisticated level of debate among many =

of

the delegations or the growing degree of convergence about the need to

address conventional arms control and disarmament and to ensure continued

positive progress towards nuclear disarmament.

The programme of work adopted by the CD will enable more systematic

consultations on some of the topics, but it cannot escape notice that the

really substantive issues have been avoided.  Most notable, however, is t=

he

growing recognition that the CD has a role to play in conventional

disarmament and in regulating military activities so as to prevent outer
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space from becoming a future battleground.  Although there are serious

questions which can be discussed in the ad hoc committee on security

assurances concerning use, new doctrines and postures, alliances, nuclear

capable States and whether nuclear, chemical and biological weapons can b=

e

regarded as equivalent for the purposes of security assurances and no fir=

st

use, the gulf between the perspective of the NWS and that of the nuclear

capable states (who have been pushing most strongly for a multilateral

treaty) remains too wide for the CD to have a realistic prospect of agree=

ing

a negotiating mandate in the near future. =20

Despite having agreed a mandate to negotiate a fissban three years ago, t=

he

CD is still unable to move forward on this.  Nor will the sleight of hand=

 in

giving the nuclear disarmament issue to the President's troika satisfy fo=

r

very long. Some states are already claiming that the CD has broken new

ground by establishing a mechanism for addressing nuclear disarmament.  S=

ome

consider that agenda item 1 has been given priority above the issues deal=

t

with by special coordinators, while others see the decision as a con,

offering nothing new.  Although linkage is, of course, formally eschewed,=

 in
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reality the CD will have to consider mechanisms for addressing both the

fissban and nuclear disarmament if it is to make concrete progress on the=

se

important issues.

Whether the 26 March decision will be dismissed at the end of the year as

irrelevant will depend on how the special coordinators and NSA committee

address their tasks.  If they are willing to step beyond past thinking an=

d

ideologies, examine the new technologies and security conditions and upda=

te

their proposals for making progress, then the CD will be shown to be acti=

ng

responsibly in creating conditions for future work.  If old positions and

proposals are endlessly rehashed, the judgement of the international

community on such expensive 'make work' will be harsh.

The dates for the 1998 session are:

January 19 to March 27;

May 11 to June 26;

July 27 to September 9.

ends

The Acronym Institute
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24, Colvestone Crescent, London E8 2LH, England.

telephone (UK +44) (0) 171 503 8857

fax                (0) 171 503 9153
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        billnrns@aol.com

Subject: CTBT grassroots

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

X-Mozilla-Status: 0001

Dear CTBT grassroots group,

We had an excellent meeting on March 19th!  To those of you who missed
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it, you should have been there---we had a lot of energy flowing.

Why did we have such a good meeting, you may ask?  Because we started by

asking the question: where do we want to be a month from now?  We then

listed about 15 things that we want to accomplish over the next month,

and prioritized them.  Some of the goals/tasks are already underway,

others we identified as high or low priority.  Many people took specific

responsibilities.

The next meeting will be as follows.  Please put it on your calendar:

    date --- Thursday, April 16th

    time --- 10:30 a.m. to 12:00 noon

    place --- FCNL, 245 2nd Street N.E.

My notes from March 19th follow.

Where do we want to be a month from now?  We agreed that the filter

through which we would look at each proposal would be whether it helps

to move us toward SFRC action (especially hearings) on CTBT.  We

previously identified about a dozen Tier 1 and Tier 2 swing Senators.

  1. Present a national religious leaders statement to Helms and Biden,

also state religious leaders statement to other Senators.  This is

UNDERWAY (Howard Hallman).

  2. Letters to target Senators from a cross-section of leaders in

state, the "Maine style" approach.  This is a HIGH PRIORITY for us.  We
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will ask all DC people who are serving as contacts for the state contact

people to initiate this.  Kathy Crandall will call the DC contacts.

  3. More calls and letters to target Senators from grassroots

individuals.  This is a HIGH PRIORITY.  See phone bank, #11 below.

  4. 50 more NGOs endorse CTBT.  We all have assignments from Daryl and

we need to make our calls.

  5. Web page for CTBT grassroots work up  This is UNDERWAY, as part of

PSR's web site, found at www.psr.org --- Kathy Crandall will be

responsible for getting items on it.

  6. 2 more state polls on CTBT.  This is underway (Daryl Kimball).

  7. Professors letter on CTBT.  This is UNDERWAY (Daryl Kimball).

  8. White House "walk-by event" with heads of organizations.  Efforts

to set this up are UNDERWAY (Daryl Kimball).

  9. Scientists letter on CTBT.  This is UNDERWAY (Michael Pancook).

  10. Every Tier 1 and Tier 2 Senator visited by constituents during

Easter recess.  This is a HIGH PRIORITY and we need to press our state

people to seek appointments.  The DC contacts should be especially

active in asking the state contacts to do this.
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  11. Phone bank, calling constituents in target states, especially

those who received the latest postcard.  This is a HIGH PRIORITY, and

Bridget Moix will set it up --- call her for details.  We decided that

we would not set a specific date for constituents to call in.

  12. At least 10 op-eds and editorials in major newspapers.  Daryl

Kimball and Bill Eisenstein will coordinate.  All of us are welcome to

write op-eds for circulation.

  13. At least 20 letters to the editor.  This will be a low priority

for us, but we encourage 20/20 to keep up the good work.

  14. At least 10 city council resolution passed.  Kathy Crandall will

pull together samples for distribution.  This is a low priority for our

work because it really needs one-on-one contacts and local initiative.

  15. Five Republican Senators put out a letter urging Helms to hold

hearings.

We will meet again on April 16th.  Come with your ideas for what we

should accomplish in the following month.

Shalom,

Bob Tiller
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Return-Path: <sallyl@pacbell.net>

Received: from mail-gw2.pacbell.net (mail-gw2.pacbell.net [206.13.28.53])

        by igc7.igc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8) with ESMTP id NAA06828

        for <mupj@igc.apc.org>; Tue, 31 Mar 1998 13:04:57 -0800 (PST)

Received: from SALLY (ppp-206-170-32-166.snfc21.pacbell.net [206.170.32.166]) by mail-gw2.pacbell.net 
(8.8.8/8.7.1+antispam) with SMTP id NAA25085; Tue, 31 Mar 1998 13:04:54 -0800 (PST)

Message-ID: <35216926.1010@pacbell.net>

Date: Tue, 31 Mar 1998 14:07:34 -0800

From: Sally Lilienthal <sallyl@pacbell.net>

Reply-To: sallyl@pacbell.net

Organization: Ploughshares Fund

X-Mailer: Mozilla 3.01C-PBXG  (Win16; U)

MIME-Version: 1.0

To: Howard@pacbell.net, Hallman@pacbell.net

CC: mupj@igc.apc.org

Subject: church mobilization

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

X-Mozilla-Status: 0001

March 3, 1998

Dear Howard,

Bill Hoehn at W.Alton Jones and I are beginning to try to plan actions,

if we can, to reinvigorate churches on "our" subjects as you have been

doing.
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I'm not thinking in particular with the CTBT on which you have been

doing yeoman's work, but more broadly on nuclear arms as an ethical

issue.

So far, we have just begun to talk about what we might do - just begun,

I want to emphasize.

Wondering if you ever received an answer from A. Cranston to your letter

of February 7.  Wondering, too, if you've found any avenue into

Evangelical churches.

Any further thoughts about "generals and Bishops"?

Still sorry we couldn't get together in person on that rainy day last

month in D.C.

Yours with my best,    Sally Lilienthal
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Return-Path: <malinova@un.org>

Received: from gatekeeper6.un.org (firewall-user@gatekeeper6.un.org [157.150.192.15])

        by igc7.igc.org (8.8.8/8.8.8) with ESMTP id NAA09513

        for <Mupj@igc.apc.org>; Tue, 31 Mar 1998 13:13:41 -0800 (PST)

Received: by gatekeeper6.un.org; id QAA29733; Tue, 31 Mar 1998 16:54:57 -0500 (EST)

Received: from unknown(157.150.191.4) by gatekeeper6.un.org via smap (3.2)

        id xma029703; Tue, 31 Mar 98 16:54:53 -0500

Received: from ccMail by mail-out.un.org (ccMail Link to SMTP R6.01.01)

    id AA891378208; Tue, 31 Mar 98 16:03:29 -0500

Message-Id: <9803318913.AA891378208@mail-out.un.org>

X-Mailer: ccMail Link to SMTP R6.01.01

Date: Tue, 31 Mar 98 16:17:39 -0500

From: "Tamara Malinova"<malinova@un.org>

Return-Receipt-To: <malinova@un.org>

To: <Mupj@igc.apc.org>

Subject: NPT Preparatory Committee Reception

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

X-Mozilla-Status: 0001

Dear Mr. Hallman,

Following your letter of 6 March 1998, may I remind you that your

proposal for including Ambassador Wyzner's name on the invitations for

the reception sponsored by your organization on Monday, 27 April, was
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accepted. Ambassador Wyzner is planning also to give, on behalf of the

delegates, a brief response in respect of the second session of the

PrepCom for the 2000 NPT Review Conference at the reception.

Would you be so kind to give us a little bit more details about your

expectations regarding the nature of such brief response. Should it be

more formal and substantive, or more general and informal?

We would really appreciate your help in this matter.

Yours sincerely,

Tamara Malinova

Political Affairs Officer

Department for Disarmament Affairs

United Nations



March 12, 1998 
 
Dear Colleagues: 
 
Here are some notes from the March 11meeting of religious organizations working for CTBT 
ratification. 
 
The Senate Committee on Governmental Affairs will hold a hearing on March 18 on the CTBT 
and nuclear non-proliferation.  There remains a need to get the Foreign Relations Committee to 
schedule hearings.  After the NATO expansion vote, other issues before the Committee will 
include IMF funding and payment of UN dues, but not so much to prevent the Committee  
from taking up the CTBT.  So we should continue to press committee members to get Senator 
Helms to schedule hearings.  On the broader Senate schedule Senator Lott is expected to make a 
speech on or about April 22 following the spring recess to lay out a schedule for matters the 
Senate will consider.  We need to influence Lott to include the CTBT on his list. 
 
A supply of interfaith postcards is still available for states with Foreign Relations Committee 
members we are trying to influence: North Carolina, Tennessee, Indiana, Nebraska, Kansas, 
Wyoming, and Oregon.  Contact Laura Kriv at 20/20 Vision: 202 833-2020, except for Indiana 
and Kansas call me:301 896-0013.  We want to increase our efforts in North Carolina.  Kathy 
Guthrie of FCNL will contact a Quaker member of the North Carolina Council of Churches.  
Others are urged to reach out to their contacts in North Carolina.  Because the printer produced a 
double order for North Carolina by mistake, there is an ample supply of postcards available for 
the state. 
 
FCNL is circulating a statement to heads of communion and other prominent religious leaders 
for their signature.  We decided that it would be useful seek signatures to this statement from 
religious leaders in the states with swing-vote senators.  I am writing a separate memo on this  
matter.  We want to get as many signers as possible by April 15 so that we can present a list to 
senators when they return after their spring recess. 
 
20/20 is organizing a radio call-in action on Monday, March 23, the six-month anniversary of 
President Clinton's submission of the CTBT to the Senate.  The intent is to get people to call into 
talk shows in Indiana, Kansas, Maine, Nebraska, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Oregon, Tennessee, and  
Wyoming.  If you want flyers to sent to your key contacts in those states, or for other 
information, contact David Oprava or Marie Rietmann at 202 833-2020. 
 
20/20 is also organizing a conference call for activists in Alaska for Saturday, March 28 to 
provide training on the CTBT.  If you have a contact in Alaska who might want to be involved 
(it's free), contact Laura Kriv at 202 833-2020. 
 
Kathy Crandall of the Disarmament Clearinghouse has CTBT activist kits which you may obtain 
and send to your field contacts.  For a sample, call her at 202 898-0150, ext. 232.  The 
Clearinghouse is also producing CTBT buttons, which Kathy will provide free up to 300 per 
organization. 
 
The Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers will soon have a booklet explaining the importance of 
the CTBT.  For a sample copy, call Daryl Kimball at 202 546-0795.  He will supply copies in 



reasonable numbers for your distribution. 
 
For the Interfaith Religious Briefing Bridget Moix has organized a workshop on how to 
influence the Senate on the CTBT.  Mark Brown of the Lutheran Office for Governmental 
Affairs agreed to offer printed material on the CTBT to the committee putting together 
information packets for attendees. 
 
We discussed the desirability of putting information about the CTBT on denominational home 
pages and other postings of action alerts.  At the moment the message should emphasize getting 
the Foreign Relations Committee to hold hearings.  The message can be modified as the  
ratification campaign proceeds.  Also, information about the CTBT can be placed in 
denominational newsletters and journals. 
 
