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To: world
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Sign-on list of RaiserDanneels statement
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Friends:

I would like to share with you the final list of co-signers of the statement entitled "Act Now for Nuclear Abolition" 
that was submitted to delegates of the NPT Preparatory Committee by Dr. Konrad Raiser and Godfried Cardinal 
Danneels.  At the PrepCom meeting in Geneva we distributed the statement with these additional names added.

This statement, a separate presentation we were able to make at one of the sessions, and a reception hosted by Dr. 
Raiser and Cardinal Danneels in combination succeeded in highlighting the moral issue.  However, this message wasn't 
able to override the desire of the nuclear weapon states to prevent meaningful, multilateral discussion of nuclear 
disarmament in this forum.  The subsequent Indian and Pakistani nuclear weapons tests show that we have a long ways 
to go.

We came away from the NPT PrepCom convinced that the global interfaith community needs to mobilize more 
effectively to push for the total abolition of nuclear weapons.  I have some ideas on what we might do together.  I'll 
share them with you in a separate communication and ask for your own ideas.

Shalom,
Howard W. Hallman

Additional Signers of  "ACT NOW FOR NUCLEAR ABOLITION", a statement submitted to the NPT Preparatory 
Committee by Godfried Cardinal Danneels, president of Pax Christi International, and Dr. Konrad Raiser, general 
secretary, World Council of Churches, April 1998

Archbishop Michael, Metropolitan Bishop, Greek Orthodox Church in Austria; President, Ecumenical Council of  
Churches in Austria
Superintendent Helmut Nausner, United Methodist Church in Austria; Secretary, Ecumenical Council of Churches
Christine Gleixner, Mother Superior of the Order, Sisters of Bethany, and Vice Chair, Ecumenical Council of 
Churches in Austria
Rev. Ivan Petkin, Bulgarian Orthodox Church in Austria
Rev. Johannes El Baramousy, Koptic Orthodox Church in Austria
Bishop Mag. Herwig Sturm. Lutheran Church in Austria
Bishop Bernhard Heitz, Old Catholic Church, Austria
Bishop Dr. Heinrich Fasching, Roman Catholic Church. President, "Justitia et Pax" in Austria
Metropolit Archbishop Ireneji, Russian Orthodox Church in Austria
The Most Rev. J. Barry Curtis, President, Canadian Council of Churches
Archbishop Michael G. Peers, Primate of the Anglican Church of Canada
The Rev. Arie G. Van Eek, Council of Christian Reformed Churches in Canada
The Rev. Telmor Sartison, Bishop, Evangelical Lutheran Church in Canada
Marvin Frey, Executive Director, Mennonite Central Committee Canada
The Rev. John D. Congram, Moderator, The Presbyterian Church in Canada
 Gale Wills, Religious Society of Friends (Quakers). in Canada
Commissioner Donald V. Kerr. Territorial Commander, The Salvation Army, Canada
The Very Rev. Bill Phipps, Moderator, United Church of Canada
Rev. Dr. Lothar Engel, Deputy General, Association of Protestant Churches and Missions in Germany
Bishop Dr. Walter F. Klaiber, United Methodist Church in Germany
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Rev. John Reardon, General Secretary, Council of Churches for Britain and Ireland
D. Dr. Béla Harmati, Bishop of the Lutheran Church, President, Ecumenical Council of Churches in Hungary
Dr. Zoltán Bóna, General Secretary, Ecumenical Council, of Churches in Hungary
Rev. Domenico Tomasetto, President, Federation of Protestant, Churches in Italy
Rev. Kenichi Otsu, General Secretary,National Christian Council in Japan
Rev. Samuel I. Koshiishi, Acting General Secretary, Nippon Sei Ko Kai, (Anglican/ Episcopal Church) 
Rev. Junichiro Naito, Executive Secretary, Japan Baptist Convention
Rev. Masakazu Asami, President, Japan Evangelical Lutheran Church
Rev. Satoru Gohada, President, Japan Free Methodist Church
Rev. Sadao Ozawa, General Secretary, United Church of Christ in Japan
William V. Robinson, President, CCANZ (Conference of Churches in Aotearoa New Zealand)
Rev. Jennifer Dawson, President, CCANZ
Rev. Max Reid, President, CCANZ
Mrs. Jan Cornack, General Secretary, CCANZ
Rev. Billy Taranger, President, Christian Council of Norway
Rev. Ingrid Vad Nilsen, General Secretary, Christian Council of Norway
Bishop Nifon of Slobozia and Calarasi; President, Ecumenical Association of Churches in Romania
Bishop Christoph Klein, Evangelical AC Church in Romania; Vice President, Ecumenical Association, of Churches in 
Romania
Bishop Kalman Csiha, Reformed Church of Transsylvania; Member, Administrative Council
Ecumenical Association of Churches in Romania
Christian Teodoresu, General Secretary, Ecumenical Association of Churches in Romania
Rev. Thord-OveThordson, General Secretary, Christian Council of Sweden
Rev. Tord Ström, General Secretary, Free Church of Sweden
Rev. Krister Andersson, President and General Secretary, Mission Covenant Church of Sweden

May 8, 1998

For further information, contact:
Howard W. Hallman, Co-Convener
Religious Working Group for Nuclear Abolition
1500 16th Street, NW. Washington, DC 20036, USA
Phone/fax: 301 896-0013   E-mail: mupj@igc.org
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Return-Path: <owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org>
Date: Tue, 09 Jun 1998 23:09:47 +1200
From: Kate Dewes <katie@chch.planet.org.nz>
Sender: owner-abolition-caucus@igc.org
Subject: EIGHT NATION CALL FOR ELIMINATION + NZ STATEMENT
To: abolition-caucus@igc.apc.org
X-Sender: kate@mail.chch.planet.org.nz

Dear Friends,

It gives me great pleasure to present this exciting initiative by
BRAZIL,EGYPT,IRELAND, MEXICO, NEW ZEALAND, SLOVENIA, SOUTH AFRICA AND
SWEDEN. It begins with New Zealand's announcement of it. I urge you all to
take the time to read their joint communique which is attached.  For those
who can't access attachments, I will make a separate posting of the text file.

With very warm wishes from the wintry south,

Kate
Attachment Converted: C:\INTERACT\data\download\8nation.1
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To: William & Brenda Hardt <whardt@c-com.net>
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Is this your e-mail?
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

At 06:43 AM 6/9/98 -0500, you wrote:
>What is your e-mail address?
>Brenda Hardt (PwJ Coord.)  whardt@c-com.net
>
Yes, it is.
Shalom,
Howard
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To: world
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Moblizing global religious community
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Friends:

There is an urgent need for a breakthrough in the quest to rid the world of nuclear weapons.  This is evident, first, in 
the Indian and Pakistani nuclear weapon tests, and, second, in the continuing refusal of the established nuclear 
weapons states to commit themselves to complete nuclear disarmament.

I believe that the world religious community should mobilize and insist that all nations renounce nuclear weapons, both 
for deterrence and for war-fighting, and then proceed expeditiously to their total elimination.  My ideas are presented 
in the attached statement.

I would like very much to receive your reaction to my proposal and to have your ideas on how we can work together 
and what we should advocate.

Shalom,
Howard W. Hallman

Mobilizing the Religious Community for Nuclear Abolition
Ideas Offered by
Howard W. Hallman, Chair
Methodists United for Peace with Justice

With the spread of the nuclear arms race to South Asia and the refusal of the established nuclear weapon states to 
make significant progress toward nuclear disarmament, we in the religious community should unite and advocate a 
dramatic, far-reaching approach to rid the world of nuclear weapons.  We should seek to remove the legitimacy of the 
doctrine of nuclear deterrence and the use of nuclear weapons in war.  We should demand that all possessors of 
nuclear weapons renounce these instruments of mass destruction and abolish them.  We should likewise demand that 
allies to nuclear weapon states renounce nuclear weapons and cease their support for the nuclear weapons regime.  As 
a faith community we should make a commitment to work together and join with others in a global campaign for 
nuclear abolition.

Signs of Failure

The Indian and Pakistani nuclear weapon tests are the latest and most publicly visible sign that the still-prevailing Cold 
War approach to nuclear non-proliferation, arms control, and disarmament is bankrupt.  Other signs include the 
following:

· The continued official commitment to nuclear deterrence by the United States, Russia, United Kingdom, France, 
China, and Israel and their stated willingness to use nuclear weapons for war-fighting.
· The modest goals of START II and a prospective START III that would leave 2,000 deployed strategic warheads in 
the United States and Russia into the second decade of the 21st century, plus thousands more held in reserve.
· The resistance of the Russian Duma and the U.S. Senate to quite limited arms control measures, such as START II 
and the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT).
· Continued development of new nuclear weapons by nuclear weapon states, though without test explosions, and 
continued modernization of nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles.
· Refusal of the nuclear weapon states to fulfill their obligation under Article VI of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
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Treaty (NPT) "to pursue in good faith and bring to conclusion negotiations leading to nuclear disarmament in all 
aspects under strict and effective international control."
· Refusal of the nuclear weapon states even to allow multilateral discussion on nuclear disarmament by the NPT 
Preparatory Committee and the Conference on Disarmament.
· The readiness of military units in six "surrogate nuclear weapon states" to participate in nuclear war, including The 
Netherlands, Belgium, Germany, Italy, Greece, Turkey.
· Participation in nuclear war planning and acceptance of a nuclear umbrella by allies of nuclear weapon states, 
including other NATO members, Japan, and South Korea..
· Support for nuclear weapon states by various nations around the world that allow basing of nuclear weapons and 
delivery vehicles on their territory.

Because of these failures of the existing nuclear non-proliferation and arms control regime to achieve significant 
nuclear disarmament, the world religious community should join together to advocate and work for a substantially 
different approach.

 A Better Way
 
The place to start in offering an alternative approach should be an unequivocal declaration on the moral depravity of 
nuclear weapons.   This idea has been expressed many times by numerous religious leaders and religious organizations.   
For instance, recently Dr. Konrad Raiser, general secretary of the World Council of Churches, and Godfried Cardinal 
Danneels, president of Pax Christi International addressed the 1998 session of the NPT Preparatory Committee as 
follows:

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

There is broad acceptance of this point of view by persons of many different faiths.

Based upon this belief, we should move to the heart of the matter and demand that all possessors of nuclear weapons 
unconditionally renounce the use and threatened use of nuclear weapons and move expeditiously to achieve their total 
abolition.  

This demand for no use in any circumstance differs from the proposal for no first use offered by the Canberra 
Commission and other bodies.  Although a no first use policy may be have some interim value, it retains the doctrine 
of nuclear deterrence, the threat of mutually assured destruction (MAD), and the possibility of retaliatory use through 
launch on warning.  We in the faith community should insist on a policy of no use whatever.

Realistically we should recognize that renunciation and abolition of nuclear weapons must occur reciprocally among 
nuclear weapon adversaries.  One set is the United States (and allies United Kingdom and France), Russia, and China.  
Another set is India and Pakistan.  Renunciation by Israel might occur unilaterally because it has no nuclear-armed 
adversary, or it might happen in the context of creating a Middle East zone free of all weapons of mass destruction.

Along with renunciation we should ask the nuclear weapon states to commence dismantling nuclear weapons and 
delivery vehicles.  This process can begin through reciprocal executive initiatives without the necessity of a formal 
arms control agreement, as has occurred in several past instances.  But complete dismantlement will need to occur 
under a multilateral agreement, such as a nuclear weapons convention that outlaws and abolishes all nuclear weapons 
under strict and effective international control.

As an immediate step, we should call for all nuclear weapon states to take all nuclear weapons off alert by separating 
warheads from delivery vehicles and other methods.  This task should be completed within twelve months, a pace that 
is considered feasible.
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We should also demand that all states possessing nuclear weapons and those with nuclear weapons ambitions should 
cease all research, development, testing, production, and deployment of new nuclear weapons and refrain from 
modernizing their existing nuclear arsenal.

We should call upon allies of nuclear weapon states that have military units ready for nuclear combat, engage in 
nuclear war planning, and provide bases for nuclear weapons to renounce nuclear weapons and sever all such 
connections with the nuclear weapon states.

We should advocate a system for control of all fissile material produced by various means with strict international 
accounting, monitoring, and safeguards.

Political Action

Beyond making these demands on the nuclear weapon states and their supporters, we in the religious community 
should join together and become actively engaged in decision-making processes related to nuclear weapon policies.   
We should place our collective demands before executive leaders and legislative bodies.  We should build grassroots 
support for the policies we recommend.  We should conduct an educational campaign on the moral depravity of 
nuclear deterrence and war-fighting and on our ideas for renunciation and abolition of nuclear weapons.  We should 
engage in public debate on key public policy issues.

We should also ally ourselves with others who advocate nuclear abolition.  This includes retired generals, admirals, 
national security officials, and scientists, and also the global network of citizen organizations that are part of Abolition 
2000.

Working for complete nuclear abolition doesn't preclude us from working for acceptance of intermediate steps, such as 
ratification of CTBT and a future START III.  These treaties have value and help prepare the way for more far-
reaching measures.  But we need to augment our advocacy of nuclear abolition.

Nuclear Abolition Covenants

One approach would be to write our demands into a "nuclear abolition covenant", to be signed and implemented by the 
nuclear weapons states.  There could be a second covenant for allies of the nuclear powers.  Drafts for this pair of 
covenants are offered in the Appendix.

A public campaign focused on the nuclear abolition covenants might have the following elements.

1. Religious leaders and religious organizations from around the world could join together in issuance of "A Call for 
Renunciation and Abolition of Nuclear Weapons."  This call should incorporate ideas and beliefs from different 
religious faiths on the necessity for nuclear abolition and should advocate concrete steps toward nuclear abolition, such 
as those suggested above.

2. This call could be released by signers in a series of news conferences that would follow the sun around the globe, 
such as in United States, Canada, Mexico, Japan, China (if possible), New Zealand, Australia, India, Pakistan, Israel, 
Egypt, Russia, France, United Kingdom, elsewhere in Europe, South Africa.

3. Religious leaders in the nuclear weapon states and allied states could call upon governmental leaders and urge them 
to sign the covenant.

4. Citizen organizations could join in the campaign to "sign the covenant".

5. Copies of the covenants could be placed in the United Nations building in New York when the General Assembly is 
in session with the request that representatives of the nuclear weapons states and allied states sign it.
          
There are other ways for the religious community to promote renunciation and abolition of nuclear weapons.  Others 
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are invited to comment on this proposal and  to offer ideas of their own.

APPENDIX

Nuclear Abolition Covenant for States Possessing Nuclear Weapons

1. We renounce the use of nuclear weapons for deterrence and war-fighting purposes.
2. We will never use any nuclear weapon against any adversary under any circumstance.
3. We will embark upon a program to systematically dismantle all nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles as soon as 
possible with adequate safeguards and verification.
4. In the interim period when we still possess nuclear weapons, we will take all nuclear weapons off alert by separating 
warheads from delivery vehicles and other methods.  We will complete this task no later than December 1, 1999.
5. We will cease all research, development, testing, production, and deployment of new nuclear weapons and will 
refrain from modernizing our existing nuclear arsenal.
6. We will enter into a multilateral process to develop, adopt, and carry out a nuclear weapons convention that outlaws 
and abolishes all nuclear weapons under strict and effective international control.
7. We will cooperate in development and implementation of a system for control of all fissile material with 
international accounting, monitoring, and safeguards.

Nuclear Weapons Covenant for Allies of Nuclear Weapon States

1. We renounce the use of nuclear weapons for deterrence and war-fighting purposes.
2. We will immediately withdraw from all agreements that allow basing of nuclear weapons within our boundaries and 
that provide for nuclear defense of our territory.
3. We will ratify and support a future nuclear weapons convention that outlaws and abolishes all nuclear weapons 
under strict and effective international control.
4. We will cooperate in development and implementation of a system for control of all fissile material with 
international accounting, monitoring, and safeguards.

Please offer your comments to Howard W. Hallman, Methodists United for Peace with Justice, 1500 16th Street, NW, 
Washington, DC 20036. Phone/fax: 301 896-0013. E-mail: mupj@igc.org 

May 29, 1998
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 WCC CONDEMNS INDIAN NUCLEAR TESTS 
 
 
India's recent nuclear tests were "ill-considered and unwarranted" and threatened the 
fragile stability of the region, the World Council of Churches (WCC) has told the Indian 
government. 
 
This assessment was contained in a 13 May letter to the Indian Prime Minister, H.E. Atal 
Bihari Vajpayee, from WCC General Secretary, Rev. Dr Konrad Raiser, in which he 
called upon the Indian government to join other states which have declared a 
moratorium on further nuclear testing, and also to adopt a no-first-use policy. 
 
Dr Raiser told Prime Minister Vajpayee that news of the recent Indian tests "was a 
cause of profound concern and sadness". 
 
He added, "The positions taken over the past fifty years by the World Council of 
Churches calling for the total abolition of atomic, hydrogen and nuclear weapons have 
often been informed especially by the reasoned arguments of Indians as well as other 
specialists." 
 
"By providing some of the most revered architects and memorable leaders of the 
non-aligned movement, India offered enlightened leadership on these same issues to 
world public opinion." 
 
"Now, with this act, planned and conducted even as the Preparatory Committee for the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty met here in Geneva, India has tarnished its image as a 
wise and considered voice of reason in international affairs.  It has turned a deaf ear to 
its own best counsel, relying on weapons of mass and indiscriminate destruction to 
show its power, rather than on the sophisticated art of statecraft to manifest its wisdom. 
 In so doing, it has dealt what appears to be a calculated blow to the political stability 
and fragile basis of security in Asia." 
 
Dr Raiser concludes his letter by telling the Indian Prime Minister, "It is not too late to 
give evidence to the world that India has not forgotten or denied its venerable national 
heritage.  That same path of reason and active non-violence can lead India to reclaim 
the respected place on the world stage it ceded with these ill-considered and 
unwarranted tests." 
 
Contact: John Newbury  WCC Press & Information Officer 
         (+41.22) 791.61.52 (Office); 369.37.26 (Home) 

FOR IMMEDIATE 
RELEASE  

13 May 1998 
 

 
The World Council of 

Churches is a fellowship of 
over 300 churches, in more 

than 100 countries in all 
continents from virtually all 

Christian traditions. 
 

The Roman Catholic 
Church is not a member 

church but works 
cooperatively with the 

WCC. 
 

The highest governing 
body is the Assembly, 

which meets approximately 
every seven years. 

 
The WCC was formally 
inaugurated in 1948 in 

Amsterdam, the 
Netherlands. 

 
Its staff is headed by 

general secretary Konrad 
Raiser from the Evangelical 

Church in Germany. 
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Failure of Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmament 
 
Seven events occurring between April 27 and May 28, 1998 have revealed the bankruptcy of 

the still-prevailing Cold War approach to nuclear arms control and disarmament. 
 
• The 1998 session of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Preparatory Committee met 

in Geneva from April 27 to May 8 with no achievements because the United States and other 
nuclear weapons states blocked all efforts to establish a process for meaningful, multilateral 
discussion about nuclear disarmament. 

• The U. S. Senate ratified NATO expansion, which moves the nuclear umbrella eastward to 
encompass three new members, thus causing great uneasiness in Russia. 

• India conducted five tests of nuclear weapons. 
• Reacting to the Indian tests, U.S. Senate Majority Leader Trent Lott stated that the 

Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty CTBT), now pending before the Senate, should be put on 
the shelf. 

• The Russian Duma refused to consider ratification of the second Strategic Arms Reduction 
Treaty (START II). 

• The Conference on Disarmament in Geneva met for its second session of 1998, and the 
United States and other nuclear weapon states continued their refusal to approve setting up an 
ad hoc committee for multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament.  

