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To: btiller@psr.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Next steps in mobilizing religious community
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Bob:

Because of your extensive background in the religious community and your continuing interest, I would like to share 
with you a couple of proposals that I am circulating.  The first is applicable in the United States, the second is 
international.

I would be interested in your comments.

Shalom,
Howard

###

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 an attached proposal, 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 
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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.  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 (PSR) 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 for the CTBT from the nuclear weapons laboratories in 
California and New Mexico and also to secure the support of Senate Republicans.  
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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 appropriated adapt it 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.  This includes those mentioned 
above and also PSR and Peace Action. Together we can focus on the congressional authorization and appropriation 
processes in order to cut back on funds for specific program 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 and provide 
significant, public leadership in offering 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, multi-issue agenda on the international scene and don't necessarily 
have resources to increase their work on nuclear disarmament.

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 in the United States a completely integrated, broad-based, secular/religious 
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.  Moreover, peace organizations have nuclear disarmament and related 
matters as their primary mission while denominational offices have a very broad agenda and cannot devote undivided 
attention to disarmament.  So there is considerable disparity in allocated staff time. 

(2) A second approach is to continue the informal, cooperative arrangement used in the CTBT campaign. We have had 
monthly meeting of religious representatives in Washington along with advisers and co-workers from peace 
organizations.  It's been so informal that the gathering doesn't even have a name.  But as a result 20 religious 
organizations are working together in developing grassroots support for the CTBT.  Furthermore, sets of horizontal 
relationships have developed between religious organizations and peace organizations, such as 20/20 Vision. PSR, 
Peace Action, and the Disarmament Clearinghouse, resulting in joint field activities in a number of states.   In 
Washington. D.C. religious organizations have produced several 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 letters 
to members of the Senate that I initiated.  Some religious organizations have also signed on to statements initiated by 
peace organizations.  

As convener and facilitator of the monthly meetings, I have sent out notices for the meetings and brief notes 
afterwards.  FCNL staff and I serve as a bridge between the religious community and the Monday Lobby's Nuclear 
Weapons Working Group and the CTBT Working Group.   Sometimes I forward information from Monday Lobby 
organizations to religious representatives, and the Disarmament Clearinghouse has religious organizations on its "ctbt-
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organize" list serve.   I keep in touch with interested religious representatives who don't regularly 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 as coordinator.

This has been a workable arrangement, but it has 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 attend other meetings on different 
issues.   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.

(3) A third approach would to build upon the experience of the CTBT campaign and bring more resources into the 
equation.  

Our informal monthly meetings could be given a least enough structure to have a name.  For instance, we could 
choose between such terms as (a) religious or interfaith, (b) committee, coalition, working group, or task force, and (c) 
on nuclear abolition or nuclear disarmament.  But it would need to be a different name than the existing Religious 
Working Group for Nuclear Abolition of the Abolition 2000 network, which is in the process of becoming 
international in scope (I am a co-convener along with Clayton Ramey of the FOR and Dave Robinson of Pax Christi 
USA). 

Our U.S. group would deal with both (i) advocacy of nuclear abolition and (ii) intermediate steps leading toward that 
goal, such as de-alerting, curtailing new weapons development, START agreements, and other steps.  It would make 
connections with the Abolition 2000 network and with organizations working on intermediate steps.

The body would meet in Washington, D.C. because of the presence of so many organizations here, but it should 
constantly reach out to organizations based elsewhere with two-way communication.  It could have a chair or co-
chairs, either "permanent" or rotating.

It would be desirable to have a secretariat with at least part-time staff to handle such tasks as arranging for meeting 
space, sending out meeting notices, writing and circulating meeting notes, facilitating e-mail, fax and regular mail 
communications, helping gain signers to sign-on letters, assisting in production of joint material.

It would also be desirable to find funds to bolster the staff of some of the participating religious organizations.  
Additional funds could also be used for production of common material, such as liturgy, sample sermons, bulletin 
inserts, religious education literature

It would be useful to have a closed list-serve or some other e-mail arrangement.  It might be desirable to have a home 
page on the worldwide web, possibly hosted by one of our organization members.

 (4) The above described working group or coalition would pull together staff from denominational offices and 
religious associations who work on this and related endeavors.  In addition, consideration might be given to creating a 
religious (or interfaith) leadership council for nuclear abolition, consisting of heads of communion or their 
representatives (bishops and the like, not denominational staff).  

It could meet two or three times a year to offer guidance on policies and joint activities being carried out by the 
working group.  Members would to provide feedback to leaders in their respective denominations.  It could issue policy 
statements and send delegations to call on public officials (perhaps joining with retired generals and admirals).  It 
would give greater visibility to the abolition campaign and reinforce interfaith solidarity on this issue.

Conclusion
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These ideas I offer for your consideration.  Please give me your feedback and your own ideas and share them with 
others in our network.

Shalom,
Howard

###

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.

 A Better Way
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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.

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 
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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 
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 
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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 

###
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To: relctbt
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Poll results on CTBT
Cc: dkimball@clw.org
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 

Dear Colleagues:

Under the sponsorship of the Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers, Mellman Group and Wirthlin Worldwide have 
conducted surveys on the CTBT and related issues in five states: Oregon, Utah, Nebraska, Kansas, and Tennessee.  The 
results show very high approval rating for the CTBT in all states, including strong support from Democrats, 
Republicans, and Independents.

The Coalition is sending you a report on survey results.   They also have available individual reports for each state. 
This information is also available on the Coalition's web site: www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/.

We want to make these results known to CTBT supporters in these states so that they may use the findings in letters to 
their senators, in letters-to-the editor, and in other ways.  Would you be willing to distribute them to your key contacts 
in these five states?  You might do it now if you have an opportunity.  Or, the poll results could be used in early 
September as part of the final push during this session of Congress that I wrote about in a separate memo.

If you have any questions, please call me at 301 896-0013 or Daryl Kimball at 202 546-0795, ext. 136.

Shalom,
Howard 



 You are cordially invited to meet with 
 
 Senator XXX 
 
 at an Interfaith Breakfast on the CTBT 
 
 Day of week, July xx 
 8:30 to 10:00 a.m. 
 
 Mott House, 
  122 Maryland Avenue, NE 
 Washington, DC 
 
 8:30 Light breakfast 
 
 9:00  Discussion with Senator Biden on 
  on prospects for Senate ratification of 
  the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty 
 
 9:30 Discussion of interfaith strategy to 
  to support CTBT ratification 
 
 
 RSVP to Name of person 
 at phone, fax, e-mail 



 Suggested Changes in Resolution on "The United Methodist Church and Peace" 
 Offered by Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 
1. Disarmament 
 
3rd paragraph: rearrange and revise as follows 
 
 We support initiatives that move toward the goal of complete and general disarmament.  
In particular, we support the abolition of nuclear weapons.  We affirm the prophetic position of 
our bishops who said in their statement In Defense of Creation: "We say a clear and 
unconditional NO to nuclear war and to any use of nuclear weapons.  We conclude that nuclear 
deterrence is a position that cannot receive the church's blessing."  Accordingly, we reject the 
possession of nuclear weapons as a permanent basis for securing and maintaining peace.  
Possession no longer can be tolerated, even as a temporary expedient.   We call upon all 
possessors of nuclear weapons to renounce these vile instruments of mass destruction and to 
move expeditiously to dismantle all nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles. 
 
4th paragraph: replace as follows: 
 
 We suppor the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty and the Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty.  We call upon all nations to become signatories of these important treaties and to abide 
by their provisions. 
 
7th paragraph: add the following sentence: 
 
We support universal application of the Chemical Weapons Convention and the Biological 
Weapons Convention. 
 
July 13, 1998 



To: Nuclear Weapons Working Group   August 12, 1998 
 
From: Howard Hallman & Bob Tiller 
 
FOR DISCUSSION ONLY -- NOT FOR DISTRIBUTION 
 
Dear Colleagues: 
 
As you know, we have initiated a sign-on letter to President Clinton and President Yeltsin, 
urging them to take executive action on de-alerting.  We propose that this be an initial step in a 
two-phase, public campaign on de-alerting to be carried out between now and the end of the 
year.  Public pressure aspects of this campaign might be planned and guided by the Nuclear 
Weapons Working Group (NWWG).   There should be close liaison with de-alerting advocates 
from the arms control community who are already engaged in discussion on this issue with 
White House and Pentagon staff. 
 
We offer the following ideas on a public campaign.  We seek your comments and your additional 
ideas.  We would like to have some initial discussion at this week's meeting of NWWG. 
 
PHASE ONE.  CLINTON-YELTSIN LETTER (August to early September) 
 
Write and circulate letter in U.S. and worldwide; submit to Clinton and Yeltsin on August 21.  
Underway. 
 
Get selected individuals and organizations to write their own letters.  Such as, World Council of 
Churches, Holy See, U.S. Catholic Conference, Senator Cranston and his network.  Underway. 
 
Ask Bruce Blair to write a 12-month schedule for achieving zero alert. 
 
Prepare a compendium of statements on de-alerting from various reports. 
 
Ask foreign ministers of the Eight Nation Initiative to offer to provide verification teams for de-
alerting.   Done. 
 
Prior to Clinton-Yeltsin meeting, release sign-on letter, other letters, Blair piece, and 
compendium of statements to the press; give to friendly reporters. 
 
Communicate with national security staff that we are building public support for de-alerting and 
will counter public criticism of this approach. 
 
Consider the Clinton-Yeltsin letter to be an opening for a more intensive public campaign to gain 
Clinton's support for de-alerting. 
 
PHASE TWO.  PUBLIC PRESSURE ON CLINTON (September to December) 
 
This phase would be divided into (a) a planning and preparation period from Labor Day through 
the November election and (b) a period for public action between the election and mid-
December. 



 
The base for participation would be organizations working for CTBT ratification which would 
like to work on de-alerting between sessions of Congress.  This effort should reach out to other 
potential allies, such as organizations in the Abolition 2000 network which perceive de-alerting 
as a step toward abolition.   It should relate to and complement the insiders approach that comes 
to focus in the Deep Cuts Working Group. 
 
In September formulate an action plan through broad consultation and discussion.  This would 
include plans for grassroots activities and a media strategy. 
 
In October begin grassroots outreach, including education on the issue and plans for grassroots 
activities after the election. 
 
The week after the election stage some kind of event that would attract C-Span, CNN, etc.  For 
instance, perhaps Senator Cranston would be willing, under the auspices of the State of the 
World Forum, to convene a panel of retired senators for two or three days of public hearings on 
de-alerting.  Hearing panel might include Senators Exon, Hatfield, Danforth, Nunn (unless a 
witness), etc.  Witnesses would be pro and con with an opportunity for rebuttal of criticism of 
de-alerting. 
 
An alternative would be to stage a debate on de-alerting between prominent advocates and 
opponents.  For instance, at the National Press Club. 
 
Encourage grassroots activists to view the hearings or debate.  Follow through with a variety of 
grassroots activities, such as calls to talk radio, letters to the editor, letters to Clinton, Gore, and 
other potential presidential candidates, letters to members of Congress urging them to contact 
Clinton in favor of de-alerting.  Get grassroots rebuttal of members of Congress who speak out 
against de-alerting. 
 
Get editorials written in newspapers around the country. 
 
The week before Thanksgiving stimulate an offering of letters, telling Clinton "we would be 
thankful if de-alerting occur and the fear of nuclear attack was lessened". 
 
Bring de-alerting advocacy into national meetings, such as the mid-November meeting of the 
American Public Health Association, the post-Thanksgiving meeting of the National League of 
Cities. 
 
Relate the latter to a response from ground zero, that is, the targets of a potential Russian attack, 
including all cities over, say, 200,000.  Get mayors, city councils, state legislators of these 
locales to speak out in favor of de-alerting and to contact Clinton and Gore.  Bring in African-
American and Hispanic/Latino groups, whose constituents are heavily concentrated near ground 
zero. 
 
Have a call-in day to the White House in early December. 
 



Have a steady flow of statements from influentials (retired generals and admirals, scientists, 
professionals, clergy, etc.) in favor of de-alerting.  Look to the Deep Cuts Working Group for 
this and related approaches. 
 
Perhaps conduct a fresh public opinion survey on de-alerting. 
 
Maintain continuous efforts to gain media attention. 
 
In sum, we can use various techniques from the CTBT campaign for an intensive campaign on 
de-alerting in the remaining months of 1998 with public pressure activities carried out especially 
between the election and mid-December.  Then in 1999 we can return to the final push for CTBT 
ratification. 
 
We will greatly appreciate your response to these ideas and for your additional ideas. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard & Bob 
 
 



 You are cordially invited to 

 An Interfaith Breakfast  
 with Senator James M. Jeffords 

 to consider the 

 Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) 
 
Senator Jeffords will present a report on where the ratification process 
stands in the U.S. Senate.  There will be discussion of how the interfaith 
community can rally public support for ratification.  

 
 Wednesday, September 16, 1998 
 8:30 to 10:00 a.m. 
 The Mott House 
 122 Maryland Avenue, NE 
 Washington, DC  
 
 
Sponsored by: Episcopal Peace Fellowship -- Friends Committee on National Legislation -- 
Lutheran Office for Governmental Affairs, Evangelical Lutheran Church in America -- 
Mennonite Central Committee, Washington Office -- Methodists United for Peace with 
Justice -- NETWORK: A National Catholic Social Justice Lobby -- Presbyterian Church 
(USA), Washington Office -- Presbyterian Peace Fellowship -- Unitarian Universalist 
Association, Washington Office -- United Methodist General Board of Church and Society 
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Please reply to Howard W. Hallman, Chair, Methodists United for Peace with Justice, 1500 16th 
Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036.  Phone/fax: 301 896-0013.  E-mail: mupj@igc.org 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
______Yes, we will participate in the Interfaith Breakfast with Senator Jeffords on the CTBT 
 on September 16, 1998 at the Mott House. 
 
