
Meeting to discuss "An Interfaith Appeal for Global Elimination of Nuclear Weapons" 
3:30 p.m., Monday, October 6, 2003, New York, New York 
At office of World Conference of Religions for Peace (WCRP) 
 
Meeting agenda and plan of action suggested by Howard W. Hallman 
 
A. Plan of action for the Appeal 

 
1) Get agreement on final wording of the Interfaith Appeal. The fifth draft is attached. 

Emphasis is upon immorality of nuclear weapons, including deterrence, and a call for 
renunciation of all uses with expeditious steps for total elimination. 
 

2) Get endorsements from key organizations.  Pax Christi International and the National 
Council of Churches (USA) have endorsed.  Decisions are pending with World Council of 
Churches and World Conference of Religions for Peace.   It is hoped that WCRP will help 
get signers beyond the Christian community.  The draft has also been sent to the Canadian 
Council of Churches, Churches Together in Britain and Ireland, and Conference of European 
Churches.  

 
3) Ask top leaders from these organizations to become initial signers. 

 
4) Circulate the Appeal widely to request signatures by religious leaders from around the 

globe. 
 

5) When enough signatures are obtained, release the Appeal at a news conference. Time and 
place to be determined (it could be several locales on the same day). 

 
6) Follow through with delegations visiting leadership of states possessing nuclear weapons to 

press our demands. 
 

B. Parallel Actions 
 
1) Encourage the Holy See to make its own statement for renunciation and total elimination of 

nuclear weapons. 
 
2) Encourage civil sector groups to do likewise, such as Middle Powers Initiative, Pugwash 

Conference, International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War, women's groups 
(through Helen Caldicott). These could be released after the Interfaith Appeal is made public. 
 

3) Encourage civil sector experts from the United States and Russia to develop concrete 
proposals for possible next two steps by the U.S. and Russia.  These should be publicly 
released before interfaith delegations call upon President Bush and President Putin so that 
religious leaders can make reference to them. 
 
a) A plan or road map for completely de-alerting all U.S. and Russia nuclear weapons.  

Bruce Blair of the Center for Defense Information has agreed to take the lead. 
 

b) A model deep cuts treaty that goes much further than the Moscow Treaty of 2002 with 
commitment for dismantlement and proper safeguards.  John Rhinelander, president of 
Lawyers Alliance for World Security, has agreed to work on this through their 
international security committee as soon as LAWS finances are stabilized. 
 



Dear Paul, 
 
Thanks for sharing Brian Wicker's comments on "An Interfaith Appeal for the Global 
Elimination of Nuclear Weapons."  To incorporate his ideas I propose the following 
modifications. 
 
Change the second paragraph by adding: "Even so-called 'mini-nukes' would have disastrous 
effects."  (See commentary below.) 
 
We the undersigned believe that nuclear weapons are inherently immoral.   If used, nuclear 
weapons would inevitably kill thousands, possibly millions, of innocent people.  They would 
cause devastating harm to the environment.  Even so-called "mini-nukes" would have disastrous 
effects.  Multiple use of nuclear weapons would endanger the existence of life on Earth.  
Threatened use of nuclear weapons in the name of deterrence is morally wrong because it holds 
innocent people hostage for political and military purposes. 
 
Change the fifth paragraph by adding two sentences, as follows. 
 
Continued possession of nuclear weapons by a few privileged nations gives them legitimacy 
and encourages other nations and terrorist organizations to acquire them.  Emerging U.S. 
policy to develop new kinds of nuclear weapons and to envision new roles seriously increases 
this danger.  It is imperative for the nuclear weapon states to honor their obligations under the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty of 1970 and achieve complete nuclear disarmament.   Non-
signatory states possessing nuclear weapons should likewise eliminate their nuclear arsenals. 
 
Would these changes satisfy your concerns? 
 
Commentary 
 
I agree that it is appropriate to deal with the desire of the Bush Administration to develop mini-
nukes and bunker buster and to envision new roles for nuclear weapons.   The proposed additions 
do this. 
 
However, U.S. scientists believe that bunker-busters would indeed produce civilian casualties 
and harm the environments.  For instance, see "The Troubling Science of Bunker-Buster Nuclear 
Weapons" by the Union of Concerned Scientists at 
http://www.ucsusa.org/global_security/nuclear_weapons/page.cfm?pageID=1170. 
 
Also, even though the cold war doctrine of mutually assured destruction (MAD) isn't talked 
about much these days, it remains in place.  The United States and Russia each perceives the 
other side as capable of launching a devastating attack, so each keeps a huge arsenal on high 
alert.  Thus, we need to continue expressing our concern about MAD while dealing with new 
permutations. 
 
The fifth paragraph speaks of the obligation for nuclear disarmament under the Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty. 
 



The seventh paragraph calls upon possessor nations to "cease all further research, testing, 
development, and production of new nuclear weapons."  This is repeated in the recommendations 
to the United States and Russia. 
 
Please let me know what you think of the proposed changes. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
 
 



Call for Action  
 
Nuclear weapons cannot be used in any manner consistent with moral principles, civilized 
values, and humanitarian law.  Therefore, as a matter of conscience and a concern for the future 
of humankind:  
 
1) We call upon all States possessing these horrific devices 

a) to pledge not to use them against any adversary at any time under any circumstance, and 
b) to promptly embark upon an unequivocal undertaking for the total elimination of their 

nuclear arsenals as required by the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and the International 
Court of Justice. 

 
2) We call upon all who have ambitions to develop or acquire nuclear weapons to cease this 
quest.  
 
3) We call upon all members of the international community to carry out an enhanced nuclear 
non-proliferation program to prevent any nation or organization from developing or acquiring 
nuclear weapons. 
 
We pledge to reflect, study and actively work in our own communities and institutions to 
advance the cause of the moral imperative of the elimination of nuclear weapons.  
 
 



Call for Action  
 
Nuclear weapons cannot be used in any manner consistent with moral principles, civilized 
values, and humanitarian law.  Therefore, as a matter of conscience and a concern for the future 
of humankind:  
 
1) We call upon all States possessing these horrific devices  

a) to pledge not to use them, and also 
b) to promptly embark upon an unequivocal undertaking for the total elimination of their 

nuclear arsenals promised pursuant to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and 
consistent with the International Court of Justice. 

 
2) We call upon all who have ambitions to develop or acquire nuclear weapons to cease this 
quest.  
 
3) We call upon all members of the international community to carry out an enhanced nuclear 
non-proliferation program to prevent any nation or organization from developing or acquiring 
nuclear weapons. 
 
We pledge to reflect, study and actively work in our own communities and institutions to 
advance the cause of the moral imperative of the elimination of nuclear weapons.  
 
 



Commitment 
 
Recognizing that the world's nuclear weapons are controlled by governments, we pledge to work 
for achieving governmental policies directed toward the global elimination of nuclear weapons.  
 
1. We will personally reflect on the morality of nuclear weapons in relation to our religious 
beliefs and moral standards. 
 
2. We will form study groups in congregations, schools, and other social institutions on the 
morality of nuclear weapons and the ways in which they can be constrained and eliminated. 
 
3. Those of us living in states possessing or providing bases for nuclear weapons will press our 
governments to take necessary steps for their elimination. 
 
4. Those of us living in non-nuclear weapons states will press our governments to use their 
influence in international forums to advance measures for the global elimination of nuclear 
weapons. 
 
5. We will ask candidates for elective office to pledge to actively seek the elimination of nuclear 
weapons. 
 
6. We will engage in continuous public policy advocacy for the elimination of nuclear weapons. 
 
7. We will work with like-minded people in a global movement to insist that nuclear weapons, as 
a scourge to humanity, are totally eliminated and that no state, organization, or individual ever 
again possesses such an instrument of mass destruction. 
 