• Pakistan conducted five tests of nuclear weapons. 
 

These events indicate that the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty is in shambles.    The NPT 
regime was unable to block India and Pakistan from testing nuclear weapons.  Moreover, both 
states have received technical assistance and equipment for their nuclear weapons program from 
nuclear weapons states.   The first five nuclear weapon states have refused to fulfill their 
obligation under Article VI, affirmed by the International Court of Justice, "to pursue in good 
faith and bring to conclusion negotiations leading to nuclear disarmament in all aspects under 
strict and effective international control."   Indeed, they are actively blocking all efforts to intiate 
multilateral negotiations for nuclear disarmament.  This is leading to widespread disillusion with 
the NPT among non-nuclear weapons states. 
 
 Even if the Russian Duma ratifies START II, the treaty will leave 3,500 strategic 
warheads in active deployment on each side from 2007 onward plus thousands more held in 
reserve.  If START III occurs, 2,000 warheads would remain deployed on each side for the 
indefinite future, plus many more in reserve.  This means the Cold War doctrines of nuclear 
deterrence and mutually assured destruction (MAD) will remain intact 25 years after the end of 
the Cold War.  Indeed, that is official U.S. policy according to the Pentagon's Nuclear Posture 
and Presidential Policy Directive 60.  Presumably Russia, China, Great Britain, and France have 
similar policies of nuclear deterrence forever. 
 
 Even if the U.S. Senate ratifies the CTBT and other nations ratify the treaty so that it can 
enter into force, development of new nuclear weapons will occur without testing.  This is the 
U.S. approach under the misnamed Stockpile Stewardship program and through replacement of 
old warheads on strategic weapons held in reserve.  Great Britain is about to launch a new 
Trident submarine.  France is modernizing its nuclear arsenal.  Presumably Russia and China 
also continue to make improvements in their arsenals. 



Challenge to the World's Religious Community 
 
 Although it may be necessary to support the small, incremental steps toward nuclear 
disarmament that are now in the pipeline, such as the CTBT and START III, the time has come 
for a much more significant and imaginative approach to ridding the world of nuclear weapons.  
This is an endeavor for which the world's religious community can and should provide 
leadership. 
 
 Faith leaders and religious organizations approach the issue of nuclear weapons from 
various perspectives.  Most would agree with words from the statement addressed to the NPT 
Preparatory Committee by Dr. Konrad Raiser, general secretary of the World Council of 
Churches, and Godfried Cardinal Danneels, president of Pax Christi International, as follows: 
 

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

 
This being the case, the only correct approach is for all possessors of nuclear weapons and all 
supporting states to renounce the use and threatened use of nuclear weapons and to move 
expeditiously to their total abolition.  This is something the world's religious community should 
demand and work together to achieve. 
 
Possessors of Nuclear Weapons and Their Collaborators 
 
 This is an awesome challenge because eight states possess nuclear weapons and an 
additional __ states collaborate in nuclear war planning and basing of nuclear delivery vehicles.  
Altogether they total __  percent of the world's population.   They are as follows: 
 

States possessing nuclear weapons: United States, Russia, United Kingdom, France, 
China, Israel, India, and Pakistan. 

 
States with military units prepared to participate in nuclear war: Netherlands, 
Belgium, Germany, Italy, Greece, Turkey. 

 
States engaged in nuclear war planning: 

 
States where nuclear weapons states have nuclear-capable bases:  

 
 



 Nuclear weapons tests conducted by India and Pakistan in May 1998 should be treated as 
a wake-up call to the world to take seriously the depravity of nuclear weapons. 
 

Nuclear weapons, whether used or threatened, are grossly evil and morally wrong.  As an 
instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons slaughter the innocent and ravage the 
environment.  When used as an instrument of deterrence, nuclear weapons hold innocent people 
hostage for political and military purposes.  Therefore, the doctrine of nuclear deterrence is 
morally corrupt. 
 
 The logical and moral conclusion is that all nations possessing nuclear weapons and all 
nations collaborating with them should unequivocally renounce the use and threatened use of 
nuclear weapons.  They should move expeditiously to achieve total abolition of all nuclear 
warheads, their delivery vehicles, and their support systems. 
 

 For this to happen, there must be a substantially different approach to replace the 
bankrupt but still-prevailing Cold War approach to nuclear non-proliferation and arms control.  
 
 In addition to the Indian and Pakistan nuclear tests, evidence of failure of the present 
approach is widespread, as follows: 
 

• The continued deployment of thousands of strategic warheads by the United States, 
Russia, United Kingdom, France, China, and Israel. 

• The readiness of military units in six "surrogate nuclear weapon states" to participate in 
nuclear war, including The Netherlands, Belgium, Germany, Italy, Greece, Turkey. 

• Participation in nuclear war planning and acceptance of a nuclear umbrella by allies of 
nuclear weapon states, including [NATO members], Japan. 

• Nuclear-capable bases in various states around the world, including 
 
 



Additional Signers of  "ACT NOW FOR NUCLEAR ABOLITION", a statement 
submitted to the NPT Preparatory Committee by Godfried Cardinal Danneels, president of 
Pax Christi International, and Dr. Konrad Raiser, general secretary, World Council of 
Churches, April 1998 
 
Archbishop Michael, Metropolitan Bishop, Greek Orthodox Church in Austria; President, 
Ecumenical Council of  Churches in Austria 
Superintendent Helmut Nausner, United Methodist Church in Austria; Secretary, Ecumenical 
Council of Churches 
Christine Gleixner, Mother Superior of the Order, Sisters of Bethany, and Vice Chair, 
Ecumenical Council of Churches in Austria 
Rev. Ivan Petkin, Bulgarian Orthodox Church in Austria 
Rev. Johannes El Baramousy, Koptic Orthodox Church in Austria 
Bishop Mag. Herwig Sturm. Lutheran Church in Austria 
Bishop Bernhard Heitz, Old Catholic Church, Austria 
Bishop Dr. Heinrich Fasching, Roman Catholic Church. President, "Justitia et Pax" in Austria 
Metropolit Archbishop Ireneji, Russian Orthodox Church in Austria 
The Most Rev. J. Barry Curtis, President, Canadian Council of Churches 
Archbishop Michael G. Peers, Primate of the Anglican Church of Canada 
The Rev. Arie G. Van Eek, Council of Christian Reformed Churches in Canada 
The Rev. Telmor Sartison, Bishop, Evangelical Lutheran Church in Canada 
Marvin Frey, Executive Director, Mennonite Central Committee Canada 
The Rev. John D. Congram, Moderator, The Presbyterian Church in Canada 
 Gale Wills, Religious Society of Friends (Quakers). in Canada 
Commissioner Donald V. Kerr. Territorial Commander, The Salvation Army, Canada 
The Very Rev. Bill Phipps, Moderator, United Church of Canada 
Rev. Dr. Lothar Engel, Deputy General, Association of Protestant Churches and Missions in 
Germany 
Bishop Dr. Walter F. Klaiber, United Methodist Church in Germany 
Rev. John Reardon, General Secretary, Council of Churches for Britain and Ireland 
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MINISTERIAL MEETING OF THE DEFENCE PLANNING COMMITTEE 
        AND THE NUCLEAR PLANNING GROUP ON 11th JUNE 1998 
 
        FINAL COMMUNIQUE 
 
 
1.      The Defence Planning Committee and the Nuclear Planning Group of 
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization met in Ministerial Session in 
Brussels on 11th June. 
 
 
9.      We confirmed that NATO's nuclear forces, while much reduced in 
size and readiness, continue to play a unique and essential role in 
Alliance strategy.  Their fundamental purpose is  political: to 
preserve peace and prevent coercion and any kind of war.  They will 
continue to fulfil an essential role by ensuring uncertainty in the 
mind of any aggressor about the nature of the Allies' response to 
military aggression.  They demonstrate that aggression of any kind is 
not a rational option. 
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 75 U.S. CATHOLIC BISHOPS CONDEMN POLICY OF NUCLEAR DETERRENCE 
 
 Erie, PA -- Nuclear deterrence as a national policy must be  
condemned as morally abhorrent because it's the excuse and justification  
for the continued possession and further development of nuclear weapons,  
say 73 U.S. Catholic bishops in a report issued today by Pax Christi USA,  
the national Catholic peace and justice organization. 
 
 The report, "The Morality of Nuclear Deterrence: An Evaluation by  
Pax Christi Bishops in the United States," critiques current U.S. nuclear  
weapons policy in light of the Catholic Church's 1983 pastoral statement,  
"The Challenge of Peace: God's Promise and Our Response," which allowed  
for the morality of nuclear deterrence on the condition that it only be  
an interim measure tied to progressive disarmament.  Further Catholic  
Church teaching has since called for a concrete policy of nuclear  
elimination. 
 
 "With the recent nuclear tests by India and Pakistan, we feel our  
statement is both timely and prophetic," says Walter F. Sullivan, Bishop  
of Richmond, Va. and president of Pax Christi USA.  "We hope it will help  
generate further discussions both within the Catholic community and in  
the policy-making circles of our government." 
 
 The report recognizes the dramatic changes that have occurred  
since the end of the Cold War and offers a warning.  "Because of the  
horrendous results if these weapons were to be used, and what we see as a  
greater liklihood of their use, we feel it is imperative to raise a  
clear, unambiguous voice in opposition to the continued reliance on  
nuclear deterrence," the report states. 
 
 Coming in the wake of the recent nuclear tests by India and  
Pakistan, the report calls for the United States and the other nuclear  
weapons states to enter into a process that will lead to a Nuclear  
Weapons Convention that would ban nuclear weapons the way that the  
Chemical and Biological Weapons Conventions have banned those weapons. 
 



 "What the Indian and Pakistani tests make clear is that the  
discriminatory nature of current nonproliferation efforts will not free  
the world of the threat posed by these weapons," says Bishop Thomas  
Gumbleton, Auxiliary Bishop of Detroit, Mich., and a leading expert on  
nuclear deterrence in the National Conference of Catholic Bishops.  "The  
choice today is clear.  Either all nations must give up the right to  
possess these weapons or all nations will claim that right.  The events  
in India and Pakistan must be recognized as a sign of what is inevitable.  
 We must act now to avoid a future where the nuclear threat becomes the  
currency of international security." 
 
 Citing the $60 billion Department of Energy program known as  
Stockpile Stewardship and Management, as well as current administration  
policies, the bishops conclude that the United States plans to rely on  
nuclear weapons indefinitely. 
 
 "Such an investment in a program to upgrade the ability to  
design, develop, test, and maintain nuclear weapons signals quite clearly  
that the United States (and the other nuclear weapons states that are  
similarly developing these new design and testing capabilities) shows no  
intention of moving forward with 'progressive disarmament' and certainly  
no commitment to eliminating these weapons entirely," state the bishops. 
 
 -30- 
 
For media interviews, call Dave Robinson, program director, Pax Christi  
USA, at 814-453-4955, Ext. 235. 
 



 
 The Morality of Nuclear Deterrence 
 An Evaluation by Pax Christi Bishops in the United States 
 
Issued on the 15th Anniversary of Challenge of Peace, God's Promise and Our Response 
 
June 1998 
 
Dear Sisters and Brothers, 
 
 We, the undersigned Catholic bishops of the United States and  
members of Pax Christi USA, write to you on a matter of grave moral  
concern: the continued possession, development and plans for the use of  
nuclear weapons by our country.  For the past fifteen years, and  
particularly in the context of the Cold War, we, the Catholic bishops of  
the United States, have reluctantly acknowledged the possibility that  
nuclear weapons could have some moral legitimacy, but only if the goal  
was nuclear disarmament.  It is our present, prayerful judgment that this  
legitimacy is now lacking. 
 
 In 1983 the National Conference of Catholic Bishops, in our  
Pastoral Letter The Challenge of Peace: God's Promise and Our Response,  
grappled with the unique moral challenge posed by nuclear weapons.   
Fifteen years ago we stated that, because of the massive and  
indiscriminate destruction that nuclear weapons would inflict, their use  
would not be morally justified.i  We spoke in harmony with the conscience  
of the world in that judgment.  We reaffirm that judgment now.  Nuclear  
weapons must never be used, no matter what the provocation, no matter  
what the military objective. 
 
Deterrence 
 
 Fifteen years ago we concurred with Pope John Paul II in  
acknowledging that, given the context of that time, possession of these  
weapons as a deterrent against the use of nuclear weapons by others could  
be morally acceptable, but acceptable only as an interim measure and only  
if deterrence were combined with clear steps toward progressive  
disarmament. 
 
 Ours was a strictly conditioned moral acceptance of nuclear  
deterrence.  It depended on three criteria:  
  a) a reliance on deterrent strategies must be an interim  
policy only.  As we stated then, "We cannot consider it adequate as a  
long-term basis for peace;"ii 
  b) the purpose of maintaining nuclear weapons in the  
interim was only "to prevent the use of nuclear weapons by others;"iii and 
  c) a reliance on deterrence must be used "not as an end  
in itself but as a step on the way toward a progressive disarmament."iv 



 
 In our 10th Anniversary Statement, The Harvest of Justice is Sown  
in Peace, we further specified that "progressive disarmament" must mean a  
commitment to the elimination of nuclear weapons, not simply as an ideal,  
but as a concrete policy goal.v 
 
A New Moment 
 
 In 1998 the global context is significantly different from what  
it was a few years ago.  Throughout the Cold War the nuclear arsenal was  
developed and maintained as the ultimate defense in an ideological  
conflict that pitted what were considered two historical forces against  
each other -- capitalism in the West and communism in the East.  The  
magnitude of that conflict was defined by the mutual exclusivity of each  
other's ideology.  Nuclear weapons and the policy of Mutually Assured  
Destruction were accepted as the inescapable context of that particular  
struggle.  Today the Soviet Union no longer exists.  The United States is  
now aiding its democratic successor, the Russian Federation, in  
dismantling the very nuclear weapons that a short time ago were poised to  
destroy us.  Yet, the Cold War weapons amassed throughout that struggle  
have survived the struggle itself and are today in search of new  
justifications and new missions to fulfill. 
 
  But, with the end of the Cold War came new hope.  World opinion  
has coalesced around the concrete effort to outlaw nuclear weapons, as it  
has with biological and chemical weapons and most recently with  
anti-personnel landmines.  As examples of this opinion we note the  
dramatic public statement of December 1996 in which 61 retired Generals  
and Admirals, many of whom held the highest level positions in the  
nuclear establishment of this country, said that these weapons are  
unnecessary, destabilizing and must be outlawed.vi  We also note the  
historic International Court of Justice opinion of July 1996 that, "The  
threat or use of nuclear weapons would generally be contrary to the rules  
of international law applicable to armed conflict, and in particular the  
principles and rules of humanitarian law."  The Court went on to say,  
"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."vii 
 
 Additionally, the Holy See has become more explicit in its  
condemnation of nuclear weapons and has urged their abolition.  We  
recognize this new moment and are in accord with the Holy See, which has  
stated, "If biological weapons, chemical weapons and now landmines can be  
done away with, so too can nuclear weapons.  No weapon so threatens the  
longed-for peace of the 21st century as the nuclear [weapon].  Let not  
the immensity of this task dissuade us from the efforts needed to free  
humanity from such a scourge."viii 
 



 
 Unfortunately the monumental political changes that have occurred  
in the wake of the Cold War have not been accompanied by similar far  
reaching changes in the military planning for development and deployment  
of nuclear weapons.  It is absolutely clear to us that the present US  
policy does not include a decisive commitment to progressive nuclear  
disarmament.  Rather, nuclear weapons policy has been expanded in the  
post-Cold War period to include new missions well beyond their previous  
role as a deterrent to nuclear attack.  The United States today maintains  
a commitment to use nuclear weapons first, including pre-emptive nuclear  
attacks on nations that do not possess nuclear weapons.  "Flexible  
targeting strategies" are aimed at Third World nations, and a new  
commitment exists to use nuclear weapons either preemptively or in  
response to chemical and biological weapons or other threats to US  
national interests.ix  This expanded role of the US nuclear deterrent is  
unacceptable. ! 
  
A New Arms Race 
 
 In order to maintain the necessary credibility required by a  
continued reliance on nuclear deterrence, the United States is today  
embarking on an expansion of its nuclear weapons complex.  The Department  
of Energy, in conjunction with the Department of Defense, has developed  
the Stockpile Stewardship and Management Program, a vast and  
multi-faceted effort at modernizing the nuclear weapons complex to  
provide for the continued research, development and testing of nuclear  
weapons well into the next century.  The program will eventually lead to  
creating computer-simulated nuclear weapons tests that will allow the  
United States to continue to test nuclear weapons in the event that the  
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, (which will ban full-scale underground  
nuclear testing) enters into force.x  The cost of this Stockpile  
Stewardship program is currently estimated at $60 billion over the next  
dozen years.  Such an investment in a program to upgrade the ability to  
design, develop, test and maintain nuclear weapons signals quite clearly that the United  
States, (as well as the other nuclear weapons states that are similarly  
developing these new testing and design capabilities) shows no intention  
of moving forward with "progressive disarmament" and certainly no  
commitment to eliminating these weapons entirely.xi 
 
 Instead of progressive nuclear disarmament, we are witnessing the  
institutionalization of nuclear deterrence.  The recent Presidential  
Decision Directive on nuclear weapons policy, partially made known to the  
public in December 1997, makes this point clear.  The Directive indicates  
that the United States will continue to rely on nuclear weapons as the  
cornerstone of the nation's strategic defense, that the role of these  
weapons has been increased to include deterring Third World non-nuclear  
weapons states and deterring chemical and biological weapons, as well as  
other undefined vital US interests abroad.xii  Does not this policy,  



coupled with the huge investments under the Stockpile Stewardship  
Program, represent a renewed commitment to nuclear deterrence that will  
affect generations to come?  The Department of Energy's own timetable for  
the Stockpile Stewardship Program indicates that the United States will  
continue to develop, test and rely upon a nuclear deterrent through ! 
the year 2065.xiii  This is clearly not the interim policy to which we  
grudgingly gave our moral approval in 1983.  Rather, it is the  
manifestation of the very reliance on nuclear nproliferation Treaty.  In  
Harvest of Justice is Sown in Peace we addressed the growing concerns  
that nuclear weapons might be used against other than nuclear threats:  
"The United States should commit itself never to use nuclear weapons  
first, should unequivocally reject proposals to use nuclear weapons to  
deter non-nuclear threats, and should reinforce the fragile barrier  
against the use of these weapons."xv  Nuclear deterrence policy, as  
developed over the past decade, stands in clear contradiction to these  
goals. 
 
Inherent Dangers 
 
 The policy of nuclear deterrence has always included the  
intention to use the weapons if deterrence should fail.  Since the end of  
the Cold War this deterrent has been expanded to include any number of  
potential aggressors, proliferators and so-called "rogue nations."  The  
inherent instability in a world unconstrained by the great-power standoff  
present throughout the Cold War leads us to conclude that the danger of  
deterrence failing has been increased.  That danger can become manifest  
if but one so-called "rogue state" calls the deterrent bluff.  In such a  
case the requirements of deterrence policy would be the actual use of  
nuclear weapons.  This must not be allowed.  Because of the horrendous  
results if these weapons should be used, and what we see as a greater  
likelihood of their use, we now feel it is imperative to raise a clear,  
unambiguous voice in opposition to the continued reliance on nuclear  
deterrence. 
 