Name of representative(s) ________________________________________________________ 
 
Name of organization ____________________________________________________________  
 
Signed ___________________________________  Phone ______________________________ 
 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013   E.mail: mupj@igc.org 
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 DE-ALERT NUCLEAR WEAPONS SAY 68 CITIZEN ORGANIZATIONS 

Message to President Clinton And President Yeltsin Before Their Summit Meeting 
 
Fifteen religious organizations have joined with 53 citizen organizations to urge President 
Clinton and President Yeltsin to take steps to de-alert their nuclear arsenals when they meet on 
September 1 to 3.   Signers include representatives of Protestant, Catholic, and Quaker 
associations in the United States and abroad.  Their call has gone to the two presidents in a letter 
initiated by Methodists United for Peace with Justice and Physicians for Social Responsibility.  
 
The U.S. and Russia maintain thousands of nuclear weapons on hair-trigger alert. The letter 
highlights the threat of accidental or unauthorized launch of these weapons and calls on the two 
leaders to take action to reduce this threat. The organizations call on President Clinton and 
President Yeltsin to discuss de-alerting of nuclear weapons at the upcoming summit. The groups 
urge the two leaders to commence mutual de-alerting no later than January 1999 and to complete 
de-alerting no later than December 31, 1999. The letter also urges the U.S. and Russia to work 
with other nuclear nations to de-alert their weapons as well. 
 
De-alerting of nuclear weapons can be accomplished by executive actions of the two presidents.  
No legislative action is required to take warheads off their delivery vehicles, a simple action that 
would significantly increase the security of both nations. President Bush and President 
Gorbachev demonstrated the effectiveness of executive action when they reduced the alert status 
of strategic bombers in 1991.  
 
In addition to support from religious groups and other citizen organizations, de-alerting also 
carries the endorsement of many heads of state, prime ministers, and military experts. De-
alerting was recommended in a 1996 statement signed by 60 generals and admirals and has been 
endorsed by the Canberra Commission and the National Academy of Sciences. 
 
India and Pakistan demonstrated their nuclear capability in May of this year.  Russia is having 
major problems in ensuring the security of its fissile materials. Terrorist attacks are on the rise.  
In light of these and other recent events, the sign-on letter urges the U.S. and Russia to make de-
alerting a priority topic in next week's talks. 
 
A copy of the letter is attached. 
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NGO Commision on the U.S. Nuclear Posture.  Fifty Years From Trinity.  Towards a New 
Consensus on Nuclear Weapons and U.S. Security.  Washington, D.C.:  Lawyers Alliance for 
World Security, Committee for National Security, Washington Council on Non-Proliferation, 
1995.  
 
The NGO Commission on the U.S. Nuclear Posture consisted of three prominent former 
officials: Judge William Webster, Lt. Gen. Robert E. Pursley (USAF Ret.), and Vice Admiral 
John J. Shanahan (USN Ret.).  One of their recommendations was: 
 
 Move toward a zero alert posture in cooperation with Russia and other nuclear powers to 

reduce the danger of an accidental or unauthorized launch of a nuclear weapon. 
 
The commissioners noted: 
 

The U.S. and Russia [have] agreed to deactivate all weapons slated for removal under 
START II once that treaty enters into force.  However, these steps still leave the U.S. 
(and Russia) with thousands of nuclear weapons to launch at a moment's notice.  This 
situation poses unacceptable risks to the American and Russian people and societies 
across the globe, and suggests that national security could be better served by moving 
toward a zero alert regime, incorporating all five nuclear powers. 

 
The report noted that at a public hearing Dr. Fred Iklé, Under Secretary of Defense for Policy in 
the Reagan Administration, expressed concern about the "hair trigger" alert postures of the U.S. 
and Russia.  He indicated that "Russia's reliance on a 'hair trigger' posture constitutes the clearest 
nuclear threat to U.S. security."  Dr. Iklé recommended: 
 
 To move away from this "hair trigger" legacy, the U.S. and Russian militaries should 

launch a joint program to reduce the readiness of their nuclear forces.  The agreed 
procedures might include separating warheads from missiles, partially dismantling 
missiles, and other steps that could be monitored and could be implemented rapidly and 
without waiting for the scheduled START reductions. 

 



Project on Eliminating Weapons of Mass Destruction, An Evolving US Nuclear Posture.  Second 
Report of the Steering Committee.  Washington, D.C.: The Henry L. Stimson Center, 1995. 
 
The Steering Committee is chaired by General Andrew J. Goodpaster (USA, ret.).  The report 
presents a four-phase plan for eliminating nuclear weapons.  Phase I, now underway, would 
undertake cuts in the respective US and Russian nuclear arsenals to roughly 2,000 warheads 
each.   Regarding alert status of the US and Russian nuclear forces, the report indicated: 
 

An agreement between the two governments to remove at least a portion of their  
remaining nuclear arsenals from high levels of readiness would provide verifiable  
testimony as to the waning likelihood of a sudden nuclear attack by either side, and  
diminish whatever risks are associated with maintaining nuclear forces on a high state of  
alert. 

 
Phase II would reduce the nuclear arsenals to hundreds on each side, accompanied by additional 
changes in the operational status of nuclear weapons. 
 
 Under the right political conditions, for example, participating governments might agree 

to remove most, if not all of their nuclear weapons from active alert status.  The idea 
would be to further stabilize relations among the nuclear powers by separating all 
warheads dedicated to basic deterrence from their delivery vehicles in a way such that the 
process of uploading nuclear warheads would be time-consuming and transparent. 
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 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, N.W., Washington, DC 20036      Phone/fax: 301 896-0013      E-mail: mupj@igc.org 
 
 September 1998 
 

 VICTORY FOR CTBT AND A CHALLENGE 
 
 On September 1 the U.S. Senate voted 49-44 to appropriate $29 million for the U.S. share of 
the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) Preparatory Commission budget.   The Preparatory 
Commission will function until the treaty enters into force and a CTBT Organization becomes 
operative.   The main task of the Preparatory Commission is to develop and construct a verification 
regime for the treaty, including an International Data Center and an International Monitoring System.  
The verification regime will include a global network of seismological, radionuclide, hydroacoustic, 
and infrasound stations supplement by highly intrusive on-site inspections.   Many consider this 
arrangement to be in the best interests of the United States.    
 
 The Foreign Operations Subcommittee of the Senate Appropriations Committee rejected a 
request from President Clinton to fund the CTBT Preparatory Commission.  The vote restored the 
funds. Voting for the appropriation were 42 Democrats and 7 Republicans, including Senators Bennett 
(UT), Campbell (CO), Chafee (RI), D'Amato (NY), Jeffords (VT), Specter (PA), and Stevens (AK).  
Forty-four Republicans voted "no".  Not voting were three Democrats, Bingaman (NM), Glenn (OH), 
and Inouye (HI), and four Republicans, Domenici (NM), Gramm (TX), Helms (NC), and Murkowski 
(AK).  Senate Majority Leader Trent Lott tried to make this a party-line vote, but enough Republicans 
voted with Democrats to provide a favorable outcome. 
 
 Some analysts claim that the vote reveals that the Senate lacks the 67 votes necessary to 
achieve ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.  However, other factors were present in 
this vote.  Some senators were skeptical of providing funds for a treaty not yet in force.  Some don't 
like to support international organizations.  A number of Senators favorable to ratification or leaning in 
that direction responded to Senator Lott's plea for party loyalty. 
 
 The challenge is to build on this modest victory by getting Republican senators who voted "no" 
on this appropriation measure to make a public commitment to support Senate ratification of the 
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.  It should be noted that among the seven Republicans who voted for 
the appropriation, four are up for election this year.  They seem to recognize the strong public support 
the CTBT. 
 
 What you can do.    If your senator voted for the appropriation, thank him or her for the 
favorable vote.  Give particular attention and praise to the seven Republicans voting "yes".  If your 
senator voted "no", contact him or her and express your disappointment for the vote against setting up 
a CTBT verification system.   Stress the importance of the CTBT to the security of the United States 
by halting global testing of nuclear weapons.  Remind the senator that three-fourths of the American 
public, including similar proportions of Republicans, Democrats, and Independents favor treaty 
ratification.  Indicate that this important measure should be treated as a bipartisan concern and not 
brought into partisan politics.  Ask your senator to speak favorable for Senate ratification of the CTBT.  
Send a similar message to senators who didn't vote on this appropriation measure.   Get other persons 
in your network to get in touch with their senators. 
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 Mott House, 122 Maryland Ave., NE, Washington, DC 
 
Agenda 
 
1. Status of CTBT in Senate 
 
2. Breakfast on September 16 
 a. Invitees 
 b. Conference call 
 
3. Other activities until Senate adjourns 
 
4. De-alerting (brief) 
 
5. Next meeting 
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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 an attached proposal, 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.  
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 (PSR) 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 for the CTBT from the nuclear weapons laboratories in California and New Mexico 
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 appropriated 
adapt it 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.  This includes those mentioned above and also PSR and Peace Action. Together 
we can focus on the congressional authorization and appropriation processes in order to cut back 
on funds for specific program 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 and provide significant, public leadership in offering 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, multi-issue agenda on the 
international scene and don't necessarily have resources to increase their work on nuclear 
disarmament. 
 
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 in the United States a completely integrated, broad-based, 
secular/religious 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.  Moreover, peace organizations have nuclear disarmament and related matters as 
their primary mission while denominational offices have a very broad agenda and cannot devote 
undivided attention to disarmament.  So there is considerable disparity in allocated staff time.  
 



 

 

(2) A second approach is to continue the informal, cooperative arrangement used in the CTBT 
campaign. We have had monthly meeting of religious representatives in Washington along with 
advisers and co-workers from peace organizations.  It's been so informal that the gathering 
doesn't even have a name.  But as a result 20 religious organizations are working together in 
developing grassroots support for the CTBT.  Furthermore, sets of horizontal relationships have 
developed between religious organizations and peace organizations, such as 20/20 Vision. PSR, 
Peace Action, and the Disarmament Clearinghouse, resulting in joint field activities in a number 
of states.   In Washington. D.C. religious organizations have produced several 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 letters to members of the Senate that I 
initiated.  Some religious organizations have also signed on to statements initiated by peace 
organizations.   
 
As convener and facilitator of the monthly meetings, I have sent out notices for the meetings and 
brief notes afterwards.  FCNL staff and I serve as a bridge between the religious community and 
the Monday Lobby's Nuclear Weapons Working Group and the CTBT Working Group.   
Sometimes I forward information from Monday Lobby organizations to religious representatives, 
and the Disarmament Clearinghouse has religious organizations on its "ctbt-organize" list serve.   
I keep in touch with interested religious representatives who don't regularly 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 as coordinator. 
 
This has been a workable arrangement, but it has 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 attend other meetings on different issues.   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. 
 
(3) A third approach would to build upon the experience of the CTBT campaign and bring more 
resources into the equation.   
 
Our informal monthly meetings could be given a least enough structure to have a name.  For 
instance, we could choose between such terms as (a) religious or interfaith, (b) committee, 
coalition, working group, or task force, and (c) on nuclear abolition or nuclear disarmament.  But 
it would need to be a different name than the existing Religious Working Group for Nuclear 
Abolition of the Abolition 2000 network, which is in the process of becoming international in 
scope (I am a co-convener along with Clayton Ramey of the FOR and Dave Robinson of Pax 
Christi USA).  
 
Our U.S. group would deal with both (i) advocacy of nuclear abolition and (ii) intermediate steps 
leading toward that goal, such as de-alerting, curtailing new weapons development, START 
agreements, and other steps.  It would make connections with the Abolition 2000 network and 
with organizations working on intermediate steps. 



 

 

 
The body would meet in Washington, D.C. because of the presence of so many organizations 
here, but it should constantly reach out to organizations based elsewhere with two-way 
communication.  It could have a chair or co-chairs, either "permanent" or rotating. 
 
It would be desirable to have a secretariat with at least part-time staff to handle such tasks as 
arranging for meeting space, sending out meeting notices, writing and circulating meeting notes, 
facilitating e-mail, fax and regular mail communications, helping gain signers to sign-on letters, 
assisting in production of joint material. 
 
It would also be desirable to find funds to bolster the staff of some of the participating religious 
organizations.  Additional funds could also be used for production of common material, such as 
liturgy, sample sermons, bulletin inserts, religious education literature 
 
It would be useful to have a closed list-serve or some other e-mail arrangement.  It might be 
desirable to have a home page on the worldwide web, possibly hosted by one of our organization 
members. 
 
 (4) The above described working group or coalition would pull together staff from 
denominational offices and religious associations who work on this and related endeavors.  In 
addition, consideration might be given to creating a religious (or interfaith) leadership council for 
nuclear abolition, consisting of heads of communion or their representatives (bishops and the 
like, not denominational staff).   
 
It could meet two or three times a year to offer guidance on policies and joint activities being 
carried out by the working group.  Members would to provide feedback to leaders in their 
respective denominations.  It could issue policy statements and send delegations to call on public 
officials (perhaps joining with retired generals and admirals).  It would give greater visibility to 
the abolition campaign and reinforce interfaith solidarity on this issue. 
 
Conclusion 
 
These ideas I offer for your consideration.  Please give me your feedback and your own ideas 
and share them with others in our network. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
 



 

 

 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 19, 1998 
 
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 an attached proposal, 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.  
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 (PSR) 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 for the CTBT from the nuclear weapons laboratories in California and New Mexico 
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 appropriated 
adapt it 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.  This includes those mentioned above and also PSR and Peace Action. Together 
we can focus on the congressional authorization and appropriation processes in order to cut back 
on funds for specific program 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 and provide significant, public leadership in offering 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, multi-issue agenda on the 
international scene and don't necessarily have resources to increase their work on nuclear 
disarmament. 
 