Drafted by Howard W. Hallman 
October 28, 2003 
 
 
 



Dear Paul, 
 
Thank you for your thoughtful inquiry of November 26.  I haven't replied until now because I 
needed to get some things in order.  Also, I didn't follow up after initial contact in August 
because I was in a prolonged process of lining up some initial sponsors. 
 
Wishing to go beyond the Christian community, I made contact with the World Conference of 
Religions for Peace (WCRP).  This led to a meeting in New York on October 6 involving WCRP 
staff, a Pax Christi International representative, Tony Kireopoulos of the National Council of 
Churches (USA) via conference phone, a couple of others, and myself.  We were told that 
"interfaith" is a confusing term to some in WCRP circles.  The consensus was that the initial 
draft was too long and complicated (I agreed).   This led to several weeks of negotiation to work 
out final language for what is now "A Moral Appeal for a Safer World without Nuclear 
Weapons".   It is now posted with initial signers at http://www.zero-nukes.org/moralappeal.html.   
 
The core of initial signers have come from Pax Christi International, National Council of 
Churches (USA), United Methodist Church (my denomination), WCRP, and some civic sector 
persons.  The latter were signed up by Jonathan Granoff, a consultant to WCRP, who works 
partly in the civic sector.  With his assistance we are broadening signers to encompass religious 
leaders plus scientists, physicians, and Nobel peace laureates, hoping that this unusual 
combination might draw attention.  This process is now far enough along for me to get back to 
you. 
 
I appreciate your concerns.  I've done a lot of statements and sign-on letters over the years.  I 
want to do another one like this only if it leads to mobilization of key persons in an effort to 
change public policy.  In a moment I'll share ideas for how that might be accomplished.  I can 
understand how the sign-on letter is less common in other countries. 
 
I believe that nuclear disarmament is a very salient issue for advocacy.  Partly this stems from 
my calling to work on this issue.  (My background is described at http://www.zero-
nukes.org/howardhallman.htm.)  But it has a heightened urgency because of the nuclear weapons 
policies of the Bush Administration that call for development of new nuclear weapons and 
possible new uses, including preemptive attack.  We need global support to oppose these 
dangerous policies.   I see dealing with nuclear weapons as both/and with small arms and light 
weapons, not either/or. 
 
We now have a large enough group of initial signers to start seeking many more signatures after 
the first of the new year.  We are looking for prominent religious leaders of many faiths around 
the globe plus prominent scientists, physicians, and Nobel peace laureates.  We're still hoping 
that the World Council of Churches will join this endeavor, especially in light of their focus on 
the United States in the 2004 campaign of the Decade to Overcome Violence.  There is nothing 
as violent as a nuclear weapon.  Even the threat to use them in the name of deterrence is an act of 
violence. 
 
Today I sent to our informal steering committee a proposal (pasted below) for how to public 
release "A Moral Appeal".   It hasn't been adopted yet and may change with input of the others.  
But it is far enough along to be used as a tool for discussion with you and other potential 
sponsors. 



My proposed plan calls for release of "A Moral Appeal" in two locations on the same day in 
February: Geneva (or some other European city) and Washington, D.C.  We will encourage 
groups in states possessing nuclear weapons, or allowing U.S. nuclear weapons to be based on 
their soil, to release on the next day their own statements, tailored to their country.    
 
For instance, I wonder if a group in Great Britain (yours, or some other) would being willing to 
support "A Moral Appeal" and its call for no-use and elimination of nuclear weapons and ask 
specifically that the British government adopt a policy of no-use and proceed unilaterally to 
eliminate its nuclear arsenal as an act of basic morality.   Obviously we cannot and do not want 
to dictate precisely what groups within particular nations say, but we do want to encourage 
common action.  
 
Therefore, I'm wondering if Churches Together in Britain and Ireland would be willing to look at 
"A Moral Appeal" and our strategy again and consider joining in this endeavor.  If not, could you 
refer me to other religious leaders and organizations in Great Britain who might be inclined to 
become involved in a less structured manner? 
 
With best regards, 
Howard 
 
### 
 
December 19, 2003 
 
To: Paul Lansu, Pax Christi International; Bob Edgar, Tony Kireopoulos, Brenda Girton-
Mitchell of National Council of Churches (USA); and Jonathan Granoff representative World 
Conference of Religions for Peace 
 
Dear Friends: 
 
Now that we have a sufficient initial list of signers for "A Moral Appeal for a Safer World 
without Nuclear Weapons" (see http://www.zero-nukes.org/moralappeal.html), it is time to begin 
thinking about how and when we will publicly release the Appeal.  I would like to offer some 
ideas as a point of departure to encourage discussion.   I will welcome your critique, suggestions 
for refinement, and even alternative approaches.  I recognize that many of you are more 
experienced and more astute at public relations than I am. 
 
I'm assuming that after the first of the year when the holidays are over we will vigorously pursue 
adding many more signers.  (More on this later.)  In that manner we should have plenty of 
signers for release of the Appeal in February. 
 
I suggest that we consider the week of February 16.  The U.S. Congress will be in recess that 
week and thus won't be generating a lot of news.  In the United States Monday, February 16 is 
the Presidents' Birthday holiday.  The Wisconsin presidential primary is scheduled for Tuesday, 
February 17, producing some news for Wednesday.  I suggest that we use Wednesday, February 
18 and Thursday, February 19 to release the Appeal and follow-up statements in various 
locations. 
 



WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 18 
 
Release the Appeal in two places: In Geneva or elsewhere in Europe and in Washington, DC in 
the USA. 
 
(1) Geneva.   Hold a news conference with participation by Rev. Sam Kabia, general secretary, 
World Council of Churches (assuming that WCC joins this effort); Cardinal Danneels and/or 
Cardinal Koenig from Pax Christi International; Orthodox Christian, Jewish and Muslim leaders; 
a Nobel peace laureate, a scientist, a physician.  This would produce the unusual combination of 
religion, science, and medicine.  If possible get a Vatican representative or at least try to have an 
official at the Holy See put out a statement supporting the ideas of "A Moral Appeal".  Staff 
from Pax Christi International and the World Council of Churches could work together to stage 
this event. 
 
(2) Washington, D.C.  Hold a news conference at the National Press Club with participation by 
Rev. Dr. Robert Edgar, general secretary, National Council of Churches; Catholic, Orthodox 
Christian, Jewish, and Muslim leaders; a representative of World Conference of Religions for 
Peace (WCRP); a Nobel peace laureate, a scientists, a physician (again the unusual combination).  
In advance request a meeting with President Bush or his representative.  If not accepted, the 
news conference participants could walk to the White House and leave the Appeal at the gate 
with ample publicity.  Try to get on television news programs that evening and the next morning. 
Follow-through the rest of the week by getting citizens and reporters to ask questions of 
Democratic presidential candidates about the Appeal, including Sunday news programs.  (We 
could make previous contact with campaign staff.)  Staff from that National Council of Churches 
might take the lead in staging the news conference with support from WCRP, Pax Christi USA, 
and myself from my base in Washington. 
 
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 19 
 
Hold news conferences in various capitols so that the combination of religious leaders, scientists,  
physicians, and Nobel peace laureates can register their support for "A Moral Appeal" and urge 
their governments to take steps to implement the recommendations.  The news conferences could 
be followed by delegations calling upon the heads of government. 
 
We may not have the time and resources to accomplish all of the following, but I want to lay out 
the possibilities. 
 
London.  Endorse "A Moral Appeal" and call upon the British government to pledge no use of 
nuclear weapons, unilaterally eliminate its nuclear arsenal, and withdraw permission to the 
United States to store nuclear weapons on British soil. 
 