It was suggested that meetings of geographic conferences, synods, etc. taking place between now 
and the end of July would be a good place to encourage delegates to write their senators about 
the CTBT.  Mark Brown described a process using laptop computers to assist letter writers.  He  
will write a description of how this process works.  Denominational representatives are 
encouraged to begin reaching out to their contacts in these conferences and synods and help them 
prepare for letter writing efforts, 
 
Our best hope is that committee hearings will take place in April and May and that the CTBT 
will come to the floor before the end of July.  We have a lot of intensive work to do in the next 
five months for this to come about with a successful outcome. 
 
If you have any questions about these notes, please call me at 301 896-0013. 
 
The next meeting will be from 1:00 to 2:30 p.m. at the FCNL conference room. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
 
 
 
 



 Statement of Religious Leaders on Nuclear Abolition 
 March 16, 1998 
 (to be issued August 6, 1998) 
 
 A new millenium is soon coming to Earth.  It is a time to cast off the obsolete, to make 
new beginnings.  So it is time to rid the world of nuclear weapons, to discard the pernicious 
doctrine of nuclear deterrence, to begin the new century free from the fear of nuclear holocaust. 
 
 We, the undersigned, therefore demand that the United States renounce nuclear weapons 
as a means of war fighting and to renounce nuclear deterrence as an instrument of national 
policy.  We place the same demands on all other possessors of nuclear weapons.  We ask the 
nuclear weapons states to eliminate all nuclear weapons and their delivery systems as rapidly as 
possible. 
 
 We make these demands unequivocally because.... 
 Why nuclear weapons are wrong. 
 
 
 We realized that elimination of the nuclear arsenal must proceed judiciously to assure 
mutual security for nuclear weapon states during the build-down.  But it should also proceed 
expeditiously with no excuses, no quest for advantage, no unnecessary delays. 
 
 The course toward nuclear abolition is laid out in reports of a variety of study 
commissions and in statements by retired general and admirals, former national security officials, 
scientists, and other civilian experts. 
 
 The first step can be an unequivocal statement by nuclear weapons states that they will 
not use nuclear weapons against any state not possessing them and that they will not make first 
use of nuclear weapons against any other nuclear weapons state. 
 
 This can be followed by quickly taking the entire nuclear arsenal off alert.  Experts have 
proposed a variety ways this can be accomplished, such as.....  These measures should be applied 
in such a manner that it would take a month or more to rearm the nuclear arsenal. 
 
 Etc. 
 
 We realize that our demand for nuclear abolition requires reversal of national policies in 
place for decades.  We anticipate that there will be resistance from many elected officials and 
military officers, who are indoctrinated in the belief that nuclear weapons and nuclear deterrence 
are legitimate policies.  We recognize that many citizens will be apprehensive about embarking 
upon the journey toward a nuclear weapon-free world. 
 
 Accordingly we will initiate a program of public education and persuasion to develop 
widespread public understanding and support for nuclear abolition.   To this end we will carry 
out the following measures. 
 
 Leadership Council. 
 



 Coordinating Committee 
  
 Grassroots network 
 



 Contacts in Religious Organizations Working for CTBT Ratification 
 
Curtis W. Ramsey-Lucas 
American Baptist Churches USA, 
   Office of Governmental Relations 
110 Maryland Avenue, NE 
Washington, DC 20002 
Tel: 202 544-3400 
Fax: 202 544-0277 
E-mail: ograbc@aol.com 
 
Jim Matlack 
American Friends Service Committee 
1822 R Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20009 
Tel: 202 483-3341 
Fax: 202 232-3197 
E-mail: jmatlack@erols.com 
 
Nathan Davis 
Church of the Brethren, 
   Washington Office 
337 North Carolina Ave., SE 
Washington, DC 20003 
Tel: 202 546-3202 
Fax: 202 544-5852 
E-mail: washofc@aol.com 
 
Ann Delorey 
Church Women United 
110 Maryland Avenue, NE 
Washington, DC 20002 
Tel: 202 544-8474 
Fax: 202 544-9133 
E-mail: cwu_washington.parti@ecunet.org 
 
Jerry Skipper 
Episcopal Church, Washington Office 
110 Maryland Avenue, NE 
Washington, DC 20002 
Tel: 202 547-7300 
Fax: 202 547-4457 
E-mail: tom.hart@ecunet.org 
 
Mary H. Miller 
Episcopal Peace Fellowship 
P.O. Box 28156 
Washington, DC 20039-8156 
Tel: 202 783-3380 
Fax: 202 393-3695 
E-mail: epf@igc.apc.org 

Clayton Ramey 
Fellowship of Reconciliation 
Box 271 
Nyack, NY 10960 
Tel: 914 358-4601 
Fax: 914 358-4924 
E-mail: crramey@igc.apc.org    
 
Joe Volk, Bridget Moix, Kathy Guthrie 
Friends Committee on National Legislation 
245 Second Street, NE 
Washington, DC 20002 
Tel: 202 547-6000 
Fax: 202 547-6019 
E-mail: joe[bridget, kathy]@fcnl.org 
 
Mark Brown 
Lutheran Office of Governmental Affairs 
122 C Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20001 
Tel: 202 626-7932 
Fax: 202 783-7502 
E-mail: mark.brown@)ecunet.org 
 
Daryl Byler 
Mennonite Central Committee 
110 Maryland Avenue, NE 
Washington, DC 20002 
Tel: 202 544-6564 
Fax: 202 544-2820 
E-mail: mccwash@igc.org 
 
Doug Burns 
Maryknoll Justice and Peace Office 
401 Michigan Avenue, NE  
Washington, DC 20017 
Tel: 202 832-1780 
Fax: 202 832-5195 
E-mail: mknolldc@igc.apc.org 
 
 
Howard W. Hallman 
Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
1500 16th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20036 
Tel/fax: 301 896-0013 
E-mail: mupj@igc.org 
 
 



National Council of Churches 
110 Maryland Avenue, NE 
Washington, DC 20001 
Tel: 202 544-2350 
Fax: 202 543-1297 
E-mail: ncc_washington@ecunet.org 
 
Richelle Friedman, PBNM 
NETWORK: A National Catholic  
    Social Justice Lobby 
801 Pennsylvania Avenue, SE, #460 
Washington, DC 20003 
Tel: 202 547-5556, x.17 
Fax: 202 547-5510 
E-mail: network@igc.org 
 
Dave Robinson 
Pax Christ USA 
532 W. 8th Street 
Erie, PA 16502 
Tel: 814 453-4955,  x.235 
Fax: 814 452-4784 
e-mail: dave@paxchristiusa.org 
 
Barbara G. Green 
Presbyterian Church (USA) 
110 Maryland Avenue, NE 
Washington, DC 20002 
Tel: 202 543-1126 
Fax: 202 543-7755 
E-mail: barbara_green@pcusa.org 
 
L. William Yolton 
Presbyterian Peace Fellowship 
3825 Gibbs Street 
Alexandria, VA 22309-2252 
Tel: 703 360-3657 
Fax:  
E-mail: lwyolton@prodigy.com 
 
Danya Greenfield 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
2027 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20036  
Tel: 202 387-2800  
Fax: 202 667-9070 

E-mail: rac@uahc.org 
 
Lawrence Egbert    
Unitarian Universalist Association 
2026 P Street, NW, Suite 3 
Washington, DC 20036 
Tel: 202 296-4672 
Fax: 202 296-4673 
E-mail: uuawo@aol.com 
 
Joanna Baker                            
United Church of Christ 
   Office for Church in Society 
110 Maryland Avenue, NE 
Washington, DC 20002 
Tel: 202 543-1517 
Fax: 202 543-5994 
joannabaker@juno.com 
 
Robin Ringler 
United Methodist General Board 
    of Church  and Society 
499 South Capitol, SW 
Washington, DC 20024 
Tel: 202 488-5647 
Fax: 202 488-5639 
E-mail: 
 
Gerard F. Powers 
U.S Catholic Conference 
3211 4th Street, NE 
Washington, DC 20017 
Tel: 202 541-3196 
Fax: 202 541-3339 
E-mail: gpowers@nccbuscc.org 
 
March 16, 1998 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 



 Ideas about Mobilizing Religious Community in the United States 
 to Push for Abolition of Nuclear Weapons 
 
 Offered by Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 
 There is a great untapped potential within the religious community in the United States to 
push vigorously for the abolition of nuclear weapons. 
 
  Most major denominations have policy positions that call for elimination of nuclear 
weapons and some condemn the doctrine of nuclear deterrence.  Denominations support 
particular steps leading toward nuclear abolition, such as the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty 
(CTBT) and Strategic Arms Reduction Treaties (START.  However, they are not promoting far-
reaching measures to achieve total elimination of nuclear weapons. Yet, they could and would 
under the right circumstance. 
 
 I would like to offer a scenario on how to bring this about. 
 
Policy Statement and Commitment 
 
 A starting place would be to develop a strong policy statement advocating nuclear 
abolition and gaining the signatures of heads of religious communions and confederations of 
religious organizations.  This should be accompanied with a commitment to work together to 
achieve the goal of nuclear abolition. 
 
 Preamble.  The statement would begin by laying out the spiritual and moral basis for 
nuclear abolition. 
 
 Core demands.  The statement would make an unequivocal demand that the United 
States and other nuclear weapons states 

• renounce nuclear weapons as a means of war fighting under all circumstances, 
• renounce nuclear deterrence as an instrument of national policy, and 
• make a commitment to eliminate all nuclear weapons and delivery systems as rapidly 

as possible. 
 
 Steps toward nuclear abolition.  The statement would identify a number of steps that a 
variety of study commissions, retired generals and admirals, retired civilian officials, scientists, 
and other experts have laid out as the course toward nuclear abolition.  They include: 

• Policy of no first use. 
• Dealerting and deactivating nuclear weapons. 
• Halt in new weapons development and modernization. 
• Faster and deeper bilateral reductions in U.S. and Russian strategic arsenal. 
• International control of fissile material. 
• Nuclear weapons convention for total abolition. 

 



 Commitment.   The statement would conclude with a commitment to work together to 
build public support for the recommended measures.  It would spell out how this would be 
achieved (as suggested below). 
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 ACT NOW FOR NUCLEAR ABOLITION 
 
 A Statement Addressed to the 
 Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Preparatory Committee 
 
 The time has come to rid planet Earth of nuclear weapons -- all of them, everywhere.  
The Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Preparatory Committee has a remarkable 
opportunity at its upcoming meeting to set the course resolutely for the achievement of this goal. 
 
 Nuclear weapons, whether used or threatened, are grossly evil and morally wrong.  As an 
instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons slaughter the innocent and ravage the 
environment.  This was quite apparent in Hiroshima and Nagasaki.   The same result would 
probably occur in any further use, and indeed would be worse because of the increased 
destructive power of modern nuclear weapons. 
 
 When used as an instrument of deterrence, nuclear weapons hold innocent people 
hostage for political and military purposes.   Therefore, the doctrine of nuclear deterrence is 
morally corrupt.  It loses sight of the inviolable connection between means and end by failing to 
recognize that just ends cannot be achieved through wrongful means. 
 
 During the past 50 years the production and testing of nuclear weapons has proven 
grievously harmful to individuals and the environment in the vicinity of mining operations, 
processing plants, production facilities, and test sites.  Numerous locales are burdened with 
lingering radioactivity and deadly waste products that will take decades to clean up.  Some sites 
may never be restored to safe occupancy. 
 
 Psalm 24 teaches, "The earth is the Lord's and the fulness thereof, the world and those 
who dwell therein."  The First Book of Moses, also known as Genesis, indicates that God made 
Earth available to humankind to till and keep, that is, to use for mutual benefit and to preserve.  
Because production and use of nuclear weapons causes grave harm to Earth and its inhabitants, 
we as good stewards of God's Earth have an obligation to rid the world of this perilous threat. 
 
 Numerous religious bodies have condemned nuclear weapons and have called for their 
abolition.   Thus, the Sixth Assembly of the World Council of Churches in 1983 stated: "We 
believe that the time has come when the churches must unequivocally declare that the production 
and deployment as well as the use of nuclear weapons are a crime against humanity and that such 
activities must be condemned on ethical and theological grounds.  Furthermore, we appeal for 
the institution of a universal covenant to this effect so that nuclear weapons and warfare are 
delegitimized and condemn as violations of international law."  
 