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 in the United States a completely integrated, broad-based, 
secular/religious 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.  Moreover, peace organizations have nuclear disarmament and related matters as 
their primary mission while denominational offices have a very broad agenda and cannot devote 
undivided attention to disarmament.  So there is considerable disparity in allocated staff time.  
 
(2) A second approach is to continue the informal, cooperative arrangement used in the CTBT 
campaign. We have had monthly meeting of religious representatives in Washington along with 
advisers and co-workers from peace organizations.  It's been so informal that the gathering 
doesn't even have a name.  But as a result 20 religious organizations are working together in 
developing grassroots support for the CTBT.  Furthermore, sets of horizontal relationships have 
developed between religious organizations and peace organizations, such as 20/20 Vision. PSR, 
Peace Action, and the Disarmament Clearinghouse, resulting in joint field activities in a number 
of states.   In Washington. D.C. religious organizations have produced several 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 letters to members of the Senate that I 
initiated.  Some religious organizations have also signed on to statements initiated by peace 
organizations.   
 
As convener and facilitator of the monthly meetings, I have sent out notices for the meetings and 
brief notes afterwards.  FCNL staff and I serve as a bridge between the religious community and 
the Monday Lobby's Nuclear Weapons Working Group and the CTBT Working Group.   
Sometimes I forward information from Monday Lobby organizations to religious representatives, 
and the Disarmament Clearinghouse has religious organizations on its "ctbt-organize" list serve.   
I keep in touch with interested religious representatives who don't regularly 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 as coordinator. 
 
This has been a workable arrangement, but it has 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 attend other meetings on different issues.   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. 
 
(3) A third approach would to build upon the experience of the CTBT campaign and bring more 
resources into the equation.   
 
Our informal monthly meetings could be given a least enough structure to have a name.  For 
instance, we could choose between such terms as (a) religious or interfaith, (b) committee, 
coalition, working group, or task force, and (c) on nuclear abolition or nuclear disarmament.  But 
it would need to be a different name than the existing Religious Working Group for Nuclear 
Abolition of the Abolition 2000 network, which is in the process of becoming international in 



 

 

scope (I am a co-convener along with Clayton Ramey of the FOR and Dave Robinson of Pax 
Christi USA).  
 
Our U.S. group would deal with both (i) advocacy of nuclear abolition and (ii) intermediate steps 
leading toward that goal, such as de-alerting, curtailing new weapons development, START 
agreements, and other steps.  It would make connections with the Abolition 2000 network and 
with organizations working on intermediate steps. 
 
The body would meet in Washington, D.C. because of the presence of so many organizations 
here, but it should constantly reach out to organizations based elsewhere with two-way 
communication.  It could have a chair or co-chairs, either "permanent" or rotating. 
 
It would be desirable to have a secretariat with at least part-time staff to handle such tasks as 
arranging for meeting space, sending out meeting notices, writing and circulating meeting notes, 
facilitating e-mail, fax and regular mail communications, helping gain signers to sign-on letters, 
assisting in production of joint material. 
 
It would also be desirable to find funds to bolster the staff of some of the participating religious 
organizations.  Additional funds could also be used for production of common material, such as 
liturgy, sample sermons, bulletin inserts, religious education literature 
 
It would be useful to have a closed list-serve or some other e-mail arrangement.  It might be 
desirable to have a home page on the worldwide web, possibly hosted by one of our organization 
members. 
 
 (4) The above described working group or coalition would pull together staff from 
denominational offices and religious associations who work on this and related endeavors.  In 
addition, consideration might be given to creating a religious (or interfaith) leadership council for 
nuclear abolition, consisting of heads of communion or their representatives (bishops and the 
like, not denominational staff).   
 
It could meet two or three times a year to offer guidance on policies and joint activities being 
carried out by the working group.  Members would to provide feedback to leaders in their 
respective denominations.  It could issue policy statements and send delegations to call on public 
officials (perhaps joining with retired generals and admirals).  It would give greater visibility to 
the abolition campaign and reinforce interfaith solidarity on this issue. 
 
Conclusion 
 
These ideas I offer for your consideration.  Please give me your feedback and your own ideas 
and share them with others in our network. 
 
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 23, 1998 
 
To:  Jim Matlack 
 
Fax: 202 232-3197 No. of pages: 4 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 
Dear Jim: 
 
Yesterday I sent to several leaders of the CTBT Working Group a proposal to hold citizen 
hearings on the CTBT.  I received two positive, two negative responsess.  My original message 
and reply to these responses is reproduced below. 
 
Among other things, I suggested  sponsorship by the Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers and 
our interfaith group working for CTBT ratification.  Would you favor this?  If so, we might have 
to formalize ourselves to the extent of giving our meetings a name.  I've avoided this because I 
haven't wanted us to be too structured.  But as a cosponsor we would need a name.  Choices 
include Interfaith (or Religious) Coalition (or Working Group, Task Force), for the CTBT. 
 
What do you think of the idea of citizen hearings?  Should our interfaith group be a cosponsor?  
What name should we give ourselves? 
 
This matter will be discussed by the CTBT Working Group when it meets on Friday, June 26 at 
UCS, 1616 P Street at 10:30 a.m. (you're invited if you want to attend).  I'm leaving town earlier 
that morning until July 8.  If you have a response that you want me to convey to Tom Collina, 
chair of the working group, please let me know by early afternoon, June 25, or contact him 
directly at tcollina@ucsusa.org or phone: 202 332-0900. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
 
### 
 
Dear Colleagues: 
 
If by mid-July Senator Helms has not committed the Senate Foreign Relations to hold hearings 
on the CTBT in this session of Congress, I believe that we should organize and announce a set of 
citizen hearings on the treaty.  In outline, here are a few suggestions about such citizen hearings. 
 
1. Time: Starting Tuesday, September 8 and for several days thereafter.  This is the day after 
Labor Day when Congress is just returning.  There won't be much going on in Congress that day, 



so we might be able to attract C-Span, CNN, and other networks.  If this succeeds in pressing the 
Senate to move, there still might be time to get the treaty approved before the end of the session. 
 
2. Place: (a) a church basement (fellowship hall), such as Capitol Hill United Methodist Church 
at 5th and Seward Square, SE (just off Pennsylvania Avenue) or Church of the Reformation 
(Lutheran), 222 East Capitol Street, NE; or (b) a hotel.  There are pros and cons for each. 
 
3. Hearing officers: Among the possibilities would be four retired senators: Cranston, Exon, 
Hatfield, and Danforth, two from each party, respected, supportive of the CTBT but capable of 
holding fair hearings with opposition present.  We could also have a retired military officer, a 
scientists, a religious leader, and other prominent persons. 
 
4. Sponsorship: Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers and our interfaith group, which would 
need a name, such as Interfaith (or Religious), Coalition (or Working Group, Task Force) for the 
CTBT.  This would bring together most of the leading advocates of the CTBT. 
 
5. Witnesses: Invite the Clinton Administration (they might decline).  Panels of (a) retired 
military officers, including former chairs of Joint Chiefs of Staff,  (b) religious leaders (Catholic, 
Protestant, Jewish, Muslim, peace church), (c) professionals (scientist, physician, engineer, etc.), 
(d) citizen organizations (such as Peace Action, League of Women Voters), (e) treaty opponents 
(ex-officials of Reagan Administration, etc.) (f) rebuttal witnesses, such as on verification issues. 
 
6. Toward the end of July invite Senator Lott to testify so that he can detail his reasons why the 
CTBT should be put on the shelf because of the Indian and Pakistani nuclear tests. 
 
7. In the invitation letter to Lott, with copies all senators and released to the press, make the point 
that we are holding the citizen hearings because members of the Senate have allowed one-man 
rule (Senator Helms) to prevail in the Senate and have thereby defaulted on their obligation to 
hold hearings on and give floor consideration to a treaty supported by 73 percent of the 
American public. 
 
8. In sum, our intent to have citizen hearings may push the Senate to act.  If so, we would cancel 
them.  Otherwise, we will have an excellent opportunity to gain public attention on the CTBT 
and the Senate's neglect. 
 
Please let me know what you think of this approach.  If you believe that something along these 
lines might be useful, I'll share this communication with other religious groups and find out if 
they would like to be involved collectively. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
 
### 
 
 
 
 
 



Dear Colleagues: 
 
So far, I have received two positive, two negative comments on my proposal for citizen hearings 
on the CTBT.  This is my response, starting with questions from Bob Tiller, who thinks "this is a 
fine idea" and wants to move it forward. 
 
1. Budget?  I can't offer a precise figure or source of funds, but I can outline some of the costs. 
(a) Facility.  If a church (which I favor for the symbolism of being shut out from the seat of 
power and having to have hearings in a church basement; also denoting religious support for the 
CTBT), we would need to pay a rental fee.  We may need to hire security so that people aren't 
wandering around the church or to handle this ourselves with volunteer monitors.  If a hotel, 
there would also be a rental fee, considerably higher than in a church. 
(b) Sound system.  Likely need to rent one for a church, or pay hotel for theirs. 
(c) Transcription costs (if we produce a transcript, as Tom Collina suggests).  
(d) Media consultant to help get TV, radio, and print coverage. 
(e) Possible travel costs for one or more hearing panelists and a few key witnesses. 
(f) I assume that a number of us would contribute our time to support the hearings. 
(g) There may be other costs I haven't thought of. 
 
2. Broader sponsorship?  I suggested the Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers and the "religious 
coalition" as principal sponsors because we have a working relationship.  I have no major 
problem with broader sponsorship if someone wants to suggest other sponsors.  We CTBT 
advocates need to keep control, but we should also convey a sense of fairness by bringing in 
other views than our own at the hearings. 
 
3. Will anyone besides hearing officers be asking questions?  My view is that the hearing officers 
should be the only questioners, but I am open to an alternative.  In some congressional hearings, 
committee counsel asks questions, sometimes grilling witnesses.  I don't see this as that kind of 
hearing. 
 
4. Which do you think is more important: to present our view heavily, or to have balance among 
the hearing officers and witnesses?  I'm inclined to have hearing officers who are sympathetic to 
the CTBT (as are the four retired senators I suggested: Cranston, Exon, Hatfield, Danforth) but 
who are also known to be fair.  As hearing officers, they wouldn't be articulating their own 
views.   For  pro-CTBT witnesses we should go beyond our own boards, drawing in retired 
generals, bishops, etc.  We should have a fair portion of anti-CTBT witnesses but not necessarily 
half and half.  It will be a delicate matter to achieve enough fairness to attract media but also to 
get a diverse set of witnesses favoring the CTBT.  This needs very careful consideration. 
 
5.  Who will make the decisions about the witness list -- hearing officers or the sponsors?  I 
suggest that the sponsors establish a steering committee with decision-making authority (though 
with appropriate consultation).  The steering committee would select the hearing officers and 
would develop the witness list in consultation with the hearing officers.   
 
6. Crowd control?  In case of a church, the same security arrangement for building control would 
handle this: a contract security unit or our own monitors.  A similar arrangement could be used 
for a hotel. 
 



7. "We might get more media attention and desired response from Lott if the hearings were held 
before Labor Day, i.e., September 1-2-3-4."  That's all right with me if the group feels that way.  
Congress would not be in session, so C-span and others covering Congress would be available.  
The down side is that some reporters and a hunk of the population will still be on vacation. 
 
Tom Collina, who thinks "this is a great idea if done well", writes: "We need to make them as 
similar to real hearings as possible and use them as a media vehicle to pressure Lott."  I agree.  
We would seek media coverage in Washington and also around the country through C-Span, 
CNN, etc.  I've seen other "citizen hearings" that got into the C-Span network, include some re-
runs in off-hours.  Given that CNN has had a week on nuclear issues this month, we ought to be 
able to tap into an interested party.  This gets back to how to convey our message and a sense of 
fairness.  For the latter we will want to give opposition witness opportunity to be heard.  It will 
also help us identify their concerns and anti-treaty arguments so that we can deal with them 
before Congress.  But overall we want the hearings to convey that there is widespread public 
support for the CTBT from diverse interests. 
 
On the negative side, David Culp doubts that citizen hearings in Washington are likely to have 
much impact on Lott and moderate Republicans on the Foreign Relations Committee.  He wants 
to concentrate on generating grassroots support for the CTBT in their states.  My response is that 
we've got a lot of grassroots activity going on.  What we need is to make CTBT ratification a 
more visible public issue that Lott has to respond to.  That's why I suggested the hearings, not to 
replace our grassroots work but to magnify our efforts in Washington. 
 
Daryl Kimball thinks that citizens hearings wouldn't address "our main stumbling blocks and it 
would siphon off resources from other important tasks."  He wants to concentrate on undecided 
Republican senators back home and also to bring in more allies (labor, medical, environmental 
groups). I can't speak to the resources question because I'm not in control of CTBT campaign 
funds.  We'll keep up our grassroots work, which has recently intensified with new grant money.  
Of course, we need other allies, and I've been disappointed that we haven't brought in others, 
especially environmental groups.  We need to revisit our roster of commitments of who was 
supposed to contact whom.  But our main stumbling blocks remain Lott and Helms.  Helms is 
too obdurate to have much impact on, but Lott, as majority leader, a national figure, and possibly 
a presidential candidate, is susceptible to public pressure.  I believe that well-organized, citizen 
hearings could help create that pressure. 
 