Moral Conclusions 
 
 Sadly, it is clear to us that our strict conditions for the moral  
acceptance of nuclear deterrence are not being met.  Specifically, 
  a) the policy of nuclear deterrence is being  
institutionalized.  It is no longer considered an interim policy but rather 
 has become the very "long-term basis for peace" that we rejected in 1983. 
  b) the role of nuclear deterrence has been expanded in  
the post Cold War era well beyond the narrow role of  deterring the use  
of nuclear weapons by others.  The role to be played now by nuclear weapons 
includes a whole range of contingencies on a global scale including  
countering biological and chemical weapons and the  protection of vital 
 national interests abroad. 
  c) although the United States and the republics that made  



up the former Soviet Union have in recent years eliminated some of their 
huge, superfluous stockpiles  of nuclear weapons, our country, at least 
has no intention, or policy position of eliminating these weapons entirely.   
Rather, the US intends to retain its nuclear deterrent into the indefinite future.   
 
Gospel Call of Love 
 
 As bishops of the Church in the United States, it is incumbent on  
us to speak directly to the policies and actions of our nation.  We speak  
now out of love not only for those who would suffer and die as victims of  
nuclear violence, but also for those who would bear the terrible  
responsibility of unleashing these horrendous weapons.  We speak out of  
love for those suffering because of the medical effects in communities  
where these weapons are produced and are being tested.  We speak out of  
love for those deprived of the barest necessities because of the huge  
amount of available resources committed to the continued development and  
ongoing maintenance of nuclear weapons.  We recall the words of another  
Vatican message to the United Nations, that these weapons, "by their cost  
alone, kill the poor by causing them to starve."xvi  We speak out of love  
for both victims and the executioners, believing that "the whole law is  
fulfilled in one statement, namely, 'You shall love your neig! 
hbor as yourself'" (Gal. 5-14). 
 
 It is out of this love that we raise up our voices with those  
around the world in calling for an end to the reliance on nuclear  
deterrence and instead call upon the United States and the other nuclear  
weapons states to enter into a process leading to the complete  
elimination of these morally offensive weapons.  Indeed, in taking this  
position we are answering the call of Pope John Paul II, whose Permanent  
Representative to the United Nations stated in October 1997:  
 
 "The work that this committee (1st Committee of the United  
Nations) has done in calling for negotiations leading to a nuclear  
weapons convention must be increased.  Those nuclear weapons states  
resisting such negotiations must be challenged, for in clinging to their  
outmoded rationales for nuclear deterrence they are denying the most  
ardent aspirations of humanity as well as the opinion of the highest  
legal authority in the world.  The gravest consequences for humankind lie  
ahead if the world is to be ruled by the militarism represented by  
nuclear weapons rather than the humanitarian law espoused by the  
International Court of Justice.   
 
 "Nuclear weapons are incompatible with the peace we seek for the  
21st century.  They cannot be justified.  They deserve condemnation.  The  
preservation of the Nonproliferation Treaty demands an unequivocal  
commitment to their abolition. 
 
 



 
 "This is a moral challenge, a legal challenge and a political  
challenge.  That multi-based challenge must be met by the application of  
our humanity."xvii 
 
 We recognize the opposition that our message will meet.  We are  
painfully aware that many of our policymakers sincerely believe that  
possessing nuclear weapons is vital for our national security.  We are  
convinced though, that it is not.  Instead, they make the world a more  
dangerous place.  They provide a rationale for other nations to build a  
nuclear arsenal, thereby increasing the possibility that they will be  
used by someone. 
 
 Not only are they not vital for national security, but we believe  
they actually contribute to national insecurity.  No nation can be truly  
secure until the community of nations is secure.  We are mindful of Pope  
John Paul II's warning that "violence of whatever form cannot decide  
conflicts between individuals or between nations, because violence  
generates more violence."xviii 
 
 On this, the 15th anniversary of The Challenge of Peace the time  
has come for concrete action for nuclear disarmament.  On the eve of the  
Third Millennium may our world rid itself of these terrible weapons of  
mass destruction and the constant threat they pose.  We cannot delay any  
longer.  Nuclear deterrence as a national policy must be condemned as  
morally abhorrent because it is the excuse and justification for the  
continued possession and further development of these horrendous weapons.  
 We urge all to join in taking up the challenge to begin the effort to  
eliminate nuclear weapons now, rather than relying on them indefinitely. 
 
 May the grace and peace of the risen Jesus Christ be with us all. 
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 Responding to Indian and Pakistani Nuclear Tests 
 A Submission to Back Talk 
 by Howard W. Hallman 
 
 
 A message to Indian and Pakistan:  Welcome to the ranks of the insecure.  Your nuclear 

weapons tests, rather than enhancing national security, have made you vulnerable to nuclear 

attack as never before. 

 You join a distinguished group of vulnerable nations: United States, Russia, China, 

United Kingdom, France, and their allies who live under the leaky nuclear umbrella.  For under 

the accepted doctrine of mutually assured destruction, it is the possessors who are at greatest risk 

to nuclear attack. 

 A second message to Indian and Pakistan:  Renounce your nuclear weapons before it's 

too late.  Cease all research, development, and testing.  Never deploy.  This will make both of 

you much safer. 

 The same message to you hypocritical nuclear weapon states, who condemn the South 

Asian nations for following your foolhardy example:  Renounce your nuclear weapons, both for 

deterrence and war-fighting.  Commit yourselves unconditionally to no use against any adversary 

under any circumstance.  Immediately take all your nuclear weapons off hear-trigger alert. 

Dismantle your entire nuclear arsenals with open verification and adequate safeguards. 

 So it is, Indian and Pakistan, by exposing the futility of nuclear weapons, you offer the 

world a valuable lesson if we have the sense to apply it. 

 

Howard W. Hallman (age 70) June 12, 1998 
6508 Wilmett Road 
Bethesda, MD 20817 
Phone: 897-3668   Fax: 301 896-0013 
E-mail: mupj@igc.org 
 



  
On 29 October, 1997 the Vatican's newspaper "L'Osservatore Romano" published the 
following statement given by Archbishop Renato Martino, the Holy See's 
Permanent Observer at the UN, to the First Committee on 15 October.  
 
"NUCLEAR WEAPONS CANNOT BE JUSTIFIED AND DESERVE CONDEMNATION: 
GRAVE CONSEQUENCES LIE AHEAD IF THE WORLD IS RULED BY THE MILITARISM 
OF NUCLEAR ARMS 
 
Mr Chairman,   
 
>The Holy See joins in the congratulations extended to you on your election 
>to chair this important committee.  We also extend our best wishes to other 
>members of the bureau.   
> 
>As the world approaches the millenium, many people and organisations are 
>already casting their vision towards the opening years of the 21st century. 
>Will the next century be a time of peace, the fruit of the blossoming of 
>human intelligence and human love? Or will the world sink once again into 
>the morass of wars as we have witnessed in the death-filled 20th century? 
>The essential questions of war and peace preoccupy humanity and deserve the 
>utmost introspection of this committee.  
> 
>We can draw a measure of hope that peace will be our accomplishment in the 
>years ahead because of the achievements of the past few years: the ending 
>of the Cold War, reductions of military forces in Europe, the Chemical 
>Weapons Treaty, reductions of nuclear weapons by the two foremost nuclear 
>weapons States, the indefinite extension of the Non-Proliferation Treaty, 
>the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, and the adoption of the convention on 
>anti-personnel land-mines.  These achievements are steps that have moved 
>the world closer to peace and the First Committee has played a role in this 
>success.  
> 
>But can we say that the course to peace in its entirety is clear? 
>Unfortunately, we cannot. Every day conflict and violence still produce 
>victims. Genocide, the slaughter of innocents, and attacks on vulnerable 
>populations continue to scar the landscape.  The arms trade, particularly 
>of conventional weapons, only adds to the bloodshed in many warring 
>countries.  Indeed, in recent conflicts, more people are killed by 
>short-range weapons than by weapons of mass destruction.  The tragedy of 
>this trend is that more human beings, including children, are forced to 
>wage war.  In addition, these wars are often prolonged by short-ranged 
>weapons. Most developing countries where conflict situations exist are 
>abundantly supplied with such weapons. In spite of this fact, weapons of 
>mass destruction are still produced in great quantity.  Nuclear weapons, 
>aptly described as " the ultimate evil" are still possessed by the most 
>powerful States which refuse to let them go.  
> 



>We Cannot Simultaneously Pay for War and Peace 
> 
>These searing facts of militarism remind us of how far the world still has 
>to go to claim a universal peace.  The world is paying a high price for the 
>"culture of war" that has characterized the 20th century.  Even now, 
>nearly a decade after the end of the Cold War, the world's governments 
>spend more than $800 billion a year to sport military forces of more than 
>27 million soldiers. While this is a decline in spending since the Cold War 
>high in 1987, most of the decline has come from the sharp drop in spending 
>by the former Warsaw Pact countries.  Despite the end of the Cold War, 
>developed nations, other than the East European countries, spend only 10% 
>less than they did in 1987. Military expenditures of the NATO countries are 
>now more than 10 times the expenditures of the former Warsaw Pact 
>countries.  Not only are the developed countries big military spenders, 
>they are also responsible for 90% of the $22 billion annual arms trade. 
>The dangerous global proliferation of arms and weapons technology has 
>contributed to inciting and prolonging armed conflicts raging in different 
>locations around the world. 
> 
>For their part, the developing countries currently spend $221 billion on 
>armed forces.  This spending is a considerable drain on these nations' 
>already limited resources: new weapons procurement and larger armies mean 
>less funds to invest in health, education, economic development and other 
>urgent social needs of large and vulnerable populations.  Some 1.3 billion 
>people are so poor that they cannot meet their basic needs for food and 
>shelter. Sixty per cent of humanity lives on less than $2 a day.  Despite 
>some remarkable success in human development in some fast-growing 
>economies, more than 100 countries are worse off today than they were 15 
>years ago.  Each year between 13 and 18 million people, most of them 
>children, die from hunger and poverty-related causes. 
> 
>Sustainable development needs huge amounts of investment in scientific 
>research, technological development, education and training, infrastructure 
>development and the transfer of technology.  Investment in these structural 
>advances is urgently needed to stop carbon dioxide poisoning of the 
>atmosphere and the depletion of the earth's biological resources such as 
>the forests, wetlands and animal species now under attack.  But the goals 
>for sustainable development set out in the 1992 Earth Summit's major 
>document Agenda 21, are blocked by political inertia, which countenances 
>continued high military spending. 
> 
>It is clear, as the Director-General of UNESCO put it, that "we cannot 
>simultaneously pay the price of war and the price of peace".  Budgetary 
>priorities need to be realigned in order to direct financial resources to 
>enhancing life, not producing death. A transformation of political 
>attitudes is needed to build a " culture of peace".  A new political 
>attitude would say no to investment in arms and destruction and yes to 
>investment in the construction of peace. The relationship between 



>disarmament and development, given short shrift by governments since the 
>international conference of 1987, must be emphasized anew. In that 
>relationship, a process of disarmament, providing security and 
>progressively lower levels of armaments, could allow more resources to be 
>devoted to development; correspondingly, the development process enhances 
>security and can promote disarmament.  
> 
>Nuclear Arms are Incompatible with the Peace We Seek 
> 
>Such an approach to human security by governments would lead to the 
>fulfillment of the right to peace, which every person in every culture can 
>claim. No lesser goal than the right to live in peace will suffice for the 
>new millenium. 
> 
>The international community, when awakened, has shown that it can indeed 
>move to strengthen human security.  The work fostered by the Ottawa Process 
>in producing a treaty banning the production, export and use of 
>anti-personnel land-mines reflects the strengths of compassion and 
>political action. The Holy See commends this initiative and urges universal 
>support for the treaty. Pope John Paul II has appealed for the " definitive 
>cessation" of the manufacture and use of such "insidious arms" which strike 
>cruelly and indiscriminately at civilian populations.  Signing the new 
>treaty will not be enough, however. Equal attention should be given to the 
>detection and removal of the 100 million deployed land-mines that continue 
>to kill and maim 28,000 innocents every year. More resources should be 
>devoted to de-mining efforts. 
> 
>If biological weapons, chemical weapons and now land-mines can be done away 
>with, so too can nuclear weapons. No weapon so threatens the longed-for 
>peace of the 21st century as the nuclear. Let not the immensity of this 
>task dissuade us from the efforts needed to free humanity from such a 
>scourge.  With the valuable admonition offered in the Advisory Opinion of 
>the International Court of Justice, the international community can see how 
>the legal and moral arguments against nuclear weapons intertwine with the 
>strategic: since nuclear weapons can destroy all life on the planet, they 
>imperil all that humanity has ever stood for and indeed humanity itself. 
>During the acrimonious years of the Cold War with the emphasis on the 
>military doctrine of nuclear deterrence as a constant justification for the 
>nuclear arms build-up the international community felt powerless to stop 
>the relentless build-up of nuclear weapons. But now, in the post-Cold War 
>era characterized by new partnerships, the international community cannot 
>shield itself from the assault on life itself that nuclear weapons 
represent.  
> 
>The work that this Committee has done in calling for negotiations leading 
>to a Nuclear Weapons Convention must be increased.  Those nuclear weapons 
>States resisting such negotiations must be challenged, for, in clinging to 
>their outmoded rationales for nuclear deterrence, they are denying the most 



>ardent aspirations of humanity as well as the opinion of the highest legal 
>authority in the world.  The gravest consequences for mankind lie ahead if 
>the world is to be ruled by the militarism represented by nuclear weapons 
>rather than the humanitarian law espoused by the International Court of 
>Justice.  
> 
>Nuclear weapons are incompatible with the peace we seek for the 21st 
>century. They cannot be justified. They deserve condemnation.  The 
>preservation of the Non Proliferation Treaty demands an unequivocal 
>commitment to their abolition. 
> 
>The Holy See has previously stated in this Committee: "The world must move 
>to the abolition of nuclear weapons through a universal, non-discriminatory 
>ban with intensive inspection by a universal authority".  Today we repeat 
>those words, conscious that that there is a gathering momentum of world 
>opinion in support of the complete elimination of nuclear weapons.  This is 
>a moral challenge, a legal challenge and a political challenge.  That 
>multiple based challenge must be met by the application of our humanity. 
> 
>ENDS 
 



PRESS STATEMENT BY ASSOCIATE MINISTER OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND TRADE, SIMON 
UPTON.  Tuesday 9 June 1998 
 
NZ SEEKS URGENT STEPS ON NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT 
 
New Zealand is participating in a major new international initiative to give 
fresh impetus to the nuclear disarmament process, Acting Foreign Minister Simon 
Upton said today. 
 
"A group of like-minded countries: Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, 
Slovenia, South Africa and Sweden - is today issuing a strong call for urgent 
steps towards the elimination of nuclear weapons," Mr Upton said. 
 
A joint declaration builds by the Foreign Ministers of those countries, 
including Don McKinnon on behalf of  New Zealand, was being issued 
simultaneously in the capital cities of those countries, he said. 
 
"The joint declaration builds on the finding of the International Court of 
Justice that there exists an obligation to pursue and conclude negoitations 
leading to nuclear disarmament. It also supports interim steps to reduce the 
nuclear threat, such as those recommended by the Canberra Commission." 
 
Mr Upton said the initiative was started before India and Pakistan carried out 
their nuclear tests, but those tests had added urgency to the need to make 
progress on nuclear disarmament.   
 
The Foreign Ministers' declaration calls on the three nuclear weapons-capable 
states (India, Pakistan and Israel) to adhere to the Comprehensive Nuclear Test 
Ban Treaty and the Nuclear Non- Proliferation Treaty.   
 
                           ****************************************** 
 
 
            TOWARDS A NUCLEAR-WEAPON-FREE WORLD:  
                         THE NEED FOR A NEW AGENDA 
 
1.  We, the Ministers for Foreign Affairs of Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, 
New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa and Sweden have considered the continued 
threat to humanity represented by the perspective of the indefinite possession 
of nuclear weapons by the nuclear-weapon states as well as by those three 
nuclear-weapons-capable states that have not acceded to the Non-Proliferation 
Treaty, and the attendant possibility of use or threat of use of nuclear 
weapons.  The seriousness of this predicament has been further underscored by 
the recent nuclear tests conducted by India and Pakistan. 
 
2.  We fully share the conclusion expressed by the commissioners of the 
Canberra Commission in their Statement that "the proposition that nuclear 
weapons can be retained in perpetuity and never used - accidently or by 
decision - defies credibility.  The only complete defence is the elimination of 
nuclear weapons and assurance that they will never be produced again". 
 
3.  We recall that the General Assembly of the United Nations  already in 
January 1946 - in its very first resolution - unanimously called for a 
commission to make proposals for " the elimination from national armaments of 
atomic weapons and all other major weapons adaptable to mass destruction."  
While we rejoice at the achievement of the international community in 
concluding total and global prohibitions on chemical and biological weapons by 
the Conventions of 1972 and 1993, we equally deplore the fact that the 



countless resolutions and initiatives which have been guided by similar 
objectives in respect of nuclear weapons in the past half century remain 
unfulfilled. 
 
4.  We can no longer remain complacent at the reluctance of the nuclear-weapon 
states and the three nuclear-weapons-capable states to take that fundamental 
and requisite step, namely a clear commitment to the speedy, final and total 
elimination of their nuclear weapons and nuclear weapons capability and we urge 
them to take that step now. 
 
5.  The vast majority of the membership of the United Nations has entered into 
legally-binding commitments not to receive, manufacture or otherwise acquire 
nuclear weapons or other nuclear e 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. 
 
7.  The international community must not enter the third millennium with the 
prospect that the maintenance of these weapons will be considered legitimate 
for the indefinite future, when the present juncture provides a unique 
opportunity to eradicate and prohibit them for all time.  We therefore call on 
the governments of each of the nuclear-weapon states and the three nuclear-
weapons-capable states to commit themselves unequivocally to the elimination of 
their respective nuclear weapons and nuclear weapons capability and to agree to 
start work immediately on the practical steps and negotiations required for its 
achievement. 
 
8.  We agree that the measures resulting from such undertakings leading to the 
total elimination of nuclear weapons will begin with those states that have the 
largest arsenals.  But we also stress the importance that they be joined in a 
seamless process by those with lesser arsenals at the appropriate juncture.  
The nuclear-weapon states should immediately begin to consider steps to be 
taken to this effect. 
 
9.  In this connection we welcome both the achievements to date and the future 
promise of the START process as an appropriate bilateral, and subsequently 
plurilateral mechanism including all the nuclear-weapon states, for the 
practical dismantlement  and destruction of nuclear armaments undertaken in 
pursuit of the elimination of nuclear weapons. 
 
10.  The actual elimination of nuclear arsenals, and the development of 
requisite verification regimes, will of necessity require time.  But there are 
a number of practical steps that the nuclear weapon states can, and should, 
take immediately.  We call on them to abandon present hair-trigger postures by 
proceeding to de-alerting and de-activating their weapons.  They should also 
remove non-strategic nuclear weapons from deployed sites.  Such measures will 
create beneficial conditions for continued disarmament efforts and help prevent 
inadvertent, accidental or unauthorised launches. 
 
11.  In order for the nuclear disarmament process to proceed, the three 
nuclear-weapons-capable states must clearly and urgently reverse the pursuit of 
their respective nuclear weapons development or deployment and refrain from any 
actions which could undermine the efforts of the international community 
towards nuclear disarmament.  We call upon them, and all other states that have 
not yet done so, to adhere to the Non-Proliferation treaty and take the 
necessary measures which flow from adherence to this instrument.  We likewise 
call upon them to sign and ratify the Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty 
without delay and without conditions. 
 



12.  An international ban on the production of fissile material for nuclear 
weapons or other nuclear explosive devices ( Cut-off) would further underpin 
the process towards the total elimination of nuclear weapons.  As agreed in 
1995 by the States Parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty, negotiations on 
such a convention should commence immediately. 
 