 Speaking for the Holy See before the First Committee of the United Nations General 
Assembly on October 15, 1997, Archbishop Renato Martino stated: "Nuclear weapons are 
incompatible with the peace we seek for the 21st century.  They cannot be justified.  They 
deserve condemnation.  The preservation of the Non-Proliferation Treaty demands an 
unequivocal commitment to their abolition....This is a moral challenge, a legal challenge and a 
political challenge.  That multiple-based challenge must be met by the application of our 
humanity." 
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 In principle the nations of Earth agree on the need to eliminate nuclear weapons.  Indeed, 
they have made a strong commitment in Article VI of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of 
Nuclear Weapons (NPT) "to the cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date and to nuclear 
disarmament."  After reviewing this article at the request of the General Assembly of the United 
Nations, the International Court of Justice unanimously agreed that "There exists an obligation to 
pursue in good faith and bring to a conclusion negotiations leading to nuclear disarmament in all 
its aspects under strict and effective international control." 
 
    Now is the time to take this obligation seriously. We call upon the members of the NPT 
Preparatory Committee to make the 1998 session a notable landmark in the journey toward the 
abolition of all nuclear weapons.  
 
 First, we ask the delegates to call resolutely upon the nuclear weapon states to embark 
upon a series of steps along the road leading to nuclear abolition.  There is broad consensus 
among study commissions, retired generals and admirals, scientists, and other civilian experts on 
what these steps should be.  They include: 
 
• Declare a policy of no first use amongst themselves and non-use in relation to non-nuclear 

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

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

Russia. 
 
It would be appropriate for the NPT Preparatory Committee to require the nuclear weapon states 
to provide annual progress reports on how they are carrying out such measures. 
 
 Second, we ask the delegates to take the lead in commencing the process of developing a 
nuclear weapons convention to outlaw and abolish all nuclear weapons.  One appropriate method 
would be to establish a working group of the NPT Preparatory Committee for this purpose.  
Although the nuclear weapons states should be part of this process, other nations need not wait 
until they are willing to become engaged.  Rather as stewards of God's Earth, non-nuclear 
weapon states can begin the task of developing a nuclear weapons convention that specifies a fair 
and effective program to abolish all nuclear weapons.   
 
 We appeal to delegates to the NPT Preparatory Committee to consider what is best for 
the whole Earth and its inhabitants when they vote on issues of nuclear non-proliferation and 
disarmament.  Loyalty to all humankind exceeds that of loyalty within political blocs of nations. 
We urge delegates to act now decisively and courageously for the benefit of all the peoples of 
Earth. 
 
Godfried Cardinal Danneels, President Rev. Dr. Konrad Raiser, General Secretary 
Pax Christi International World Council of Churches 
 
March 1998 
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Yes!  Please sign me on to "A Statement by American Religious Leaders: Ratify the CTBT"  
 
Name and Title: ______________________________________________________________ 
 
Denomination/Organization: ___________________________________________________ 
 
Address: ____________________________________________________________________ 
 
Phone: ___________________      Fax: ___________________     Email: _________________ 
 
 
  
To sign on to "A Statement by American Religious Leaders: Ratify the CTBT", please complete 
this form and mail or fax it to Bridget Moix at Friends Committee on National Legislation, 
245 Second St., NE, Washington, DC 20002;, fax 202-547- 6019.  You can also call 
(202-547-6000) or e-mail (bridget@fcnl.org) your response. 
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 AGIR MAINTENANT POUR L'ABOLITION DES ARMES NUCLEAIRES 
 
 Déclaration adressée à la  
 Commission Préparatoire du Traité de Non-Prolifération Nucléaire (TNP)  
 
Le temps est venu de débarrasser la  planète Terre des armes nucléaires, de toutes ces armes et 
où qu'elles soient. La Commission Préparatoire du Traité de Non-Prolifération Nucléaire (TNP) 
aura, lors de sa prochaine réunion, une remarquable occasion de tracer résolument la route pour 
atteindre ce but. 
 
Les armes nucléaires, qu'il s'agisse de leur usage ou de leur simple menace, sont radicalement 
perverses et donc moralement injustifiables.  Comme instrument de destruction massive, les 
armes nucléaires massacrent l'innocent et ravagent l'environnement. Ce fut évident à Hiroshima 
et à Nagasaki. Les mêmes effets résulteraient de tout nouvel usage, et seraient sans nul doute 
pires encore à cause de l'augmentation du pouvoir destructeur de l'armement nucléaire actuel. 
 
Employées comme instruments de dissuasion, les armes nucléaires prennent en otages des gens 
innocents pour des objectifs militaires et politiques. La doctrine de la dissuasion nucléaire est 
donc moralement pernicieuse. Elle ignore la relation intangible entre les moyens et la fin en 
refusant de reconnaître qu'une juste fin ne peut pas être atteinte grâce à des moyens mauvais. 
 
Au cours des 50 dernières années, la production et les essais d'armes nucléaires se sont révélés 
gravement nocifs pour les individus et pour l'environnement, aux alentours des installations 
minières, des usines de traitement, des lieux de production et des sites d'essais. De nombreux 
lieux sont contaminés par une radioactivité rémanente et par des déchets mortels qui 
demanderont des décennies pour être éliminés.  Certains sites ne pourront jamais être rendus à 
une occupation sans danger.  
 
Le Psaume 24 enseigne,  "Au Seigneur, la Terre et ses richesses, le monde et ses habitants". Le 
Premier Livre de Moïse, connu aussi comme la Genèse, dit que Dieu mit la Terre à la disposition 
de l'Homme pour qu'il la cultive et la conserve, c'est à dire pour qu'il l'utilise et la préserve pour 
le bien commun. Parce que la production et l'emploi des armes nucléaires causent de graves 
préjudices à la Terre et à ses habitants, nous, en bons gérants de la Terre de Dieu, nous avons 
l'obligation de débarrasser le monde de cette terrible menace. 
 
De nombreuses institutions religieuses ont condamné les armes nucléaires et appelé à leur 
abolition. Ainsi, la Sixième Assemblée du Conseil oecuménique des Eglises réunie à  Séoul, en 
Corée, déclarait en 1983 : "Nous croyons que le temps est venu où les Eglises doivent clairement 
déclarer que la production, le déploiement ainsi que l'emploi des armes nucléaires, constituent un 
crime contre l'humanité et que de telles activités doivent être condamnées pour des motifs 
théologiques et éthiques. De plus, nous appelons à la conclusion d'une Convention Universelle 
ayant pour effet de refuser toute légitimité à la guerre nucléaire et à  condamner celle-ci comme 
étant une violation du Droit International".  
 
Parlant au nom du Saint Siège devant la Première Commission de l'Assemblée Générale des 
Nations-Unies, le 15 Octobre 1997, l'Archevêque Renato Martino déclarait: "Les armes 
nucléaires sont incompatibles avec la Paix que nous recherchons pour le 21ème siècle.  Leur 
usage ne peut être justifié. Elles méritent la condamnation. Le respect du Traité de Non-
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Prolifération exige que l'on s'engage sans équivoque à les abolir.  ...  Ceci constitue à la fois un 
défi moral, un défi légal et un défi politique. Ce triple défi doit être rencontré dans un effort 
collectif de toute l'Humanité". 
 
En principe, toutes les Nations du Monde sont d'accord sur la nécessité d'éliminer l'arme 
nucléaire. Certes, elles se sont fortement engagées par l'article VI du Traité sur la Non-
Prolifération des armes nucléaires (TNP) "à arrêter la course à l'armement nucléaire pour une 
date rapprochée et à procéder au désarmement nucléaire". Après examen de cet article à la 
requête de l'Assemblée Générale des Nations Unies, la Cour Internationale de Justice a été 
unanime pour déclarer "qu'il existe une obligation de poursuivre et de mener à leur terme, avec 
bonne foi, des négociations visant à un désarmement nucléaire sous tous ses aspects et 
moyennant un contrôle international efficace et sévère". 
 
Il est maintenant temps de prendre au sérieux cette obligation. Nous appelons donc les Membres 
de la Commission Préparatoire TNP à faire de la session de 1998 une étape majeure sur la route 
menant à l'abolition de toutes armes nucléaires. 
 
En premier lieu, nous demandons aux Délégués d'exhorter fermement les Nations nucléaires à 
s'engager dans une série d'étapes sur cette route menant à la dénucléarisation. Il existe un large 
consensus parmi les Groupes d'Etudes, les Généraux et Amiraux en retraite, les Scientifiques et 
autres Experts civils sur ce que  devraient être ces étapes. Elles comprennent  
• :l'adoption d'une politique de non-usage en premier de l'arme atomique entre Nations qui la 

détiennent et de tout non-usage à l'encontre des Nations qui ne la détiennent pas ;la cessation 
de toutes activités de recherche, de développement, de production et de déploiement de 
nouvelles armes nucléaires ; 

• la renonciation à moderniser l'arsenal nucléaire actuel et à accroître le nombre d'armes 
nucléaires déjà déployées ; 

• la mise hors d'état d'alerte de toutes les forces nucléaires et le retrait des ogives nucléaires des 
missiles ; 

• une réduction bilatérale plus large et plus rapide des armes nucléaires par les Etats-Unis et la 
Russie. 

Il serait opportun que la Commission Préparatoire TNP exige des Nations nucléaires qu'elles 
fournissent tous les ans des rapports d'avancement portant sur les mesures prises à cet égard. 
 
En second lieu, nous demandons aux Délégués de donner l'exemple en entamant le processus de 
mise au point d'une Convention nucléaire pour mettre hors la loi et détruire toutes les armes 
nucléaires. Une méthode appropriée serait d'instituer dans ce but un Groupe de Travail au sein de 
la Commission Préparatoire TNP. Bien qu'il soit logique que les Nations nucléaires en fassent 
partie, certaines d'entre elles semblent  trop attachées à ce type d'armement ainsi qu'à la fausse 
doctrine de la dissuasion nucléaire pour être prêtes à s'engager actuellement sur cette voie. Mais 
d'autres Nations n'ont pas de raisons d'attendre. Plutôt comme Gérantes de la Terre de Dieu, elles 
peuvent s'impliquer dans la mise au point d'une Convention nucléaire qui définisse un 
programme efficace et approprié pour bannir toutes les armes nucléaires. 
 
Nous en appelons aux Délégués à la Commission Préparatoire TNP pour qu'ils recherchent ce 
qui est le meilleur pour la Terre entière et ses habitants lorsqu'ils voteront sur des problèmes de 
non-prolifération et de désarmement nucléaires.  La loyauté envers tout le genre humain dépasse 
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la loyauté au sein des blocs politiques de Nations. Nous exhortons donc les Délégués à passer à 
l'action, dès maintenant, avec courage et fermeté, pour le plus grand bien de tous les peuples de 
la Terre. 
 
Godfried Cardinal  Danneels, Président            Rev. Dr. Konrad Raiser, Secrétaire Général  
Pax  Christi International              Conseil oecuménique des Eglises  
 
Mars 1998  
 
  
 
 



Notes for presentation at Foundry UMC, March 22, 1998 
 
In Defense of Creation 
 
 Hearings at Foundry   
 
 Pastoral letter, p. 92   "No" to deterrence 
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  New Testament 
 
Diversity of traditions 
 Pacifist 
 Just War 
 Crusades 
  
Just war criteria , pp. 33-34 
 Application to nuclear war, pp. 34-35 
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 Goals and objectives 
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  Add: START III,  nuclear weapons convention 
 

  



 NUCLEAR ABOLITION COVENANT 
 Draft of April 9,1998 
 
 1.  As nations possessing nuclear weapons, we do hereby renounce the use of such 

weapons for war-fighting purposes.  We renounce nuclear deterrence as an instrument of foreign 

and military policy.  

 2.  We will join with other states possessing nuclear weapons to carry out measures to 

eliminate all nuclear weapons and their delivery vehicles as soon as possible, achieved with 

adequate safeguards and effective verification. 

 3.  During the interim period until nuclear weapons are completely eliminated, we declare 

a policy of no-first use against all other nuclear weapon states and a policy of non-use against all 

non-nuclear weapon states. 

 4.  As an immediate step to assure safety from accidental or unauthorized use of nuclear 

weapons, we will take all nuclear weapons off alert by removing warheads from delivery 

vehicles and other means.  We will complete this task no later than December 31, 1999. 

 5.   We will cease modernizing and increasing our nuclear arsenal and will terminate all 

research, development, testing, and production of new nuclear weapons.   

 6.  We will negotiate a nuclear weapons convention to outlaw and abolish all nuclear 

weapons under strict and effective international control. 

 7.  As nuclear weapons are taken out of service, we will dismantle all warheads and 

delivery vehicles. 

 8.  We will work with other states to carry out strict control of all fissile material under 

international accounting, monitoring, and safeguards. 