Paris.  Endorse "A Moral Appeal" and call upon the French government to pledge no use of 
nuclear weapons, unilaterally eliminate its nuclear arsenal, and support creation of a European 
nuclear weapons free zone. 
 
Moscow.   Through International Physicians for Prevention of Nuclear War (IPPNW) and 
Russian scientists, hold a news conference to endorse "A Moral Appeal".  Bring in religious 
leaders to extent possible. 



 
Brussels, Amsterdam, Berlin, Rome, Athens, Ankara.  Endorse "A Moral Appeal", call upon 
their governments to withdraw permission to the United States to store nuclear weapons on bases 
in their countries, and call for creation of a European nuclear weapons free zone.    
 
In some manner the European Conference of Churches could endorse "A Moral Appeal" and 
support creation of a European nuclear weapons free zone. 
 
Ottawa, Canada.  Endorse "A Moral Appeal" and urge the Canadian government to work to 
remove the nuclear option from NATO policy. 
 
Elsewhere would be more challenging.  It may be difficult for us to do something in China, but 
maybe there could be a news conference in Tokyo or Seoul calling for an East Asian nuclear 
weapons free zone, thus dealing with China, North Korea, and Japan's nuclear ambitions.   
Perhaps there could be simultaneous news conferences in New Dehli and Karachi, urging India 
and Pakistan to mutually give up their nuclear arsenals.   Perhaps a combination of Christian, 
Jewish, and Muslim leaders could call for the creation of a Middle East weapons of mass 
destruction free zone that would encompass the elimination of Israel's nuclear arsenal. 
 
This total package is probably too ambitious for the resources we have.  However, follow-up 
news conferences and delegations calling on heads of state could be spread out over several 
months.  Also, this effort could feed into the NPT Preparatory Committee meeting in New York 
from April 16 to May 7. 
 
GETTING SIGNERS 
 
After the holidays are over we need to step up our efforts to gain more signers.  I'm still hoping 
that the World Council of Churches will joint this project and reach out to its member 
denominations.  They could also help make connections with Orthodox churches beyond their 
member denominations. 
 
Pax Christi International could reach out to Catholic prelates throughout the globe and could be 
in touch with the Holy See. 
 
The National Council of Churches (USA) could reach out to general secretaries of other national 
councils of churches and to heads of its member communion.  
 
Other national council of churches could seek signers from their member denominations. 
 
I am going to contact the World Methodist Council to find a way to reach out to its member 
denominations.   Similarly sets of contacts could be made through world Lutheran, Anglican, and 
other denominational bodies. 
 
Jonathan Granoff is committed to reaching out beyond the Christian faith to other religious 
leaders through WCRP.  He has obtained two signatures of two Nobel peace laureates and 
probably can obtain more as the project gains momentum.   He also has contacts with 
international networks of scientists and physicians.  I can supplement the latter contacts. 
 



I realize that many of you will be taking well deserved breaks from work during the holidays.  I 
will, too.  However, I will be monitoring my e-mail and will read whatever responses you post.   
To promote dialogue, you can reply to all the recipients of this message. 
 
A Happy Holiday for all! 
 
Howard 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



For instance, the United States needs to abandon emerging policies that envision new uses for 
nuclear weapons and to work with Russia to achieve zero alert and far deeper cuts in strategic 
weapons as steps toward total elimination.  The United Kingdom and France could be asked to 
take unilateral action.  So could China, though it might be related to creation of a nuclear free 
zone in East Asia.  India and Pakistan need to be dealt with as a pair.  Elimination of Israel's 
nuclear weapons might occur through creation of a weapons of mass destruction zone in the 
Middle East.  European states where U.S. nuclear weapons are stored could be asked to withdraw 
permission and work for creation of a European nuclear weapon free zone. 
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Fourth Draft: Not for Circulation 
 

An Interfaith Appeal for the 
Global Elimination of Nuclear Weapons 

 
Weapons of mass destruction -- nuclear, chemical, and biological -- pose a grave danger for 
planet Earth and its inhabitants.   These are weapons that kill indiscriminately and produce 
lasting effects.   Here we address nuclear weapons, the most destructive of the triad. 
 
We the undersigned believe that nuclear weapons are inherently immoral.   If used, nuclear 
weapons would inevitably kill thousands, possibly millions, of innocent people.  They would 
cause devastating harm to the environment.  Multiple use would endanger the existence of life on 
Earth.  Threatened use of nuclear weapons in the name of deterrence is morally wrong because it 
holds innocent people hostage for political and military purposes. 
 
Therefore, as a matter of conscience we call for the global elimination of nuclear weapons. 
 
Respected military leaders in their retirement have indicated that nuclear weapons are not 
practical instruments for warfare.  They point out that the destructive power is too vast for 
appropriate military purposes.  They too are concerned about ancillary effects that harm innocent 
people and the environment.  They recognize the adverse political consequences in the use of 
nuclear weapons.  For these reasons these military leaders favor the elimination of nuclear 
weapons.  
 
We point out that continued possession of nuclear weapons by a few privileged nations 
gives them legitimacy and encourages other nations and terrorist organizations to acquire 
them.   It is far past the time for the nuclear weapon states and other possessors to honor their 
obligations under the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty of 1970 and achieve complete nuclear 
disarmament. 
 
Because nuclear weapons are immoral and ultimately impractical, we call upon all who possess 
nuclear weapons to unequivocally renounce the use of nuclear weapons against any 
adversary at any time under any circumstance.    
 
We call upon the possessor nations to eliminate their nuclear arsenals by such steps as: 
 Quickly remove all existing nuclear weapons from alert status. 
 Cease all further research, testing, development, and production of new nuclear weapons. 
 Dismantle all nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles. 
 Safeguard all nuclear weapon components and fissile material. 

 
We call upon all who have ambitions to develop or acquire nuclear weapons to cease this 
quest.   
 
We call upon the international community to carry out a vigorous and long-lasting nuclear 
non-proliferation program to prevent any nation or organization from developing or 
acquiring nuclear weapons. 
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Recommendations to Possessors of Nuclear Weapons 
 

To carry out the principles of our Appeal, we offer specific recommendations to states 
possessing nuclear weapons and to would-be possessors. 
 
We call upon the United States and Russia, which led the way in the nuclear arms race, to lead 
the way in the elimination of nuclear weapons.  With their huge arsenals each judges the other 
capable of attacking with a mighty force.   Each therefore retains a huge nuclear arsenal on high 
alert, thus continuing the cold war doctrine of mutually assured destruction (MAD).  The way 
out of this bind is through mutual adoption of a no-use policy followed by prompt de-alerting of 
all deployed nuclear weapons and complete dismantlement of their nuclear arsenals.  This total 
task should be completed no later than 2012, the time frame established by the Moscow Treaty 
of 2002.  In the meantime we call upon the United States and Russia to cease all research, 
development, testing, and production of new nuclear weapons. 
 
We call upon the United Kingdom, France, and China to follow the example of South Africa, 
Kazakhstan, Ukraine, and Belarus and unilaterally dismantle their nuclear weapons.  We believe 
that their nuclear arsenals have no legitimate utility and indeed provide targets for pre-emptive 
attack.  Therefore, nuclear disarmament would increase rather than diminish their national 
security. 
 
We call upon India and Pakistan to mutually adopt a no-use policy for their nuclear weapons, to 
eliminate the ones they possess along with production facilities, and to lead the way to a South 
Asia nuclear weapon free zone. 
 
We call upon Israel to eliminate its nuclear arsenal, achieving this objective along with a just 
peace with the Palestinians and with the creation of a Middle East weapons of mass destruction 
free zone. 
 