13.  Disarmament measures alone will not bring about a world free from nuclear 
weapons.  Effective international cooperation  to prevent  the proliferation of 
these weapons is vital and must be enhanced through, inter alia, the extension 
of controls over all fissile material and other relevant components of nuclear 
weapons.  The emergence of any new nuclear-weapon state, as well as any non-
state entity in a position to produce or otherwise acquire such weapons, 
seriously jeopardises the process of eliminating nuclear weapons. 
 
14.  Other measures must also be taken pending the total elimination of nuclear 
arsenals.  Legally binding instruments should be developed with respect to a 
joint no-first use undertaking between the nuclear-wepon states and as regards 
non-use or threat of use of nuclear weapons against non-nuclear -weapon states, 
so called negative security assurances. 
 
15.  The conclusion of the Treaties of Tlatelolco, Rarotonga, Bangkok and 
Pelindaba, establishing nuclear-weapon-free zones as well as the Antarctic 
Treaty have steadily excluded nuclear weapons from entire regions of the world.  
The further pursuit, extension and establishment of such zones, especially in 
regions of tension, such as the Middle East and South Asia, represents a 
significant contribution to the goal of a nuclear-weapon-free world. 
 
16.  These measures all constitute essential elements which can and should be 
pursued in parallel: by the nuclear-weapon states among themselves; and by the 
nuclear -weapon states together with the non-nuclear weapon states, thus 
providing a road map towards a nuclear weapon-free world. 
 
17.  The maintenance of a world free of nuclear weapons will require the 
underpinning of a universal and multilaterally negotiated legally binding 
instrument or a framework encompassing a mutually reinforcing set of 
instruments. 
 
18.  We, on our part, will spare no efforts to pursue the objectives outlined 
above.  We are jointly resolved to achieve the goal of a world free from 
nuclear weapons.  We firmly hold that the determined and rapid preparation for 
the post-nuclear era must start now. 
 
9 June 1998 
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Dear Sisters and Brothers, 
 
 We, the undersigned Catholic bishops of the United States and members of Pax Christi 
USA, write to you on a matter of grave moral concern: the continued possession, 
development and plans for the use of nuclear weapons by our country.  For the past 
fifteen years, and particularly in the context of the Cold War, we, the Catholic bishops of 
the United States, have reluctantly acknowledged the possibility that nuclear weapons 
could have some moral legitimacy, but only if the goal was nuclear disarmament.  It is 
our present, prayerful judgment that this legitimacy is now lacking. 
 
 In 1983 the National Conference of Catholic Bishops, in our Pastoral Letter The 
Challenge of Peace: God's Promise and Our Response, grappled with the unique moral 
challenge posed by nuclear weapons.  Fifteen years ago we stated that, because of the 
massive and indiscriminate destruction that nuclear weapons would inflict, their use 
would not be morally justified.1  We spoke in harmony with the conscience of the world 
in that judgment.  We reaffirm that judgment now.  Nuclear weapons must never be used, 
no matter what the provocation, no matter what the military objective. 
 
Deterrence 
 Fifteen years ago we concurred with Pope John Paul II in acknowledging that, given 
the context of that time, possession of these weapons as a deterrent against the use of 
nuclear weapons by others could be morally acceptable, but acceptable only as an interim 
measure and only if deterrence were combined with clear steps toward progressive 
disarmament. 
 
 Ours was a strictly conditioned moral acceptance of nuclear deterrence.  It depended 
on three criteria:  
 
  a) a reliance on deterrent strategies must be an interim policy only.  As we stated  
  then, "We cannot consider it adequate as a long-term basis for peace;"2 
 
  b) the purpose of maintaining nuclear weapons in the interim was only "to prevent 
   the use of nuclear weapons by others;"3 and 



 

 

 
  c) a reliance on deterrence must be used "not as an end in itself but as a step on 
the   way toward a progressive disarmament."4 
 
 In our 10th Anniversary Statement, The Harvest of Justice is Sown in Peace, we 
further specified that "progressive disarmament" must mean a commitment to the 
elimination of nuclear weapons, not simply as an ideal, but as a concrete policy goal.5 
 
 
A New Moment 
 
 In 1998 the global context is significantly different from what it was a few years ago.  
Throughout the Cold War the nuclear arsenal was developed and maintained as the 
ultimate defense in an ideological conflict that pitted what were considered two historical 
forces against each other -- capitalism in the West and communism in the East.  The 
magnitude of that conflict was defined by the mutual exclusivity of each other's ideology.  
Nuclear weapons and the policy of Mutually Assured Destruction were accepted as the 
inescapable context of that particular struggle.  Today the Soviet Union no longer exists.  
The United States is now aiding its democratic successor, the Russian Federation, in 
dismantling the very nuclear weapons that a short time ago were poised to destroy us.  
Yet, the Cold War weapons amassed throughout that struggle have survived the struggle 
itself and are today in search of new justifications and new missions to fulfill. 
 
  But, with the end of the Cold War came new hope.  World opinion has coalesced 
around the concrete effort to outlaw nuclear weapons, as it has with biological and 
chemical weapons and most recently with anti-personnel landmines.  As examples of this 
opinion we note the dramatic public statement of December 1996 in which 61 retired 
Generals and Admirals, many of whom held the highest level positions in the nuclear 
establishment of this country, said that these weapons are unnecessary, destabilizing and 
must be outlawed.6  We also note the historic International Court of Justice opinion of 
July 1996 that, "The threat or use of nuclear weapons would generally be contrary to the 
rules of international law applicable to armed conflict, and in particular the principles and 
rules of humanitarian law."  The Court went on to say, "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."7 
 



 

 

 Additionally, the Holy See has become more explicit in its condemnation of nuclear 
weapons and has urged their abolition.  We recognize this new moment and are in accord 
with the Holy See, which has stated, "If biological weapons, chemical weapons and now 
landmines can be done away with, so too can nuclear weapons.  No weapon so threatens 
the longed-for peace of the 21st century as the nuclear [weapon].  Let not the immensity 
of this task dissuade us from the efforts needed to free humanity from such a scourge."8 
 
 Unfortunately the monumental political changes that have occurred in the wake of the 
Cold War have not been accompanied by similar far reaching changes in the military 
planning for development and deployment of nuclear weapons.  It is absolutely clear to us 
that the present US policy does not include a decisive commitment to progressive nuclear 
disarmament.  Rather, nuclear weapons policy has been expanded in the post-Cold War 
period to include new missions well beyond their previous role as a deterrent to nuclear 
attack.  The United States today maintains a commitment to use nuclear weapons first, 
including pre-emptive nuclear attacks on nations that do not possess nuclear weapons.  
"Flexible targeting strategies" are aimed at Third World nations, and a new commitment 
exists to use nuclear weapons either preemptively or in response to chemical and 
biological weapons or other threats to US national interests.9  This expanded role of the 
US nuclear deterrent is unacceptable.   
 
A New Arms Race 
 
 In order to maintain the necessary credibility required by a continued reliance on 
nuclear deterrence, the United States is today embarking on an expansion of its nuclear 
weapons complex.  The Department of Energy, in conjunction with the Department of 
Defense, has developed the Stockpile Stewardship and Management Program, a vast and 
multi-faceted effort at modernizing the nuclear weapons complex to provide for the 
continued research, development and testing of nuclear weapons well into the next 
century.  The program will eventually lead to creating computer-simulated nuclear 
weapons tests that will allow the United States to continue to test nuclear weapons in the 
event that the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, (which will ban full-scale underground 
nuclear testing) enters into force.10  The cost of this Stockpile Stewardship program is 
currently estimated at $60 billion over the next dozen years.  Such an investment in a 
program to upgrade the ability to design, develop, test and maintain nuclear weapons 
signals quite clearly that the United States, (as well as the other nuclear weapons states 
that are similarly developing these new testing and design capabilities) shows no 



 

 

intention of moving forward with "progressive disarmament" and certainly no 
commitment to eliminating these weapons entirely.11 
 
 Instead of progressive nuclear disarmament, we are witnessing the institutionalization 
of nuclear deterrence.  The recent Presidential Decision Directive on nuclear weapons 
policy, partially made known to the public in December 1997, makes this point clear.  
The Directive indicates that the United States will continue to rely on nuclear weapons as 
the cornerstone of the nation's strategic defense, that the role of these weapons has been 
increased to include deterring Third World non-nuclear weapons states and deterring 
chemical and biological weapons, as well as other undefined vital US interests abroad.12  
Does not this policy, coupled with the huge investments under the Stockpile Stewardship 
Program, represent a renewed commitment to nuclear deterrence that will affect 
generations to come?  The Department of Energy's own timetable for the Stockpile 
Stewardship Program indicates that the United States will continue to develop, test and 
rely upon a nuclear deterrent through the year 2065.13  This is clearly not the interim 
policy to which we grudgingly gave our moral approval in 1983.  Rather, it is the 
manifestation of the very reliance on nuclear deterrence "as a long-term basis for peace" 
that we rejected in The Challenge of Peace.  Does not this policy, implemented with very 
little public discussion or debate, move our nation far away from the goal of elimination 
at the very time when the aspirations of the world community are gaining momentum 
toward this very elimination? 
 
 Clearly the present course of US policy threatens to ignite a new arms race both among 
the existing nuclear weapons states as they collaborate and compete in the development 
of computer-simulated design and testing programs and among those non-nuclear armed 
nations that perceive the institutionalization of nuclear deterrence as a threat to their 
societies.  The vast majority of the world's nations have forsworn the development of 
nuclear weapons under the Nonproliferation Treaty.  In exchange, the nuclear weapons 
states agreed to eliminate their nuclear arsenals.  As the nuclear weapons states embark 
on their current modernization programs, they send a clear message to the rest of the 
Treaty's signatories that not only do they not intend to uphold the agreement, they believe 
that nuclear weapons are indispensable to their national security.  We must confess our 
fear that it may not be long before other nations who feel threatened renounce their pledge 
not to develop nuclear weapons and embark along the very path that the nuclear states 
have shown by their example and decrees they judge to be in the interest of a nation's 
security. 



 

 

 
New Nuclear Missions 
 
 The shift in US strategic planning-from that of deterring the use of nuclear weapons by 
other nuclear weapons states to globally targeting all nations that may develop any 
weapons of mass destruction is a relatively new development.14  This development raises 
serious concerns.  Such an expansion of the role of nuclear weapons runs in stark 
contradiction to our own stated assessments of the morality of nuclear deterrence and the 
role of nuclear weapons as well as commitments that the United States has made under 
the nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty.  In Harvest of Justice is Sown in Peace we addressed 
the growing concerns that nuclear weapons might be used against other than nuclear 
threats: "The United States should commit itself never to use nuclear weapons first, 
should unequivocally reject proposals to use nuclear weapons to deter non-nuclear 
threats, and should reinforce the fragile barrier against the use of these weapons."15  
Nuclear deterrence policy, as developed over the past decade, stands in clear 
contradiction to these goals. 
 
Inherent Dangers 
 
 The policy of nuclear deterrence has always included the intention to use the weapons 
if deterrence should fail.  Since the end of the Cold War this deterrent has been expanded 
to include any number of potential aggressors, proliferators and so-called "rogue nations."  
The inherent instability in a world unconstrained by the great-power standoff present 
throughout the Cold War leads us to conclude that the danger of deterrence failing has 
been increased.  That danger can become manifest if but one so-called "rogue state" calls 
the deterrent bluff.  In such a case the requirements of deterrence policy would be the 
actual use of nuclear weapons.  This must not be allowed.  Because of the horrendous 
results if these weapons should be used, and what we see as a greater likelihood of their 
use, we now feel it is imperative to raise a clear, unambiguous voice in opposition to the 
continued reliance on nuclear deterrence. 
 



 

 

Moral Conclusions 
 
 Sadly, it is clear to us that our strict conditions for the moral acceptance of nuclear 
deterrence are not being met.  Specifically, 
 
  a) the policy of nuclear deterrence is being institutionalized.  It is no longer  
  considered an interim policy but rather has become the very "long-term basis for  
  peace" that we rejected in 1983. 
 
  b) the role of nuclear deterrence has been expanded in the post Cold War era well 
  beyond the narrow role of deterring the use of nuclear weapons by others.  The  
  role to be played now by nuclear weapons includes a whole range of   
  contingencies on a global scale including countering biological and chemical  
  weapons and the protection of vital national interests abroad. 
 
  c) although the United States and the republics that made up the former Soviet  
  Union have in recent years eliminated some of their huge, superfluous stockpiles  
  of nuclear weapons, our country, at least, has no intention, or policy position of  
  eliminating these weapons entirely.  Rather, the US intends to retain its nuclear  
  deterrent into the indefinite future.   
 
 
Gospel Call of Love 
 
 As bishops of the Church in the United States, it is incumbent on us to speak directly 
to the policies and actions of our nation.  We speak now out of love not only for those 
who would suffer and die as victims of nuclear violence, but also for those who would 
bear the terrible responsibility of unleashing these horrendous weapons.  We speak out of 
love for those suffering because of the medical effects in communities where these 
weapons are produced and are being tested.  We speak out of love for those deprived of 
the barest necessities because of the huge amount of available resources committed to the 
continued development and ongoing maintenance of nuclear weapons.  We recall the 
words of another Vatican message to the United Nations, that these weapons, "by their 
cost alone, kill the poor by causing them to starve."16  We speak out of love for both 
victims and the executioners, believing that "the whole law is fulfilled in one statement, 
namely, 'You shall love your neighbor as yourself'" (Gal. 5-14). 



 

 

 
 
 It is out of this love that we raise up our voices with those around the world in calling 
for an end to the reliance on nuclear deterrence and instead call upon the United States 
and the other nuclear weapons states to enter into a process leading to the complete 
elimination of these morally offensive weapons.  Indeed, in taking this position we are 
answering the call of Pope John Paul II, whose Permanent Representative to the United 
Nations stated in October 1997:  
 
 "The work that this committee (1st Committee of the United Nations) has done in 
calling for negotiations leading to a nuclear weapons convention must be increased.  
Those nuclear weapons states resisting such negotiations must be challenged, for in 
clinging to their outmoded rationales for nuclear deterrence they are denying the most 
ardent aspirations of humanity as well as the opinion of the highest legal authority in the 
world.  The gravest consequences for humankind lie ahead if the world is to be ruled by 
the militarism represented by nuclear weapons rather than the humanitarian law 
espoused by the International Court of Justice.   
 "Nuclear weapons are incompatible with the peace we seek for the 21st century.  They 
cannot be justified.  They deserve condemnation.  The preservation of the 
Nonproliferation Treaty demands an unequivocal commitment to their abolition. 
 "This is a moral challenge, a legal challenge and a political challenge.  That multi-
based challenge must be met by the application of our humanity."17 
 
 We recognize the opposition that our message will meet.  We are painfully aware that 
many of our policymakers sincerely believe that possessing nuclear weapons is vital for 
our national security.  We are convinced though, that it is not.  Instead, they make the 
world a more dangerous place.  They provide a rationale for other nations to build a 
nuclear arsenal, thereby increasing the possibility that they will be used by someone. 
 
 Not only are they not vital for national security, but we believe they actually contribute 
to national insecurity.  No nation can be truly secure until the community of nations is 
secure.  We are mindful of Pope John Paul II's warning that "violence of whatever form 
cannot decide conflicts between individuals or between nations, because violence 
generates more violence."18 
 



 

 

 On this, the 15th anniversary of The Challenge of Peace the time has come for 
concrete action for nuclear disarmament.  On the eve of the Third Millennium may our 
world rid itself of these terrible weapons of mass destruction and the constant threat they 
pose.  We cannot delay any longer.  Nuclear deterrence as a national policy must be 
condemned as morally abhorrent because it is the excuse and justification for the 
continued possession and further development of these horrendous weapons.  We urge all 
to join in taking up the challenge to begin the effort to eliminate nuclear weapons now, 
rather than relying on them indefinitely. 
 
 May the grace and peace of the risen Jesus Christ be with us all. 
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 A Statement by  
 American Religious Leaders: 
 Ratify the CTBT 
 
 
May 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,  
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Pax Christi USA 
The national Catholic peace movement 
532 W. 8th St. 
Erie, PA 16502 
814-453-4955 IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

  June 10, 1998 
Contact: Dave Robinson 

 814-453-4955 Ext. 235 

 
73 U.S. CATHOLIC BISHOPS CONDEMN POLICY OF NUCLEAR DETERRENCE 

 Erie, PA -- Nuclear deterrence as a national policy must be condemned as morally abhorrent because it's 

the excuse and justification for the continued possession and further development of nuclear weapons, say 73 U.S. 

Catholic bishops in a report issued today by Pax Christi USA, the national Catholic peace and justice organization. 

 The report, "The Morality of Nuclear Deterrence: An Evaluation by Pax Christi Bishops in the United 

States," critiques current U.S. nuclear weapons policy in light of the Catholic Church's 1983 pastoral statement, 

"The Challenge of Peace: God's Promise and Our Response," which allowed for the morality of nuclear deterrence 

on the condition that it only be an interim measure tied to progressive disarmament.  Further Catholic Church 

teaching has since called for a concrete policy of nuclear elimination. 

 "With the recent nuclear tests by India and Pakistan, we feel our statement is both timely and prophetic," 

says Walter F. Sullivan, Bishop of Richmond, Va. and president of Pax Christi USA.  "We hope it will help 

generate further discussions both within the Catholic community and in the policy-making circles of our 

government." 

 The report recognizes the dramatic changes that have occurred since the end of the Cold War and offers a 

warning.  "Because of the horrendous results if these weapons were to be used, and what we see as a greater 

liklihood of their use, we feel it is imperative to raise a clear, unambiguous voice in opposition to the continued 

reliance on nuclear deterrence," the report states. 

 Coming in the wake of the recent nuclear tests by India and Pakistan, the report calls for the United States 

and the other nuclear weapons states to enter into a process that will lead to a Nuclear Weapons  
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Convention that would ban nuclear weapons the way that the Chemical and Biological Weapons Conventions have 

banned those weapons. 

 "What the Indian and Pakistani tests make clear is that the discriminatory nature of current 

nonproliferation efforts will not free the world of the threat posed by these weapons," says Bishop Thomas 

Gumbleton, Auxiliary Bishop of Detroit, Mich., and a leading expert on nuclear deterrence in the National 

Conference of Catholic Bishops.  "The choice today is clear.  Either all nations must give up the right to possess 

these weapons or all nations will claim that right.  The events in India and Pakistan must be recognized as a sign of 

what is inevitable.  We must act now to avoid a future where the nuclear threat becomes the currency of 

international security." 

 Citing the $60 billion Department of Energy program known as Stockpile Stewardship and Management, 

as well as current administration policies, the bishops conclude that the United States plans to rely on nuclear 

weapons indefinitely. 

 "Such an investment in a program to upgrade the ability to design, develop, test, and maintain nuclear 

weapons signals quite clearly that the United States (and the other nuclear weapons states that are similarly 

developing these new design and testing capabilities) shows no intention of moving forward with 'progressive 

disarmament' and certainly no commitment to eliminating these weapons entirely," state the bishops. 

-30- 

For media interviews, call Dave Robinson, program director, Pax Christi USA, at 814-4534955, Ext. 235. 