I hope this idea can be discussed thoroughly at the CTBT Working Group on Friday.  I'm sorry 
to say that I won't be there because I'll be heading for a family reunion in Texas that day and will 
be away until July 8.   If the group decides to go ahead with this or a variation, I'm certainly 
willing to help work on it.  I'll also seek involvement of religious organizations.  I have a good 
relationship with Capitol Hill United Methodist Church if the group wants to consider it as a 
hearing site. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
 
 



June 24, 1998 
 
Msgr. Diarmuid Martin, Secretary 
Pontifical Council for Justice and Peace 
The Vatican 
Rome, Italy 
 
Dear Msgr. Martin: 
 
These days many of us in the world religious community, including the Holy 
See, have a strong desire to achieve the abolition of nuclear weapons.  This need 
is made even more urgent by the spread of the nuclear arms race to South Asia.  
Because in unity there is strength, I would like to share some ideas on how the 
religious community might work together in the quest for nuclear abolition.   I 
write as chair of Methodists United for Peace with Justice, an association of laity 
and clergy based in the United States.  I also serve as a co-convener of the 
Religious Working Group for Nuclear Abolition, which is part of the global 
Abolition 2000 network.   
 
My basic proposal is that representatives of world religious bodies, along with 
regional and national bodies, join together and demand that all states possessing 
nuclear weapons unconditionally renounce the use of nuclear weapons for 
deterrence and war-fighting purposes and that these states move expeditiously to 
achieve total nuclear abolition.   Their commitment could be put in the form of a 
"Nuclear Abolition Covenant" to be signed by the nuclear weapon states (see 
attached draft).  As a first step in implementation, these states should 
immediately take all nuclear weapons off alert by separating warheads from 
delivery vehicles and should promptly commence dismantling their nuclear 
arsenals under international inspection.  My ideas are elaborated in the enclosed 
statement. 
 
Last October at the United Nations Archbishop Renato Martino, speaking for the 
Holy See, noted, "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."  He called for negotiations leading to a nuclear 
weapons convention and stated, "Those nuclear weapons States resisting such 
negotiations must be challenged, for, in clinging to their outmode 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."
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The World Council of Churches favors nuclear abolition.   In 1983 its Sixth Assembly stated, 
"We believe that the time has come when the churches must unequivocally declare that the 
production and deployment as well as the use of nuclear weapons are a crime against humanity 
and that such activities must be condemned on ethical and theological grounds."  The Assembly 
declared, "Nuclear deterrence, as the strategic doctrine which has justified nuclear weapons in 
the name of security and war prevention, must now be categorically rejected as contrary to the 
faith in Jesus Christ who is our life and peace." 
 
This mutual view of the Holy See and the World Council of Churches that nuclear weapons 
cannot be justified and must be condemned is shared by many other religious bodies and 
religious leaders of other faiths throughout the world.  The challenge is to translate this religious 
concern into concrete action by nuclear weapon states to make and carry out an unequivocal 
commitment to nuclear abolition. 
 
As a step in this direction, this spring Rev. Dr. Konrad Raiser, general secretary of the World 
Council of Churches, joined with Godfried Cardinal Danneels, speaking as president of Pax 
Christi International, in submitting the attached statement on nuclear abolition to delegates of the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Preparatory Committee.   They 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 for political 
and military purposes.  Therefore, the doctrine of nuclear deterrence is morally wrong."  They 
called on the nuclear weapon states to act now for nuclear abolition, and they urged other states, 
acting as stewards of God's Earth, to push for a nuclear weapons convention. 
 
Unfortunately the nuclear weapon states have refused to act.  They blocked meaningful 
discussion of nuclear disarmament by the NPT Preparatory Committee.  They are preventing the 
Conference on Disarmament in Geneva from establishing an ad hoc committee to begin 
negotiations on a nuclear weapons convention.  They rightly condemned India and Pakistan for 
conducting nuclear weapon tests, but they have refused to take serious their obligations under the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty "to pursue in good faith and bring to conclusion negotiations 
leading to nuclear disarmament in all its aspects under strict and effective international control."  
(This is the language of the unanimous ruling of the International Court of Justice.) 
 
The time has come for the world religious community, as my Quaker friends say, to speak truth 
to power.  This might be a statement addressed to the nuclear weapon states and their supportive 
allies from world leaders of the major religious faiths, Christian, Jewish, Muslim, Hindu, and 
Buddhist, calling for renunciation and abolition of nuclear weapons and for concrete action for 
dismantling the nuclear arsenal.   Or it could start with a joint statement by the Holy See and the 
World Council of Churches, the two largest ecclesiastical bodies in Christendom, or by Pope 
John Paul II and Dr. Konrad Raiser making simultaneous, parallel statements. 
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The world statement could be endorsed by religious leaders in the nuclear weapon states and in 
allied states, calling on their governments to renounce and abolish nuclear weapons. 
 
Possible such statements could be released on a symbolic day, such as August 6, the anniversary 
of the bombing of Hiroshima, or the day in September when the United Nations General 
Assembly is convening, or on some other occasion. 
 
In the nuclear weapon states and allied states religious organizations could follow through with 
an earnest campaign to get their governments to adopt an abolitionist policy and move 
expeditiously to elimination of all nuclear weapons. 
 
There are other ways to achieve this kind of interfaith cooperation to push for nuclear abolition.  
I offer my proposal as a point of departure for further discussion.  I would be interested in your 
views. 
 
When I was in Geneva in May attending the NPT Preparatory Committee, I had an opportunity 
to confer with Dr. Konrad Raiser, general secretary of the World Council of Churches, and with 
Dr. Dwain Epps, executive secretary of the WCC's Commission of the Churches on International 
Affairs.  They both expressed their commitment to nuclear abolition.  Since then Dr.Epps has 
written me that "We have built this into our program for the coming year, and hope that we can 
encourage the Central Committee to adopt an aggressive stance.  Of course, the Assembly in 
Harare will offer opportunities here as well."  The latter refers to the Eighth Assembly of the 
World Council of Churches, which meets in Zimbabwe in December. 
 
From the statement that Archbishop Martino made at the United Nations last October, it is clear 
to me that the Holy See shares this commitment.   
 
Therefore, I hope that there will be vigorous follow through.  If I can be of assistance in forming 
linkages with others in the world religious community, please let me know.  If the Holy See goes 
ahead on its own or jointly with the World Council of Churches without an outsider like myself 
involved, well and good.   I will continue our work for nuclear abolition in other ways. 
 
What's important is for the religious community to lead the world into the 21st century free from 
the insidious doctrine of nuclear deterrence and free from the threat of nuclear holocaust. 
 
 With best regards, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
cc. Archbishop Renato Martino 
      Dr. Dwain Epps 



 

 

 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 24, 1998 
 
To: Ms. Dawn Ratliff   
      Office of Senator Biden 
 
Fax: 202 228-3612 No. of pages: 1 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Dear Ms. Ratliff: 
 
For a year we have had a strong band of religious organizations working together to support 
Senate ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT).   Last December Ed Levine 
of the Foreign Relations Committee met with us and provided guidance for our activities.   Since 
then we have built a strong grassroots network of treaty supporters in many key states.  At the 
moment we are rallying support for the Specter-Biden resolution, calling for committee hearings 
on the CTBT. 
 
To help us build our momentum and draw in some additional religious organizations, we would 
like to invite Senator Biden to meet with us for a breakfast meeting sometime during the week 
following the 4th of July.   We anticipate that the Specter-Biden amendment may be ready for 
consideration by the Senate following the holiday recess, and we want to help build support. 
 
 We are thinking of Wednesday, Thursday, or Friday, July 8, 9, or 10.  The meeting would be at 
the Mott House at 122 Maryland Avenue, NE.   We would have a light breakfast available at 
8:30 a.m.  We would want Senator Biden to meet with us at  9:00  for 15 to 20 minutes (or earlier 
if he prefers) to discuss the prospects for Senate action on the Specter-Biden resolution and other 
aspects of the CTBT and to offer us suggestions for how we can develop stronger support for this 
resolution and the treaty itself.  We would continue meeting on our own until 10:00 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 Biden would be able 
to meet with us so that we can publicize the event and build attendance.  To reply  you can reach 
me by phone or fax at 301 896-0013 today and tomorrow, Wednesday and Thursday, June 24 
and 25.  Then I'm going out of town for ten days.  From Friday, June 26 on Kathy Guthrie at the 
Friends Committee on National Legislation will be picking up the arrangements.  She can be 
reached by phone at 202 547-6000 or by fax at 202 547-6019. 
 
We thank you for your assistance. 
 
 



June 24, 1998 
 
Archbishop Renato Martino 
Holy See Mission 
25 E. 39th Street 
New York, NY 10016 
 
Dear Archbishop Martino: 
 
I would like to share with you a copy of a letter I wrote to Msgr. Diarmuid, 
secretary of the Pontifical Council for Justice and Peace, in which I present 
some ideas on how the world religious community might work together to 
press for nuclear abolition.  I know you have an interest in this topic, based 
upon your magnificent statement to the UN First Committee last October. 
 
If you are interested, I would like to go to New York some time to meet with 
you personally and talk in greater depth about my ideas. 
 
 With best regards, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 



 

 

June 24, 1998 
 
Msgr. Diarmuid Martin, Secretary 
Pontifical Council for Justice and Peace 
The Vatican 
Rome, Italy 
 
Dear Msgr. Martin: 
 
These days many of us in the world religious community, including the Holy See, have a strong 
desire to achieve the abolition of nuclear weapons.  This need is made even more urgent by the 
spread of the nuclear arms race to South Asia.  Because in unity there is strength, I would like to 
share some ideas on how the religious community might work together in the quest for nuclear 
abolition.   I write as chair of Methodists United for Peace with Justice, an association of laity 
and clergy based in the United States.  I also serve as a co-convener of the Religious Working 
Group for Nuclear Abolition, which is part of the global Abolition 2000 network.   
 
My basic proposal is that representatives of world religious bodies, along with regional and 
national bodies, join together and demand that all states possessing nuclear weapons 
unconditionally renounce the use of nuclear weapons for deterrence and war-fighting purposes 
and that these states move expeditiously to achieve total nuclear abolition.   Their commitment 
could be put in the form of a "Nuclear Abolition Covenant" to be signed by the nuclear weapon 
states (see attached draft).  As a first step in implementation, these states should immediately 
take all nuclear weapons off alert by separating warheads from delivery vehicles and should 
promptly commence dismantling their nuclear arsenals under international inspection.  My ideas 
are elaborated in the enclosed statement. 
 
Last October at the United Nations Archbishop Renato Martino, speaking for the Holy See, 
noted, "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."  He called for negotiations 
leading to a nuclear weapons convention and stated, "Those nuclear weapons States resisting 
such negotiations must be challenged, for, in clinging to their outmode 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 World Council of Churches favors nuclear abolition.   In 1983 its Sixth Assembly stated, 
"We believe that the time has come when the churches must unequivocally declare that the 
production and deployment as well as the use of nuclear weapons are a crime against humanity 
and that such activities must be condemned on ethical and theological grounds."  The Assembly 
declared, "Nuclear deterrence, as the strategic doctrine which has justified nuclear weapons in 
the name of security and war prevention, must now be categorically rejected as contrary to the 
faith in Jesus Christ who is our life and peace." 
 
This mutual view of the Holy See and the World Council of Churches that nuclear weapons 
cannot be justified and must be condemned is shared by many other religious bodies and 



 

 

religious leaders of other faiths throughout the world.  The challenge is to translate this religious 
concern into concrete action by nuclear weapon states to make and carry out an unequivocal 
commitment to nuclear abolition. 
 
As a step in this direction, this spring Rev. Dr. Konrad Raiser, general secretary of the World 
Council of Churches, joined with Godfried Cardinal Danneels, speaking as president of Pax 
Christi International, in submitting the attached statement on nuclear abolition to delegates of the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Preparatory Committee.   They 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 for political 
and military purposes.  Therefore, the doctrine of nuclear deterrence is morally wrong."  They 
called on the nuclear weapon states to act now for nuclear abolition, and they urged other states, 
acting as stewards of God's Earth, to push for a nuclear weapons convention. 
 
Unfortunately the nuclear weapon states have refused to act.  They blocked meaningful 
discussion of nuclear disarmament by the NPT Preparatory Committee.  They are preventing the 
Conference on Disarmament in Geneva from establishing an ad hoc committee to begin 
negotiations on a nuclear weapons convention.  They rightly condemned India and Pakistan for 
conducting nuclear weapon tests, but they have refused to take serious their obligations under the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty "to pursue in good faith and bring to conclusion negotiations 
leading to nuclear disarmament in all its aspects under strict and effective international control."  
(This is the language of the unanimous ruling of the International Court of Justice.) 
 
The time has come for the world religious community, as my Quaker friends say, to speak truth 
to power.  This might be a statement addressed to the nuclear weapon states and their supportive 
allies from world leaders of the major religious faiths, Christian, Jewish, Muslim, Hindu, and 
Buddhist, calling for renunciation and abolition of nuclear weapons and for concrete action for 
dismantling the nuclear arsenal.   Or it could start with a joint statement by the Holy See and the 
World Council of Churches, the two largest ecclesiastical bodies in Christendom, or by Pope 
John Paul II and Dr. Konrad Raiser making simultaneous, parallel statements. 
 
The world statement could be endorsed by religious leaders in the nuclear weapon states and in 
allied states, calling on their governments to renounce and abolish nuclear weapons. 
 
Possible such statements could be released on a symbolic day, such as August 6, the anniversary 
of the bombing of Hiroshima, or the day in September when the United Nations General 
Assembly is convening, or on some other occasion. 
 