We call upon North Korea and Iran to follow the example of Brazil, Argentina, South Korea, 
and Taiwan and cease all efforts to produce nuclear weapons and accept international safeguards. 
 
We call upon NATO to cease its commitment to nuclear weapons.  We ask the United 
Kingdom, Netherlands, Belgium, Germany, Italy, Greece, and Turkey to withdraw their 
consent for having U.S. nuclear weapons based upon their soil.   We favor the creation of a 
European nuclear free zone. 
 
Signed by religious leaders from around the globe.  
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Background Material 
 

The following references provide background material for the " Interfaith Appeal for the Global 
Elimination of Nuclear Weapons". 
 
1. Religious statements.  A compilation of previous religious statements on eliminating nuclear 
weapons is available at http://www.zero-nukes.org/religiousstatements1.html. 
 
2. Military leaders views.  Ideas of military leaders are offered in a "Statement by International 
Generals and Admirals" (1996) at http://www.gsinstitute.org/archives/000014.shtml.  Other 
statements by military leaders are available at http://www.zero-nukes.org/militaryleaders.html.  
  
3. A joint statement of religious and military leaders (2000) is found at 
http://www.nrdi.org/nuclear/Nuclear02.html. 
 
4. Civilian leaders views.  A steady stream of scientists, public officials, and other civilian 
leaders have advocated nuclear disarmament.  They include 
 "Statement by International Civilian Leaders" (1998) 
   http://www.gsinstitute.org/archives/000015.shtml 
 " Statement By International Mayors, Nuclear Weapons: Threat to Cities" (2001) 
  http://www.gsinstitute.org/archives/000021.shtml 
 " Final Statement of the Third Global Summit of Nobel Peace Laureates" (2002) 
  http://www.gsinstitute.org/archives/000141.shtml 
 Reports and Statements by Scientists on Nuclear Weapons 
  http://www.pugwash.org/reports/nw/nwlist.htm 
 
5. Nuclear weapons convention.  One way to achieve global nuclear disarmament would be 
through a Nuclear Weapons Convention, analogous to conventions on biological and chemical 
weapons.  A proposal for a "Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Testing, 
Production, Stockpiling, Transfer, Use and Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons and on Their 
Elimination " is available at http://www.lcnp.org/mnwc/convention.htm 
 
6. Sequential Steps.  Another approach would be to embark upon a series of steps that would 
lead to elimination of nuclear weapons.  During the past ten years several international bodies 
have pursued this approach.  They include:  
 Canberra Commission, 1996  
  http://www.gsinstitute.org/archives/000007.shtml 
 New Agenda Coalition, 1998  
  http://www.zero-nukes.org/howtogettozero2.htm#newagendacoalition 
 Tokyo Forum, 1999  
  http://www.nuclearfiles.org/redocuments/1999/990725facingnucleardangers.html 
 2000 Review Conference of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. 
  http://www.zero-nukes.org/howtogettozero2.htm#npt 
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Third Draft: Not for Circulation 
 

An Interfaith Appeal for the 
Global Elimination of Nuclear Weapons 

 
Weapons of mass destruction -- nuclear, chemical, and biological -- pose a grave danger for 
planet Earth and its inhabitants.   These are weapons that kill indiscriminately and produce 
lasting effects.   Here we address nuclear weapons, the most destructive of the triad. 
 
We the undersigned believe that nuclear weapons are inherently immoral.   If used, nuclear 
weapons would inevitably kill thousands, possibly millions, of innocent people.  They would 
cause devastating harm to the environment.  Multiple use would endanger the existence of life on 
Earth.  Threatened use of nuclear weapons in the name of deterrence is morally wrong because it 
holds innocent people hostage for political and military purposes. 
 
Therefore, as a matter of conscience we call for the global elimination of nuclear weapons. 
 
We note that many military professionals have indicated that nuclear weapons are not 
practical instruments for warfare.  They point out that the destructive power is too vast for 
appropriate military purposes.  They too are concerned about ancillary effects that harm innocent 
people and the environment.  They recognize the adverse political consequences in the use of 
nuclear weapons.  For these reasons these military leaders favor the elimination of nuclear 
weapons.  
 
As a matter of common sense we observe that continued possession of nuclear weapons by 
a few privileged nations gives them legitimacy and encourages other nations and terrorist 
organizations to acquire them.   It is far past the time for the nuclear weapon states and other 
possessors to honor their obligations under the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty of 1970 and 
achieve complete nuclear disarmament. 
 
Because nuclear weapons are immoral and ultimately impractical, we call upon all who possess 
nuclear weapons to unequivocally renounce the use of nuclear weapons against any 
adversary at any time under any circumstance.    
 
We call upon the possessor nations to eliminate their nuclear arsenals by such steps as: 
 Quickly remove all existing nuclear weapons from alert status. 
 Cease all further research, testing, development, and production of new nuclear weapons. 
 Dismantle all nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles. 
 Safeguard all nuclear weapon components and fissile material. 

 
We call upon all who have ambitions to develop or acquire nuclear weapons to cease this 
quest.   
 
We call upon the international community to carry out a vigorous and long-lasting nuclear 
non-proliferation program to prevent any nation or organization from developing or 
acquiring nuclear weapons. 
 
Signers: Religious leaders from around the globe. 
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 Recommendations to Possessors of Nuclear Weapons 
 

We the undersigned representatives of religious organizations support "An Interfaith Appeal for 
the Global Elimination of Nuclear Weapons".  To carry out its principles, we offer specific 
recommendations to states possessing nuclear weapons and to would-be possessors. 
 
We call upon the United States and Russia, which led the way in the nuclear arms race, to lead 
the way in the elimination of nuclear weapons.  With their huge arsenals each judges the other 
capable of attacking with a mighty force.   Each therefore retains a huge nuclear arsenal on high 
alert, thus continuing the cold war doctrine of mutually assured destruction (MAD).  The way 
out of this bind is through mutual adoption of a no-use policy followed by prompt de-alerting of 
all deployed nuclear weapons and complete dismantlement of their nuclear arsenals.  This total 
task should be completed no later than 2012, the time frame established by the Moscow Treaty 
of 2002. 
 
We call upon the United Kingdom, France, and China to follow the example of South Africa, 
Kazakhstan, Ukraine, and Belarus and unilaterally dismantle their nuclear weapons.  We believe 
that their nuclear arsenals have no legitimate utility and indeed provide targets for pre-emptive 
attack.  Therefore, nuclear disarmament would increase rather than diminish their national 
security. 
 
We call upon India and Pakistan to mutually adopt a no-use policy for their nuclear weapons, to 
eliminate the ones they possess along with production facilities, and to lead the way to a South 
Asia nuclear weapon free zone. 
 
We call upon Israel to eliminate its nuclear arsenal, achieving this objective along with a just 
peace with the Palestinians and with the creation of a Middle East weapons of mass destruction 
free zone. 
 
We call upon North Korea and Iran to follow the example of Brazil, Argentina, South Korea, 
and Taiwan and cease all efforts to produce nuclear weapons and accept international safeguards. 
 
We call upon NATO to cease its commitment to nuclear weapons.  We ask the United 
Kingdom, Netherlands, Belgium, Germany, Italy, Greece, and Turkey to withdraw their 
consent for having U.S. nuclear weapons based upon their soil.   We favor the creation of a 
European nuclear free zone. 
 
Signed by representatives of religious organizations. 
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Background Material 
 

As background material for the " Interfaith Appeal for the Global Elimination of Nuclear 
Weapons", we provide the following references. 
 