 Sign-on letter from faith community to 35 senators  
 on Spector-Biden resolution, calling for hearings and senate action on CTBT 
 
To be delivered to offices of the following senators on Tuesday, June 2:  Alaska: Murkowski, 
Stevens; Arizona: McCain; Colorado: Allard, Campbell; Delaware: Roth; Florida: Mack; 
Idaho: Kempthorne; Indiana: Coats, Lugar; Iowa: Grassley; Kansas: Brownback, Roberts; 
Kentucky: McConnell; Maine: Collins, Snowe; Michigan: Abraham; Missouri: Bond; 
Nebraska: Hagel; New Hampshire: Gregg; New Mexico: Domenici; New York: D'Amato; 
Ohio: DeWine; Oregon: Smith; Pennsylvania: Santorum; Rhode Island: Chafee; South 
Carolina: Thurmond; Tennessee: Frist, Thompson; Utah: Bennett, Hatch; Virginia: Warner; 
Washington: Gorton; Wyoming: Enzi, Thomas.  
 
Dear Senator __________: 
 
We believe that it is time for the Senate to give careful consideration to the Comprehensive Test 
Ban Treaty (CTBT.  With that in mind we request you to become a sponsor of and vote for a 
resolution developed by Senator Arlen Specter and Senator Joseph Biden, indicating that "It is 
the sense of the Senate that the Foreign Relations Committee should hold a hearing or hearings 
on the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty and that the full Senate should take up the Treaty for 
debate and a vote on ratification as expeditiously as possible." 
 
This treaty has support from an overwhelming majority of Americans.  Thus, a recent opinion 
poll conducted by the Mellman Group revealed that 73 percent of the respondents believe the 
U.S. Senate should approve a treaty that "would prohibit underground nuclear weapons 
explosions."  Only 16 percent do not feel such a treaty should be approved and 11 percent don't 
know.  This survey occurred on May 15-17, 1998 after the Indian nuclear tests.  Significally 
among those who have heard about these tests, 78 percent approve of the treaty. 
 
Even so, we realize that the Indian tests raise doubts in some minds about whether the U.S. 
Senate should ratify the CTBT.   The way to deal with these concerns is to subject the CTBT to 
fair and thorough public hearings, conducted by the Foreign Relations Committee and other 
Senate committees with an interest in the subject.  Experts with different viewpoints can offer 
their perspectives and provide information necessary for senators in coming to a decision on the 
CTBT. 
 
Even if you haven't made up your own mind about the merits of the CTBT, we hope that you 
will support the Specter-Biden resolution so that hearings will occur and a vote will be taken on 
the CTBT before this session of Congress adjourns.  We believe that the Senate owes it to the 
American people, of whom a three-fourths majority supports the treaty, to move ahead with 
careful consideration of the CTBT. 
 
With best regards, 
 
 
To sign on, contact Howard Hallman, Methodists United for Peace with Justice, at phone/fax: 
301 896-0013 or e-mail: mupj@igc.org.  Deadline: 2:00 pm., Monday, June 1. 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.o 
 
May 27, 1998 
 
To: Bridget Moix 
 
Fax: 202 547-6019 No. of pages: 2 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Re: Sign-on letter on Specter-Biden resolution 
 
 
Dear Bridget: 
 
Here is a suggested sign-on letter for the faith community regarding the Specter-Biden 
resolution.  It is open to suggested modifications that you or Joe may offer. 
 
You indicate that you could fax-blast it to WISC.  Please do.   I can get it to a few additional 
people.  I'm willing to take responsibility for final production and delivery, though I would be 
happen to cede that job to FCNL if you want it. 
 
I'll send a copy e-mail so that you will have in that format, too. 
 
Shalom, 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.o 
 
May 28, 1998 
 
To: Bill Yolton 
 
Fax: 703 360-1992 No. of pages: 3 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Re: Specter-Biden Resolution on CTBT 
 
 
Dear Bill: 
 
Here are a couple of items on the Specter-Biden resolution calling for hearings on the CTBT.  I 
hope you can sign the letter and make use of the alert to reach your network and persons at your 
General Assembly. 
 
Shalom, 
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May 28, 1998 
 
Dear Colleagues: 
 
As morally wrongful as the nuclear weapon tests by India and Pakistan are, they may provide a 
significant opening for those of us who believe that all nuclear weapons should be abolished.  I 
would like to offer some ideas on what we in the religious community might do.  I ask for your 
comments and request you to respond with ideas of your own. 
 
Signs of Failure 
 
The Indian and Pakistani tests are the latest and most publicly visible sign that the still-prevailing 
Cold War approach to nuclear non-proliferation, arms control, and disarmament is bankrupt.  
Other signs include the following: 
 

♦ The continued official commitment to nuclear deterrence by the United States, 
Russia, United Kingdom, France, China, and Israel and their stated willingness to use 
nuclear weapons for war-fighting. 

♦ The modest goals of START II and a prospective START III that would leave 2,000 
deployed strategic warheads in the United States and Russia into the second decade of 
the 21st century, plus thousands more held in reserve. 

♦ The resistance of the Russian Duma and the U.S. Senate to quite limited arms control 
measures, such as START II and the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT). 

♦ Continued development of new nuclear weapons by nuclear weapon states, though 
without test explosions, and continued modernization of nuclear warheads and 
delivery vehicles. 

♦ Refusal of the nuclear weapon states to fulfill their obligation under Article VI of the 
NPT "to pursue in good faith and bring to conclusion negotiations leading to nuclear 
disarmament in all aspects under strict and effective international control." 

♦ Refusal of the nuclear weapon states even to allow multilateral discussion on nuclear 
disarmament by the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Preparatory Committee 
and the Conference on Disarmament. 

♦ The readiness of military units in six "surrogate nuclear weapon states" to participate 
in nuclear war, including The Netherlands, Belgium, Germany, Italy, Greece, Turkey. 

♦ Participation in nuclear war planning and acceptance of a nuclear umbrella by allies 
of nuclear weapon states, including other NATO members, Japan, and South Korea.. 

♦ Support for nuclear weapon states by various nations around the world that allow 
basing of nuclear weapons and delivery vehicles on their territory. 

 
A Superior Approach 
 
In light of failure of the existing nuclear non-proliferation and arms control regime to achieve 
significant nuclear disarmament, we in the religious community should step forward and 
advocate a much more far-reaching approach to rid the world of nuclear weapons.  We should do 
what we can to remove the legitimacy of the doctrine of nuclear deterrence and the use of 
nuclear weapons in war.  We should make a commitment to work together within the faith 
community and to join with other allies in a global campaign for nuclear abolition. 
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We should start with an unequivocal declaration on the moral depravity of nuclear weapons.  
This thought was expressed in a statement addressed to the 1998 session of the NPT Preparatory 
Committee by Dr. Konrad Raiser, general secretary of the World Council of Churches, and 
Godfried Cardinal Danneels, president of Pax Christi International, as follows: 
 

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

 
Stemming from this belief, we should move to the heart of the matter and demand that all 
possessors of nuclear weapons and all supporting states unconditionally renounce the use and 
threatened use of nuclear weapons and move expeditiously to achieve their total abolition.   
 
Realistically we can recognize that renunciation and abolition must occur reciprocally among  
nuclear weapon adversaries.  One set is the United States (and allies United Kingdom and 
France), Russia, and China.  Another set is India and Pakistan.  Renunciation by Israel might 
occur unilaterally because it has no nuclear-armed adversary, or it might happen in the context of 
creating a Middle East zone free of all weapons of mass destruction. 
 
Along with renunciation we should ask the nuclear weapon states to commence dismantling 
nuclear weapons and delivery vehicles.  This process can begin through reciprocal executive 
initiatives without the necessity of a formal arms control agreement, as has occurred in several 
past instances.  But complete dismantlement will need to occur under a multilateral agreement, 
such as a nuclear weapons convention that outlaws and abolishes all nuclear weapons under strict 
and effective international control. 
 
As an immediate step, we should call for all nuclear weapon states to take all nuclear weapons 
off alert by separating warheads from delivery vehicles and other methods.  This task should be 
completed within twelve months. 
 
We should also demand that all states possessing nuclear weapons and those with nuclear 
weapons ambitions should cease all research, development, testing, production, and deployment 
of new nuclear weapons and refrain from modernizing their existing nuclear arsenal. 
 
We should advocate a system for control of all fissile material produced by various means with 
strict international accounting, monitoring, and safeguards. 
 
The Appendix puts these demands into a pair of nuclear abolition covenants, one for states 
possessing nuclear weapons and a second for allied states.  
 
Political Action 
 
Beyond making these demands on the nuclear weapon states and their supporters, we in the 
religious community should join together and become actively engaged in the political processes 
whereby nuclear weapon policies are made and approved.   
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We should place our collective demands before executive leaders and legislative bodies.  We 
should build grassroots support for the policies we recommend.  We should conduct an 
educational campaign on the moral depravity of nuclear deterrence and war-fighting and on our 
ideas for renunciation and abolition of nuclear weapons.  We should engage in public debate on 
key public policy issues. 
 
We should also ally ourselves with others who advocate nuclear abolition.  This includes retired 
generals, admirals, national security officials, and scientists, and also the global network of 
citizen organizations that are part of the Abolition 2000. 
 
Working for complete nuclear abolition doesn't preclude us from working for acceptance of 
intermediate steps, such as ratification of CTBT and a future START III.  These treaties have 
value and help prepare the way for more far-reaching measures.  But we need to augment our 
advocacy of nuclear abolition. 
 
 
 APPENDIX 
 
Nuclear Weapons Covenant for States Possessing Nuclear Weapons 
 
1. We renounce the use of nuclear weapons for deterrence and war-fighting purposes. 
2. We will never use any nuclear weapon against any adversary under any circumstance. 
3. We will embark upon a program to systematically dismantle all nuclear warheads and delivery 
vehicles as soon as possible with adequate safeguards and verification. 
4. In the interim period when we still possess nuclear weapons, we will take all nuclear weapons 
off alert by separating warheads from delivery vehicles and other methods.  We will complete 
this task no later than December 1, 1999. 
5. We will cease all research, development, testing, production, and deployment of new nuclear 
weapons and will refrain from modernizing our existing nuclear arsenal. 
6. We will enter into a multilateral process to develop, adopt, and carry out a nuclear weapons 
convention that outlaws and abolishes all nuclear weapons under strict and effective international 
control. 
7. We will cooperate in development and implementation of a system for control of all fissile 
material with international accounting, monitoring, and safeguards. 
 
 
Nuclear Weapons Covenant for Allies of Nuclear Weapon States 
 
1. We renounce the use of nuclear weapons for deterrence and war-fighting purposes. 
2. We will immediately withdraw from all agreements that allow basing of nuclear weapons 
within our boundaries and that provide for nuclear defense of our territory. 
3. We will ratify and support a future nuclear weapons convention that outlaws and abolishes all 
nuclear weapons under strict and effective international control. 
4. We will cooperate in development and implementation of a system for control of all fissile 
material with international accounting, monitoring, and safeguards. 
 
 
 



 4 

Citizen Action 
 
If many organizations support these nuclear weapon covenants, they could be the focus of citizen 
action.  For example, signs and chants could say, "Sign the covenant."  A copy of the covenant 
could be placed in the United Nations building in New York when the General Assembly is in 
session with the request that representatives of the nuclear weapons state sign it. 
 
 



Dear Clayton and Dave: 
 
Last summer I set up abolition-religious as a list serve for the Religious Working Group for 
Nuclear Abolition.  At the time Clayton was skeptical that we had that much business to transact 
in that manner, but David Gracie and I thought it was worth a try.  Clayton has proved correct.   
 
I've lost track of how many subscribers we have, may 20 to 30.  My guess is only ten or so are 
from religious organizations, the others being miscellaneous individuals.  I've used the list-serve 
on occasion to send out information and ask for responses, mainly in connection with the NPT 
PrepCom statement and presenter.  Not many responded.  I can't recall anybody else sending a 
message to the list. 
 
I see no need to keep the list-serve in operation as it now functions (or doesn't).  However, I 
believe that could make a fresh start and make the list into an effective tool for communication 
and mobilization of the world religious community for nuclear abolition.   For instance, in a 
separate message I am offering some ideas about how the religious community might approach 
the nuclear weapon states and press for renunciation and abolition of nuclear weapons. 
 
Through the NPT PrepCom, I have made contact with a number of religious organizations 
around the world, such as national councils of churches and denominational representatives.  
Many more could be added.  There are about 20 U.S. religious organizations in our CTBT 
network which would have an abolition interest, and that number could double.  Probably some 
in the networks of the International FOR and Pax Christi International could become engaged. 
 
If we pursued this approach, the list should be open mainly to religious organizations so that we 
can have strategic discussion.  Technically this would make it a "closed list" with organizations 
asking to subscribe rather than our current approach where we have only an e-mail address that 
comes through major domo without knowing who it is. 
 
I would like your ideas on this matter. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
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Mobilizing the Religious Community for Nuclear Abolition 
Ideas Offered by 
Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 
With the spread of the nuclear arms race to South Asia and the refusal of the established nuclear 
weapon states to make significant progress toward nuclear disarmament, we in the religious 
community should unite and advocate a dramatic, far-reaching approach to rid the world of 
nuclear weapons.  We should seek to remove the legitimacy of the doctrine of nuclear deterrence 
and the use of nuclear weapons in war.  We should demand that all possessors of nuclear 
weapons renounce these instruments of mass destruction and abolish them.  We should likewise 
demand that allies to nuclear weapon states renounce nuclear weapons and cease their support 
for the nuclear weapons regime.  As a faith community we should make a commitment to work 
together and join with others in a global campaign for nuclear abolition. 
 
Signs of Failure 
 
The Indian and Pakistani nuclear weapon tests are the latest and most publicly visible sign that 
the still-prevailing Cold War approach to nuclear non-proliferation, arms control, and 
disarmament is bankrupt.  Other signs include the following: 
 
• The continued official commitment to nuclear deterrence by the United States, Russia, 

United Kingdom, France, China, and Israel and their stated willingness to use nuclear 
weapons for war-fighting. 

• The modest goals of START II and a prospective START III that would leave 2,000 
deployed strategic warheads in the United States and Russia into the second decade of the 
21st century, plus thousands more held in reserve. 

• The resistance of the Russian Duma and the U.S. Senate to quite limited arms control 
measures, such as START II and the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT). 

• Continued development of new nuclear weapons by nuclear weapon states, though without 
test explosions, and continued modernization of nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles. 

• Refusal of the nuclear weapon states to fulfill their obligation under Article VI of the Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) "to pursue in good faith and bring to conclusion negotiations 
leading to nuclear disarmament in all aspects under strict and effective international control." 

• Refusal of the nuclear weapon states even to allow multilateral discussion on nuclear 
disarmament by the NPT Preparatory Committee and the Conference on Disarmament. 

• The readiness of military units in six "surrogate nuclear weapon states" to participate in 
nuclear war, including The Netherlands, Belgium, Germany, Italy, Greece, Turkey. 

• Participation in nuclear war planning and acceptance of a nuclear umbrella by allies of 
nuclear weapon states, including other NATO members, Japan, and South Korea.. 

• Support for nuclear weapon states by various nations around the world that allow basing of 
nuclear weapons and delivery vehicles on their territory. 

 
Because of these failures of the existing nuclear non-proliferation and arms control regime to 
achieve significant nuclear disarmament, the world religious community should join together to 
advocate and work for a substantially different approach. 
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 A Better Way 
  
The place to start in offering an alternative approach should be an unequivocal declaration on the 
moral depravity of nuclear weapons.   This idea has been expressed many times by numerous 
religious leaders and religious organizations.   For instance, recently Dr. Konrad Raiser, general 
secretary of the World Council of Churches, and Godfried Cardinal Danneels, president of Pax 
Christi International addressed the 1998 session of the NPT Preparatory Committee as follows: 
 
"Nuclear weapons, whether used or threatened, are grossly evil and morally wrong.  As an 
instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons slaughter the innocent and ravage the 
environment.  When used as an instrument of deterrence, nuclear weapons hold innocent people 
hostage for political and military purposes.  Therefore, the doctrine of nuclear deterrence is 
morally corrupt." 
 
There is broad acceptance of this point of view by persons of many different faiths. 
 
Based upon this belief, we should move to the heart of the matter and demand that all possessors 
of nuclear weapons unconditionally renounce the use and threatened use of nuclear weapons and 
move expeditiously to achieve their total abolition.   
 
This demand for no use in any circumstance differs from the proposal for no first use offered by 
the Canberra Commission and other bodies.  Although a no first use policy may be have some 
interim value, it retains the doctrine of nuclear deterrence, the threat of mutually assured 
destruction (MAD), and the possibility of retaliatory use through launch on warning.  We in the 
faith community should insist on a policy of no use whatever. 
 
Realistically we should recognize that renunciation and abolition of nuclear weapons must occur 
reciprocally among nuclear weapon adversaries.  One set is the United States (and allies United 
Kingdom and France), Russia, and China.  Another set is India and Pakistan.  Renunciation by 
Israel might occur unilaterally because it has no nuclear-armed adversary, or it might happen in 
the context of creating a Middle East zone free of all weapons of mass destruction. 
 
Along with renunciation we should ask the nuclear weapon states to commence dismantling 
nuclear weapons and delivery vehicles.  This process can begin through reciprocal executive 
initiatives without the necessity of a formal arms control agreement, as has occurred in several 
past instances.  But complete dismantlement will need to occur under a multilateral agreement, 
such as a nuclear weapons convention that outlaws and abolishes all nuclear weapons under strict 
and effective international control. 
 
As an immediate step, we should call for all nuclear weapon states to take all nuclear weapons 
off alert by separating warheads from delivery vehicles and other methods.  This task should be 
completed within twelve months, a pace that is considered feasible. 
 
We should also demand that all states possessing nuclear weapons and those with nuclear 
weapons ambitions should cease all research, development, testing, production, and deployment 
of new nuclear weapons and refrain from modernizing their existing nuclear arsenal. 
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We should call upon allies of nuclear weapon states that have military units ready for nuclear 
combat, engage in nuclear war planning, and provide bases for nuclear weapons to renounce 
nuclear weapons and sever all such connections with the nuclear weapon states. 
 
We should advocate a system for control of all fissile material produced by various means with 
strict international accounting, monitoring, and safeguards. 
 
Political Action 
 
Beyond making these demands on the nuclear weapon states and their supporters, we in the 
religious community should join together and become actively engaged in decision-making 
processes related to nuclear weapon policies.   We should place our collective demands before 
executive leaders and legislative bodies.  We should build grassroots support for the policies we 
recommend.  We should conduct an educational campaign on the moral depravity of nuclear 
deterrence and war-fighting and on our ideas for renunciation and abolition of nuclear weapons.  
We should engage in public debate on key public policy issues. 
 
We should also ally ourselves with others who advocate nuclear abolition.  This includes retired 
generals, admirals, national security officials, and scientists, and also the global network of 
citizen organizations that are part of Abolition 2000. 
 
Working for complete nuclear abolition doesn't preclude us from working for acceptance of 
intermediate steps, such as ratification of CTBT and a future START III.  These treaties have 
value and help prepare the way for more far-reaching measures.  But we need to augment our 
advocacy of nuclear abolition. 
 
Nuclear Abolition Covenants 
 
One approach would be to write our demands into a "nuclear abolition covenant", to be signed 
and implemented by the nuclear weapons states.  There could be a second covenant for allies of 
the nuclear powers.  Drafts for this pair of covenants are offered in the Appendix. 
 
A public campaign focused on the nuclear abolition covenants might have the following 
elements. 
 
1. Religious leaders and religious organizations from around the world could join together in 
issuance of "A Call for Renunciation and Abolition of Nuclear Weapons."  This call should 
incorporate ideas and beliefs from different religious faiths on the necessity for nuclear abolition 
and should advocate concrete steps toward nuclear abolition, such as those suggested above. 
 