In the nuclear weapon states and allied states religious organizations could follow through with 
an earnest campaign to get their governments to adopt an abolitionist policy and move 
expeditiously to elimination of all nuclear weapons. 
 
There are other ways to achieve this kind of interfaith cooperation to push for nuclear abolition.  
I offer my proposal as a point of departure for further discussion.  I would be interested in your 
views. 



 

 

 
When I was in Geneva in May attending the NPT Preparatory Committee, I had an opportunity 
to confer with Dr. Konrad Raiser, general secretary of the World Council of Churches, and with 
Dr. Dwain Epps, executive secretary of the WCC's Commission of the Churches on International 
Affairs.  They both expressed their commitment to nuclear abolition.  Since then Dr.Epps has 
written me that "We have built this into our program for the coming year, and hope that we can 
encourage the Central Committee to adopt an aggressive stance.  Of course, the Assembly in 
Harare will offer opportunities here as well."  The latter refers to the Eighth Assembly of the 
World Council of Churches, which meets in Zimbabwe in December. 
 
From the statement that Archbishop Martino made at the United Nations last October, it is clear 
to me that the Holy See shares this commitment.   
 
Therefore, I hope that there will be vigorous follow through.  If I can be of assistance in forming 
linkages with others in the world religious community, please let me know.  If the Holy See goes 
ahead on its own or jointly with the World Council of Churches without an outsider like myself 
involved, well and good.   I will continue our work for nuclear abolition in other ways. 
 
What's important is for the religious community to lead the world into the 21st century free from 
the insidious doctrine of nuclear deterrence and free from the threat of nuclear holocaust. 
 
 With best regards, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
cc. Archbishop Renato Martino 
      Dr. Dwain Epps 



 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 25 1998 
 
To: Ms. Dawn Ratliff   
      Office of Senator Biden 
 
Fax: 202 228-3612 No. of pages: 1 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Dear Ms. Ratliff: 
 
We have run into logistic problems with the interfaith breakfast on the CTBT (with tentative 
dates of July 8, 9, or 10) to which we had invited Senator Biden to speak.  Therefore, we are 
canceling it at this time.  Thus, it will not be nece  
 
We appreciate your considering our request for his participation.  Likely we will be back in 
touch with you in the future for some other event dealing with the CTBT or other issues. 
 
Meanwhile, we will continue to press hard for Senate action on the CTBT. 
 
Shalom, 



July 10, 1998 
 
Dave Robinson 
Pax Christi USA 
532 W. 8th Street 
Erie, PA 16502 
 
Dear Dave: 
 
Here are three documents of the United Methodist Church related to nuclear 
disarmament.  Only the General Conference, which meets every four years, 
speaks for the United Methodist Church.  The Council of Bishops and general 
boards may speak for themselves within the framework of General Conference 
policies. 
 
The Council of Bishops developed and adopted the foundation document, In 
Defense of Creation: The Nuclear Crisis and a Just Peace in 1986.  It contains 
a pastoral letter (pp. 91-93) which went to all local churches and state , "we say 
a clear and unconditional No to nuclear war and to any use of nuclear weapons.  
We conclude that nuclear deterrence is a position that cannot receive the 
church's blessing."  The 1988 General Conference affirmed and supported the 
bishops' statement.  It was incorporated into a resolution on "Nuclear 
Disarmament: The Zero Option" in 1992 and a resolution on "Nuclear 
Abolition: Saying No to Nuclear Deterrence" in 1996 (attached).  The latter is 
the latest statement of the United Methodist Church on this issue. (We wrote it 
and got it through General Conference.) 
 
The "Social Principles" of the United Methodist Church "are intended to be 
instructive and persuasive in the best of the prophetic spirit", as the enclosed 
booklet explains.  Because they are adopted and amended by General 
Conference, they are official church policy but do not have the absolute weight 
of a papal edict.  You might note the section on "War and Peace" (p. 32) and 
"Military Service" (p. 30) for how the United Methodist Church handles a 
strong anti-war statement with the right of conscience to participate or not 
participate. 
 
You may keep these documents. I hope they are helpful to you.  
 
 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 
 
July 13, 1998 
 
To: Robin Ringler 
 
Fax: 202 488-5647 No. of pages: 2 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 
 
 
Dear Robin: 
 
Here are some suggested changes on the resolution on "The United Methodist Church and 
Peace".   I'll also send this e-mail in case you can use it better in that form. 
 
Because the resolution on "Nuclear Abolition" is more specific on steps to abolition, I want to 
wait another year before working on a revision so that it can be more contemporary.  We will 
submit a revision by the deadline for individuals, churches, and non-official organizations, which 
usually comes later than the general board deadline. I'll share our draft with you by this time next 
year. 
 
Shalom, 



July 14, 1998 
 
Rear Admiral Eugene J. Carroll, Jr. 
Center for Defense Information 
1779 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20036 
 
Dear Admiral Carroll: 
 
When I talked with you a couple of weeks ago, I mentioned several statements 
by religious leaders on nuclear abolition.  I didn't get them into the mail before 
I left for a short vacation.  I'm back and am now sending them to you.  They 
include: 
 
"Nuclear Weapons Cannot Be Justified And Deserve Condemnation"  
Statement given by Archbishop Renato Martino, the Holy See's 
Permanent Observer at the UN, to the First Committee.  October 1997  
 
"Act Now for Nuclear Abolition" A statement addressed to the NPT 
Preparatory Committee by Godfried Cardinal Danneels, president, Pax Christi 
International and Rev. Dr. Konrad Reiser, general secretary, World Council of 
Churches.  April 1998 
 
"A Spiritual, Ethical, and Humanitarian Perspective on Nuclear Weapons" 
A Presentation to the NPT Preparatory Committee.  April 1998 
 
"The Morality of Nuclear Deterrence" An evaluation by Pax Christi Bishops in 
the United States.  June 1998 
 
These statements show a strong commitment to nuclear abolition in Catholic 
and Protestant circles. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 



Draft communication to interfaith group on CTBT 
Developed by Howard W. Hallman, Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 
 
Dear Colleagues: 
 
Under the sponsorship of the Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers, Mellman Group and 
Wirthlin Worldwide have conducted surveys on the CTBT and related issues in five states: 
Oregon, Utah, Nebraska, Kansas, and Tennessee.  The results show very high approval rating for 
the CTBT in all states, including strong support from Democrats, Republicans, and 
Independents. 
 
The Coalition is sending you a report on survey results.   They also have available individual 
reports for each state. This information is also available on the Coalition's web site: 
www.clw.org/pub/clw/coalition/. 
 
We want to make these results known to CTBT supporters in these states so that they may use 
the findings in letters to their senators, in letters-to-the editor, and in other ways.  Would you be 
willing to distribute them to your key contacts in these five states?  You might do it now if you 
have an opportunity.  Or, the poll results could be used in early September as part of the final 
push during this session of Congress that I wrote about in a separate memo. 
 
If you have any questions, please call me at 301 896-0013 or Daryl Kimball at 202 546-0795, 
ext. 136. 
 
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 
 
July 17, 1998 
 
To: Daryl Kimball 
 
Fax: 202 546-5142 No. of pages: 4 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 
 
Dear Daryl: 
 
Here is a draft communication I want to send to religious organizations working for CTBT 
ratification, asking them to make use of the poll results in the six states.  It involves your 
supplying them with copies of the release, so I want to clear it with you before sending it out.  
Also, I need to know the full name of the Mellman and Wirthlin firms. 
 
Under the assumption that you are willing to send news releases to these religious contacts, I am 
attaching the mailing list. 
 
Shalom, 
 



 
Draft letter on de-alerting, written by Howard W. Hallman, Methodists United for Peace with 
Justice; phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org.   July 20, 1998 
 
The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton 
The White House 
Washington, DC 20500 
 
The Honorable Boris Yeltsin 
The Kremlin 
Moscow, Russia 
 
Dear Mr. Presidents: 
 
When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a course so that Earth 
may enter the new millenium with all nuclear weapons taken off alert through separation of 
warheads from their delivery vehicles and other means.  We ask that the United States and 
Russia mutually commence the de-alerting process no later than January 1999 and complete the 
task no later than December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work with the United Kingdom, France, 
and China so that they will likewise take their nuclear arsenals off alert within that time frame. 
 
With the Cold War over for ten years, the United States, Russia, the United Kingdom, France, 
and China maintain peaceful relations and carefully avoid military confrontation.  Yet all five 
nations live in a condition of nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or 
unauthorized launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face the risk of attack by 
missiles launched on warning following misinterpretation of data from objects in space.  By 
removing these dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially enhance the national security of all 
the nuclear weapon states. 
 
Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out through executive action.  
This is what your predecessors, President George Bush and President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in 
the fall of 1991 when they reduced the alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable number of 
intercontinental ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two agreed to stop aiming strategy missiles at 
each other's country.   It is well within the purview of executive authority to move now to the 
next step of de-alerting your respective nuclear arsenals. 
 
De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of study groups, including the Canberra 
Commission (1996), the National Academy of Science in the United States (1997), a panel of  
military leaders from around the globe (1996), and a panel of past and present heads of states and 
other civilian leaders from numerous countries (1998).  It has the support of all the undersigned.  
Furthermore, de-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would like to 
enter the new millenium free from the fear of nuclear destruction. 
 
Sincerely yours, 
  



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.or 
 
July 31, 1998 
 
To: Dave Robinson 
 
Fax: 814 452-4764 No. of pages: 2 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Re: Communication from Holy See 
 
 
Dear Dave: 
 
I want to share with you the response from Msgr. Darmuid Martin, secretary, Pontifical Council 
for Justice and Peace.  It is cordial though non-committal.  But it does establish a contact. 
 
What does he mean, "We are not, however, the only body that is responsible in this field."?  Who 
else is there? 
 
Have a relaxing vacation. 
 
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 
 
July 31, 1998 
 
To: Doug Roche 
 
Fax: 403 469-4732 No. of pages: 2 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Re: Communication from Holy See 
 
 
Dear Doug: 
 
I want to share with you the response from Msgr. Darmuid Martin, secretary, Pontifical Council 
for Justice and Peace.  It is cordial though non-committal.  But it does establish a contact. 
 
What does he mean, "We are not, however, the only body that is responsible in this field."?  Who 
else is there? 
 
On another matter, I am talking with Physicians for Social Responsibility and others to start an 
intensive campaign on de-alerting.  This would begin with an appeal to President Clinton and 
President Yeltsin before their summit.  In the U.S. we would develop pressure on Clinton in 
October through December when Congress isn't in session because he can accomplish de-
alerting through executive action.  We see this as an important step toward nuclear abolition.  I'll 
keep you informed. 
 
Shalom, 



Dear Bob: 
 
Here are some notes on possibilities for Phase I of a De-alerting Campaign, focusing on the 
Clinton-Yeltsin Summit.  (Phase II would focus on Clinton in September to December.) 
 
Sign-on Letter to Clinton and Yeltsin 
Initial signers: PSR, Methodists United for Peace with Justice (MUPJ) at minimum; possibly add 
Peace Action, WAND, FCNL, Pax Christi USA.  Get in circulation by August 7 with a two-week 
deadline for signatures. 
 
Circulate through various networks: Monday Lobby, Abolition 2000 (worldwide), Pax Christi 
International, International FOR, other religious networks (U.S. and international), IPPNW, 
international groups of lawyers, engineers; in US, mayors, city council members, state 
legislators.   Try for Russian signers; also, British, French.   Anyone in China?   If we developed 
information that ground zero for a Russian attack in all U.S. cities over, say, 200,000 in which 
there are heavy concentrations of African-Americans and Hispanics, we might be able to get 
signers from this segment (though this might need to wait Phase II when we have more time). 
 
Solicit separate letters to Clinton and Yeltsin (notables, persons and organizations who don't 
ordinarily sign-on to our letters): World Council of Churches, Holy See, U.S. Catholic 
Conference; Senator Nunn (could he get other present and former senators to sign?  also present 
and former members of the House?); or Senator Daschle as lead for a letter from senators; 
Senator Cranston (enclosing the statements of generals and admirals, civilian leaders); maybe a 
fresh sign-on letter from these folks (though probably too difficult at this time to get many).  
Would it be possible to get a letter from Duma members?  From citizen groups in Russia who 
wouldn't sign an international sign-on letter? 
 
Ask Bruce Blair to write a 12 month schedule for achieving zero alert and have him send it to 
Clinton and Yeltsin.  Maybe Senator Nunn could be a co-author. 
 
We might prepare and submit separately a short compendium of various commissions and group 
statements advocating de-alerting (Canberra Commission, etc.) 
 
A few days before the summit, release all these letters and information to the press.  Or, at least 
get a friendly reporter or two to write a feature story.  We probably could send a separate release 
on religious signers to Religious News Service, and also to Catholic News Service if we get 
some leading Catholics.  Try to get TV interviews of notables advocating de-alerting. 
 
Contact the foreign ministers of the Eight Nation Initiative and  ask them to offer to provide 
verification teams for mutual, reciprocal de-alerting in U.S and Russia and later in UK, France, 
and China as they join process.  Include their offer in the news package.  
 
We would be trying to create the idea that de-alerting makes a lot of sense, that lots of people 
support it.  
 
In a separate communication to Clinton's staff, we might offer assurance that we are willing to 
counter public criticism of de-alerting.  For instance, if a member of Congress attacks de-



alerting, we could get constituents (bishops, physicians, others) to contact him/her and ask why 
he/she opposes making Americans more secure from nuclear attack? 
 
No doubt you will have some other ideas.  
 