1. Religious statements.  A compilation of previous religious statements on eliminating nuclear 
weapons is available at http://www.zero-nukes.org/religiousstatements1.html. 
 
2. Military leaders views.  Ideas of military leaders are offered in a "Statement by International 
Generals and Admirals" (1996) at http://www.gsinstitute.org/archives/000014.shtml.  Other 
statements by military leaders are available at http://www.zero-nukes.org/militaryleaders.html.  
  
3. A joint statement of religious and military leaders (2000) is found at 
http://www.nrdi.org/nuclear/Nuclear02.html. 
 
4. Civilian leaders views.  A steady stream of scientists, public officials, and other civilian 
leaders have advocated nuclear disarmament.  They include 
 "Statement by International Civilian Leaders" (1998) 
   http://www.gsinstitute.org/archives/000015.shtml 
 " Statement By International Mayors, Nuclear Weapons: Threat to Cities" (2001) 
  http://www.gsinstitute.org/archives/000021.shtml 
 " Final Statement of the Third Global Summit of Nobel Peace Laureates" (2002) 
  http://www.gsinstitute.org/archives/000141.shtml 
 Reports and Statements by Scientists on Nuclear Weapons 
  http://www.pugwash.org/reports/nw/nwlist.htm 
 
5. Nuclear weapons convention.  One way to achieve global nuclear disarmament would be 
through a Nuclear Weapons Convention, analogous to conventions on biological and chemical 
weapons.  A proposal for a "Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Testing, 
Production, Stockpiling, Transfer, Use and Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons and on Their 
Elimination " is available at http://www.lcnp.org/mnwc/convention.htm 
 
6. Sequential Steps.  Another approach would be to embark upon a series of steps that would 
lead to elimination of nuclear weapons.  During the past ten years several international bodies 
have pursued this approach.  They include:  
 Canberra Commission, 1996  
  http://www.gsinstitute.org/archives/000007.shtml 
 New Agenda Coalition, 1998  
  http://www.zero-nukes.org/howtogettozero2.htm#newagendacoalition 
 Tokyo Forum, 1999  
  http://www.nuclearfiles.org/redocuments/1999/990725facingnucleardangers.html 
 2000 Review Conference of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. 
  http://www.zero-nukes.org/howtogettozero2.htm#npt 
 
7. Proposed de-alerting schedule (to be added). 
 
8. Model deep cuts treaty (to be added). 
 
9. Global nuclear threat reduction program (to be added).  
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   A Moral Call  
For A Safer World 

 
 

We the undersigned believe that nuclear weapons, whether possessed by states or 
terrorist organizations, are inherently immoral.  Therefore, they should be totally and 
irrevocably eliminated. 
 
Immorality.  As an instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons cannot be morally 
justified.  If used, nuclear weapons would inevitably kill thousands, possibly millions, of 
innocent people.  They would cause devastating harm to the environment near and far.  
Multiple use would endanger the existence of life on Earth.  Even so-called "mini-nukes" 
and "bunker-busters" would have disastrous effects.  Threatened use of nuclear 
weapons in the name of deterrence is morally wrong because it holds innocent people 
hostage for political and military purposes. 
 
Dangers of proliferation.  Continued possession of nuclear weapons by a few 
privileged nations gives them legitimacy and encourages other nations and terrorist 
organizations to acquire them. Emerging policies to develop new kinds of nuclear 
weapons and to envision new roles, even pre-emptive use, seriously increases this 
danger.  Opposition to terrorism requires a strong, integrated program of nuclear non-
proliferation and disarmament. 
 
Call for Action  
 
Nuclear weapons cannot be used in a manner consistent with civilized values, principles 
of humanitarian law, and good conscience. Therefore, as a matter of conscience and a 
concern for the future of humankind:  
 
1) We call upon all States currently in possession of these horrific devices to pledge not 
to use them; and consistent with this pledge, to promptly embark upon an unequivocal 
undertaking for the total elimination of their nuclear arsenals promised pursuant to the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and consistent with the International Court of Justice. 
 
2) We call upon all who have ambitions to develop or acquire nuclear weapons to cease 
this quest.  
 
3) We call upon all members of the international community to carry out an enhanced 
nuclear non-proliferation program to prevent any nation or organization from developing 
or acquiring nuclear weapons. 
 
We pledge to reflect, study and actively work in our own communities and institutions to 
advance the cause of the moral imperative of the elimination of nuclear weapons.  
 
 
October 30, 2003 
 
For further information 
Contact Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
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1500 16th Street,, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20036 
hhallman@mupwj.org 
 
 



A MORAL APPEAL FOR A SAFER WORLD 
Written by Jonathan Granoff 

October 29, 2003 
 

We call upon all human beings to join us. Because we believe that nuclear weapons are an 
irrational immoral way of pursuing security, we commit to work together to eliminate these 
instruments of mass destruction.  
 
Nuclear weapons uniquely threaten life. Their destructive capacity surpasses imagination and, 
over time, human fallibility will cause their unacceptable use either by accident or design. 
Additionally, their possession and threat of use by some States is the strongest stimulant to others 
to acquire them. Their components in the hands of terrorists also poses an unacceptable risk.  
By their very nature nuclear weapons when poised for delivery, as thousand are today, terrorize 
hundreds of millions of innocent people. This grave danger remains hidden from public 
discourse but takes its toll on the moral fabric of our age.  
 
Less than ten States possess these devices, with over ninety percent in the hands of Russia and 
the US. This limited number of States makes progress within our grasp.  
 
We are gravely distressed by the prospect of the production of new nuclear weapons such as 
"mini nukes" or "bunker busters" because they are considered "usable" and morally acceptable 
by some. They will damage international law, stability, and challenge the taboo against use.  
We are gravely alarmed and condemn uniquivacally the pursuit of any new nuclear weapons. 
The possibility of resumed nuclear testing must be stopped immediately by adherrence to a 
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.  
 
As nuclear weapons cannot be used in a manner consistent with civilized values, principles of 
humanitarian law, and good conscience, we call upon all States currently in possessioin of 
nuclear weapons to collectively pledge not to use them and to promptly commence negotiations 
on a treaty leading to their universal elimination.  
 
There is no good reason why nuclear weapons should be permitted while we properly, and by 
treaty arrangement, condemn and eliminate other, less lethal, simililarly immoral weapons of 
mass destruction, such as biological or chemical.  
 
But, most important is the recognition that nuclear weapons are immoral and that there is a moral 
imperative to obtain their elimination that requires our personal and collective commitments.  
 
For this reason we commit to:  
Recognizing that the world's nuclear weapons are controlled by governments, we pledge to work 
for achieving governmental policies directed toward the global elimination of nuclear weapons.  
1. We will personally reflect on the possession and threat to use nuclear weapons in relation to 
our moral standards, religious beliefs and common humanity. 
2. We will form study groups in congregations, schools, and other social institutions on the 
morality of nuclear weapons and the ways in which they can be constrained and eliminated. 



3. Those of us living in states possessing or providing bases for nuclear weapons will press our 
governments to take necessary steps for their elimination. 
4. Those of us living in non-nuclear weapons states will press our governments to use their 
influence in international forums to advance measures for the global elimination of nuclear 
weapons. 
5. We will demand that candidates for elective office pledge to actively seek the elimination of 
nuclear weapons. 
6. We will engage in continuous public policy advocacy for the elimination of nuclear weapons. 
7. We will work with like-minded people in a global movement to insist that nuclear weapons, as 
a scourge to humanity, are totally eliminated and that no state, organization, or individual ever 
again possesses such an instrument of mass destruction. 
 



Dear Jonathan, 
 
Upon reading your draft appeal, I realize that you and I think differently and operate in different 
ways.   The gap is too wide to bridge.  Therefore, I believe that it would be better for us to work 
in parallel rather than to attempt to combine our efforts.    
 