2. This call could be released by signers in a series of news conferences that would follow the 
sun around the globe, such as in United States, Canada, Mexico, Japan, China (if possible), New 
Zealand, Australia, India, Pakistan, Israel, Egypt, Russia, France, United Kingdom, elsewhere in 
Europe, South Africa. 
 
3. Religious leaders in the nuclear weapon states and allied states could call upon governmental 
leaders and urge them to sign the covenant. 
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4. Citizen organizations could join in the campaign to "sign the covenant". 
 
5. Copies of the covenants could be placed in the United Nations building in New York when the 
General Assembly is in session with the request that representatives of the nuclear weapons 
states and allied states sign it. 
    
There are other ways for the religious community to promote renunciation and abolition of 
nuclear weapons.  Others are invited to comment on this proposal and  to offer ideas of their 
own. 
 
APPENDIX 
 
Nuclear Abolition Covenant for States Possessing Nuclear Weapons 
 
1. We renounce the use of nuclear weapons for deterrence and war-fighting purposes. 
2. We will never use any nuclear weapon against any adversary under any circumstance. 
3. We will embark upon a program to systematically dismantle all nuclear warheads and delivery 
vehicles as soon as possible with adequate safeguards and verification. 
4. In the interim period when we still possess nuclear weapons, we will take all nuclear weapons 
off alert by separating warheads from delivery vehicles and other methods.  We will complete 
this task no later than December 1, 1999. 
5. We will cease all research, development, testing, production, and deployment of new nuclear 
weapons and will refrain from modernizing our existing nuclear arsenal. 
6. We will enter into a multilateral process to develop, adopt, and carry out a nuclear weapons 
convention that outlaws and abolishes all nuclear weapons under strict and effective international 
control. 
7. We will cooperate in development and implementation of a system for control of all fissile 
material with international accounting, monitoring, and safeguards. 
 
Nuclear Weapons Covenant for Allies of Nuclear Weapon States 
 
1. We renounce the use of nuclear weapons for deterrence and war-fighting purposes. 
2. We will immediately withdraw from all agreements that allow basing of nuclear weapons 
within our boundaries and that provide for nuclear defense of our territory. 
3. We will ratify and support a future nuclear weapons convention that outlaws and abolishes all 
nuclear weapons under strict and effective international control. 
4. We will cooperate in development and implementation of a system for control of all fissile 
material with international accounting, monitoring, and safeguards. 
 
Please offer your comments to Howard W. Hallman, Methodists United for Peace with Justice, 
1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036. Phone/fax: 301 896-0013. E-mail: mupj@igc.org  
 
May 29, 1998 



May 30, 1998 
 
Ms. Sally Lilienthal, President 
Ploughshares Fund 
Fort Mason Center 
San Francisco, CA 94123 
 
Dear Sally: 
 
Just as I returned from the NPT Preparatory Committee meeting in Geneva, 
India exploded their nuclear weapons tests.  We needed to respond in ways that 
will keep the CTBT on track, so it's been a busy three weeks.  I would now like 
to discuss three matters with you. 
 
Religious Support for CTBT 
 
During March and April the enclosed statement by religious leaders on the 
CTBT circulated for signatures.  The Friends Committee on National 
Legislation took the leadership while others of us played supportive roles 
within our circles.  I helped get sign-ons from black churches, a couple of 
evangelical organizations, and ecumenical councils in five states with a senator 
on the Foreign Relations Committee.  With over 200 signers, including 23 
heads of communions, the statement was delivered to all senators on May 18.  
I took on the task of getting out a news release, which incorporated statements 
relating the CTBT to Indian nuclear tests (enclosed).  We are now building 
support for a Specter-Biden resolution that calls for committee hearings and 
expeditious floor action on the CTBT (seen enclosures).  We are working 
closely with 20/20, Peace Action, PSR, the Disarmament Clearinghouse, and 
others to gain grassroots participation from state and local religious 
organizations in such activities as conference calls among activists, action 
days, and call-ins to senators.  In these ways the religious community is 
playing a significant role in the campaign for CTBT ratification.  Many are 
contributing.  Under the Ploughshares grant to Methodists United for Peace 
with Justice I serve as a catalyst, facilitator, and initiator. 
 
NPT Preparatory Committee 
 
I spent two weeks in Geneva at the 1998 session of the NPT Preparatory 
Committee.  Among other contributions I (1) drafted a statement on "Act Now 
for Nuclear Abolition", addressed to PrepCom delegates from Rev. Dr. Konrad 
Raiser, general secretary of the World Council of Churchs, and Godfried 



Ms. Sally Lilienthal 
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Cardinal Danneels, president of Pax Christi International, (2) organized a reception for delegates, 
honoring the PrepCom chair, Polish Ambassador Eugeniusz Wisner and hosted by Dr. Raiser 
and Cardinal Danneels, and (3) wrote a presentation on "A Spiritual, Ethical, and Humanitarian 
Perspective on Nuclear Weapons", which was read to the delegates by Catholic Bishop Thomas 
Gumbleton.  (See enclosures.)  The PrepCom session failed to achieve a positive  outcome 
because the United States and other nuclear powers blocked all initiatives to promote multilateral 
discussion of nuclear disarmament.  However, the numerous non-governmental organizations 
present in Geneva used the two weeks to develop plans for citizen activities on nuclear 
disarmament.  For me it was an opportunity to solidify my relationships with the World Council 
of Churches and develop contacts with and leads on religious organizations in different regions, 
including Muslims in the Middle East, which can brought together in faith-based activities.  I had  
several conversations with Douglas Roche of Canada, who was at the PrepCom as an official 
adviser for the Holy See, about how to gain greater participation from the Vatican.  Accordingly, 
we are now in a position to make our Religious Working Group for Nuclear Abolition global in 
scope. 
 
Because the Ploughshares grant to Methodists United was for my part-time work on the CTBT, I 
tried to find other support for my PrepCom activities, but to no avail.  So I worked as a 
volunteer.  From religious denominations I have raised $3,000 of the $3,600 needed to cover the 
cost of the reception and expect to raise the balance soon.  But in addition I entailed $3,200 in 
expenses for travel, hotel, and meals for  my two trips to Geneva, five days in February for 
planning and making arrangements for the reception, and fourteen days in April-May at the 
PrepCom.  I am aware that you are in touch with various donors who support nuclear 
disarmament activities.  Do you know of anyone who would be willing to make a contribution to 
Methodists United to cover my PrepCom expenses?  
 
Mobilization of the U.S. and World Religious Community 
 
I perceive my work on the CTBT and at the NPT PrepCom as building blocks for more complete 
mobilization of the U.S. and world religious community on broader issues of nuclear 
disarmament.   In April I sent you a set of initial ideas. about the United States.  Since returning 
from Geneva I have given the matter more thought, particularly in light of the Indian and 
Pakistani tests.   My latest expression is the enclosed statement on "Mobilizing the Religious 
Community for Nuclear Abolition".  I am circulating this in the United States and to contacts I 
have developed around the globe.   My view is that while we need to work hard to achieve 
incremental steps, such as the CTBT and START III, the religious community should push for a 
much more far-reaching approach.  This includes an appeal to the eight nuclear weapon states to 
unconditionally renounce nuclear weapons, both for deterrence and war-fighting, and to take 
concrete steps toward nuclear abolition, such as zero-alert, ceasing new weapons development, 
dismantlement of warheads and delivery vehicles held in reserve and taken out of serve by 
START agreements, and multilateral negotiations for a nuclear weapons convention.   We would  
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seek in-depth mobilization of religious leaders and religious organizations not merely to make 
statements but to work together for achievement of these goals. 
 
My role in this is to serve as a catalyst, a facilitator, a mobilizer, as one who can relate to both 
official denominations and unofficial religious organizations.   I would like to devote one-half to 
two-thirds of my time to this endeavor for the next two to three years.  Would you be willing to 
consider a grant from the Ploughshares Fund to Methodists United for this purpose?  Your 
current grant for CTBT activities will be fully expended by the end of the summer.  Thus, it 
would be desirable to have a new grant that would start in September.  If you think this is a 
possibility, I will submit a more formal proposal. 
 
Thanks for your support so far and for your consideration of our ideas. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 



American Friend Service Committee, Washington Office -- Church Women United -- 
Episcopal Church, Office of Governmental Relations -- Episcopal Peace Fellowship -- 
Friends Committee on National Legislation -- Lutheran Office for Governmental Affairs, 
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America -- Mennonite Central Committee -- Maryknoll 
Office for Global Concerns -- Methodists United for Peace with Justice -- NETWORK: A 
National Catholic Social Justice Lobby -- Presbyterian Church (USA), Washington Office  
-- Union of American Hebrew Congregations -- Unitarian Universalist Association of 
Congregations -- United Church of Christ, Office for Church in Society 
 
 
June 2, 1998 
 
The Honorable «FirstName» «LastName» 
«Address1» Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 
 
Dear Senator «LastName»: 
 
We believe that it is time for the Senate to give careful consideration to the Comprehensive Test 
Ban Treaty (CTBT.  With that in mind we request you to become a sponsor of and vote for a 
resolution developed by Senator Arlen Specter and Senator Joseph Biden, indicating that "It is 
the sense of the Senate that the Foreign Relations Committee should hold a hearing or hearings 
on the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty and that the full Senate should take up the Treaty for 
debate and a vote on ratification as expeditiously as possible." 
 
This treaty has support from an overwhelming majority of Americans.  Thus, a recent opinion 
poll conducted by the Mellman Group revealed that 73 percent of the respondents believe the 
U.S. Senate should approve a treaty that "would prohibit underground nuclear weapons 
explosions."  Only 16 percent do not feel such a treaty should be approved, and 11 percent don't 
know.  This survey occurred on May 15-17, 1998 after the Indian nuclear tests.  Significally 
among those who have heard about these tests, 78 percent approve of the treaty. 
 
Even so, we realize that the Indian and Pakistani tests raise doubts in some minds about whether 
the U.S. Senate should ratify the CTBT.   The way to deal with these concerns is to subject the 
CTBT to fair and thorough public hearings, conducted by the Foreign Relations Committee and 
other Senate committees with an interest in the subject.  Experts with different viewpoints can 
offer their perspectives and provide information necessary for senators in coming to a decision 
on the CTBT. 
 
Even if you haven't made up your own mind about the merits of the CTBT, we hope that you 
will support the Specter-Biden resolution so that hearings will occur and a vote will be taken on 
the CTBT before this session of Congress adjourns.  We believe that the Senate owes it to the 
American people, of whom a three-fourths majority supports the treaty, to move ahead with 
careful consideration of the CTBT. 
 
With best regards, 
 
Signers on next page. 



FirstName LastName Address1 
Spencer Abraham 329 

Dirksen 
Wayne Allard 513 Hart 
Robert F. Bennett 431 

Dirksen 
Christopher 
S. 

Bond 274 
Russell 

Sam Brownback 303 Hart 
Ben 
Nighthorse 

Campbell 380 
Russell 

John H. Chafee 505 
Dirksen 

Dan Coats 404 
Russell 

Susan M. Collins 172 
Russell 

Alfonse M. D'Amato 520 Hart 
Mike DeWine 140 

Russell 
Pete Domenici 328 Hart 
Mike Enzi 290 

Russell 
Bill Frist 565 

Dirksen 
Slade Gorton 730 Hart 
Charles E. Grassley 135 Hart 
Judd Gregg 393 

Russell 
Chuck Hagel 346 

Russell 
Orrin G. Hatch 131 

Russell 
Dirk Kempthorn

e 
304 
Russell 

Richard G. Lugar 306 Hart 
Connie Mack 517 Hart 
John McCain 241 

Russell 
Mitch McConnell 361A 

Russell 
Frank H. Murkowski 322 Hart 
Pat Roberts 302 Hart 
William V. Roth, Jr. 104 Hart 
Rick Santorum 120 

Russell 
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Gordon Smith 359 

Dirksen 
Olympia J. Snowe 250 

Russell 
Ted Stevens 522 Hart 
Craig Thomas 109 Hart 
Fred Thompson 523 

Dirksen 
John W. Warner 225 

Russell 
Strom Thurmond 217 

Russell 
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June 2, 1998 
 
Mr. Ed Levine 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
439 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, Dc 20510 
 
Dear Ed: 
 
For your information I am sending you a copy of a letter that went to 35 
Republican senators, urging them to become cosponsors of the Specter-Biden 
resolution that calls for hearings on the CTBT. 
 
If you have any questions, please call 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.o 
 
 
June 2, 1998 
 
Dear Colleague: 
 
Thank you for signing the letter to senators supporting the Specter-Biden resolution.  A copy and 
list of signers is attached.  If you want an e-mail copy,  please let me know. 
 
This afternoon we delivered the letter, personally address to the following 35 senators: Alaska: 
Murkowski, Stevens; Arizona: McCain; Colorado: Allard, Campbell; Delaware: Roth; 
Florida: Mack; Idaho: Kempthorne; Indiana: Coats, Lugar; Iowa: Grassley; Kansas: 
Brownback, Roberts; Kentucky: McConnell; Maine: Collins, Snowe; Michigan: Abraham; 
Missouri: Bond; Nebraska: Hagel; New Hampshire: Gregg; New Mexico: Domenici; New 
York: D'Amato; Ohio: DeWine; Oregon: Smith; Pennsylvania: Santorum; Rhode Island: 
Chafee; South Carolina: Thurmond; Tennessee: Frist, Thompson; Utah: Bennett, Hatch; 
Virginia: Warner; Washington: Gorton; Wyoming: Enzi, Thomas.  
 
As you probably know, Senator Specter had heart surgery on Monday.  We wish him well.   In 
his absence his resolution remains as a vehicle to push for hearings on the CTBT.  Other senators 
are picking up on it.   Some changes in wording are under consideration to attract more 
cosponsors.  We still have another week or so to encourage grassroots contacts with the above 
senators. 
 
Reminder: The next meeting of religious organizations working for CTBT ratification will take 
place on Wednesday, June 10 from 1:00 to 2:30 p.m. at the Friends Committee on National 
Legislation, 245 2nd Street, NE. 
 
Shalom, 
 
 
 
Howard W. Hallman 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.o 
 
 
June 2, 1998 
 
Dear Colleague: 
 
This afternoon we delivered the attached letter on the Specter-Biden, personally address to the 
following 35 senators: Alaska: Murkowski, Stevens; Arizona: McCain; Colorado: Allard, 
Campbell; Delaware: Roth; Florida: Mack; Idaho: Kempthorne; Indiana: Coats, Lugar; Iowa: 
Grassley; Kansas: Brownback, Roberts; Kentucky: McConnell; Maine: Collins, Snowe; 
Michigan: Abraham; Missouri: Bond; Nebraska: Hagel; New Hampshire: Gregg; New 
Mexico: Domenici; New York: D'Amato; Ohio: DeWine; Oregon: Smith; Pennsylvania: 
Santorum; Rhode Island: Chafee; South Carolina: Thurmond; Tennessee: Frist, Thompson; 
Utah: Bennett, Hatch; Virginia: Warner; Washington: Gorton; Wyoming: Enzi, Thomas.  
 
As you probably know, Senator Specter had heart surgery on Monday.  We wish him well.   In 
his absence his resolution remains as a vehicle to push for hearings on the CTBT.  Other senators 
are picking up on it.   Some changes in wording are under consideration to attract more 
cosponsors.  We still have another week or so to encourage grassroots contacts with the above 
senators. 
 
Reminder: The next meeting of religious organizations working for CTBT ratification will take 
place on Wednesday, June 10 from 1:00 to 2:30 p.m. at the Friends Committee on National 
Legislation, 245 2nd Street, NE. 
 
Shalom, 
 
 
 
Howard W. Hallman 



June 3, 1998 
 
The Honorable Robert S. McNamara 
1350 I Street, NW< Suite 500 
Washington, DC 20005 
 
Dear Mr. Secretary: 
 
I've heard that you are seeking to develop some kind of statement by religious 
leaders related to nuclear abolition.  This is a matter that I, too, am working on 
and would like to share some material with you.  I'm the one who spoke from 
the floor at the conference at the AU Law School in February when Jonathan 
Schell's report was released and suggested the need for an alliance of bishops 
and generals. 
 
As a co-convener of the Religious Working Group for Nuclear Abolition, I 
helped develop the enclosed statement addressed to delegates of the 1998 
session of the NPT Preparatory Committee from Dr. Konrad Raiser, general 
secretary of the World Council of Churches, and Godfried Cardinal Danneels, 
president of Pax Christi International.  We gained signers from religious 
leaders in a number of countries.   For the PrepCom itself I wrote the enclosed 
presentation, which was read to the delegates by Catholic Bishop Thomas 
Gumbleton.  At the PrepCom the Religious Working Group sponsored a 
reception for delegates, hosted by Dr. Raiser and Cardinal Danneels.  During 
the two weeks I was in Geneva attending the PrepCom, I made a number of 
contacts and develop leads regarding religious leaders and organizations in 
different regions of the globe with an interest in nuclear abolition.  I am in the 
process of following through on these contacts.  This will go with my contacts 
in the United States I have as chair of an interfaith group that is building 
grassroots support  for CTBT ratification.  
 
I want what I am doing to be complementary with your activities.  Therefore, I 
would welcome an opportunity to meet with you in order to learn more about 
what you are doing and to share information on my activities.  I'll give your 
office a call and request an appointment. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 



June 3, 1998 
 
Mr. William E. Hoehn, III 
W. Alton Jones Foundation 
232 East High Street 
Charlottesville, VA 22902-5178 
 
Dear Bill: 
 
To keep you up to date on my activities dealing with nuclear abolition and my 
emerging thinking, I'm sending you three items: 

• "Act Now for Nuclear Abolition", a statement addressed to the NPT 
Prepartory Committee from Godfried Cardinal Danneels, president of 
Pax Christi International, and Dr. Konrad Raiser, general secretary, 
World Council of Churches.  (I was the primary drafter.) 

• "A Spiritual, Ethical, and Humanitarian Perspective on Nuclear 
Weapons", a statement I developed which was read to the NPT 
PrepCom delegates by Bishop Thomas Gumbleton. 

• "Mobilizing the Religious Community for Nuclear Abolition", some 
ideas I have put in writing since returning from the PrepCom and noting 
the Indian and Pakistani nuclear tests and the world reaction. 

 
Beyond my current efforts of helping to mobilize the U.S. religious community's 
grassroots networks to support CTBT ratification, I am exploring ways to 
mobilize the global interfaith community to push the nuclear weapon states and 
their allies to renounce nuclear weapons and take significant steps toward total 
nuclear abolition. 
 
I'm also keeping Sally Lilienthal informed about my activities. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 



June 5, 1998 
 
Mr. Gary Payton 
Presbyterian Peacemaking Program 
100 Witherspoon Street 
Louisville, KY 40202 
 
Dear Gary: 
 
It's been a busy four weeks since I returned from the NPT Preparatory 
Committee in Geneva as we've responded to the Indian and Pakistani nuclear 
weapons tests.  Belatedly I want to thank you for your contribution of $500 in 
support of the reception we had for PrepCom delegates.  It was a successful 
event, both in enabling Dr. Raiser and Cardinal Danneels to offer words of 
encouragement to the delegates but also for the opportunity it gave for 
representatives of non-governmental organizations (NGOs) to mingle with 
delegates on the opening evening of the two-week session.  As it turned out, 
the PrepCom accomplished very little because the United States and other 
nuclear weapon states blocked all efforts to have meaningful discussion of 
nuclear disarmament.   But it was a productive two weeks for the NGOs 
because we had time to discuss a variety of issues and to map strategy for 
future activities around the globe.   
 