Shalom, 
Howard 



The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton 
The White House 
Washington, DC 20500 
 
The Honorable Boris Yeltsin 
The Kremlin 
Moscow, Russia 
 
Dear President Clinton and President Yeltsin.: 
 
When you come together in your forthcoming meeting, we urge you to set a course so that Earth 
may enter the new millennium with all nuclear weapons taken off high alert status.  One 
straightforward method would be to separate warheads from their delivery vehicles and place 
them in secure national storage. 
 
We ask that the United States and Russia mutually commence the de-alerting process no later 
than January 1999 and complete the task no later than December 31, 1999.  We ask you to work 
with the United Kingdom, France, and China so that they will likewise take their nuclear arsenals 
off alert within that time frame. 
 
With the Cold War over for nearly ten years, the United States, Russia, the United Kingdom, 
France, and China maintain peaceful relations and carefully avoid military confrontation.  Yet all 
five nations live in a condition of nuclear insecurity because of the danger of accidental or 
unauthorized launch of missiles kept on hair-trigger alert.  They face the risk of attack by 
missiles launched on warning due to miscommunication or misinterpretation of data.  By 
removing these dangers, mutual de-alerting will substantially enhance the national security of all 
the nuclear weapon states. 
 
Mutual de-alerting is an action which the two of you can carry out through executive action.  
This is what your predecessors, President George Bush and President Mikhail Gorbachev, did in 
the fall of 1991 when they reduced the alert status of strategic bombers and a sizable number of 
intercontinental ballistic missiles.  In 1994 you two took a positive step when you agreed to stop 
aiming strategic missiles at each other's country.   It is well within the purview of executive 
authority to move now to de-alerting your respective nuclear arsenals. 
 
De-alerting carries the endorsement of a variety of groups, including the Canberra Commission 
(1996), a statement of 60 generals and admirals leaders from around the globe (1996), the 
National Academy of Sciences in the United States (1997), a statement of 117 civilian leaders, 
including 47 past and present heads of states and prime ministers (1998), and the recent New 
Agenda Declaration adopted by the foreign ministers of Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New 
Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa, and Sweden (1998).  This approach also has the support of a 
variety of religious bodies and numerous non-governmental organizations. 
 
 De-alerting would be very welcome by all the people of Earth who would like to enter the new 
millenium free from the fear of nuclear destruction.   We hope that you will take advantage of 
the opportunity to lead the world in this direction. 
 
Sincerely yours, 



  
Name, Title 
Organization 
Country 



 

 

Dear Colleagues: 
 
The meeting of President Clinton and President Yeltsin in early September offers us an 
opportunity to press our case for steps leading to nuclear disarmament.  We believe that it is 
particularly timely to request them to de-alert their nuclear arsenals, such as by separating 
warheads from delivery vehicles.   They can accomplish this objective through executive action 
without a treaty requiring ratification by the U.S. Senate and the Russian Duma. 
 
Therefore, we have developed the attached letter, urging President Clinton and President Yeltsin 
to embark upon a de-alerting initiative and to complete the task no later than December 31, 1999.  
We invite you to be a co-signer of this letter.  If you are willing, please provide us your name, 
title, organization, and country.  You may reply to btiller@igc.org.  Deadline for signing is 
Friday, August 21, 1998. 
 
If you have any questions, please get in touch with one of us. 
 
Shalom, 
 
Robert Tiller, Director of Security Programs 
Physicians for Social Responsibility 
1101 14th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20005 U.S.A. 
Phone: 202 898-0150 
Fax: 202 898-0172 
E-mail: btiller@psr.org 
 
Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
1500 16th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20036 U.S.A. 
Phone/fax: 301 896-0013 
E-mail: mupj@igc.org 
 



Dear Friends: 
 
Advocates of nuclear disarmament in the United States note that President Bill Clinton and 
President Boris Yeltsin will be meeting in early September.  We see this as an opportunity to 
urge them to take decisive action to de-alert their respective nuclear arsenals, such as by 
separating warheads from delivery vehicles.   They can accomplish this objective through 
executive action without a treaty requiring ratification by the U.S. Senate and the Russian Duma. 
 
Therefore, we have developed the attached letter, urging President Clinton and President Yeltsin 
to embark upon a de-alerting initiative and to complete the task no later than December 31, 1999.  
We are circulating this letter to obtain signers from around the globe.  We would particularly like 
to obtain signers from Russia.  If you are willing to sign, please provide your name, title, 
organization, and country and contact me at mupj@igc.org.  Deadline for signing is Friday, 
August 21, 1998. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard W. Hallman 
 



August 7, 1998 
 
Msgr. Darmuid Martin, Secretary 
Pontifical Council for Justice and Peace 
The Vatican 
Rome, Italy 
 
Dear Msgr. Martin: 
 
Thank you for your response to my letter regarding the abolition of nuclear 
weapons.  You affirmed what I have known, that the Holy See has long urged 
elimination of nuclear weapons. 
 
We believe that an important step toward this objective would be to take all 
nuclear weapons off alert by such means as separating warheads from delivery 
vehicles.  This action can be accomplished through reciprocal initiatives, 
undertaken by executive action without a treaty requiring legislative consent.   
With that in mind we have developed the enclosed letter to President Bill 
Clinton and President Boris Yeltsin, urging them to take decisive action in this 
direction when they meet in early September.  We suggest that the entire 
nuclear arsenal be completely de-alerted no later than December 31, 1999.  
 
We are now collecting signatures for this letter from religious and secular 
organizations around the world with a signing deadline of August 21.  My 
guess is that the Holy See doesn't sign this kind of group letter (though the 
name of your representative would be most welcome).  I am wondering, 
however, if a top official of the Holy See would be willing to address a letter to 
the two presidents on this subject.   If you do, we would like to receive a copy 
and have permission to release it with a package of other letters. 
 
De-alerting has the support of a wide variety of expert bodies, including those 
cited in the letter.  An excellent article by Bruce Blair of Brookings Institution 
and others is found in Scientific American, November 1997, which is available 
at http://www.sciam.com/1197issue/1197vonhippel.html.  If I can provide you 
further information, please let me know. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 



Dear Daryl: 
 
On the matter of letters to political leaders, my philosophy is: let many flowers bloom.  Our 
current letter on de-alerting is a different species than your July 23 letter and has a different set 
of gardeners.  Your letter deals with several important matters while our letter focuses solely on 
de-alerting.  Your letter presents de-alerting "as an alternative" to "lowering the permitted level 
of deployed strategic warheads" while ours offers a more far-reaching proposal to achieve zero 
alert by December 31, 1999.   Your letter (which I never saw) was signed by Washington-based 
organizations while ours is seeking international signers.  Ours is addressed to both President 
Clinton and President Yeltsin while yours is directed only to President Clinton.  Thus, the two 
letters are complementary, not competitive. 
 
I don't buy your notion that our letter is too late because staff has already determined the summit 
outcome.  Sometimes bigger ideas emerge that go beyond the limited vision of staff and NGO 
insiders.  Sometimes not.  But the flower we're planting will produce seeds that will bloom again. 
 
I say that because I see our letter as a step in building stronger grassroots support for de-alerting 
and also for mobilizing international support.  You may recall that I proposed such a broader 
campaign at the last Deep Cuts Working Group meeting, but this was rejected by Jonathan Dean 
as unnecessary.  I disagree.  So now I am moving to bring this matter before the Nuclear Weapon 
Working Group, which is more action-oriented and more connected with grassroots activists.   
 
We need both elements: the elite insiders and the grassroots mobilizers.  Your July 23 letter is an 
expression of the former while our letter goes in the direction of the latter.  I'm glad you did 
yours.  I hope that you likewise will recognize the importance of our reaching out to a broader 
constituency to gain support for de-alerting.  It's not either/ or but rather both/and. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 



Draft letter to abolition-usa. 
 
Dear Abolitionists: 
 
We have posted on abolition-caucus the final version of the letter to President Clinton and 
President Yeltsin on de-alerting along with the list of signers.   If you didn't receive it and want a 
copy, please let us know. 
 
We would now like to follow through with a concerted in effort in the United States to get 
President Clinton to adopt the policy of de-alerting with the objective of achieving zero alert by 
all nuclear weapon states no later than December 31, 1999.  Specifically we propose a 
concentrated campaign that would have public visibility between the November election and the 
end of the year.  We would like to share some ideas on such a campaign and ask for your ideas 
on how we can all work together in such an effort. 
 
We perceive de-alerting as one of several parallel campaigns that are part of the broad quest for 
nuclear abolition.   Other efforts deal with the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT), 
stockpile stewardship, deep cuts (START), dismantling nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles, 
fissile material control, nuclear weapons convention, and beyond all of these building public 
understanding and support for nuclear abolition.  Each campaign deals with a specific set of 
decision-makers and decision-making processes that come into focus at different times.  For 
example, CTBT requires Senate ratification of the treaty, curtailing new weapons design under 
stockpile stewardship combines legal action and seeking funding cutbacks in Congress, the 
nuclear weapons convention relates to willingness to engage in multilateral, international 
negotiations.  Each campaign has a different set of allies.  Although the campaigns are 
interrelated, they can be conducted in parallel. 
 
Advocates of de-alerting tend to fall in three categories: (1) abolitionists, who see de-alerting as a 
step toward total elimination of nuclear weapons; (2) persons concerned with nuclear safety, 
many of whom favor eventual elimination of nuclear weapons but are not full-fledged 
abolitionists; and (3) persons who want to create more time before nuclear weapons are used but 
who retain a deterrence outlook .  The first group includes members of Abolition 2000 and a 
variety of retired military leaders, scientists, religious denominations, and other abolition 
advocates who presently aren't affiliated with the A-2000 network.  The second group includes 
arms control advocates, scientists, other retired military leaders, present and retired members of 
Congress (such as Senator Dashle, Senator Nunn), and scholars who tend to be incrementalists 
without strong advocacy of total elimination of nuclear weapons.  The third group consists of 
scholars and others who believe in deterrence forever, though would like it to be safer. 
 
Although we are abolitionists, for the purpose of a de-alerting campaign we would like to 
achieve a working coalition among the first and second categories.  Therefore, we are willing to 
take up de-alerting as an issue in its own right and join with persons in both categories in pushing 
de-alerting as a single-focus issue.  At the same time we will work through other channels for a 
nuclear weapons convention and for other steps toward nuclear abolition, such as CTBT 
ratification, termination of subcritical testing, deep cuts in the strategic arsenal, dismantling of 
nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles, and fissile material control.  We believe that every 
statement on a particular issue doesn't have to bring in other issues.   In the case of de-alerting, 
for instance, only a handful of Senate Democrats would sign a letter to President Clinton 



favoring de-alerting as a step toward abolition while possibly a majority of Senate Democrats 
might sign a letter supporting de-alerting as an important initiative without addressing what 
happens beyond this step. 
 
Working from this perspective, we propose organizing a broad-based alliance to stage a highly 
visible public campaign on de-alerting in the period between the November election and the end 
of the year.  It would treat de-alerting as an important matter in its own right.   The campaign 
could have a number of elements, such as: 
(1) A major event shortly after the election, such as a citizens hearing, a debate at the National 
Press Club, or some other activity that would attract media attention, including S-Span and CNN. 
(2) A grassroots effort with call-in to radio talk shows, letters to the editor, contact with members 
of Congress to gain their support for de-alerting. 
(3) A White House call-in day. 
(4) An offering of letters to President Clinton around Thanksgiving, saying "we would be 
thankful if you achieved de-alerting". 
(5) Response from ground zero, that is, cities and other potential targets of a Russian attack, 
thereby bringing in mayors, city council members, state legislators, and minority groups which 
are concentrated in central cities. 
(6) Efforts to enlist support at national conferences, such as those of the American Public Health 
Association and the National League of Cities. 
(7) Imaginative picketing, such as with large puppets and other props. 
(8) A sign-on letter to President Clinton from members of Congress. 
(9) Letters from prominent citizens (retired generals, scientists, clergy, etc.) to President Clinton 
and release of public statements. 
(10) Op-ed and editorial page articles and commentary. 
 
Other approaches are possible.  We would like your comments on the above list and your 
additional ideas. 
 
Please let us know what you think. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard Hallman & Bob Tiller 



Episcopal Peace Fellowship -- Friends Committee on National Legislation -- Lutheran 
Office for Governmental Affairs, Evangelical Lutheran Church in America -- Mennonite 
Central Committee, Washington Office -- Methodists United for Peace with Justice -- 
NETWORK: A National Catholic Social Justice Lobby -- Presbyterian Church (USA), 
Washington Office -- Presbyterian Peace Fellowship -- Unitarian Universalist Association, 
Washington Office -- United Methodist General Board of Church and Society 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.org 
 
 
August 25, 1998 
 
To: Daryl Kimball 
 
Fax: 202 546-5132 No. of pages: 3 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Re: Interfaith Breakfast 
 
 
Dear Daryl: 
 
Thank you for your offer to help with the food costs of the Interfaith Breakfast with Senator 
Jeffords on the CTBT on September 16.  We'll try to find a way to pay for a phone hook-up with 
grassroots activists. 
 
As you requested, I am sending a draft of a flyer and a letter to heads of communion who signed 
the religious leaders statement on the CTBT this spring.  A similar letter will go to other 
religious leaders who were not signers.  If you find that these acceptable, please let me know.  I 
want to get the letter out before the week is over. 
 
We certainly want to have Coalition material for distribution at the breakfast 
 
Shalom,. 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.org 
 
 
August 27, 1998 
 
To: David E. Anderson 
      Religious News Service 
 
Fax: 292 463-0033  No. of pages: 9 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 
For your information and use, we are sending you the attached news release on a letter from 
religious organizations and citizen organizations to President Clinton and President Yeltsin, 
urging them to take action to de-alert their nuclear arsenals. 
 
If you need further information, please let me know. 
 