   



 Notes on A Plan to  
 Mobilize the Religious Community for Nuclear Abolition 
 
 
 
 



Yes!  Please sign me on to "A Statement by American Religious Leaders: Ratify the CTBT"  
 
Name and Title: ______________________________________________________________ 
 
Denomination/Organization: ___________________________________________________ 
 
Address: ____________________________________________________________________ 
 
Phone: ___________________      Fax: ___________________     Email: _________________ 
 
 
  
To sign on to "A Statement by American Religious Leaders: Ratify the CTBT", please complete 
this form and mail or fax it to __________.  You can also call (202-________) or e-mail 
(___________) your response. 



March 12, 1998 
 
Dear Colleagues: 
 
At the March 11 meeting of religious organizations working for CTBT ratification, we reviewed 
the statement in support of the CTBT (Attachment Two), which FCNL is circulating to heads of 
communion and other prominent religious leaders for signature.  We decided that it would be 
useful to obtain signatures of area bishops, conference ministers, and other state religious leaders 
in states with swing-vote senators where we are building grassroots support for the treaty.  
 
We will approach this in two ways: (1) Have denominational offices gain the signatures of their 
prelates and other top officials in the various states.  (2) In the seven states we are working on 
with swing-vote members of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee plus Chairman Helms, 
seek signatures through state ecumenical bodies and networks.  There may be a slight overlap, 
but we hope this won't be too burdensome.. 
 
If you are willing to seek signers for your denomination or network, please use the following 
check list (Attachment One) to respond to me.  The first group of listed states includes those with 
swing-vote senators on the Foreign Relations Committee.  The second group adds three states 
with senators who we want to endorse early.  The third group contains a dozen more states with 
swing-vote senators.  Also, you can send the statement to your leaders in all 50 states if you 
choose.  To assist you in writing your own letter, I am attaching Joe Volk's letter to potential 
signers (Attachment Three). 
 
We want to have as many signers as possible by April 15 so that we can submit a list of signers 
in particular states to their senators when they return from spring recess.  We will also include all 
names on a consolidated list, which we will present to Senator Helms and Senator Biden.  Please 
provide your list of signers to Bridget Moix at FCNL (bridget@fcnl.org; phone, 202 547-6000; 
fax, 202 547-6019). 
 
Thanks for your efforts, 
Howard 
____________ 
 
ATTACHMENT ONE: RESPONSE 
 
To: Howard W. Hallman at mupj@igc.org (phone/fax: 301 896-0013) 
 
___  Yes, we will send the sign-on statement to the following types of religious leaders 
         (such as bishops, conference ministers, etc.): 
 
 
In the following states: 
____   All states 
____   North Carolina, Tennessee, Indiana, Nebraska, Kansas, Wyoming, Oregon 
____   Maine, Pennsylvania, Ohio 
____   Rhode Island, New York, Delaware, Virginia,  Mississippi, Iowa, Colorado, 
           New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Washington, Alaska. 



 
 
ATTACHMENT TWO:  
A STATEMENT BY AMERICAN RELIGIOUS LEADERS:  RATIFY THE CTBT 
 
March 1998 
 
 As persons entrusted by our diverse religious communities with special 
responsibilities to address the issues of justice and peace, we have joined 
in this appeal for Senate action to approve the Comprehensive Test Ban 
Treaty (CTBT) before the August recess. 
 
 For more than forty years, the nuclear arms race dominated the Cold War 
policies of the United States.  Within our faith communities, those 
policies raised the profoundest questions about the sacredness of God's 
creation, our moral responsibilities, and human destiny.  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 renewed attention to these issues.  At the moral 
core of nuclear issues is the credibility of nuclear-weapon states in 
seeking to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons by or to other 
states or political groups. 
 
 We believe that ratification of the CTBT during 1998 is the most urgent 
and timely action that could contribute significantly toward reducing the 
nuclear danger.  We are reminded that ratification of the CTBT would help 
fulfill U.S. commitments under the Limited Test Ban Treaty and the Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation Treaty, and is consistent with current U.S. law.  In 
fact, the CTBT would make permanent internationally the current moratorium 
on nuclear testing which the U.S. already observes.  The international 
verification regime of this treaty provides a means to effectively monitor 
such a permanent ban on testing and to restrict further proliferation of 
nuclear weapons technology.   U.S. leadership on ratification of this 
treaty is critical. 
 
 The United States Senate has within its powers the capacity to take 
decisive action on some of the most fateful issues affecting the security 
of our nation and the peace of our planet.  We urge the Senate to proceed 
swiftly this session to devote the most serious consideration to the 
honoring of our previous treaty commitments and to the merits of the CTBT. 
We earnestly hope our senators will then decide it is time to consent to 
the treaty's ratification.  
 
 We assure our senators of our determination to interpret this issue as a 
vital matter of religious conscience for our communities -- and we pray for 
their own good health and wisdom. 
 



 
 Yours faithfully,  
 
 
SAMPLE LETTER TO POTENTIAL SIGNERS 
 
Dear Colleague, 
 
Last fall, President Clinton submitted the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty 
(CTBT) to the Senate for U.S. ratification.  Unfortunately, the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee, chaired by Sen. Jesse Helms (NC), has not 
identified the treaty as a high priority.  If the CTBT continues to 
languish in the Senate, the U.S. will miss an important opportunity to help 
curb the proliferation of nuclear weapons worldwide.   
 
Today, we call on your assistance in moving this treaty through the Senate. 
 The religious community has a long tradition of struggling to eliminate 
the threat of nuclear weapons.  This year, many of us will be working with 
coalitions and with Congress to ensure ratification of this historic 
treaty.  Please lend us your support by signing on to the following open 
statement urging Senate ratification of the treaty.  If you have questions 
or comments, please let us know.  We will do all we can to answer your 
queries and address your concerns.    
 
Yours in peace, 
 
[Your Name] 
 
Please send us your response as soon as possible, preferably no later than April 15 
 
YES!  PLEASE SIGN ME ON TO THE RELIGIOUS LEADERS STATEMENT. 
 
Name and Title: ______________________________________________________________ 
 
Denomination/Organization: ___________________________________________________ 
 
Address: ____________________________________________________________________ 
 
Phone: _____________________ Fax: _____________________   Email: _____________ 
 
[Add information on where to respond.] 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.org 
 
March 12, 1998 
 
To: Robin Ringler 
 
Fax:  202 488-5639 No. of pages: 5 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Re: Two communications from March 11 meeting 
 
 
I. Meeting Notes 
 
March 12, 1998 
 
Dear Colleagues: 
 
Here are some notes from the March 11meeting of religious organizations working for CTBT 
ratification. 
 
The Senate Committee on Governmental Affairs will hold a hearing on March 18 on the CTBT 
and nuclear non-proliferation.  There remains a need to get the Foreign Relations Committee to 
schedule hearings.  After the NATO expansion vote, other issues before the Committee will 
include IMF funding and payment of UN dues, but not so much to prevent the Committee  
from taking up the CTBT.  So we should continue to press committee members to get Senator 
Helms to schedule hearings.  On the broader Senate schedule Senator Lott is expected to make a 
speech on or about April 22 following the spring recess to lay out a schedule for matters the 
Senate will consider.  We need to influence Lott to include the CTBT on his list. 
 
A supply of interfaith postcards is still available for states with Foreign Relations Committee 
members we are trying to influence: North Carolina, Tennessee, Indiana, Nebraska, Kansas, 
Wyoming, and Oregon.  Contact Laura Kriv at 20/20 Vision: 202 833-2020, except for Indiana 
and Kansas call me:301 896-0013.  We want to increase our efforts in North Carolina.  Kathy 
Guthrie of FCNL will contact a Quaker member of the North Carolina Council of Churches.  
Others are urged to reach out to their contacts in North Carolina.  Because the printer produced a 
double order for North Carolina by mistake, there is an ample supply of postcards available for 
the state. 
 
FCNL is circulating a statement to heads of communion and other prominent religious leaders 
for their signature.  We decided that it would be useful seek signatures to this statement from 
religious leaders in the states with swing-vote senators.  I am writing a separate memo on this  
matter.  We want to get as many signers as possible by April 15 so that we can present a list to 
senators when they return after their spring recess. 
 



20/20 is organizing a radio call-in action on Monday, March 23, the six-month anniversary of 
President Clinton's submission of the CTBT to the Senate.  The intent is to get people to call into 
talk shows in Indiana, Kansas, Maine, Nebraska, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Oregon, Tennessee, and  
Wyoming.  If you want flyers to sent to your key contacts in those states, or for other 
information, contact David Oprava or Marie Rietmann at 202 833-2020. 
 
20/20 is also organizing a conference call for activists in Alaska for Saturday, March 28 to 
provide training on the CTBT.  If you have a contact in Alaska who might want to be involved 
(it's free), contact Laura Kriv at 202 833-2020. 
 
Kathy Crandall of the Disarmament Clearinghouse has CTBT activist kits which you may obtain 
and send to your field contacts.  For a sample, call her at 202 898-0150, ext. 232.  The 
Clearinghouse is also producing CTBT buttons, which Kathy will provide free up to 300 per 
organization. 
 
The Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers will soon have a booklet explaining the importance of 
the CTBT.  For a sample copy, call Daryl Kimball at 202 546-0795.  He will supply copies in 
reasonable numbers for your distribution. 
 
For the Interfaith Religious Briefing Bridget Moix has organized a workshop on how to 
influence the Senate on the CTBT.  Mark Brown of the Lutheran Office for Governmental 
Affairs agreed to offer printed material on the CTBT to the committee putting together 
information packets for attendees. 
 
We discussed the desirability of putting information about the CTBT on denominational home 
pages and other postings of action alerts.  At the moment the message should emphasize getting 
the Foreign Relations Committee to hold hearings.  The message can be modified as the  
ratification campaign proceeds.  Also, information about the CTBT can be placed in 
denominational newsletters and journals. 
 
It was suggested that meetings of geographic conferences, synods, etc. taking place between now 
and the end of July would be a good place to encourage delegates to write their senators about 
the CTBT.  Mark Brown described a process using laptop computers to assist letter writers.  He  
will write a description of how this process works.  Denominational representatives are 
encouraged to begin reaching out to their contacts in these conferences and synods and help them 
prepare for letter writing efforts, 
 
Our best hope is that committee hearings will take place in April and May and that the CTBT 
will come to the floor before the end of July.  We have a lot of intensive work to do in the next 
five months for this to come about with a successful outcome. 
 
If you have any questions about these notes, please call me at 301 896-0013. 
 
The next meeting will be from 1:00 to 2:30 p.m. at the FCNL conference room. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
 



II. Sign-on Statement for State Religious Leaders 
 
March 12, 1998 
 
Dear Colleagues: 
 
At the March 11 meeting of religious organizations working for CTBT ratification, we reviewed 
the statement in support of the CTBT (Attachment Two), which FCNL is circulating to heads of 
communion and other prominent religious leaders for signature.  We decided that it would be 
useful to obtain signatures of area bishops, conference ministers, and other state religious leaders 
in states with swing-vote senators where we are building grassroots support for the treaty.  
 
We will approach this in two ways: (1) Have denominational offices gain the signatures of their 
prelates and other top officials in the various states.  (2) In the seven states we are working on 
with swing-vote members of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee plus Chairman Helms, 
seek signatures through state ecumenical bodies and networks.  There may be a slight overlap, 
but we hope this won't be too burdensome.. 
 
If you are willing to seek signers for your denomination or network, please use the following 
check list (Attachment One) to respond to me.  The first group of listed states includes those with 
swing-vote senators on the Foreign Relations Committee.  The second group adds three states 
with senators who we want to endorse early.  The third group contains a dozen more states with 
swing-vote senators.  Also, you can send the statement to your leaders in all 50 states if you 
choose.  To assist you in writing your own letter, I am attaching Joe Volk's letter to potential 
signers (Attachment Three). 
 
We want to have as many signers as possible by April 15 so that we can submit a list of signers 
in particular states to their senators when they return from spring recess.  We will also include all 
names on a consolidated list, which we will present to Senator Helms and Senator Biden.  Please 
provide your list of signers to Bridget Moix at FCNL (bridget@fcnl.org; phone, 202 547-6000; 
fax, 202 547-6019). 
 
Thanks for your efforts, 
Howard 
____________ 



ATTACHMENT ONE: RESPONSE 
 
To: Howard W. Hallman at mupj@igc.org (phone/fax: 301 896-0013) 
 
___  Yes, we will send the sign-on statement to the following types of religious leaders 
         (such as bishops, conference ministers, etc.): 
 
 
In the following states: 
____   All states 
____   North Carolina, Tennessee, Indiana, Nebraska, Kansas, Wyoming, Oregon 
____   Maine, Pennsylvania, Ohio 
____   Rhode Island, New York, Delaware, Virginia,  Mississippi, Iowa, Colorado, 
           New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Washington, Alaska. 
 