In the U.S. we are continuing to push for CTBT ratification.  At the moment 
we are seeking cosponsors for a Specter-Biden resolution calling for 
committee hearings.  Several attachments explain this further.  Now that I'm 
playing catch up, I'll get you into the e-mail loop for information on the CTBT 
 
Going back to the global, I want to share with you some ideas I have for a 
much more far-reaching mobilization of the international interfaith community.  
In view of the Indian and Pakistani tests and the refusal of the established 
nuclear weapon states to take seriously their obligation for nuclear 
disarmament, I belief the faith community should be more vociferous in 
demanding global renunciation and total abolition of nuclear weapons.  I 
would like to discuss my ideas with you some time in the next couple of 
weeks.  I'll give you a call. 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 



June 5, 1998 
 
The Rev. Canon Brian J. Grieves 
Peace and Justice Officer 
The Episcopal Church 
815 Second Avenue 
New York, NY 10017 
 
Dear Brian: 
 
It's been a busy four weeks since I returned from the NPT Preparatory 
Committee in Geneva as we've responded to the Indian and Pakistani nuclear 
weapons tests.  Belatedly I want to thank you for your contribution of $500 in 
support of the reception we had for PrepCom delegates.  It was a successful 
event, both in enabling Dr. Raiser and Cardinal Danneels to offer words of 
encouragement to the delegates but also for the opportunity it gave for 
representatives of non-governmental organizations (NGOs) to mingle with 
delegates on the opening evening of the two-week session.  As it turned out, 
the PrepCom accomplished very little because the United States and other 
nuclear weapon states blocked all efforts to have meaningful discussion of 
nuclear disarmament.   But it was a productive two weeks for the NGOs 
because we had time to discuss a variety of issues and to map strategy for 
future activities around the globe.   
 
In the U.S. we are continuing to push for CTBT ratification.  At the moment 
we are seeking cosponsors for a Specter-Biden resolution calling for 
committee hearings.  Several attachments explain this further.  I'm working 
closely with your Washington office on this issue. 
 
Going back to the global, I want to share with you some ideas I have for a 
much more far-reaching mobilization of the international interfaith community.  
In view of the Indian and Pakistani tests and the refusal of the established 
nuclear weapon states to take seriously their obligation for nuclear 
disarmament, I belief the faith community should be more vociferous in 
demanding global renunciation and total abolition of nuclear weapons.  I 
would like to discuss my ideas with you some time in the next couple of 
weeks.  I'll give you a call. 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 



June 8, 1998 
 
Ms. Sullivan Robinson 
Acting Executive Director 
Congress of National Black Churches 
1225 I Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20005 
 
Dear Ms. Robinson: 
 
We are working with a broad coalition of religious organizations to gain 
grassroots support for Senate ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban 
Treaty (CTBT).  The biggest obstacle is refusal of Senator Jesse Helms to 
conduct hearings on the treaty.  Beyond that Senator Trent Lott is so far 
unwilling to schedule the CTBT for consideration this session of Congress. 
 
I would like to talk with you some time about whether there would be 
opportunities to tie into the networks of the Congress of National Black 
Churches in mobilization of grassroots support for the CTBT.  Four of your 
member denominations are represented on the enclosed "Statement by 
American Religious Leader: Ratify the CTBT": African Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Christian Methodist Episcopal Church, National Missionary Baptist 
Convention of America, and Progressive National Baptist Convention.  
Although they didn't sign this particular statement, I know there is support on 
this issue within the African Methodist Episcopal Zion Church and probably 
within the two National Baptist Conventions.   
 
At the moment the focus of our activities is gaining support for a resolution 
developed by Senators Specter and Biden, calling for hearings on the CTBT 
(see enclosed Peace/Justice Alert).  We are also asking Mississippians to urge 
Senator Lott to push for hearings and to schedule the CTBT for floor 
consideration this session of Congress.  In these efforts we would like to draw 
upon the energies of the CNBC networks. 
 
I'll give you a call and see whether I could come by and talk with you about 
this matter. 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 



Dear Friends: 
 
I would like to share with you the final list of co-signers of the statement entitled "Act Now for 
Nuclear Abolition" that was submitted to delegates of the NPT Preparatory Committee by Dr. 
Konrad Raiser and Godfried Cardinal Danneels.  At the PrepCom meeting in Geneva we 
distributed the statement with these additional names added. 
 
This statement, a separate presentation we were able to make at one of the sessions, and a 
reception hosted by Dr. Raiser and Cardinal Danneels in combination succeeded in highlighting 
the moral issue.  However, this message wasn't able to override the desire of the nuclear weapon 
states to prevent meaningful, multilateral discussion of nuclear disarmament in this forum.  The 
subsequent Indian and Pakistani nuclear weapons tests show that we have a long ways to go. 
 
We came away from the NPT PrepCom convinced that the global interfaith community needs to 
mobilize more effectively to push for the total abolition of nuclear weapons.  I have some ideas 
on what we might do together.  I'll share them with you in a separate communication and ask for 
your own ideas. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard W. Hallman 
 
 
Additional Signers of  "ACT NOW FOR NUCLEAR ABOLITION", a statement 
submitted to the NPT Preparatory Committee by Godfried Cardinal Danneels, president of 
Pax Christi International, and Dr. Konrad Raiser, general secretary, World Council of 
Churches, April 1998 
 
Archbishop Michael, Metropolitan Bishop, Greek Orthodox Church in Austria; President, 
Ecumenical Council of  Churches in Austria 
Superintendent Helmut Nausner, United Methodist Church in Austria; Secretary, Ecumenical 
Council of Churches 
Christine Gleixner, Mother Superior of the Order, Sisters of Bethany, and Vice Chair, 
Ecumenical Council of Churches in Austria 
Rev. Ivan Petkin, Bulgarian Orthodox Church in Austria 
Rev. Johannes El Baramousy, Koptic Orthodox Church in Austria 
Bishop Mag. Herwig Sturm. Lutheran Church in Austria 
Bishop Bernhard Heitz, Old Catholic Church, Austria 
Bishop Dr. Heinrich Fasching, Roman Catholic Church. President, "Justitia et Pax" in Austria 
Metropolit Archbishop Ireneji, Russian Orthodox Church in Austria 
The Most Rev. J. Barry Curtis, President, Canadian Council of Churches 
Archbishop Michael G. Peers, Primate of the Anglican Church of Canada 
The Rev. Arie G. Van Eek, Council of Christian Reformed Churches in Canada 
The Rev. Telmor Sartison, Bishop, Evangelical Lutheran Church in Canada 
Marvin Frey, Executive Director, Mennonite Central Committee Canada 
The Rev. John D. Congram, Moderator, The Presbyterian Church in Canada 
 Gale Wills, Religious Society of Friends (Quakers). in Canada 
Commissioner Donald V. Kerr. Territorial Commander, The Salvation Army, Canada 
The Very Rev. Bill Phipps, Moderator, United Church of Canada 



Rev. Dr. Lothar Engel, Deputy General, Association of Protestant Churches and Missions in 
Germany 
Bishop Dr. Walter F. Klaiber, United Methodist Church in Germany 
Rev. John Reardon, General Secretary, Council of Churches for Britain and Ireland 
D. Dr. Béla Harmati, Bishop of the Lutheran Church, President, Ecumenical Council of 
Churches in Hungary 
Dr. Zoltán Bóna, General Secretary, Ecumenical Council, of Churches in Hungary 
Rev. Domenico Tomasetto, President, Federation of Protestant, Churches in Italy 
Rev. Kenichi Otsu, General Secretary,National Christian Council in Japan 
Rev. Samuel I. Koshiishi, Acting General Secretary, Nippon Sei Ko Kai, (Anglican/ Episcopal 
Church)  
Rev. Junichiro Naito, Executive Secretary, Japan Baptist Convention 
Rev. Masakazu Asami, President, Japan Evangelical Lutheran Church 
Rev. Satoru Gohada, President, Japan Free Methodist Church 
Rev. Sadao Ozawa, General Secretary, United Church of Christ in Japan 
William V. Robinson, President, CCANZ (Conference of Churches in Aotearoa New Zealand) 
Rev. Jennifer Dawson, President, CCANZ 
Rev. Max Reid, President, CCANZ 
Mrs. Jan Cornack, General Secretary, CCANZ 
Rev. Billy Taranger, President, Christian Council of Norway 
Rev. Ingrid Vad Nilsen, General Secretary, Christian Council of Norway 
Bishop Nifon of Slobozia and Calarasi; President, Ecumenical Association of Churches in 
Romania 
Bishop Christoph Klein, Evangelical AC Church in Romania; Vice President, Ecumenical 
Association, of Churches in Romania 
Bishop Kalman Csiha, Reformed Church of Transsylvania; Member, Administrative Council 
Ecumenical Association of Churches in Romania 
Christian Teodoresu, General Secretary, Ecumenical Association of Churches in Romania 
Rev. Thord-OveThordson, General Secretary, Christian Council of Sweden 
Rev. Tord Ström, General Secretary, Free Church of Sweden 
Rev. Krister Andersson, President and General Secretary, Mission Covenant Church of Sweden 
 
May 8, 1998 
 
For further information, contact: 
Howard W. Hallman, Co-Convener 
Religious Working Group for Nuclear Abolition 
1500 16th Street, NW. Washington, DC 20036, USA 
Phone/fax: 301 896-0013   E-mail: mupj@igc.org 
 
 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.o 
 
June 9, 1998 
 
To: Superintendent Helmut Nausner 
 
Fax:  43 1 606 6717 No. of pages: 2 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Re:  Sign-on list of Raiser/Danneels Statement 
 
Dear Superintendent Nausner: 
 
I would like to share with you the final list of co-signers of the statement entitled "Act Now for 
Nuclear Abolition" that was submitted to delegates of the NPT Preparatory Committee by Dr. 
Konrad Raiser and Godfried Cardinal Danneels.  At the PrepCom meeting in Geneva we 
distributed the statement with these additional names added. 
 
This statement, a separate presentation we were able to make at one of the sessions, and a 
reception hosted by Dr. Raiser and Cardinal Danneels in combination succeeded in highlighting 
the moral issue.  However, this message wasn't able to override the desire of the nuclear weapon 
states to prevent meaningful, multilateral discussion of nuclear disarmament in this forum.  The 
subsequent Indian and Pakistani nuclear weapons tests show that we have a long ways to go. 
 
We came away from the NPT PrepCom convinced that the global interfaith community needs to 
mobilize more effectively to push for the total abolition of nuclear weapons.  I have some ideas 
on what we might do together.  I'll share them with you in a separate communication and ask for 
your own ideas. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard W. Hallman 
 
 
Additional Signers of  "ACT NOW FOR NUCLEAR ABOLITION", a statement 
submitted to the NPT Preparatory Committee by Godfried Cardinal Danneels, president of 
Pax Christi International, and Dr. Konrad Raiser, general secretary, World Council of 
Churches, April 1998 
 
Archbishop Michael, Metropolitan Bishop, Greek Orthodox Church in Austria; President, 
Ecumenical Council of  Churches in Austria 
Superintendent Helmut Nausner, United Methodist Church in Austria; Secretary, Ecumenical 
Council of Churches 
Christine Gleixner, Mother Superior of the Order, Sisters of Bethany, and Vice Chair, 
Ecumenical Council of Churches in Austria 
Rev. Ivan Petkin, Bulgarian Orthodox Church in Austria 



Rev. Johannes El Baramousy, Koptic Orthodox Church in Austria 
Bishop Mag. Herwig Sturm. Lutheran Church in Austria 
Bishop Bernhard Heitz, Old Catholic Church, Austria 
Bishop Dr. Heinrich Fasching, Roman Catholic Church. President, "Justitia et Pax" in Austria 
Metropolit Archbishop Ireneji, Russian Orthodox Church in Austria 
The Most Rev. J. Barry Curtis, President, Canadian Council of Churches 
Archbishop Michael G. Peers, Primate of the Anglican Church of Canada 
The Rev. Arie G. Van Eek, Council of Christian Reformed Churches in Canada 
The Rev. Telmor Sartison, Bishop, Evangelical Lutheran Church in Canada 
Marvin Frey, Executive Director, Mennonite Central Committee Canada 
The Rev. John D. Congram, Moderator, The Presbyterian Church in Canada 
 Gale Wills, Religious Society of Friends (Quakers). in Canada 
Commissioner Donald V. Kerr. Territorial Commander, The Salvation Army, Canada 
The Very Rev. Bill Phipps, Moderator, United Church of Canada 
Rev. Dr. Lothar Engel, Deputy General, Association of Protestant Churches and Missions in 
Germany 
Bishop Dr. Walter F. Klaiber, United Methodist Church in Germany 
Rev. John Reardon, General Secretary, Council of Churches for Britain and Ireland 
D. Dr. Béla Harmati, Bishop of the Lutheran Church, President, Ecumenical Council of 
Churches in Hungary 
Dr. Zoltán Bóna, General Secretary, Ecumenical Council, of Churches in Hungary 
Rev. Domenico Tomasetto, President, Federation of Protestant, Churches in Italy 
Rev. Kenichi Otsu, General Secretary,National Christian Council in Japan 
Rev. Samuel I. Koshiishi, Acting General Secretary, Nippon Sei Ko Kai, (Anglican/ Episcopal 
Church)  
Rev. Junichiro Naito, Executive Secretary, Japan Baptist Convention 
Rev. Masakazu Asami, President, Japan Evangelical Lutheran Church 
Rev. Satoru Gohada, President, Japan Free Methodist Church 
Rev. Sadao Ozawa, General Secretary, United Church of Christ in Japan 
William V. Robinson, President, CCANZ (Conference of Churches in Aotearoa New Zealand) 
Rev. Jennifer Dawson, President, CCANZ 
Rev. Max Reid, President, CCANZ 
Mrs. Jan Cornack, General Secretary, CCANZ 
Rev. Billy Taranger, President, Christian Council of Norway 
Rev. Ingrid Vad Nilsen, General Secretary, Christian Council of Norway 
Bishop Nifon of Slobozia and Calarasi; President, Ecumenical Association of Churches in 
Romania 
Bishop Christoph Klein, Evangelical AC Church in Romania; Vice President, Ecumenical 
Association, of Churches in Romania 
Bishop Kalman Csiha, Reformed Church of Transsylvania; Member, Administrative Council 
Ecumenical Association of Churches in Romania 
Christian Teodoresu, General Secretary, Ecumenical Association of Churches in Romania 
Rev. Thord-OveThordson, General Secretary, Christian Council of Sweden 
Rev. Tord Ström, General Secretary, Free Church of Sweden 
Rev. Krister Andersson, President and General Secretary, Mission Covenant Church of Sweden 
 



Dear Friends: 
 
There is an urgent need for a breakthrough in the quest to rid the world of nuclear weapons.  This 
is evident, first, in the Indian and Pakistani nuclear weapon tests, and, second, in the continuing 
refusal of the established nuclear weapons states to commit themselves to complete nuclear 
disarmament. 
 
I believe that the world religious community should mobilize and insist that all nations renounce 
nuclear weapons, both for deterrence and for war-fighting, and then proceed expeditiously to 
their total elimination.  My ideas are presented in the attached statement. 
 
I would like very much to receive your reaction to my proposal and to have your ideas on how 
we can work together and what we should advocate. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard W. Hallman 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.or 
 
June 12, 1998 
 
To: Robin Ringler 
 
Fax: 202 488-5639 No. of pages: 3 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Re: Letters to UM Senators 
 
 
Dear Robin: 
 
I'm sending letters to United Methodist senators in behalf of the CTBT and am enclosing Dale 
White's article from Christian Social Action.   Samples are attached. 
 
The Republican letter is going to Senators Sessions (AL), Coverdell (GA), Craig (ID), 
Kempthorne (ID), Lugar (IN), Brownback (KS), Roberts (KS), and Thomas (WY).  I varied the 
letter to Lugar, Brownback, and Thomas as members of the Foreign Relations Committee. 
 
The Democratic letter is going to Senators Bumpers (AR), Cleland (GA), Inouye (HI), Torrricelli 
(NJ), and Bingaman (NM).  I'm asking Senator Bumpers to put Dale White's article in the 
Record.  I thank Bingaman for the floor statement he's already made. 
 
If you have time, you might send a similar letter and include Thom Fassett's statement on the 
Indian-Pakistani tests. 
 
Shalom, 
 
 



June 13, 1998 
 
Dr. Alan Geyer 
5014 Smallwood Drive 
Bethesda, MD 20816 
 
Dear Alan: 
 
I have now had brief telephone conversations with Robert McNamara and 
Nancy Ignatius to find out what they are doing to develop a statement by 
religious leaders on nuclear abolition.  I also told them about what I am doing.  
I'm sharing a set of related documents with them. 
  
I also want to share these documents with you, too.  They include my current 
ideas for mobilizing the global religious community, a set of statements related 
to the NPT Preparatory Committee, and a couple of statements from Catholic 
circles (you may have already seen the latter). 
 
I hope we can keep in touch on our common interest. 
 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 



June 13, 1998 
 
The Honorable Robert S. McNamara 
1350 I Street, NW, Suite 500 
Washington, DC 20005 
 
Dear Mr. Secretary: 
 
Following our brief telephone conversation, I talked with Nancy Ignatius on 
the phone to find out more about what she is doing and to tell her about my 
own activities.   I am sending her a set of related documents. 
 
In addition to what I sent you earlier, I want to share with  you some ideas I 
have developed on mobilizing the global religious community on nuclear 
abolition.  Also enclosed are a recent statement by Catholic bishops associated 
with Pax Christi USA and a statement of the Holy See at the UN First 
Committee last October. 
 
I'll keep in touch with you on our common interest in fuller mobilization of the 
religious community to work for abolition of nuclear weapons. 
 
 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.or 
 
June 15, 1998 
 
To: Ms. Laurie Schultz Heim 
      Office of Senator Jeffords 
 
Fax: 202 228-0776 No. of pages: 1 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 
Dear Laurie: 
 
You may recall that last December you met with representatives of religious organizations 
working for ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.  Since then we have built a 
strong grassroots network of treaty supporters in many key states. 
 
To help us build our momentum and draw in some additional religious organizations, we would 
like to invite Senator Jeffords to meet with us for a breakfast meeting sometime during the week 
following the 4th of July.  We are thinking of Wednesday, Thursday, or Friday, July 8, 9, or 10.  
The meeting would be at the Mott House.  We would have a light breakfast available at 8:30.  
We would want Senator Jeffords to meet with us from 9:00 to 9:30 to discuss the prospects for 
Senate action and to offer us suggestions for how we can develop stronger support for the treaty.  
We would continue meeting on our own for another half hour to discuss our strategy.  We would 
expect 30 to 35 persons, representing a variety of major religious denominations, both official 
peace and justice offices and unofficial associations working on peace and justice issues. 
 
If at all possible, we would like to know within a few days whether Senator Jeffords would be 
able to meet with us so that we can reserve space at the Mott House and begin to publicize the 
event.  Please call me at 301 896-0013 if you need more information. 
 
Shalom, 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.or 
 
June 15, 1998 
 
To:  Daryl Kimball 
       Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers 
 
Fax: 202 546-5142 No. of pages: 2 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Re: Rabinowitz billing 
 
 
Dear Daryl: 
 
We have received the attaching billing for $500 from Rabinowitz for a portion of the fee for 
media outreach for the religious leaders' statement on the CTBT.  Rabinowitz billed the 
remaining $1,000 directly to the Fourth Freedom Forum. 
 
You indicated that the Coalition would be able to take care of this $500 share from your special 
CTBT media account.  Therefore, I am forwarding the bill for your attention. 
 