Shalom, 



Invited to attend September 16 Breakfast with Senator Jeffors, or send representative 
 
Signers of  "A Statement by American Religious Leaders: Ratify the CTBT" 
Bishop McKinley Young, African Methodist Episcopal Church 
The Rev. Dr. Daniel F. Weiss, General Secretary, American Baptist Churches, USA 
Dr. Richard L. Hamm, General Minister and President, Christian Church (Disciples of Christ) 
Bishop Nathaniel Linsey, Senior Bishop, Christian Methodist Episcopal Church 
Dr. Willie T. Snead, Sr., President, National Missionary Baptist Convention 
Primate Most Blessed Theodosius, Orthodox Church in America 
Archbishop Mor Cyril Aphrem Karim, Eastern Archdiocese, Syrian Orthodox Church 

in America 
Dr. Ronald J. Sider, President, Evangelicals for Social Action 
John K. Stoner, Coordinator, New Call to Peacemaking 
Rabbi Arthur Waskow, Director, The Shalom Center 
The Rev. Jim Wallis, Executive Director, Sojourners 
 
Other religious leaders 
Judy Cannon, RSM, Leadership Conference of Women Religious 
Sr. Ann Rutan, Sisters of St. Joseph of Peace 
Rev. Ted Keating, Director for Justice and Peace, Conference of Major Superiors of Men 
Pat Haritgan, RSM,  
Rev. Michael Dodd, Director, Columban Fathers Justice and Peace Center 
Rev. Tyron S. Pitts, General Secretary, Progressive National Convention, Inc. 
Dr. E. Edward Jones, President, National Baptist Convention of America, Inc. 
Dr. Henry J. Lyons, President, National Baptist Convention, U.S.A., Inc. 
Dr. Roscoe Cooper, General Secretary, National Baptist Convention, U.S.A., Inc. 
Bishop Chandler D. Owens, Church of God in Christ 
Bishop Nathaniel Jarrett, President, African Methodist Episcopal Zion Church 
Bishop Richard D. Snyder, Free Methodist Church 
Dr. Lee M. Haines, General Superintendent, The Wesleyan Church 
Dr. Wesley Granberg-Michaelson, General Secretary, Reformed Church in America 
Commissioner Robert A. Watson, National Commander, The Salvation Army 
Mr. Forest Montgomery, National Association of Evangelicals 
Dr. William F. Vendley, Secretary General, World Conference on Religion and Peace 
Ms. Kit Cosby, Cordinator, Office of External Affairs, Baha'i Faith 
Ms. Sullivan Robinson, Acting Executive Director, Congress of National Black Churches 
Ms. Jeanette Holt, Alliance of Baptist 
Mr. Ken Sehested, Executive Director, Baptist Peace Fellowship 
Ms. Mariquita Platov, Orthodox Peace Fellowship 
Ms. Rabia Terri Harris, Coordinator, Muslim Peace Fellowship 
Mr. Alan Senauke, National Coordinator, Buddhist Peace Fellowship 
Mr. Herb Blinder, Washington Ethical Society 
Mr. Ken Giles, Jewish Peace Fellowship 
Mr. David Radcliffe, Director of Peace Ministries, Church of the Brethren 
Ms. Sammie Moshenberg, National Council of Jewish Women 
 
 
 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.org 
 
 
August 31, 1998 
 
To: Daryl Byler 
 
Fax: 202 544-2820 No. of pages: 2 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 
 
 
Dear Daryl: 
 
Here's the flyer you requested.  Six more are in the mail. 



September 1, 1998 
 
The Honorable Alan Cranston 
27080 Fremont 
Los Altos Hills, CA 94022 
 
Dear Senator Cranston: 
 
I would like to share with you a sign-on letter sent to President Clinton and 
President Yeltsin prior to their summit meeting, urging them to take action on 
de-alerting the nuclear arsenals.  It was developed by Bob Tiller of Physicians 
for Social Responsibility and me.  Although we aren't optimistic that the two 
presidents will take such bold action at this time, we wanted to highlight the 
importance of de-alerting and the fact that it could occur through executive 
action. 
 
We are now following through by developing a grassroots campaign in the 
United States focused on de-alerting.   It would build upon the extensive 
grassroots network we have in place among peace organizations and religious 
denominations working for CTBT ratification.  This is a natural connection 
because de-alerting is an important next step toward nuclear abolition. 
 
Some ideas for a grassroots de-alerting campaign are contained in the enclosed 
memo, which we are circulating to nuclear abolition and disarmament 
advocates in the United States.  We want to be certain that what we are 
developing fits in with other initiatives related to nuclear abolition. 
 
Therefore, we would be interested in your reaction to our ideas and your 
observations on how such an effort would complement or might conflict with 
efforts you have underway.   
 
Our proposal calls for an intensive grassroots effort directed toward 
influencing President Clinton.  The initial action phase would start after the 
November election and run until the end of the year.  We suggest that it might 
begin with a major event in Washington that would attract media attention and 
be covered by C-span and CNN.  Among the suggestions is a proposal for two 
or three days of public hearings in Washington.  The hearing panel might 
consist of several retired U.S. senators, including you, or it might have other 
public figures.   Witnesses would include proponents, skeptics, and opponents 
of de-alerting.   Do you think this might be feasible? Would you be interested? 



The Honorable Alan Cranston 
September 1, 1998 
Page two. 
 
We are aware that you will be sponsoring a television program on nuclear abolition some time in 
the fall.  When will that be?   What kind of citizen follow-through is contemplated?  Will de-
alerting be considered in the TV program?  We want to avoid conflict in dates and help develop 
the citizen follow-through if appropriate. 
 
The next time you are in Washington, perhaps we might meet with you to discuss our mutual 
interests.   Meanwhile, if you have any response to our ideas for a grassroots de-alerting 
campaign, please let us know. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 
cc. Bob tiller 
 
 



August 28,1998 
 
To: Abolition-USA 
From: Howard W. Hallman and Bob Tiller 
Subject: Ideas for a de-alerting campaign 
 
Dear Abolitionists: 
 
We have posted on abolition-caucus the final version of the letter to President Clinton and 
President Yeltsin on de-alerting along with the list of signers.   If you didn't receive it and want a 
copy, please let us know. 
 
We would now like to follow through with a concerted effort in the United States to get President 
Clinton to adopt the policy of de-alerting, with the objective of achieving zero alert by all nuclear 
weapon states no later than December 31, 1999.  Specifically we propose a concentrated grassroots 
campaign that would have public visibility between the November election and the end of the year.  
We would like to share some ideas on such a campaign and ask for your ideas on how we can 
all work together in such an effort. 
 
We perceive de-alerting as one of several parallel endeavors that are part of the broad quest for 
nuclear abolition.  Other efforts deal with the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT), 
stockpile stewardship, deep cuts (START), dismantling nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles, 
fissile material control, nuclear weapons convention, and, embracing all of these, development of 
public understanding and support for nuclear abolition.  Each campaign deals with a specific set of 
decision-makers and decision-making processes that come into focus at different times.  For 
example, the CTBT requires Senate ratification of the treaty, curtailing new weapons design under 
stockpile stewardship combines legal action and seeking funding cutbacks in Congress, the nuclear 
weapons convention relates to willingness to engage in multilateral, negotiations.  Each campaign 
has a different set of allies.  Although the campaigns are interrelated, they can be conducted in 
parallel. 
 
Advocates of de-alerting tend to fall in three categories: (1) abolitionists, who see de-alerting as a 
step toward total elimination of nuclear weapons; (2) persons concerned with nuclear safety, many 
of whom favor eventual elimination of nuclear weapons but are not full-fledged abolitionists; and 
(3) persons who want to create more time before nuclear weapons are used but who retain a 
deterrence outlook.  The first group includes members of Abolition 2000 and a variety of retired 
military leaders, scientists, religious denominations, and other abolition advocates who presently 
aren't affiliated with the A-2000 network.  The second group includes arms control advocates, 
scientists, other retired military leaders, present and retired members of Congress (such as Senator 
Daschle, former Senator Nunn), and scholars who tend to be incrementalists without strong 
advocacy of total elimination of nuclear weapons.  The third group consists of scholars and others 
who believe in deterrence forever, though would like it to be safer. 
 
Although we are abolitionists, for the purpose of a grassroots de-alerting campaign we would like 
to achieve a working coalition among the first and second categories.  Therefore, we are willing to 
take up de-alerting as an issue in its own right and join with persons in both categories in pushing 
de-alerting as a specific issue.  At the same time we will work through other channels for a nuclear 
weapons convention and for other steps toward nuclear abolition, such as CTBT ratification, 



termination of subcritical testing, drastic shrinkage of the stockpile stewardship program, deep cuts 
in the strategic arsenal, dismantling of nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles, and fissile 
material control.  We believe that every statement on a particular issue doesn't have to bring in 
other issues.  In the case of de-alerting, for instance, only a handful of Senate Democrats could be 
expected to sign a letter favoring de-alerting as a step toward abolition while possibly a majority of 
Senate Democrats might sign a letter supporting de-alerting as an important initiative without 
addressing what happens beyond this step. 
 
Working from this perspective, we propose organizing a broad-based alliance to stage a visible 
public campaign on de-alerting in the period between the November election and the end of the 
year.  It would treat de-alerting as an important matter in its own right.   This grassroots campaign 
could have a number of elements, such as:  
(1) A major event shortly after the election, such as a citizens hearing, a debate at the National 
Press Club, or some other activity that would attract media attention, including C-Span and CNN.  
(2) A grassroots effort with call-in to radio talk shows, letters to the editor, contact with members 
of Congress to gain their support for de-alerting. 
(3) A White House call-in day. 
(4) An offering of letters to President Clinton around Thanksgiving, saying "we would be thankful 
if you achieved de-alerting". 
(5) Response from ground zero, that is, cities and other potential targets of a Russian attack, 
thereby bringing in mayors, city council members, state legislators, and minority groups which are 
concentrated in central cities. 
(6) Efforts to enlist support at national conferences, such as those of the American Public Health 
Association and the National League of Cities. 
(7) Imaginative picketing, such as with large puppets and other props. 
(8) Letters from prominent citizens (retired generals, scientists, clergy, etc.) to President Clinton 
and release of public statements. 
(9) Op-ed and editorial page articles and commentary. 
 
Other initiatives and approaches are possible.  We would like your comments on the above list and 
your additional ideas. 
 
Please let us know what you think. 
 
Shalom, 
 
Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
Phone/fax: 301 896-0013; e-mail: mupj@igc.org 
 
Robert W. Tiller, Director of Security Programs 
Physicians for Social Responsibility 
1101 14th Street NW 
Washington, DC 20005 
Phone 202-898-0150, ext. 220 
Fax 202-898-0172 
E-mail: btiller@psr.org 



Episcopal Peace Fellowship -- Friends Committee on National Legislation -- Lutheran 
Office for Governmental Affairs, Evangelical Lutheran Church in America -- Mennonite 
Central Committee, Washington Office -- Methodists United for Peace with Justice -- 
NETWORK: A National Catholic Social Justice Lobby -- Presbyterian Church (USA), 
Washington Office -- Presbyterian Peace Fellowship -- Unitarian Universalist Association, 
Washington Office -- United Methodist General Board of Church and Society 
 
September 1, 1998 
 
The Rev. Canon Brian J. Grieves 
Peace & Justice Ministries 
Episcopal Church Center 
815 Second Avenue 
New York NY 10017 
 
Dear Brian: 
 
We have entered the final phase of the CTBT ratification campaign in this session of Congress.  
To help the interfaith community in its efforts, we have organized a breakfast meeting with 
Senator James M. Jeffords of Vermont on Wednesday, September 16, 1998.  The purpose is to 
discuss the status and merits of Senate ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty 
(CTBT) and to discuss out the interfaith community can rally support. The meeting will run from 
8:30 to 10:00 a.m. at the Mott House, 122 Maryland Avenue, NE, Washington, D.C.   We invite 
you to attend this breakfast or to send another representative of  the Episcopal Church. 
 
Although three-fourths of the American people support the CTBT, Senator Jesse Helms has 
refused to schedule hearings by the Foreign Relations Committee.  Moreover, Majority Leader 
Trent Lott has not been willing to place the treaty on the schedule for Senate consideration.  
Time is running out for CTBT ratification in this session, but it is not too late to get the Senate to 
establish an iron-clad deadline for a vote on the treaty in the early months of 1999.  For this to 
happen a loud public outcry for Senate action is essential before for the Senate adjourns in 
October. 
 
Now we need the support of the Peace and Justice Ministries of Episcopal Church at this crucial 
moment.  Therefore, we hope that you will be represented at the Breakfast with Senator Jeffords 
on September 16.  Then we hope that you will help us rally support for the CTBT. 
 
Please let us know whether you will attend on September 16 or will send a representative.  If you 
have any questions, you can reach me as indicated below. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 1500 16th Street, NW 
 Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013 
 E-mail: mupj@igc.org 



Episcopal Peace Fellowship -- Friends Committee on National Legislation -- Lutheran 
Office for Governmental Affairs, Evangelical Lutheran Church in America -- Mennonite 
Central Committee, Washington Office -- Methodists United for Peace with Justice -- 
NETWORK: A National Catholic Social Justice Lobby -- Presbyterian Church (USA), 
Washington Office -- Presbyterian Peace Fellowship -- Unitarian Universalist Association, 
Washington Office -- United Methodist General Board of Church and Society 
 
September 1, 1998 
 
Mr. Thomas Hart, Interim Director 
Office of Government Relations 
Episcopal Church 
110 Maryland Avenue NE 
Washington DC 20002 
 
Dear Tom: 
 
We have entered the final phase of the CTBT ratification campaign in this session of Congress.  
To help the interfaith community in its efforts, we have organized a breakfast meeting with 
Senator James M. Jeffords of Vermont on Wednesday, September 16, 1998 to discuss the status 
and merits of Senate ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT).  The meeting 
will run from 8:30 to 10:00 a.m. at the Mott House, 122 Maryland Avenue, NE, Washington, 
D.C.   We invite you to attend this breakfast and participate in discussion on how to rally support 
for the CTBT. 
 