 
ATTACHMENT TWO:  
A STATEMENT BY AMERICAN RELIGIOUS LEADERS:  RATIFY THE CTBT 
 
March 1998 
 
 As persons entrusted by our diverse religious communities with special responsibilities to 
address the issues of justice and peace, we have joined in this appeal for Senate action to approve 
the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) before the August recess. 
 
 For more than forty years, the nuclear arms race dominated the Cold War 
policies of the United States.  Within our faith communities, those policies raised the profoundest 
questions about the sacredness of God's creation, our moral responsibilities, and human destiny.  
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 renewed attention to 
these issues.  At the moral core of nuclear issues is the credibility of nuclear-weapon states in 
seeking to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons by or to other states or political groups. 
 
 We believe that ratification of the CTBT during 1998 is the most urgent and timely action 
that could contribute significantly toward reducing the nuclear danger.  We are reminded that 
ratification of the CTBT would help fulfill U.S. commitments under the Limited Test Ban Treaty 
and the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, and is consistent with current U.S. law.  In 
fact, the CTBT would make permanent internationally the current moratorium on nuclear 
testing which the U.S. already observes.  The international verification regime of this treaty 
provides a means to effectively monitor such a permanent ban on testing and to restrict further 
proliferation of nuclear weapons technology.   U.S. leadership on ratification of this treaty is 
critical. 
 
 The United States Senate has within its powers the capacity to take decisive action on 
some of the most fateful issues affecting the security of our nation and the peace of our planet.  
We urge the Senate to proceed  swiftly this session to devote the most serious consideration to 



the honoring of our previous treaty commitments and to the merits of the CTBT. We earnestly 
hope our senators will then decide it is time to consent to the treaty's ratification.  
 
 We assure our senators of our determination to interpret this issue as a vital matter of 
religious conscience for our communities -- and we pray for their own good health and wisdom. 
 
 
 Yours faithfully,  
 
 
 
ATTACHMENT THREE.  SAMPLE LETTER TO POTENTIAL SIGNERS 
 
Dear Colleague, 
 
Last fall, President Clinton submitted the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) to the Senate 
for U.S. ratification.  Unfortunately, the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, chaired by Sen. 
Jesse Helms (NC), has not identified the treaty as a high priority.  If the CTBT continues to 
languish in the Senate, the U.S. will miss an important opportunity to help curb the proliferation 
of nuclear weapons worldwide.  Today, we call on your assistance in moving this treaty through 
the Senate. 
 
The religious community has a long tradition of struggling to eliminate the threat of nuclear 
weapons.  This year, many of us will be working with coalitions and with Congress to ensure 
ratification of this historic treaty.  Please lend us your support by signing on to the following 
open statement urging Senate ratification of the treaty.  If you have questions or comments, 
please let us know.  We will do all we can to answer your queries and address your concerns.    
 
Yours in peace, 
 
[Your Name] 
 
Please send us your response as soon as possible, preferably no later than April 15 
 
YES!  PLEASE SIGN ME ON TO THE RELIGIOUS LEADERS STATEMENT. 
 
Name and Title: ______________________________________________________________ 
 
Denomination/Organization: ___________________________________________________ 
 
Address: ____________________________________________________________________ 
 
Phone: _____________________ Fax: _____________________   Email: _____________ 
 
[Add information on where to respond.] 
 



March 13, 1998 
 
Bishop Marshall L. Meadors, Jr. 
United Methodist Mississippi Area 
P.O. Box 931 
Jackson, MS 39205 
 
Dear Bishop Meadors: 
 
It's another year and another treaty.  Last you helped us develop support for the 
Chemical Weapons Convention, particularly in urging Senator Trent Lott to 
move the treaty through the Senate.  Now the Senate has before it the 
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT), a measure long advocated by 
successive United Methodist General Conferences.  Current policy is found in 
the 1996 Book of Resolutions in resolutions on "Nuclear Abolition" (p.559) 
and "The United Methodist Church and Peace" (p. 659). 
 
Although the CTBT is supported by 70 percent of the American public, 
Senator Helms, chair of the Foreign Relations Committee, doesn't want to hold 
public hearings.  Overcoming his opposition requires gaining vocal support for 
the treaty among other members of the Foreign Relations Committee, a task we 
and others are working on through our grassroots networks.  It is also 
important for Senator Lott, as majority leader, to perceive the CTBT as a 
matter that should be considered by the Senate before the summer recess 
begins in early August. 
 
Therefore, we would like to work with you and others in Mississippi to 
develop support for the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty and to have 
Mississippians urge Senator Lott to use his leadership role to move the treaty 
toward ratification. 
 
I note that you are chair of the Mississippi Religious Leadership Conference.  
Although this body may not ordinarily deal with foreign policy issues, ending 
nuclear weapons testing is as much a human rights concern as a peace issue.  
Would it therefore be possible to provide information on the CTBT to 
members of the Mississippi Religious Leadership Conference?  If it would be 
appropriate, I am willing to travel to Mississippi to make a presentation on the 
CTBT.  On the same trip I could make contact with other persons and groups 
which are potential supporters of Senate ratification. 
 



 
Bishop Marshall L.Meadors, Jr. 
March 13, 1998 
Page two. 
 
We would also like to reach out to United Methodists through the Mississippi Conference.  Is 
there some one on the conference staff or a committee chair who we would work with for this 
purpose? 
 
We will greatly appreciate your help and advice in developing support for the Comprehensive 
Test Ban Treaty in Mississippi. 
 
 With best regards, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 



March 13, 1998 
 
Dear Friends: 
 
As you are aware, non-governmental organizations will have an opportunity to make  
presentations to the NPT Preparatory Committee when it meets in Geneva from April 27 to May 
8.  I have agreed to develop a presentation that offers a spiritual and ethical perspective to the 
need for nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament.  I am doing this as a co-convener of the 
Religious Working Group on Nuclear Abolition.  (Other co-conveners are Clayton Ramey of the 
Fellowship of Reconciliation and Dave Robinson of Pax Christi USA.) 
 
I am seeking input on what the statement should say and suggestions on who might be asked to 
address the NPT PrepCom on this subject.  If you have ideas on either, please get in touch with 
me in the next ten days, that is, by March 23.  If you have a speaker to suggest, please provide 
brief biographical information and where that person can be contacted. 
 
I will put these ideas together in a draft statement and share it with the co-conveners of the 
Religious Working Group and with other persons outside the United States. I will work with 
other conveners in the selection of a presenter on this topic.  When the presenter is selected, I 
will work with that person in the final draft of the statement. 
 
Thanks for your help. 
 
Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
e-mail: mupj@igc.org; phone/fax: 301 896-0013 (U.S.A.) 



March 16, 1998 
 
Dear Colleague: 
 
I want to share three handouts that were distributed at the March 11 meeting of 
religious organizations working for CTBT.   They include: 
 
(1) A letter from Bob Bell from the National Security Council staff, 
acknowledging copies of letters to senators in response to Senator Helms.  
(None of the senators have replied.) 
 
(2) A draft statement addressed to the NPT Preparatory Committee by Cardinal 
Danneels, president of Pax Christi International, and Dr. Konrad Raiser, general 
secretary of the World Council of Churches.  This has been initiated by the 
Religious Working Group on Nuclear Abolition.  We may be seeking sign-ons 
in the United States in the next six weeks. 
 
(3) A statement on nuclear weapons by Canadian church leaders.  I'm wondering 
whether U.S. religious leaders might consider a similar statement, calling 
unequivocally upon the United States to renounce nuclear weapons for war-
fighting and nuclear deterrence as an instrument of national policy and laying 
out a course toward nuclear abolition. 
 
These are seeds of thought I want to plant. 
 
Shalom, 
 
 
Howard Hallman 



March 16, 1998 
 
Dr. Robert W. Edgar, President 
Claremont School of Theology 
1325 N. College Avenue 
Claremont, CA 91711-3199 
 
Dear Bob: 
 
The Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) is now before the U.S. Senate for 
ratification.  Senator Helms has announced that he doesn't intend to hold hearings 
on the treaty until the Senate has considered and acted upon amendments to the 
Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty and the Kyoto Protocol, neither of which 
have been submitted to the Senate by President Clinton.  So the lines are drawn. 
 
To build support for the CTBT more than 20 religious organizations are working 
together with particular emphasis upon developing a strong grassroots network in 
28 states with one or more senators considered to be a swing vote.  We are also 
seeking CTBTendorsement from heads of communion and other religious leaders.  
To that end Joe Volk of the Friends Committee on National Legislation has 
developed and is circulating the enclosed statement.  Some of the early signers are 
indicated. 
 
We would welcome your endorsement of this statement.  But even more, we are 
wondering if you would be willing to circulate this statement or an adaptation of it 
to presidents of seminaries throughout the United States.  United Methodist 
seminaries could be the starting point, but it would desirable to gain signatures 
from other denominations, too. 
 
We are seeking to have as many signers as possible by April 15.  Then when the 
Senate reconvenes after its spring recess on April 20, we want to present the 
entire list of signers from the religious community to Senator Helms and Senator 
Biden, ranking minority member of the Foreign Relations Committee.  We will 
also break out lists for individual states and present them to senators. 
 
We would greatly appreciate your help in this endeavor. 
 
 With best regards, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair  



March 17, 1998 
 
Dear David: 
 
We now have a final version of the statement addressed to the NPT Preparatory Committee by 
Dr. Konrad Raiser and Cardinal Danneels.  It is attached.  We want to pick up some 
endorsements from regional and national councils of churches and Catholic bishops and then 
send it to foreign ministers of NPT signatories.  We will seek more signers from a broader array 
of faiths between now and the PrepCom.  If you have suggestions on who we might invite to 
sign, please let me know. 
 
NGOs will have an opportunity to address the PrepCom during a morning or afternoon session, 
perhaps the third day, Wednesday, April 29.  At the meeting of NGO representatives on February 
21, we chose 13 topics for presentations.  Each presenter will have ten minutes.  Each topic has a 
convener, who will work with others to develop a message and choose a presenter.   
 
I have responsibility for a presentation on the spiritual and ethical perspective.  I am soliciting 
ideas on what should be covered and who the presenter might be.  If you have suggestions on 
either or both, please let me know.  In our phone conversation you mentioned Marie Bovy (?) 
from France.  I've heard her name from others.  Is she a possible presenter?  If so, can you tell me 
more about her and how to get in touch with her.  Do you have any other suggestions. 
 
Previously I wrote you about the reception and wondered if you might know of a source of funds 
to help cover the cost.  I would appreciate hearing from you on this. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
 
### 
 
 ACT NOW FOR NUCLEAR ABOLITION 
 
 A Statement Addressed to the 
 Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Preparatory Committee 
 
 The time has come to rid planet Earth of nuclear weapons -- all of them, everywhere.  
The Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Preparatory Committee has a remarkable 
opportunity at its upcoming meeting to set the course resolutely for the achievement of this goal. 
 
 Nuclear weapons, whether used or threatened, are grossly evil and morally wrong.  As an 
instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons slaughter the innocent and ravage the 
environment.  This was quite apparent in Hiroshima and Nagasaki.   The same result would 
probably occur in any further use, and indeed would be worse because of the increased 
destructive power of modern nuclear weapons. 
 
 When used as an instrument of deterrence, nuclear weapons hold innocent people 
hostage for political and military purposes.   Therefore, the doctrine of nuclear deterrence is 



morally corrupt.  It loses sight of the inviolable connection between means and end by failing to 
recognize that just ends cannot be achieved through wrongful means. 
 
 During the past 50 years the production and testing of nuclear weapons has proven 
grievously harmful to individuals and the environment in the vicinity of mining operations, 
processing plants, production facilities, and test sites.  Numerous locales are burdened with 
lingering radioactivity and deadly waste products that will take decades to clean up.  Some sites 
may never be restored to safe occupancy. 
 
 Psalm 24 teaches, "The earth is the Lord's and the fulness thereof, the world and those 
who dwell therein."  The First Book of Moses, also known as Genesis, indicates that God made 
Earth available to humankind to till and keep, that is, to use for mutual benefit and to preserve.  
Because production and use of nuclear weapons causes grave harm to Earth and its inhabitants, 
we as good stewards of God's Earth have an obligation to rid the world of this perilous threat. 
 
 Numerous religious bodies have condemned nuclear weapons and have called for their 
abolition.   Thus, the Sixth Assembly of the World Council of Churches meeting in Seoul, Korea 
in 1983 stated: "We believe that the time has come when the churches must unequivocally 
declare that the production and deployment as well as the use of nuclear weapons are a crime 
against humanity and that such activities must be condemned on ethical and theological grounds.  
Furthermore, we appeal for the institution of a universal covenant to this effect so that nuclear 
weapons and warfare are delegitimized and condemn as violations of international law."  
 