Shalom, 
 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.or 
 
June 16, 1998 
 
To: Rev. Brian G. Cooper 
       International Christian Peace Conference 
 
Fax: 44 181 458 5487 No. of pages: 5 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Dear Brian: 
 
I was pleased to make your acquaintance in Geneva during the NPT PrepCom meeting.  Upon 
return home I had to respond to the challenge and opportunity presented by the Indian and 
Pakistani nuclear weapons tests, and I had to help intensify our efforts to get the U.S. Senate to 
ratify the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.  We're still working on that issue, but I'm now 
returning to the broader campaign for nuclear abolition. 
 
I've developed the attached set of ideas on mobilizing the world religious community for nuclear 
abolition.  I'm suggesting that world religious leaders should issue an unequivocal call for the 
nuclear weapons states to the unconditionally renounce nuclear weapons and abolish them.  
There would be intermediate steps, such as quickly taking all nuclear weapons off hair-trigger 
alert and starting the process of dismantlement.  A call would also go out to "surrogate nuclear 
weapon states" to renounce nuclear weapons and withdraw from nuclear sharing arrangements.  
They include the six NATO states with nuclear weapons on their soil and trained forces ready to 
use them, and other NATO members, Japan, and South Korea under the U.S. nuclear umbrella. 
 
I am seeking ways to reach the Holy See and explore whether Pope John Paul II would speak out 
for nuclear abolition.  I know the World Council of Churches is firmly committed to this cause.  
The 1997 Graz statement of the Conference of European Churches calls for elimination of 
nuclear weapons.  Some but necessarily all of the national councils of churches (or ecumenical 
councils) in Europe favor nuclear abolition, and so do some of the national denominations. 
 
Do you think we could build on this base so that there could be a unified call for renunciation 
addressed both to the nuclear weapon states and to their surrogates?  Could national councils, 
denominations, religious associations, and religious leaders in particular countries be mobilized 
to call upon their governments to renounce nuclear weapons and withdraw from nuclear sharing 
arrangements?  What about a call for a European nuclear weapon free zone between France and 
Russia (adding Spain, Portugal, Ireland, Iceland)?   
 
I would be interested in your reaction to these ideas and to receive your own ideas. 
 
Shalom, 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.or 
 
June 16, 1998 
 
To: Eva Quistrop 
 
Fax: 011 49 30 323 9543 No. of pages: 5 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Dear Eva: 
 
I was pleased to make your acquaintance in Geneva during the NPT PrepCom meeting.  Upon 
return home I had to respond to the challenge and opportunity presented by the Indian and 
Pakistani nuclear weapons tests, and I had to help intensify our efforts to get the U.S. Senate to 
ratify the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.  We're still working on that issue, but I'm now 
returning to the broader campaign for nuclear abolition. 
 
I've developed the attached set of ideas on mobilizing the world religious community for nuclear 
abolition.  I'm suggesting that world religious leaders should issue an unequivocal call for the 
nuclear weapons states to the unconditionally renounce nuclear weapons and abolish them.  
There would be intermediate steps, such as quickly taking all nuclear weapons off hair-trigger 
alert and starting the process of dismantlement.  A call would also go out to "surrogate nuclear 
weapon states" to renounce nuclear weapons and withdraw from nuclear sharing arrangements.  
They include the six NATO states with nuclear weapons on their soil and trained forces ready to 
use them, and other NATO members, Japan, and South Korea under the U.S. nuclear umbrella. 
 
I am seeking ways to reach the Holy See and explore whether Pope John Paul II would speak out 
for nuclear abolition.  I know the World Council of Churches is firmly committed to this cause.  
The 1997 Graz statement of the Conference of European Churches calls for elimination of 
nuclear weapons.  Some but necessarily all of the national councils of churches (or ecumenical 
councils) in Europe favor nuclear abolition, and so do some of the national denominations. 
 
Do you think we could build on this base so that there could be a unified call for renunciation 
addressed both to the nuclear weapon states and to their surrogates?  Could national councils, 
denominations, religious associations, and religious leaders in particular countries be mobilized 
to call upon their governments to renounce nuclear weapons and withdraw from nuclear sharing 
arrangements?  What about a call for a European nuclear weapon free zone between France and 
Russia (adding Spain, Portugal, Ireland, Iceland)?   
 
I would be interested in your reaction to these ideas and to receive your own ideas. 
 
Shalom, 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.or 
 
June 17, 1998 
 
To: Clayton Ramey 
 
Fax: 914 358-4924 No. of pages: 1 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 
Dear Clayton: 
 
Here's an e-mail message of June 8 that may not have reached you. 
 
We planned the reception for NPT PrepCom delegates on faith that we would be able to raise the 
funds to pay for it.  Having the reception at Palais des Nations enabled us to draw delegates 
fairly easy, but we had to pay a fairly high price, approximately $3,500 in U.S. dollars.  To 
facilitate payment I charged it to my personal VISA.  The bill is soon coming do. 
 
We have received the following contributions: $1,000 from Pax Christi USA and $500 each from 
the United Methodist General Board of Church and Society, the Presbyterian Peacemaking 
Program, the Episcopal Office for Peace and Justice, and the National Christian Council in 
Japan.   This totals $3,000, leaving a balance of $500 to raise. 
 
Would the FOR be able to contribute half of that amount, that is, $250?  I am asking AFSC for a 
similar contribution.  If so, you can make the check payable to Methodists United for Peace with 
Justice and send it to the address listed above. 
 
If you have any questions, please all me. 
 
Shalom, 
 



 

 

Dear Colleagues in the Religious Community: 
 
During the past year we have developed an effective network of religious organizations working 
for Senate ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) with effective ties to peace 
and arms control organizations working for the same objective.  I suggest that we now consider 
how we in the religious community can continue to work together on other issues related to the 
abolition of nuclear weapons.  Here I offer my ideas.  I urge you to respond and share your 
thoughts with me and others in our network. 
 
I believe that we need to focus simultaneously on (i) advocacy of nuclear abolition as the 
ultimate goal and (ii) a series of intermediate steps that lead to nuclear abolition. 
 
Abolition 
 
Virtually every religious denomination and religious association now working for CTBT 
ratification has a commitment to the total elimination of nuclear weapons.  A number of other 
denominations not involved in the CTBT campaign articulate values that would support 
advocacy of nuclear abolition even though they don't now advocate this position explicitly.  On 
the global scene the World Council of Churches and the Holy See both have an abolitionist 
orientation.  In addition, efforts are underway to make connections with other major religious 
faiths around the world to gain their support for abolitionist initiatives. 
 
In a proposal attached below, I offer some ideas on how to mobilize the world religious 
community for nuclear abolition.  This includes joining together in a call to the nuclear weapon 
states and their allies to unconditionally renounce nuclear weapons, both for deterrence and for 
war-fighting, and to move quickly toward abolition through a set of intermediary steps.  Recently 
eight nations (Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa, and 
Sweden) have undertaken a "new agenda" initiative to push the nuclear weapon states to take 
concrete actions for nuclear disarmament.  Other nations are invited to join.  The Non-Aligned 
Movement (NAM), soon to be under South African presidency, is pushing in this direction.  So 
is the global network of non-governmental organizations associated with Abolition 2000. 
 
Religious organizations in the United States can be part of this movement and can give particular 
attention to U.S. governmental policy.  We can forcefully and unequivocally advocate total 
nuclear abolition.  We can engage in public debate and public education on nuclear issues.  We 
can systematically lay out the underlying moral, spiritual, and humanitarian reasons for nuclear 
abolition.  We can seek to delegitimate the doctrine of nuclear deterrence and shift the frame of 
reference for discussion about the future of nuclear weapons.  In doing so we can build upon and 
add to such statements as the 1986 document of the United Methodist Council of Bishops, In 
Defense of Creation, and the recent statement by Catholic bishops associated with Pax Christi 
USA.  We can support global calls for nuclear abolition.  We can join in advocacy of 
negotiations for a nuclear weapons convention. 
 
 I believe that we in the U.S. religious community should draw these elements together in a 
systematic campaign designed to achieve wide-scale public acceptance for nuclear abolition 
within the United States and to make nuclear abolition the accepted policy of the U.S. 
government. 
 



 

 

Intermediate Steps 
 
Simultaneously we should work to achieve a series of intermediate steps that lead to nuclear 
abolition.  Possible steps include the following: 
• De-alerting (taking missiles off hair-trigger alert, separating warheads from delivery vehicles 

to achieve a status of zero alert). 
• Strategic arms reduction treaties (START II, III). 
• Dismantlement of nuclear weapons taken out of service. 
• Termination of new weapons development. 
• International control of fissile material. 
• Opposition to deployment of anti-ballistic missile (ABM) defense. 
 
Of these intermediate steps, I suggest that we give top priority to de-alerting and halting new 
weapons development. We can also support START agreements as they come up, call for 
dismantlement of out-of-service missiles, and oppose ABM funding.  Fissile material control is 
quite technical, but as appropriate, we can support an acceptable treaty once it is negotiated.  But 
our foremost attention should be upon de-alerting and new weapons development. 
 
De-alerting.  Achieving zero alert by all the nuclear weapon states would provide security from 
accidental or malicious launching.  Once nuclear weapons are off alert, it would be relatively 
difficult to return to alert status without being provocative.  Thus, de-alerting is a significant step 
toward nuclear disarmament (which is why some oppose it). 
 
De-alerting by the nuclear weapon states is advocated as a practical step by a variety of study 
commissions, retired military officers, retired civilian officials, scientists, and other scholars, 
most notably.  Proposals range from taking only part of the nuclear arsenal off hair-trigger alert 
to achieving zero alert with warheads separated from delivery vehicles.   In the attached proposal 
for the global religious community I advocate achieving zero alert by December 31, 1999.  Bruce 
Blair of the Brookings Institution, the foremost civilian authority on the subject,  says that it 
would be possible to achieve a mode of zero alert in twelve months, though lack of storage 
facilities might mean total separation of warheads and delivery vehicles might take somewhat 
longer. 
 
A number of arms control experts have had discussions about de-alerting with the White House 
and the Pentagon.  The latter has conducted studies on alternative methods to de-alerting but 
presently opposes this approach.   So far President Clinton hasn't been convinced to adopt a de-
alerting policy.   On the Hill Senator Daschle is an advocate of de-alerting as are some other 
members of Congress, but at present the Republican majority would likely object to zero alert.  
 
What is needed is a major public campaign on de-alerting that would involve organizations with 
professional expertise, such as the Union of Concerned Scientists, broad-based peace 
organizations, such as Physicians for Social Responsibility and Peace Action, and the religious 
community with its combination of national leadership and extensive grassroots network.   The 
CTBT campaign offers a model that could be adapted for this purpose. 
 
Halting new weapons development.  The Clinton Administration has instituted a Stockpile 
Stewardship Program with the stated purpose of keeping the nuclear arsenal operable without 



 

 

nuclear testing.  The cost is $4.5 billion a year for ten years.  Some see this as part of a deal to 
gain support from the nuclear weapons laboratories in California and New Mexico for the CTBT 
and also to secure the support of Senate Republicans.   
 
Organizations such as Western States Legal Foundation, Los Alamos Study Group, and Alliance 
for Nuclear Accountability point out that as much as half the Stockpile Stewardship funds will be 
spent for capital projects and experiments that foster development of new nuclear weapons and 
weapons modernization rather than passive stewardship of the present nuclear arsenal.  They are 
campaigning actively to cut back the program severely. 
 
I believe that the religious community should support this effort.   To do so we would need to be 
much better informed on the nature of the Stockpile Stewardship Program and the specific 
elements related to new weapons development and modernization.  For this purpose we can turn 
to the above-mentioned advocacy organizations.  We can use their material and if necessary 
adapt for education of our grassroots networks.   We can also add a concern for wasted resources 
that could be better utilized elsewhere. 
 
Once we are adequately informed, we can follow the lead of the advocacy organizations in 
opposing elements of Stockpile Stewardship dealing with new weapons development and 
modernization.  We can join with them and such organizations as PSR and Peace Action and 
focus upon the congressional authorization and appropriation processes in order to cut back on 
funds for these specific elements.  This would be a multi-year endeavor.  
 
Ways and Means 
 
In sum, I am suggesting that the U.S. religious community take on nuclear abolition as a major 
endeavor, giving particular attention to moral, spiritual, and humanitarian reasons for the global 
elimination of nuclear weapons.  We should join with others in pressing for intermediate steps, 
such as de-alerting and halting new weapons development. 
 
I realize that my proposal comes at a time when some denominational offices have cut back on 
personnel working on peace issues.  Other offices have a very heavy agenda on the international 
scene and don't necessarily have resources to take on more issues. 
 
My response is twofold.  First, these offices have been working this year for CTBT ratification 
and the same level of resources could be sustained for other aspects of nuclear abolition.  
Second, there is indication that two or more foundations have an interest in making grants to 
increase the level of religious organizational work for nuclear disarmament.   With the latter as a 
possibility, let me outline out some alternative approaches. 
 
(1) One approach would be to create a completely integrated, broad-based secular/religious U.S. 
campaign for nuclear abolition and the intermediate steps toward that goal.  I doubt that it is 
possible even it was deemed desirable.  The CTBT experience shows that there can be effective 
coming together for particular tasks but that there is too much diversity for total integration.  
Among other reasons nuclear disarmament and related matters are the primary mission of  peace 
organizations while denominational offices have a very broad agenda and cannot devote 
undivided attention to disarmament.  So there is considerable disparity in  staff time allocated. 
 



 

 

(2) A second approach is to continue the informal, cooperative approach used in the CTBT 
campaigns.  This includes monthly meeting of religious representatives with advisers and co-
workers from peace organizations, which is so informal that it doesn't even have a name.  This 
has led to sets of horizontal relationships, such as 20/20 Vision and the Disarmament 
Clearinghouse having direct contact with religious organizations for particular grassroots 
activities.  The religious organizations have had some sign-on letters on their own, such as the 
"Statement of American Religious Leaders" that the Friends Committee on National Legislation 
(FCNL) initiated and several to members of the Senate that I initiated.  In addition, some 
religious organizations have signed-on to statements initiated by peace organizations.   
 
As convener and facilitator of the monthly meetings, I have sent out notices for and notes from 
the meetings.  To some extent I serve as a bridge between the religious community and the 
Monday Lobby's Nuclear Weapons Working Group and the CTBT Working Group, along with 
FCNL staff, who attend both of these groups. Sometimes I forward information coming from 
Monday Lobby organizations.   I keep in touch with interested religious organization who attend 
the monthly meetings, and I have initiated outreach to religious groups not yet a part of this 
network.  I see my role as catalyst, but by no means coordinator. 
 
This has been a workable arrangement, but it does have some drawbacks.  Attendance by some 
organizations has been irregular.  This stems not from lack of interest but rather because of the 
fairly modest staff time many religious organizations have to work on disarmament issues and 
the conflicting demands to work on other issues and attend other meetings.   Except for the brief 
notes and forwarded information I send out on e-mail, we don't have systematic communication 
within our religious network.  Except for the FCNL sign-on letter we haven't reached beyond the 
usual core of participants from Mainline Protestant denominations, peace churches, Catholics, 
Reform Jews, and Unitarian-Universalists.  Missing are Baptists, Evangelicals, Black churches, 
Orthodox Christians, other Jewish bodies, Muslims, and Buddhists.  This represents less a failure 
than a challenge to broaden our coalition. 
 
 



H.E. Mohammed Nawaz Sharif 
Prime Minister of Pakistan 
Islamabad 
Pakistan 
 
29 May 1998 
 
Mr. Prime Minister, 
 
The World Council of Churches is profoundly dismayed by the decision of the government of 
Pakistan to proceed with nuclear tests in Chagai despite the insistent appeals by the 
international community to exercise restraint.  This action has grave and unpredictable 
implications for the people of the sub-continent, the wider Asian region and the world as a 
whole. The escalation of the rivalry between Pakistan and India to nuclear competition can 
only further exacerbate the existing tensions which have given rise already to three major 
wars in the last fifty years. The path of nuclear confrontation provides no security for the 
people of Pakistan, but rather places them and all their neighbors in grave danger. 
 
A fortnight ago, the World Council of Churches wrote to H.E. Atal Bihari Vajpayee, the 
Prime Minister of India, expressing its concern and dismay at the underground nuclear tests 
carried out by the government of India at Pokharan. 
 
The World Council of Churches has taken a principled position against the production, 
development and deployment of nuclear weapons of mass destruction. At the recently 
concluded NPT Preparatory Committee in Geneva, the Council called on the participant 
states to take immediate steps for a comprehensive ban on all nuclear weapons. 
 
These developments have revived the much condemned Cold War “balance of nuclear terror” 
 precisely at a moment when the world appeared to be moving closer to an agreement on 
nuclear non-proliferation and a total ban on nuclear testing.  They augur ill especially for the 
peoples of Pakistan and India. The heavy costs of a nuclear arms race and the sanctions likely 
to be imposed by the international community will further add to the poverty which has left 
the majority devoid of the basic necessities of life in terms of nutrition, health care, education 
and housing. 
 
It is not too late to reverse course. Other states who not long ago felt compelled to 
demonstrate their nuclear potential through testing have now declared a moratorium. We urge 
you, in the interest of your people and for the sake of peace and security in the region, to 
follow this lead without delay, and to declare your Government’s commitment to join the 
nuclear non-proliferation and test ban regimes.  We sincerely hope that you will take seriously 
 India’s offer to negotiate an no-first-use agreement. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
 
 
Konrad Raiser 
General Secretary 



Pax Christi International 
International Secretariat 
Secrétariat International 
 
21, Rue du Vieux Marché aux Grains
B-1000 Brussels · Belgium
tel: 32/2/502.55.50
fax: 32/2/502.46.26
e-mail: office@pci.ngonet.be
url: http://www.pci.ngonet.be

 
 
Ref.: SD14E.98 
 
 

PRESS RELEASE 
 
Pax Christi, the International Catholic Peace Movement, welcomes and affirms the joint call for 
nuclear abolition issued by Rev. Dr. Konrad Raiser, Gen. Secr. of the World Council of 
Churches and Godfried Cardinal Danneels, Archbishop of Brussels at the 2nd Preparatory 
Committee meeting of states parties to the Treaty on the Non-proliferation of nuclear weapons 
meeting at the United Nations Geneva. In that statement, the two church leaders declared : 
 
“Nuclear weapons, whether used or threatened, are grossly evil and morally wrong. As an 
instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons slaughter the innocent and ravage the 
environment ... When used as an instrument of deterrence, nuclear weapons hold innocent 
people hostage to political and military purposes. Therefore, the doctrine of nuclear deterrence 
is morally corrupt”. 
 
Pax Christi also recalls the words of Archbishop Renato Martino, Permanent Representative of 
the Holy See at the United Nations in his speech to the 1st Committee in October 1997 : 
 
“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”. 
 
Pax Christi applauds these prophetic words and joins in calling upon the nuclear weapons 
states to renounce their outmoded ans destabilizing doctrine of nuclear deterrence - a doctrine 
that today is impeding the progress of peace and threatening to ignite a new arms race by 
providing the rationale for modernizing the deadly arsenals of the nuclear weapons states. 
 
Instead, Pax Christi calls for negotiations to begin on a Nuclear Weapons Convention, parallel 
to the Biological and Chemical Weapons Conventions, to outlaw these weapons completely. To 
achieve this, Pax Christi believes that all nations have a role and responsibility. We must not 
allow the nuclear weapons states to frustrate the will of the vast majority of the world’s nations 
as expressed in UNGA resolution 52/380 which calls for negotiations to begin in 1998 on a 
Nuclear Weapons Convention in fulfillment of the International Court of Justice’s 1996 
interpretation of Article VI of the NPT. 
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