I will go ahead with the appeal that I have developed for the religious community.  I have 
important endorsements and more waiting in the wings.    I have a process in mind for its use and 
plans for follow through. 
 
I'll let you work the civic sector, but PLEASE DON'T OVERLAP INTO THE FAITH 
COMMUNITY.  It would cause great confusion.   Please don't pirate the project that I have 
started. 
 
I've worked for five months to hone an effective religious appeal.   It has emerged as a concise 
and challenging appeal without a lot of excess rhetoric.  You have rejected it out of hand, even 
got angry with me for making the case for it.   
 
Instead you have written what is essentially a lawyer's brief.   You have started sending it around 
for endorsements whether I like it or not.   I find it excessively wordy.  It runs the risking of 
being another statement that won't attract attention, like the samples you sent me. 
 
I responded to your idea of commitment and offered suggestions.   But now that I see them 
tacked on to the end of an appeal, I feel that they are too much like a laundry list, and not all that 
helpful.   
 
I've been through this before with the Citizen's Pledge, signed initially by Nobel Peace laureates, 
that David Krieger developed in 1996.  I got a dozen heads of communion to sign and many 
others from the religious community.  However, nothing came of it because there was no 
systematic follow through.   The same thing happened with the religious and military leaders 
statement signed at the National Cathedral in 2000.   
 
You don't achieve congregational education by signing statements and making pledges.   It takes 
lots of effort and collaboration.   This is what the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, 
which I chair, is now doing through (a) an all-day consultation of denominational offices and 
peace fellowships in December, (b) a nuclear disarmament track in Ecumenical Advocacy Days 
in March, and (c) the preparation and distribution of educational materials that congregations can 
use.  The commitment is real and implementation will occur because we are achieving full 
involvement each step of the way. 
 
But, Jonathan, even if we are not of the same mind on what kind of appeal is best, let's keep in 
touch.  Perhaps it will be possible for the religious leaders' appeal that I have developed can be 
released concurrently with the civic sector statement that you have written.  We can work 
together in follow-up activities.  We need to cooperate, not be in competition. 
 
With best regards, 
 
. 



Dear Jonathan, 
 
I am deeply disappointed that you have completed rejected "A Moral Appeal for the Global 
Elimination of Nuclear Weapons" that I have honed after five months of consultation within the 
faith community.  I believe that it has emerged as a concise and challenging appeal that will 
attract many signers from the global religious community. 
 
Even though you originally didn't favor a global appeal, you have developed your own version 
and started circulating it for endorsements.  It's not the close collaboration I was hoping for. 
 
To me your statement reads like a lawyer's brief.  It has some nice flourishes but is excessively 
wordy.  It runs the risk of being another statement that won't attract attention, like the samples 
you sent me.  Even though I supplied you with ideas for the commitment section, on seeing them 
tacked onto the appeal, I feel they are too much like a laundry list and not all that helpful.  
 
Because of the wide gap between us, I believe that it would be better for us to work in parallel 
rather than to attempt to combine our efforts.    
 
I will go ahead with the appeal that I have developed for the religious community.   Perhaps we 
should return to the term "An Interfaith Appeal" to avoid confusion in case you want to go ahead 
with your own "A Moral Appeal for a Safer World".    
 
I already have some important endorsements and more waiting in the wings.  I have a process in 
mind for its use and plans for follow through.  In the United States the Interfaith Committee for 
Nuclear Disarmament, which I chair, already has a process underway for promoting greater 
congregational education and grassroots mobilization. 
 
I'll let you work with Nobel Peace laureates and others in the civic sector.  But PLEASE DON'T 
OVERLAP INTO THE FAITH COMMUNITY.  This would be disturbingly competitive and 
would cause great confusion.  
 
I'm hoping that down the road in the public release of the appeals and follow-through there are 
ways we can work together.  The challenge is so great that we need to cooperate whenever we 
can. 
 
With best regards, 
 



Dear Jonathan, 
 
I'll take responsibility for not communicating effectively to you about the nature of the Interfaith 
Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, which sponsored the December 3 Consultation, and the 
purpose of the meeting.  I'm apologize for any misunderstanding that arose. 
 
Everybody in attendance believes that nuclear weapons are evil and immoral.  Most of them are 
part of denominations that have spoken out strongly against nuclear weapons.   For example, in 
my own denomination, the United Methodist Church, our bishops issued a very strong statement 
in 1986, "In Defense of Creation: The Nuclear Crisis and a Just Peace" (see their pastoral letter at 
http://www.zero-nukes.org/religiousstatements2.html#indefenseofcreation).  The General 
Conference, which is the official governing body, has enacted a resolution entitled "Saying No to 
Nuclear Deterrence" (http://www.zero-nukes.org/religiousstatements2.html#sayingno) that 
states: "We reaffirm the finding that nuclear weapons, whether used or threatened, are grossly 
evil and morally wrong."  (I wrote that resolution.) 
 
Some of the participants at the Consultation feel so strongly about the issue that they have been 
arrested for civil disobedience in protesting nuclear weapons. 
 
Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, though, is not a vehicle for protest or prophecy.  
It is analogous to the Leadership Conference on Civil Rights attending to legislative details while 
Martin Luther King, Jr., Jim Lawson, John Lewis, and others were speaking out against the evils 
of racism and organizing protests against the Establishment.   On the nuclear issues there are 
other persons in the faith community to give voice to the prophetic.   There are other ways to go 
about it.  Recognizing this, I've kept the Interfaith Committee informed about what has evolved 
into A Moral Appeal, but I don't expect it to be the vehicle for promoting the Appeal. 
 
Therefore, we organized the December 3 Consultation as a means for developing our working 
agenda for 2004.   We brought in eight persons from state ecumenical councils to help provide a 
better understanding of what it takes to mobilize grassroots action.  The presenters were chosen 
as persons who could help us better understand the issues we are dealing with.  For the purpose 
for which it was called, the December 3 went well.  It left us in strong position to move ahead on 
cooperative advocacy in Washington, grassroots mobilization, and education of local 
congregations.  If we can cut off all funding for new nuclear weapons, we will have done more to 
block the Administration's nuclear expansion than all the speeches in the world. 
 
You came with a different agenda.   In the morning, in spite of our two-minute rule, you gave 
three speeches of three to five minutes in length.  You spoke about the Nobel peace laureates. 
You offered your view that we should focus only on the moral issue and not deal with legislative 
specifics.  You objected to policy recommendations of the presenters.  After Rep. Spratt spoke 
you gave a two minute speech before asking your question.  By the final session you had had 
more floor time than anyone else except the four morning presenters.  Thus, I felt that your views 
were well enough known so that a two-minute summary would be sufficient.  If you felt that you 
were marginalized, I'm sorry.  That was not my intent.  It was a matter of fairness to others who 
hadn't yet had an opportunity to state their views. 
 
No one at the Consultation responded to your offer to work with Nobel peace laureates because 
that wasn't the purpose of this gathering.   Nor did they want to talk about international law 



because that also was beyond our agenda.  It's a matter of time and place.  I'll be working with 
some of these same persons in promoting A Moral Appeal but in a different venue and through a 
different set of relationships. 
 
Jonathan, I hope that our different views on the December 3 Consultation won't block us from 
cooperation on A Moral Appeal.  Your strengths and sets of contacts and mine are 
complementary.  We can reinforce one another. 
 
With best regards, 
Howard 



Dear Jonathan, 
 
I'll take responsibility for not communicating effectively to you about the nature of the Interfaith 
Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, which sponsored the December 3 Consultation, and the 
purpose of the meeting.  I apologize for any misunderstanding that arose. 
 
The Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament brings together persons from the faith 
community who are engaged in public advocacy on specific nuclear weapons issues in 
Washington and around the country.   The focus is on legislative and executive policy, not 
prophecy.  There are other venues in the faith community for that.  That's why I work 
simultaneously with this Interfaith Committee on relative short-term objectives and with Paul 
Lansu, Bob Edgar, Tony Kireopoulos, and others on a more prophetic approach, such as A Moral 
Appeal.   A two track approach works best for me. 
 
Participants didn't need a lecture on the immorality and evil of nuclear weapons.  They know 
that.  Some of them feel so strongly about the issue that they have been arrested for civil 
disobedience in protesting nuclear weapons.  They come from denominations which for decades 
have spoken out against nuclear weapons.  For instance, the United Methodist General 
Conference, the official governing body, has stated: "We reaffirm the finding that nuclear 
weapons, whether used or threatened, are grossly evil and morally wrong." 
 
We organized the December 3 Consultation as a means for developing our working agenda for 
2004.   We brought in eight persons from state ecumenical councils to help provide a better 
understanding of what it takes to mobilize grassroots action.  The presenters were chosen as 
persons who could help us better understand the issues we are dealing with.  For the purpose for 
which it was called, the December 3 went well.  It left us in strong position to move ahead on 
cooperative advocacy in Washington, grassroots mobilization, and education of local 
congregations.  If we can cut off all funding for new nuclear weapons, we will have done more to 
block the Administration's nuclear expansion than all the speeches in the world. 
 
You came with a different agenda.   In the morning, in spite of our two-minute rule, you gave 
three speeches of three to five minutes in length.  You spoke about the Nobel peace laureates. 
You offered your view that we should focus only on the moral issue and not deal with legislative 
specifics.  You objected to policy recommendations of the presenters.  After Rep. Spratt spoke 
you gave a two minute speech before asking your question.  By the final session you had had 
more floor time than anyone else except the four morning presenters.  Thus, I felt that your views 
were well enough known so that a two-minute summary would be sufficient.  If you felt that you 
were marginalized, I'm sorry.  That was not my intent.  It was a matter of fairness to others who 
hadn't yet had an opportunity to state their views. 
 
No one at the Consultation responded to your offer to work with Nobel peace laureates because 
that wasn't the purpose of this gathering.   Nor did they want to talk about international law 
because that also was beyond our agenda.  It's a matter of time and place.  I'll be working with 
some of these same persons in promoting A Moral Appeal but in a different venue and through a 
different set of relationships. 
 
So, Jonathan, let's put aside our differences about the nature of the December 3 Consultation.  
We can attribute it to miscommunication about the purpose of the gathering.  Your strengths and 



sets of contacts and mine are complementary.  We can reinforce one another as we work together 
on A Moral Appeal. 
 
With best regards, 
Howard 
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Fifth Draft: Not for Circulation 
 

An Interfaith Appeal for the 
Global Elimination of Nuclear Weapons 

 
Weapons of mass destruction -- nuclear, chemical, and biological -- pose a grave danger for 
planet Earth and its inhabitants.   These are weapons that kill indiscriminately and produce 
lasting effects.   Here we address nuclear weapons, the most destructive of the triad. 
 
We the undersigned believe that nuclear weapons are inherently immoral.   If used, nuclear 
weapons would inevitably kill thousands, possibly millions, of innocent people.  They would 
cause devastating harm to the environment near and far.  Multiple use would endanger the 
existence of life on Earth.  Even so-called "mini-nukes" would have disastrous effects.  
Threatened use of nuclear weapons in the name of deterrence is morally wrong because it holds 
innocent people hostage for political and military purposes. 
 
Therefore, as a matter of conscience we call for the global elimination of nuclear weapons. 
 
Respected military leaders have indicated that nuclear weapons are not practical 
instruments for warfare.  They point out that the destructive power is too vast for appropriate 
military purposes.  They too are concerned about ancillary effects that harm innocent people and 
the environment.  They recognize the adverse political consequences in the use of nuclear 
weapons.  For these reasons these military leaders favor the elimination of nuclear weapons.  
 
Continued possession of nuclear weapons by a few privileged nations gives them legitimacy 
and encourages other nations and terrorist organizations to acquire them.  Emerging U.S. 
policy to develop new kinds of nuclear weapons and to envision new roles seriously increases 
this danger.  It is imperative for the nuclear weapon states to honor their obligations under the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty of 1970 and achieve complete nuclear disarmament.   Non-
signatory states possessing nuclear weapons should likewise eliminate their nuclear arsenals. 
 
Because nuclear weapons are immoral and ultimately impractical, we call upon all who have 
nuclear weapons to unequivocally renounce the use of their nuclear arsenals against any 
adversary at any time under any circumstance.  
 
To go with renunciation of use, we call upon the possessor nations to move immediately to 
the total elimination of their nuclear arsenals through such steps as: 
 Quickly remove all existing nuclear weapons from alert status. 
 Cease all further research, testing, development, and production of new nuclear weapons. 
 Dismantle all nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles. 
 Make all nuclear components and fissile material unusable as nuclear weapons. 

 
We call upon all who have ambitions to develop or acquire nuclear weapons to cease this 
quest.   
 
We call upon the international community to carry out an enhanced nuclear non-
proliferation program to prevent any nation or organization from developing or acquiring 
nuclear weapons. 
 



 2 

Recommendations to Possessors of Nuclear Weapons 
 

To carry out the principles of our Appeal, we offer specific recommendations to states 
possessing nuclear weapons and to would-be possessors. 
 
We call upon the United States and Russia, which led the way in the nuclear arms race, to lead 
the way in the elimination of nuclear weapons.  With their huge arsenals each judges the other 
capable of attacking with a mighty force.   Each therefore retains a huge nuclear arsenal on high 
alert, thus continuing the cold war doctrine of mutually assured destruction (MAD).  The way 
out of this bind is through mutual adoption of a no-use policy followed by prompt de-alerting of 
all deployed nuclear weapons and complete dismantlement of their nuclear arsenals.  This total 
task should be completed no later than 2012, the time frame established by the Moscow Treaty 
of 2002.  In the meantime we call upon the United States and Russia to cease all research, 
development, testing, and production of new nuclear weapons. 
 
We call upon the United Kingdom, France, and China to follow the example of South Africa, 
Kazakhstan, Ukraine, and Belarus and unilaterally dismantle their nuclear weapons.  We believe 
that their nuclear arsenals have no legitimate utility and indeed provide targets for pre-emptive 
attack.  Therefore, nuclear disarmament would increase rather than diminish their national 
security. 
 
We call upon India and Pakistan to mutually adopt a no-use policy for their nuclear weapons, to 
eliminate the ones they possess along with production facilities, and to lead the way to a South 
Asia nuclear weapon free zone. 
 
We call upon Israel to eliminate its nuclear arsenal, achieving this objective along with a just 
peace with the Palestinians and with the creation of a Middle East weapons of mass destruction 
free zone. 
 
We call upon North Korea and Iran to follow the example of Brazil, Argentina, South Korea, 
and Taiwan and cease all efforts to produce nuclear weapons and accept international safeguards. 
 
We call upon NATO to cease its commitment to nuclear weapons.  We ask the United 
Kingdom, Netherlands, Belgium, Germany, Italy, Greece, and Turkey to withdraw their 
consent for having U.S. nuclear weapons based upon their soil.   We favor the creation of a 
European nuclear weapon free zone. 
 
Signed by religious leaders from around the globe.  
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Background Material 
 

The following references provide background material for the " Interfaith Appeal for the Global 
Elimination of Nuclear Weapons". 
 