 Speaking for the Holy See before the First Committee of the United Nations General 
Assembly on October 15, 1997, Archbishop Renato Martino stated: "Nuclear weapons are 
incompatible with the peace we seek for the 21st century.  They cannot be justified.  They 
deserve condemnation.  The preservation of the Non-Proliferation Treaty demands an 
unequivocal commitment to their abolition....This is a moral challenge, a legal challenge and a 
political challenge.  That multiple-based challenge must be met by the application of our 
humanity." 
 
 In principle the nations of Earth agree on the need to eliminate nuclear weapons.  Indeed, 
they have made a strong commitment in Article VI of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of 
Nuclear Weapons (NPT) "to the cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date and to nuclear 
disarmament."  After reviewing this article at the request of the General Assembly of the United 
Nations, the International Court of Justice unanimously agreed that "There exists an obligation to 
pursue in good faith and bring to a conclusion negotiations leading to nuclear disarmament in all 
its aspects under strict and effective international control." 
 
    Now is the time to take this obligation seriously. We call upon the members of the NPT 
Preparatory Committee to make the 1998 session a notable landmark in the journey toward the 
abolition of all nuclear weapons.  
 
 First, we ask the delegates to call resolutely upon the nuclear weapon states to embark 
upon a series of steps along the road leading to nuclear abolition.  There is broad consensus 
among study commissions, retired generals and admirals, scientists, and other civilian experts on 
what these steps should be.  They include: 
 



• Declare a policy of no first use amongst themselves and non-use in relation to non-nuclear 
weapon states. 

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

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

Russia. 
 
It would be appropriate for the NPT Preparatory Committee to require the nuclear weapon states 
to provide annual progress reports on how they are carrying out such measures. 
 
 Second, we ask the delegates to take the lead in commencing the process of developing a 
nuclear weapons convention to outlaw and abolish all nuclear weapons.  One appropriate method 
would be to establish a working group of the NPT Preparatory Committee for this purpose.  
Although the nuclear weapons states should be part of this process, other nations need not wait 
until they are willing to become engaged.  Rather as stewards of God's Earth, non-nuclear 
weapon states can begin the task of developing a nuclear weapons convention that specifies a fair 
and effective program to abolish all nuclear weapons.   
 
 We appeal to delegates to the NPT Preparatory Committee to consider what is best for 
the whole Earth and its inhabitants when they vote on issues of nuclear non-proliferation and 
disarmament.  Loyalty to all humankind exceeds that of loyalty within political blocs of nations. 
We urge delegates to act now decisively and courageously for the benefit of all the peoples of 
Earth. 
 
Godfried Cardinal Danneels, President Rev. Dr. Konrad Raiser, General Secretary 
Pax Christi International World Council of Churches 
 
March 17, 1998 
 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.org 
 
March 18, 1998 
 
To: Dave Robinson 
 
Fax:  814 452-4784 No. of pages: 3 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Re:  NPT PrepCom arrangements 
 
 
Dear Dave: 
 
As the attached letter indicates, Ambassador Wyzner accepts our request to put his name on the 
reception invitation and to make remarks in response to Dr. Raiser and Cardinal Danneels.   
That takes care of all the approvals for the invitation, so go ahead with it. 
 
What quantity are you thinking of?  There are 185 signatories of the NPT.  Rebecca Johnson 
wants 100 to distribute.  We will need some to send or give to NGOs.  I'll accept your judgment 
on the quantity. 
 
Now that the statement is approved, I will send it out to regional and selected national councils 
of churches and ecumenical bodies.  I hope you or Pax Christi International will get sign-ons 
from some leading Catholic bishops with geographical spread.  If we take a couple of weeks for 
that, we can send the statement to heads of states or foreign ministers at the beginning of April.  
I'm still looking for a mailing list.  If I can't find one, I might send it to the embassies in 
Washington, D.C. with a request that they forward it to their foreign ministers. 
 
In preparation for such a mailing, I have developed the attached letterhead for the Religious 
Working Group for Nuclear Abolition.  With David Gracie's retirement, Clayton Ramey and I 
believe that you should become a co-convener of the Working Group.  The letterhead reflects 
this.  Okay? 
 
Shalom, 
 
 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.org 
 
March 18, 1998 
 
To:  Clayton Ramey 
 
Fax:  914 358-4924 No. of pages: 4 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Re:  NPT PrepCom 
 
 
Dear Clayton: 
 
We now have the final text of the statement by Cardinal Danneels and Dr. Raiser to NPT 
PrepCom delegates.  It is attached.  I'll also send a copy via e-mail so that you will have it in that 
form. 
 
The invitation to the reception is ready.  Dave Robinson is sending it to the Geneva ambassadors 
of the NPT signatories.  We'll also send it to NGOs.  At the reception Dr. Raiser and Cardinal 
Danneels will offer welcoming remarks with a friendly call to action.  Ambassador Wyzner has 
agreed to respond in behalf of the NPT Preparatory Committee. 
 
We were never able to identify comparable persons form other faiths to be initial signers of the 
statement or to feature at the reception. However, we will circulate the statement to leaders of 
other faiths to solicit endorsement.  We will also send it to regional and selected national 
councils of churches and to leading Catholic bishops in different countries in order to increase 
the geographic spread. 
 
For the return address for the invitation, we are showing "Religious Working Group for Nuclear 
Abolition."  Dave suggested that we need a Washington, D.C. address, which can be the one we 
use: 1500 16th Street, NW (which happens to be Foundry United Methodist Church, where Bill 
and Hilary Clinton worship).  Likewise we need an address for a letterhead sending the statement 
to foreign ministers.  I have therefore developed the attached and included my telephone number 
and fax.  Is this acceptable? 
 
I hope you noticed in the abolition-caucus e-mail that I agreed to be a "convener" to develop a 
presentation for the PrepCom on the spiritual and ethnical perspective and to find a speaker to 
make the presentation.  I very much want your input on both in the next couple of weeks.  
Among other prospects are there persons in the International FOR we might consider, especially 
in Europe for convenience? 
 
Shalom, 
 



March 20, 1998 
 
Bishop Marshall L. Meadors, Jr. 
United Methodist Mississippi Area 
P.O. Box 931 
Jackson, MS 39205 
 
Dear Bishop Meadors: 
 
Following up my letter of March 13 on the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty 
(CTBT), we now have available the enclosed postcard alert which asks citizens 
to contact Senator Trent Lott in support of the treaty.  We can make available a 
supply to the Mississippi United Methodist Conference and other organizations 
for mailing and distribution at meetings. 
 
As another means of gathering support for the CTBT, the Friends Committee 
on National Legislation (FCNL) has developed the enclosed statement by 
religious leaders.  FCNL has focused on gaining signatures from heads of 
religious communions and other national religious organizations.  The initial 
list of signers is enclosed.  (A request to sign is pending with Bishop William 
Boyd Grove, United Methodist ecumenical officer.)  Our religious working 
group for CTBT ratification has decided that it would be useful to gain 
signatures from state and local religious leaders.  Our intent is to present 
senators with the letter and names of national, state, and local signers the week 
of April 20 when Congress returns from its spring recess.  Would it be possible 
to circulate this letter among members of the Mississippi Religious Leadership 
Council? 
 
We will appreciate whatever assistance you can give us in developing support 
for this important treaty. 
 
 With best regards, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 



 
 
March 20, 1998 
 
Bishop Richard O. Bass 
Christian Methodist Episcopal Church 
310 18th Street, North, Suite 400 
Birmingham, AL 35203 
 
Dear Bishop Bass: 
 
We are part of a broad network of religious organizations which are working 
together in a campaign to obtain Senate ratification of the Comprehensive Test 
Ban Treaty (CTBT).    Rev. Archie LeMone of the National Council of 
Churches suggested that I get in touch with you to help us build support in 
your part of the country.  
 
We support the CTBT for reasons stated in the enclosed "issue brief".  We also 
perceive CTBT ratification as a human rights issue because past testing has 
been most harmful to indigenous persons in the western United States, 
Kazakhstan, and the South Pacific.   Furthermore, the treaty is an important 
step toward nuclear disarmament and the avoidance of nuclear war, an event 
that would kill large numbers of people indiscriminately and leave many more 
with lingering ailments. 
 
As part of the CTBT ratification campaign, we are circulating the enclosed 
statement of religious leaders.  We invite you to become a signer.  We intend 
to present Senate leadership with a long list of signers from the religious 
community when the Senate returns from its spring recess on April 20.  
 
In the meantime we are pressing the Senate Foreign Relations to schedule  
hearings on the treaty, an action that Senator Jesse Helms, committee chair, is 
resisting.  Senator Trent Lott as majority leader can play a key role in 
overcoming this resistance and getting the treaty moving through the Senate.  
For that reason we are trying to build grassroots support for the CTBT in 
Mississippi.  If Mississippi is in your episcopal district, can you help us get in 
touch with CME leaders in that state?  If it's not your district, which CME 
bishop covers Mississippi? 



Bishop Richard O. Bass 
March 20, 1998 
Page two. 
 
The coalition of CTBT supporters has developed the enclosed postcard for Mississippi, 
specifically tailored to having citizens get in touch with Senator Lott.  We are in touch with 
United Methodist Bishop Meadors in Jackson about reaching out to UMC churches.  We would 
likewise like to reach CME churches in Mississippi.  For this purpose we can supply a free 
supply of postcards for mailing and distribution at meetings.  We have other printed material 
available on the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty. 
 
We would greatly appreciate your help in making this possible.  If you have any questions, 
please get in touch with me. 
 
 With best regards, 
 
 
  
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 



Dear Xanthe: 
 
I'm not surprised that there has been a vigorous debate on abolition-caucus on the relationship 
between nuclear weapons and nuclear power and when and how to deal with these two matters.  
As the debate indicates, our movement lacks a consensus on this issue. 
 
What I am surprised is that the issue has arisen the way it did.  We spent a full day in Geneva on  
February 21 working out a consensus on what Abolition 2000 and other NGOs would present to 
the NPT PrepCom.  The meeting was announced more than a month in advance with an 
invitation to those who could not attend to send their ideas.  Some did, and they were taken into 
consideration.  Through this process we selected 13 topics for our presentation to the PrepCom 
and agreed that our public message would focus on these topics.  Toward the end of the meeting 
Rebecca Johnson asked, "What if somebody later wants to add another topic?"  There was a 
broad consensus that we had selected our topics democratically and that therefore they should 
constitute our agenda without further additions.  Some of the 13 topics relate to nuclear power, 
especially the one on nuclear fuel cycle and health effects and the one on alternative, sustainable 
energy.  But there was no discussion that I recall about linking nuclear power directly to nuclear 
weapons. 
 
Therefore, I wonder about the advisability of adding this issue to the public agenda at the 
PrepCom.  Already it has become divisive at a time when we need unity.  When an organization 
that fully participated in group discussion embarks upon its own separate course, it undermines 
the integrity of our decision-making process.  Accordingly, I hope that you will save your slogan 
"nuclear power powers nuclear weapons" for another venue and help us achieve the solidarity we 
need at the PrepCom to push our agreed agenda aimed at the abolition of nuclear weapons. 
 
Rather than add to the debate on abolition-caucus, I'm sending a copy of this communication to 
only a few persons closely connected with organizing our NPT PrepCom work. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard Hallman 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.org 
 
March 23, 1998 
 
To: Bob Tiller 
 
Fax: 202 898-0172 No. of pages: 4 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Re:  Abolition 2000 contacts 
 
 
Dear Bob: 
 
While it's fresh in mind, here is a list of Aboltion 2000 facilitators, regional contacts, and 
working group conveners.  The letterhead identifies members of the Transition Team, which 
functions somewhat as an executive committee.  It is a very loose structure without any clear 
decision-making process or democratic legitimacy. 
 
Shalom, 
 



 Draft letter 
 from Dr. Thom White Wolf Fassett 
  to United Methodist resident bishops in the United States 
 
 
Dear Bishop__________: 
 
One of the major foreign policy issues before the U.S. Congress this year is ratification of the 
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT).  It is measure long supported by the United Methodist 
Church through a series of General Conference resolutions. 
 
President Clinton submitted the treaty to the Senate six months ago, but Senator Jesse Helms, 
chair of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, has refused to schedule hearings on the CTBT.  
To overcome Senator Helms opposition, the United Methodist General Board of Church and 
Society is working with others in the faith community to build support for Senate ratification and 
to press the Foreign Relations Committee to hold hearing and report the treaty to the Senate for a 
vote on ratification. 
 
One part of this effort is the enclosed "Statement by American Religious Leaders: Ratify the 
CTBT."  Initially this statement is being signed by heads of communion and leaders of national 
religious associations.  As the next step an effort is underway to ask state and regional religious 
leaders to sign the statement.  Therefore, I would like to invite you to become a signer as bishop 
of the area you serve. 
 