Although three-fourths of the American people support the CTBT, Senator Jesse Helms has 
refused to schedule hearings by the Foreign Relations Committee.  Moreover, Majority Leader 
Trent Lott has not been willing to place the treaty on the schedule for Senate consideration.  
Time is running out for CTBT ratification in this session, but it is not too late to get the Senate to 
establish an iron-clad deadline for a vote on the treaty in the early months of 1999.  For this to 
happen a loud public outcry for Senate action is essential before for the Senate adjourns in 
October. 
 
We need the support of the Episcopal Church at this crucial moment.  Therefore, we hope that 
you will be able to attend the breakfast with Senator Jeffords on September 16.  Then we hope 
that your office will help us rally support for the CTBT. 
 
Please let us know whether you will attend on September 16 or will send a representative.  If you 
have any questions, you can reach me as indicated below. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 1500 16th Street, NW 
 Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013 
 E-mail: mupj@igc.org 



Episcopal Peace Fellowship -- Friends Committee on National Legislation -- Lutheran 
Office for Governmental Affairs, Evangelical Lutheran Church in America -- Mennonite 
Central Committee, Washington Office -- Methodists United for Peace with Justice -- 
NETWORK: A National Catholic Social Justice Lobby -- Presbyterian Church (USA), 
Washington Office -- Presbyterian Peace Fellowship -- Unitarian Universalist Association, 
Washington Office -- United Methodist General Board of Church and Society 
 
September 1, 1998 
 
Mr. David Wacaster, Coordinator 
Public Policy Network, 
The Episcopal Church 
110 Maryland Avenue NE 
Washington DC 20002 
 
Dear Mr. Wacaster: 
 
We have entered the final phase of the CTBT ratification campaign in this session of Congress.  
To help the interfaith community in its efforts, we have organized a breakfast meeting with 
Senator James M. Jeffords of Vermont on Wednesday, September 16, 1998 to discuss the status 
and merits of Senate ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT).  The meeting 
will run from 8:30 to 10:00 a.m. at the Mott House, 122 Maryland Avenue, NE, Washington, 
D.C.   We invite you to attend this breakfast and participate in discussion on how to rally support 
for the CTBT. 
 
Although three-fourths of the American people support the CTBT, Senator Jesse Helms has 
refused to schedule hearings by the Foreign Relations Committee.  Moreover, Majority Leader 
Trent Lott has not been willing to place the treaty on the schedule for Senate consideration.  
Time is running out for CTBT ratification in this session, but it is not too late to get the Senate to 
establish an iron-clad deadline for a vote on the treaty in the early months of 1999.  For this to 
happen a loud public outcry for Senate action is essential before for the Senate adjourns in 
October. 
 
We need the support of the Episcopal Church at this crucial moment.  Therefore, we hope that 
you will be able to attend the breakfast with Senator Jeffords on September 16.  Then we hope 
that the Public Policy Network will help us rally support for the CTBT. 
 
Please let us know whether you will attend on September 16.  If you have any questions, you can 
reach me as indicated below. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 1500 16th Street, NW 
 Washington, DC 20036 
 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.org 
 
 
September 4, 1998 
 
To: Larry Egbert 
       Unitarian Universalist Association 
 
Fax: 222002 296-4673 No. of pages: 6 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 
Dear Larry: 
 
You said that you are spending Fridays in Washington and would be willing to help with follow-
up calls to invitees to the Breakfast with Senator Jeffords on September 16.  If you are in the 
office today and have time, I'll take you up on your offer. 
 
Attached are two sets of letters and lists to call.  (A) Signers of the religious leaders statement on 
the CTBT and (b) other religious leaders.  Also attached is the flyer for the breakfast. 
 
The only persons you are likely to reach personally are Judy Cannon and Ted Keating, and 
maybe Commander Watson,  on the B list.  The others you are most likely to reach a secretary or 
an administrative assistant. 
 
You can tell them that on August 28 we wrote and invited them to the breakfast with Senator 
Jeffords on September 16.  We are wondering if their denomination (or organization) will be 
represented at the breakfast by someone in the Washington area.  It could be clergy or a lay 
person.  If so, who?   You might try to obtain the representative's phone number and address. 
 
I'm going to be away from my office from 8:30 a.m. to about 2:30 p.m.  I hope that my request is 
clear enough for you to proceed.  Otherwise you can call me in the afternoon. 
 
Thanks for your help, 
 
 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.org 
 
 
September 4, 1998 
 
To: Ann Delorey 
 
Fax: 202 544-8747 No. of pages: 3 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 
 
 
Dear Ann: 
 
I e-mailed the attached message to you at cwu-dc@churchwomen.org.  I'm faxing it to double-
check whether you received it and whether I have your e-mail address correct. 
 
Shalom, 



 Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013    E-mail: mupj@igc.apc.org 
 
September 4, 1998 
 
To: Charles McCullough 
 
Fax:  202 543-5994 No. of pages: 3 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
 
Dear Charles: 
 
I'm faxing this message to you because the only e-mail address I have for your office is that aof 
Joanna Baker, who I understand has left.  Can you sending me your e-mail address?  Thanks. 
Howard 
 
Dear Colleagues: 
 
1. A reminder that the interfaith group working for CTBT ratification will meet from 1:00 to 
2:30 p.m., Tuesday, September 8 at the Mott House, 122 Maryland Avenue, NE.  (Note the 
change from our usual meeting place.)  We will discuss (a) plans for the breakfast with Senator 
Jeffords on September 16 and (b) what we should be doing on the CTBT during the next five 
weeks until Congress adjourns. 
 
2.  We're okay with Senator Jeffords for  breakfast on September  16.  It will run from 8:30 to 
10:00 a.m. at the Mott House.  Senator Jeffords will be there from 9:00 to 9:30.  We will devote 
the final half hour to strategy discussion.  As we have previously indicated, there will be an 
opportunity to have activists from around the country listen in through a toll-free number.  This 
can be individuals or groups meeting together.  So tell your activists in key states about this 
opportunity.  We'll talk more about it on the 8th.  If you want further information, please contact 
Walter Owensby at 202 543-1126 or Marie Rietmann at 202 833-2020. 
 
3.  You probably read in the paper that the Senate approved funding of the CBTB Preparatory 
Commission by a vote for 49-44.  This came up so fast that we didn't have time to mobilize 
support.   Although the Post writer accepted Senator Lott's analysis that the vote showed lack of 
a two-thirds majority for CTBT ratification, I believe that we should identify this as a CTBT 
victory but also a challenge to gain more support for the treaty in the Senate.   I have done this in 
the attached alert that I am sending out.  I encourage all of you to contact your grassroots, have 
them praise the seven Republicans who voted "yes", and have them express disappointment to 
those who voted "no".   We'll talk more about this on Tuesday the 8th 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
 



Dear Friends: 
 
I'm glad that the October 9 meeting is being held to strengthen the nuclear abolition movement in 
the United States.  I wish I could be there, but I'll be out of the country then.  I hope the meeting 
goes well. 
 
I do have one concern that I would like to register with you.  It is disappointing that the religious 
community has been left out of the inner circle that is planning strategy for Abolition-USA and 
seems to be omitted from the agenda of the October 9 meeting.  Yet the religious community has 
potentially the largest network of abolition advocates in the United States. 
 
Many denominations have policy statements favoring elimination of nuclear weapons, some of 
them specifically using the term "abolition".  Their moral call for abolition provides a strong 
foundation for the abolition movement.  On the practical level denominations have membership 
in all 50 states.  This compares to peace organizations whose members reside mostly on the east 
and west coasts and Great Lakes region.   When effectively mobilized, persons from the religious 
community are able to impact public opinion and reach elected officials virtually everywhere in 
the nation. 
 
This capacity is illustrated in the current campaign for CTBT ratification where the religious 
community is at the core of grassroots efforts in such states as Tennessee, Indiana, Nebraska, 
Kansas, Wyoming, and Oregon (states with senators on the Foreign Relations Committee) and is 
the main strength of grassroots action in Mississippi (home of Senator Majority Leader Lott).  In 
the coming year we hope to build upon this network and take up such issues as de-alerting and 
stockpile stewardship.  This network is also available for broader public education on nuclear 
abolition and advocacy of such comprehensive measures as the nuclear weapons convention. 
 
For this strength to be fully utilized in the nuclear abolition movement, representatives of the 
religious community should play a prominent role in the design of the campaign as well as its 
execution.  It is not enough to call occasionally upon prominent religious leaders to speak at 
rallies and to be on the platform in a display of unity (the potted plant approach).  Nor is it 
sufficient to ask denominations and churches to carry out activities designed by others ("will you 
circulate our petitions?" instead of asking for help in drafting the petition in the first place).  As 
Harold Lasswell, the British socialist of two generations ago wrote, if I'm expected to live in the 
house, I should have a role in its design. 
 
Therefore, I believe that the organizing committee should add a representative from the religious 
community.  I propose that at the organizing meeting on October 9 there should be a presentation 
on the present status of the work for nuclear abolition by the religious community and on ways in 
which denominations, peace fellowships, and other religious associations can interface with 
secular organizations in an all-inclusive nuclear abolition movement.  Either Dave Robinson or 
Clayton Ramey would be a good presenter. 
 
Beyond that I would be willing to work with them to develop a briefing paper on religious 
involvement in nuclear abolition activities.  If I thought that the role of the religious community 
would be a significant part of the agenda, I would try to find persons from denominations and 
peace fellowship, especially in the Chicago area, to attend the session. 
 



Shalom, 
Howard 



Episcopal Peace Fellowship -- Friends Committee on National Legislation -- Lutheran 
Office for Governmental Affairs, Evangelical Lutheran Church in America -- Mennonite 
Central Committee, Washington Office -- Methodists United for Peace with Justice -- 
NETWORK: A National Catholic Social Justice Lobby -- Presbyterian Church (USA), 
Washington Office -- Presbyterian Peace Fellowship -- Unitarian Universalist Association, 
Washington Office -- United Methodist General Board of Church and Society 
 
September 9, 1998 
 
To: Bishop McKinley Young 
       African Methodist Episcopal Church 
 
Fax: 404 522-6600 No. of pages: 2 
 
Dear Bishop Young: 
 
We cordially invite you or your representative to meet for breakfast with Senator James M. 
Jeffords of Vermont on Wednesday, September 16, 1998 to discuss the status and merits of 
Senate ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT).  The breakfast meeting will 
run from 8:30 to 10:00 a.m. at the Mott House, 122 Maryland Avenue, NE, Washington, D.C.  
The location is across from the Supreme Court and just down the street from the Methodist 
Building. 
 
Although three-fourths of the American people support the CTBT, Senator Jesse Helms has 
refused to schedule hearings by the Foreign Relations Committee.  Moreover, Majority Leader 
Trent Lott has not been willing to place the treaty on the schedule for Senate consideration.  
Time is running out for CTBT ratification in this session, but it is not too late to get the Senate to 
establish an iron-clad deadline for a vote on the treaty in the early months of 1999.  For this to 
happen a loud public outcry for Senate action is essential before the Senate adjourns in October. 
 
This spring you signed "A Statement by American Religious Leaders: Ratify the CTBT".  Now 
we need the support of the African Methodist Episcopal Church at this crucial moment.  
Therefore, we ask you to send your representative to the Breakfast with Senator Jeffords on 
September 16 and report back to you ways in which the African Methodist Episcopal Church  
can help rally support for the CTBT. 
 
Please let me know who your representative will be.  If you have any questions, you can reach 
me as indicated below. 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 
 1500 16th Street, NW 
 Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone/fax: 301 896-0013 
 E-mail: mupj@igc.org 



September 10, 1998 
 
Dr. Kenichi Otsu, General Secretary 
National Christian Council in Japan 
24, 2-3-15 Nishiwaseda, Shinjuku-ku 
Tokyo 169, Japan 
 
Dear Dr. Otsu: 
 
In April you made the generous offer of $500 to support the reception 
cosponsored by the World Council of Churches and Pax Christi International 
for delegates of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Preparatory 
Committee in Geneva.  In June I communicated how you could send this 
money to us by wire.  However, my e-mail communication may not have 
reached you because we have not yet received your contribution. 
 
Our treasurer advises me that you can wire us money using the following 
information: 
 
Bank Name:  NationsBank 
Account Name:  Methodists United for Peace with Justice - General Fund 
Account Number:  2908093 
Route and transfer number:  054001204 
 
If this doesn't work out, please get in touch with me again. 
 
Shalom, 
 
 
 
Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 



August 7, 1998 
 
Msgr. Darmuid Martin, Secretary 
Pontifical Council for Justice and Peace 
The Vatican 
Rome, Italy 
 
Dear Msgr. Martin: 
 
I am going to be in Rome as a tourist with my wife and sister-in-law from 
October 9 to 14.   I wonder whether there would be an opportunity for me to 
call upon you for a brief visit on either Monday, October 12 or Tuesday, 
October 13.  This would enable me to meet you personally and share a few 
ideas on matters we are working on related to the abolition of nuclear weapons. 
 
We will be leaving Washington, D.C. on September 29.  We will arrive in 
Rome on Friday afternoon, October 9 and will be staying at Hotel Astoria 
Garden.   
 
 With best regards, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
 
Please reply to my home: 
6508 Wilmett Road 
Bethesda, MD 20817 USA 
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