We are trying to obtain as many signatures as possible by April 15.  When Congress reconvenes 
on April 20 after its spring recess, we want to present the statement with a long list of signers 
from the religious community to Senator Helms, and also to Senator Joseph Biden, ranking 
minority member of the Foreign Relations, Senator Trent Lott, majority leader of the Senate, and 
Tom Daschle, minority leader. 
 
If you are willing to sign, would you please return the enclosed sign-on form by mail or fax it to 
me at 202 488-xxxx.  If you have any questions about my request, please get in touch with me or 
______________. 
 
Yours for peace with justice, 
 
 
Dr. Thom White Wolf Fassett 
General Secretary 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.org 
 
March 24, 1998 
 
To: Robin Ringler 
 
Fax: 202 488-5639 No. of pages: 5 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Re:  Draft letter to UM bishops 
 
 
Dear Robin: 
 
Here is the draft letter for Thom Fassett to send to UM resident bishops in the U.S., inviting them 
to sign "A Statement by American Religious Leaders: Ratify the CTBT."   
 
I realize that this comes very close to your sessions with peace with justice coordinators and the 
Interfaith Legislative Briefing, but I hope that it can move through the review process and get out 
by early next week.  We're trying to get as many signatures as possible by April 20 when 
Congress returns from its spring recess. 
 
Before the final version goes out, you can obtain the latest list of heads of communion who have 
signed from Bridget Moix, at FCNL (202 547-6000).  Or call me, and I'll get it for you. 
 
If you have any questions, please call me. 
 
Shalom, 



March 25, 1998 
 
Rabbi Daniel Swartz 
National Religious Partnership  
   for the Environment 
903 DavisAvenue 
Takoma Park, MD 20913 
 
Dear Rabbi Swartz: 
 
As requested, I am sending you five copies of "A Statement of American 
Religious Leaders: Ratify the CTBT" along with a listing of initial signers and a 
sign-on form.  We hope that the National Religious Partnership for the 
Environment and its partnership organizations will sign this statement. 
 
We want to present this statement and a long list of signers to Senate leadership 
when Congress returns from its spring recess on April 20.  Therefore, we would 
like to receive the sign-ons by April 15. 
 
If you have any questions, please get in touch with me. 
 
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.apc.org 
 
March 25, 1998 
 
To: Ellen Lowe 
       Ecumenical Ministries of Oregon 
 
Fax:  503 223-7007 No. of pages: 4 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Re: Sign-on letter on CTBT 
 
 
Dear Ellen: 
 
Following up my conversation with David Leslie, I am sending you a copy of "A Statement by 
American Religious Leaders: Ratify the CTBT" along with a list of initial signers and a sign-on 
form.  We want to present this statement and a long list of signers to Senate leadership when 
Congress returns on April 20 from its spring recess.  We will also break out signers in particular 
states and present the letter to individual senators. 
 
Therefore, we would appreciate your circulating letters to the denominational leaders who 
belong to the Ecumenical Ministries of Oregon and to other religious leaders as you consider 
appropriate.  For instance, Marie Rietmann has told me about the 61 church which participated in  
Bells for Peace.  Perhaps their ministers or other representatives would sign. 
 
Our deadline for this round of signers is April 15.  However, those that come in after that date 
will be added for further use of the statement. 
 
If you have any questions, please call me.  Thanks for your help. 
 
Shalom, 
 



March 28, 1998 
 
His Excellency  
Ambassador of  
 
Dear Mr. Ambassador: 
 
We would like to share with you a statement entitled "Act Now for Nuclear Abolition", signed 
by Godfried Cardinal Danneels, President of Pax Christi International, and Rev. Dr. Konrad 
Raiser, General Secretary of the World Council of Churches.  The statement addresses issues that 
will come before the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Preparatory Committee when it 
meets in Geneva from April 27 to May 8, 1998.  Therefore, we ask that you transmit this 
statement to your foreign ministry so that Cardinal Danneels' and Dr. Raiser's ideas can be taken 
into consideration in devising instructions for the ________ delegation to the NPT Preparatory 
Committee. 
 
In their statement Cardinal Danneels and Dr. Raiser indicate that the NPT Preparatory 
Committee has an opportunity to set the course for ridding Earth of nuclear weapons.  Numerous 
religious bodies have condemned nuclear weapons and have called for their abolition.  The 
signatories of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treat have committed themselves in Article VI to 
this goal.  In interpreting this article, the International Court of Justice has unanimously ruled 
that "There exists an obligation to pursue in good faith and bring to conclusion negotiations 
leading to nuclear disarmament in all its aspects under strict and effective international control." 
 
In their specific recommendations Cardinal Danneels and Dr. Raiser ask delegates to the NPT 
Preparatory Committee to call upon the nuclear weapons states to take a series of steps toward 
nuclear abolition.  These steps include a policy of no-first use, taking all nuclear forces off alert, 
cessation of research and development of new nuclear weapons, and achieving faster and deeper 
reduction of nuclear weapons by the United States and Russia.  They also ask the delegates to 
take the lead in developing a nuclear weapons convention to outlaw and abolish all nuclear 
weapons.  This could occur through a working group of the NPT Preparatory Committee. 
 
These are significant proposals.  We hope that your government will support them when the NPT 
Preparatory Committee meets in Geneva. 
 
 With best regards, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Co-Convener 
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the 
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the 
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the 
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the 
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the 
Republi
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the 
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Republi
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K. Erik 
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Royal 
Danish 
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y 

3200 
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n Street, 
NW 
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Roble 
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Djibouti 1156 15th 
Street, 
NW, Suite 
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d 
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the 
Commo
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April 2, 1998 
 
His Excellency «Name» 
Embassy of «Nation» 
«Address1» 
Washington, DC «PostalCode» 
 
Dear Mr. Ambassador: 
 
We would like to share with you a statement entitled "Act Now for Nuclear Abolition", signed 
by Godfried Cardinal Danneels, President of Pax Christi International, and Rev. Dr. Konrad 
Raiser, General Secretary of the World Council of Churches.  The statement addresses issues that 
will come before the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Preparatory Committee when it 
meets in Geneva from April 27 to May 8, 1998.  Therefore, we ask that you transmit this 
statement to your foreign ministry so that Cardinal Danneels' and Dr. Raiser's ideas can be taken 
into consideration in devising instructions for the «Country» delegation to the NPT Preparatory 
Committee. 
 
In their statement Cardinal Danneels and Dr. Raiser indicate that the NPT Preparatory 
Committee has an opportunity to set the course for ridding Earth of nuclear weapons.  Numerous 
religious bodies have condemned nuclear weapons and have called for their abolition.  The 
signatories of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treat have committed themselves in Article VI to 
this goal.  In interpreting this article, the International Court of Justice has unanimously ruled 
that "There exists an obligation to pursue in good faith and bring to conclusion negotiations 
leading to nuclear disarmament in all its aspects under strict and effective international control." 
 
In their specific recommendations Cardinal Danneels and Dr. Raiser ask delegates to the NPT 
Preparatory Committee to call upon the nuclear weapons states to take a series of steps toward 
nuclear abolition.  These steps include a policy of no-first use, taking all nuclear forces off alert, 
cessation of research and development of new nuclear weapons, and achieving faster and deeper 
reduction of nuclear weapons by the United States and Russia.  They also ask the delegates to 
take the lead in developing a nuclear weapons convention to outlaw and abolish all nuclear 
weapons.  This could occur through a working group of the NPT Preparatory Committee. 
 
These are significant proposals.  We hope that your government will support them when the NPT 
Preparatory Committee meets in Geneva. 
 
 With best regards, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Co-Convener 
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the 
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the 
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the 
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the 
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March 30, 1998 
 
Dear Friends: 
 
My nine year old grandson is learning at school to think analytically by using a Venn diagram of 
two overlapping circles.  The overlap constitutes common characteristics of items being 
compared, and the remaining space in the two circles reveal their differences.  Thus, he compares 
two rocks by writing similarities in the overlapping segment and dissimilarities of each in the 
respective segments that don't overlap. 
 
I suggest that we apply this approach to Abolition 2000.  In doing so we can identify several 
circles of interests.  All have an interest in abolition of nuclear weapons, which is where the 
circles overlap, but each circle has other distinct interests.  Four examples can serve as 
illustration. 
 
Circle One has a concern for a wide range of nuclear issues: nuclear weapons, nuclear power for 
electricity, nuclear powered ships and space vehicles, nuclear waste, nuclear radiation of fruits 
and vegetables.  Circle Two has a concern for elimination of instruments of war: nuclear, 
chemical, biological, land mines, small arms, the arms trade.  Circle Three seeks to bring about 
peace through disarmament (a range of weapons), promotion of justice, and resolution of ethnic 
and regional conflict.  Circle Four offers a perspective on the war system, imperialistic power, 
and the military-industrial complex.  
 

All four circles have abolition of nuclear weapons on their agenda, but each links its 
concern with different sets of related issues.  Within its own framework each circle is logically 
consistent.  For the most part, persons in each circle can understand the premises of those in 
other circles and can appreciate the work they are doing on their related issues.  Where friction 
arises is where inhabitants of one circle insist that everyone else must encompass their full 
agenda. 
 
 We all need to accept our differences, rejoice that others are working on issues that are 
beyond our own agenda, and find ways to work together on our common objective: abolition of 
nuclear weapons.  It may be true that the most complete safeguard against nuclear proliferation 
requires shutting down nuclear power plants over the course of 25 to 50 years.  It is also true that 
complete abolition of nuclear weapons will not occur until political differences are resolved 
between the United States and Russia, Russia and China, China and India, India and Pakistan, 
Israel and surrounding Arab nations and for the latter until justice is achieved for Palestinians. 
 
 
  If some want to push simultaneously for elimination of nuclear power, let them work with those 
who share their conviction but not make adherence to that agenda a litmus test for participation 
in Abolition 2000.  Likewise, let hose who focus on the war system or all weapons of war or 
resolution of regional conflict pursue their full agenda but expect everyone on Abolition 2000 
follow that course. 
 
  
 
 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.org 
 
March 31, 1998 
 
To: Dave Robinson 
 
Fax:  814 452-4784  No. of pages: 1 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 
 
Dear Dave: 
 
The location of the reception is "Palais de Nations, 8th Floor Restaurant". 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.org 
 
March 30, 1998 
 
To:  Rev. Fred E. Loder 
        Interchurch Ministries of Nebraska 
 
Fax:  402 476-9310 No. of pages: 4 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Re: Sign-on letter on CTBT 
 
 
Dear Rev. Loder: 
 
Following up our phone conversation, I am sending you a copy of "A Statement by American 
Religious Leaders: Ratify the CTBT" along with a list of initial signers and a sign-on form.  We 
want to present this statement and a long list of signers to Senate leadership when Congress 
returns on April 20 from its spring recess.  We will identify signers in particular states and 
present the letter to the senators from those states. 
 
Therefore, we would appreciate your providing this letter to your Peace/Justice JSAT and 
through that committee to the Steering Committee of the Interchurch Ministries of Nebraska.  
We are seeking endorsement by state ecumenical bodies and state and area denominational 
leaders.  Also, local ministers, churches, and religious committees may sign if they choose. 
 
Our deadline for this round of signers is April 15.  However, those that come in after that date 
will be added for further use of the statement. 
 
If you have any questions, please call me.  Thanks for your help. 
 
Shalom, 
 



April 1, 1998 
 
The Rev. Canon Brian J. Grieves 
Peace and Justice Officer 
The Episcopal Church 
815 Second Avenue 
New York, NY 10017 
 
Dear Brian: 
 
The Religious Working Group for Nuclear Abolition , which I serve as a co-
convener, is focusing its attention on the 1998 session of the Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Preparatory Committee.  We believe that this body 
has a significant opportunity to make progress in the quest for the abolition of 
nuclear weapons.  Accordingly, we have initiated two activities related to this 
year's meeting, scheduled for April 27 to May 8 in Geneva. 
 
First, we have developed the attached statement, "Act Now for Nuclear 
Abolition", signed by Rev. Dr. Konrad Raiser, general secretary of the World 
Council of Churches,  and Godfried Cardinal Danneels, president of Pax Christ 
International.  We are sending this statement to the foreign ministries of the 185 
NPT signatory states, asking them to consider our ideas as they instruct their 
delegates for the NPT Preparatory Committee meeting.  We are in the process of 
soliciting additional signers for the statement from regional and national 
councils of churches, heads of communion, Catholic bishops from various 
continents, and leaders of other faiths. 
 
Second, we are arranging for a reception, to be hosted by Dr. Raiser and 
Cardinal Danneels, in honor of Polish Ambassador Eugeniusz Wyzner, chair of  
the NPT Preparatory Committee, the delegates, and representatives of non-
governmental organizations (NGOs).  It will be held at the Palais de Nations in 
Geneva on Monday evening, April 27, the opening day of the NPT Preparatory 
Committee session.  Dr. Raiser and Cardinal Danneels will welcome the 
delegates and urge them to make the two-week session a landmark in the 
movement toward nuclear abolition.  Ambassador Wyzner will respond.  The 
two-hour reception will provide NGO representatives an opportunity to mingle 
with delegates and discuss with them matters on the agenda of the NPT 
Preparatory Committee. 



The Rev. Cannon Brian J. Grieves 
March 31, 1998 
Page two. 
  
We are seeking financial support for the reception.  For 200 guests the reception will cost 
$3,600, a normal price for the UN restaurant at Palais de Nations.  Pax Christi is raising $1,000.  
The United Methodist General Board of Church and Society has given a grant of $500.  We 
request the Episcopal Church to make a similar grant of $500 to help support this event.  Such a 
grant would be made to Methodists United Peace/Justice Education Fund, a 501(c)(3) entity, 
which is handling the financing of the reception.   We are making the same request to several 
other U.S. denominations and religious bodies in Europe. 
 
Through these two activities we are focusing the influence of world and national religious bodies 
on policy makers who are in a position to take important actions that will advance the cause of 
nuclear abolition, a goal that religious bodies and their leaders advocate.  We will greatly 
appreciate your support for this effort. 
 
 With best regards, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 & Co-Convener, Religious Working  
 Group for Nuclear Abolition  



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.or 
 
April 1, 1998 
 
To: The Rev. Brian J. Grieves 
 
Fax: 212 490-6684 No. of pages: 5 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 
 
Dear Brian: 
 
Today I am mailing the attached request for a grant of $500 from the Episcopal Church to help 
support a reception of religious leaders for delegates of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty 
(NPT) Preparatory Committee on April 27, 1998 in Geneva.  This is the opening day of their 
two-week session. 
 
We are awaiting final approval from Cardinal Danneels for the attached statement.  After that has 
occurred, I will ask you to post it with the Anglican Peace and Justice Network with an invitation 
for others to sign the statement. 
 
Thanks for your consideration, 
 
 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.or 
 
April 1, 1998 
 
To: Dr. Joe M. Hendrixson, Executive Director 
       Kansas Ecumenical Ministries 
 
Fax: 785-272-9533 No. of pages: 5 
 
cc: Bishop A. Frederick Mutti     785 272-9135 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Re:  Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty 
 
Dear Dr. Hendrixon: 
 
We are working with a wide coalition of religious organizations to build support for Senate 
ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT), an agreement that ends testing of 
nuclear weapons.  The attached "Statement by American Religious Leaders: Ratify the CTBT" 
has been developed to show support for the treaty.  Initially heads of communion and other 
national leaders are signing the statement (see initial list).  We are also seeking signatures of 
state and local religious leaders 
 
Bishop A. Frederick Mutti suggested that I share the statement with you and request that it be 
circulated to Kansas religious leaders, such as those affiliated with the Christian Leaders Forum.  
Would you be willing to help us accomplish this?  And perhaps you would have other ways to 
gain other signatures. 
 
We want to present the statement to Senate leaders on or about April 20 when they return from 
their spring recess.  Therefore, we would like to have as many signers as possible by April 15.  
However, the statement will remain open for signatures after that date.  Attached is a sign-on 
form and the place to send it. 
 
Beyond this statement, we are building grassroots support for CTBT ratification in a number of 
key states.  At the moment we are concentrating on states with senators on the Foreign Relations 
Committee, one of whom is Senator Sam Brownback of Kansas.  Senator Jesse Helms, 
committee chair, is balking at holding public hearings on the CTBT, even though it is supported 
by  70 percent of the population.  We are asking Kansans to urge Senator Brownback to press for 
hearings on the CTBT even though he may not have made up his mind on how he will vote.  We 
have a postcard alert with this message (attached) and can supply copies for distribution.  We 
would appreciate whatever help you might give us on this effort. 
  
If you have any questions on my request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Thanks for your 
assistance. 
 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.or 
 
April 1, 1998 
 
To:  Bill Beachy 
        Topeka Center for Peace and Justice 
 
Fax:  785 232-4388   No. of pages: 2 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 
 
Dear Bill: 
 
We appreciate your willingness to help build grassroots support for Senate ratification of the 
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT).  At the moment the challenge is to get the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee to hold hearings on the treaty.  Unfortunately Senator Jesse Helms, 
committee chair, wants to postpone such hearings indefinitely. 
 
Senator Sam Brownback is a member of the Foreign Relations Committee.  Therefore, we are 
urging Kansans to get in touch with him and ask him to press for hearings even though he may 
not have decided how he will vote on the treaty.   After all, it is a treaty favored by 70 percent of 
the population.   
 
We have available two versions of a postcard alert for use in mailings and distribution at 
meetings.  Attached is one with an interfaith emphasis.   The other version carries the 
endorsement of both peace and religious organizations.  If you can use a supply, please let me 
know. 
 
The Senate will soon be on recess.  It is a good time to request an appointment to talk with 
Senator Brownback on this and other issues.  If you can't get an appointment to see him directly, 
he may be holding open town meetings.  We have been told that his schedule is available from 
Denise Coatney in his Topeka office, 785 233-3503 or from his campaign office, 785 357-0307.  
At such meetings you can ask Senator Brownback his position on the CTBT and whether he 
would help get public hearings on the treaty. 
 
If you need further information, please let me know.  Thanks for your assistance. 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.or 
 
April 1, 1998 
 
To: Jack Mraz, Ecumenical Administrator 
       Tennessee Association of Churches 
 
Fax: 615 792-3245 No. of pages: 5 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Re: Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty 
 
Dear Mr. Mraz: 
 
I am writing you at the suggestion of Bishop Kenneth Carder's office and Ms. Pat Slaymaker. 
We are working with a wide coalition of religious organizations to build support for Senate 
ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT), an agreement that ends testing of 
nuclear weapons.  The attached "Statement by American Religious Leaders: Ratify the CTBT" 
has been developed to show support for the treaty.  Initially heads of communion and other 
national leaders are signing the statement (see initial list).  We are also seeking signatures of 
state and local religious leaders 
 
Would you be willing to circulate this statement to Tennessee religious leaders for their 
signature?  Would it be possible for the Tennessee Association of Churches to give its 
endorsement? 
 
We want to present the statement to Senate leaders on or about April 20 when they return from 
their spring recess.  Therefore, we would like to have as many signers as possible by April 15.  
However, the statement will remain open for signatures after that date.  Attached is a sign-on 
form and the place to send it. 
 
Beyond this statement, we are building grassroots support for CTBT ratification in a number of 
key states.  At the moment we are concentrating on states with senators on the Foreign Relations 
Committee, one of whom is Senator Bill Frist of Tennessee.  Senator Jesse Helms, committee 
chair, is balking at holding public hearings on the CTBT, even though it is supported by 70 
percent of the population.  We are asking Tennessee citizens to urge Senator Frist to press for 
hearings on the CTBT even though he may not have made up his mind on how he will vote.  We 
have a postcard alert with this message (attached) and can supply copies for distribution by mail 
and at meetings.  We would appreciate whatever help you might give us on this effort. 
  
If you have any questions on my request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Thanks for your 
assistance. 
 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.or 
 
April 1, 1998 
 
To: Marie Rietmann 
 
Fax: 202 833-5307 No. of pages: e 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 
Here is the list of contacts for religious organizations participating in the CTBT campaign. 
  



Dear Colleagues: 
 
The next meeting for religious organizations working together for CTBT ratification will occur 
on Wednesday, April 8 from 1:00 to 2:30 p.m. at the Friends Committee on National Legislation 
conference room 245 2nd Street, NE, Washington, DC.    We will ask for reports on what each 
organization is doing, and we will look ahead to what needs doing in the next couple of months.  
If you can't attend, would you please send me a summary of your activities to share with others? 
 
The immediate challenges are (1) to get Senator Helms to schedule hearings on the CTBT by the 
Foreign Relations Committee and (2) to get Senator Lott to place the CTBT on the Senate's work 
program for this session.  To influence Helms we need to sustain and increase our efforts to 
persuade six swing-vote senators on the Foreign Relations Committee to come out in favor of 
ratification, or at least to ask for committee hearings.  They are Frist (TN), Lugar (IN), Hagel 
(NE), Brownback (KS), Thomas (WY), and Smith (OR).  So please keep up your efforts in those 
states. 
 
We are also trying to get state and local religious leaders to sign "A Statement by American 
Religious Leaders: Ratify the CTBT."  If you haven't done so yet, please circulate it to your 
network -- at least in the six key states, but wider if you can.  For the latest list of national 
signers, contact Bridget Moix at FCNL (202 547-6000). 
 
For your background on the broader CTBT grassroots campaign, I am attaching a report from 
Bob Tiller. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
 
### 
 
Dear CTBT grassroots group, 
 
 
 
We had an excellent meeting on March 19th!  To those of you who missed 
 
it, you should have been there---we had a lot of energy flowing. 
 
 
 
Why did we have such a good meeting, you may ask?  Because we started by 
 
asking the question: where do we want to be a month from now?  We then 
 
listed about 15 things that we want to accomplish over the next month, 
 
and prioritized them.  Some of the goals/tasks are already underway, 
 



others we identified as high or low priority.  Many people took specific 
 
responsibilities. 
 
 
 
The next meeting will be as follows.  Please put it on your calendar: 
 
    date --- Thursday, April 16th 
 
    time --- 10:30 a.m. to 12:00 noon 
 
    place --- FCNL, 245 2nd Street N.E. 
 
 
 
My notes from March 19th follow. 
 
 
 
Where do we want to be a month from now?  We agreed that the filter 
 
through which we would look at each proposal would be whether it helps 
 
to move us toward SFRC action (especially hearings) on CTBT.  We 
 
previously identified about a dozen Tier 1 and Tier 2 swing Senators. 
 
 
 
  1. Present a national religious leaders statement to Helms and Biden, 
 
also state religious leaders statement to other Senators.  This is 
 
UNDERWAY (Howard Hallman). 
 
 
 
  2. Letters to target Senators from a cross-section of leaders in 
 
state, the "Maine style" approach.  This is a HIGH PRIORITY for us.  We 
 
will ask all DC people who are serving as contacts for the state contact 
 
people to initiate this.  Kathy Crandall will call the DC contacts. 
 
 
 



  3. More calls and letters to target Senators from grassroots 
 
individuals.  This is a HIGH PRIORITY.  See phone bank, #11 below. 
 
 
 
  4. 50 more NGOs endorse CTBT.  We all have assignments from Daryl and 
 
we need to make our calls. 
 
 
 
  5. Web page for CTBT grassroots work up  This is UNDERWAY, as part of 
 
PSR's web site, found at www.psr.org --- Kathy Crandall will be 
 
responsible for getting items on it. 
 
 
 
  6. 2 more state polls on CTBT.  This is underway (Daryl Kimball). 
 
 
 
  7. Professors letter on CTBT.  This is UNDERWAY (Daryl Kimball). 
 
 
 
  8. White House "walk-by event" with heads of organizations.  Efforts 
 
to set this up are UNDERWAY (Daryl Kimball). 
 
 
 
  9. Scientists letter on CTBT.  This is UNDERWAY (Michael Pancook). 
 
 
 
  10. Every Tier 1 and Tier 2 Senator visited by constituents during 
 
Easter recess.  This is a HIGH PRIORITY and we need to press our state 
 
people to seek appointments.  The DC contacts should be especially 
 
active in asking the state contacts to do this. 
 
 
 



  11. Phone bank, calling constituents in target states, especially 
 
those who received the latest postcard.  This is a HIGH PRIORITY, and 
 
Bridget Moix will set it up --- call her for details.  We decided that 
 
we would not set a specific date for constituents to call in. 
 
 
 
  12. At least 10 op-eds and editorials in major newspapers.  Daryl 
 
Kimball and Bill Eisenstein will coordinate.  All of us are welcome to 
 
write op-eds for circulation. 
 
 
 
  13. At least 20 letters to the editor.  This will be a low priority 
 
for us, but we encourage 20/20 to keep up the good work. 
 
 
 
  14. At least 10 city council resolution passed.  Kathy Crandall will 
 
pull together samples for distribution.  This is a low priority for our 
 
work because it really needs one-on-one contacts and local initiative. 
 
 
 
  15. Five Republican Senators put out a letter urging Helms to hold 
 
hearings. 
 
 
 
We will meet again on April 16th.  Come with your ideas for what we 
 
should accomplish in the following month. 
 
 
 
Shalom, 
 
Bob Tiller 
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