1. Religious statements.  A compilation of previous religious statements on eliminating nuclear 
weapons is available at http://www.zero-nukes.org/religiousstatements1.html. 
 
2. Military leaders views.  Ideas of military leaders are offered in a "Statement by International 
Generals and Admirals" (1996) at http://www.gsinstitute.org/archives/000014.shtml.  Other 
statements by military leaders are available at http://www.zero-nukes.org/militaryleaders.html.  
  
3. A joint statement of religious and military leaders (2000) is found at 
http://www.nrdi.org/nuclear/Nuclear02.html. 
 
4. Civilian leaders views.  A steady stream of scientists, public officials, and other civilian 
leaders have advocated nuclear disarmament.  They include 
 "Statement by International Civilian Leaders" (1998) 
   http://www.gsinstitute.org/archives/000015.shtml 
 " Statement By International Mayors, Nuclear Weapons: Threat to Cities" (2001) 
  http://www.gsinstitute.org/archives/000021.shtml 
 " Final Statement of the Third Global Summit of Nobel Peace Laureates" (2002) 
  http://www.gsinstitute.org/archives/000141.shtml 
 Reports and Statements by Scientists on Nuclear Weapons 
  http://www.pugwash.org/reports/nw/nwlist.htm 
 
5. Nuclear weapons convention.  One way to achieve global nuclear disarmament would be 
through a Nuclear Weapons Convention, analogous to conventions on biological and chemical 
weapons.  A proposal for a "Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Testing, 
Production, Stockpiling, Transfer, Use and Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons and on Their 
Elimination " is available at http://www.lcnp.org/mnwc/convention.htm 
 
6. Sequential Steps.  Another approach would be to embark upon a series of steps that would 
lead to elimination of nuclear weapons.  During the past ten years several international bodies 
have pursued this approach.  They include:  
 Canberra Commission, 1996  
  http://www.gsinstitute.org/archives/000007.shtml 
 New Agenda Coalition, 1998  
  http://www.zero-nukes.org/howtogettozero2.htm#newagendacoalition 
 Tokyo Forum, 1999  
  http://www.nuclearfiles.org/redocuments/1999/990725facingnucleardangers.html 
 2000 Review Conference of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. 
  http://www.zero-nukes.org/howtogettozero2.htm#npt 
 
7. Bunker-buster nuclear weapons.  Scientific analysis of the effects of bunker-buster nuclear 
weapons is available from the Union of Concerned Scientists at  
http://www.ucsusa.org/global_security/nuclear_weapons/page.cfm?pageID=1170.  
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Final Version 
 

An Interfaith Appeal for the 
Global Elimination of Nuclear Weapons 

 
We the undersigned believe that nuclear weapons, whether possessed by states or terrorist 
organizations, are inherently immoral.  Therefore, they should be totally and irrevocably 
eliminated. 
 
Immorality.  As an instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons cannot be morally justified.  
If used, nuclear weapons would inevitably kill thousands, possibly millions, of innocent people.  
They would cause devastating harm to the environment near and far.  Multiple use would 
endanger the existence of life on Earth.  Even so-called "mini-nukes" and "bunker-busters" 
would have disastrous effects.  Threatened use of nuclear weapons in the name of deterrence is 
morally wrong because it holds innocent people hostage for political and military purposes. 
 
Dangers of proliferation.  Continued possession of nuclear weapons by a few privileged nations 
gives them legitimacy and encourages other nations and terrorist organizations to acquire them.  
Emerging policies to develop new kinds of nuclear weapons and to envision new roles, even pre-
emptive use, seriously increases this danger.  Opposition to terrorism requires a strong, 
integrated program of nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament. 
 
Call for Action  
 
Therefore, as a matter of conscience and a concern for the future of humankind,  
 
1) We call upon all possessors of nuclear weapons to 

a) unconditionally renounce all uses of their nuclear arsenals against any adversary at any 
time under any circumstance. 

b) promptly embark upon an unequivocal undertaking for the total elimination of their 
nuclear arsenals as required by the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. 

 
2) We call upon all who have ambitions to develop or acquire nuclear weapons to cease this 

quest.  
 
3) We call upon the international community to carry out an enhanced nuclear non-proliferation 

program to prevent any nation or organization from developing or acquiring nuclear 
weapons. 

 
 
October 30, 2003 
 
For further information 
Contact Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
1500 16th Street,, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20036 
hhallman@mupwj.org 
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A Moral Appeal for a Safer World without Nuclear Weapons 
 

The attached "A Moral Appeal for a Safer World without Nuclear Weapons" states that nuclear 
weapons are immoral and that possessor states should therefore pledge not to use them and and 
should move promptly to their total elimination. 
 
This Moral Appeal has been developed by Howard W. Hallman, chair, Methodists United for 
Peace with Justice in cooperation with staff from the National Council of Churches (USA), Pax 
Christi International, and World Conference of Religions for Peace (WCRP).  
 
During November and December 2003 we will obtain signatures from religious leaders around 
the globe and prominent persons from the civic sector.  We will then use the Appeal in three 
ways. 
1) We will release the Appeal in January 2004 to call attention to the danger and immorality of 

nuclear weapons and to call for actions by states possessing nuclear weapons. 
2) We will then form delegations to call upon heads of possessor states and make the case for 

no use and for their elimination.   
3) We will follow this with an extensive grassroots campaign to press for actions recommended 

in the Appeal. 
 
Robert Edgar, general secretary of NCC, will be an initial signer.   So will Patriarch Michel 
Sabbah (Palestine), president of Pax Christi International, and possibly Cardinal Godfried 
Danneels, past president.   WCRP will obtain signers from other major faiths.  NCC staff is 
working with staff from the World Council of Churches to obtain their involvement.   We are 
also reaching out to prominent civic sector leaders and may have such initial signers as Jayantha 
Dhanapala, former UN associate general secretary for disarmament, and Canadian Senator Doug 
Roche, who chairs the Middle Powers Initiative. 
 
This is a work in progress.   For further information, contact Howard W. Hallman at Methodists 
United for Peace with Justice, 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, D.C.   hhallman@mupwj.org 
or 301 896-0013. 
 
November 4, 2003 
 



Invitation to sign "A Moral Appeal for a Safer World without Nuclear Weapons" 
 
Dear  _____: 
 
A global debate is underway on the role of nuclear weapons in the 21st century.  Some persons 
claim they have continuing utility for deterrence.  Some are exploring new roles, even unilateral 
pre-emptive use of nuclear weapons.  Others are insisting that the only safe course is step-by-step 
elimination of all nuclear arsenals. 
 
In this debate many persons from the faith community, joined by others from the civic sector, 
want to say loud and clear that nuclear weapons are inherently immoral and should be totally and 
irrevocably eliminated.   This is the essence of "A Moral Appeal for a Safer World without 
Nuclear Weapons" (enclosed/attached).   As a sponsoring organization of this Appeal, we invite 
you to become a signer. 
 
The Appeal cites the immorality of nuclear weapons and the dangers of proliferation from their 
continuing existence.   It calls upon possessor states to pledge not to use nuclear weapons and to 
embark on an unequivocal undertaking to eliminate them.   This is consistent with the intent of 
the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty.   It is also the long-held view of [our organization]. 
 
In January 2004 sponsoring organizations will arrange for public release the Appeal along with 
the list of signers.   Thereafter, various uses will be made of the Appeal.   Delegations will form 
to call on top officials of states possessing nuclear weapons, asking for pledges of no use and 
commitments to move toward their elimination.   Citizens living in allied states will ask their 
governments to press the nuclear powers to disband their nuclear arsenals.   Educational 
programs will be carried out within congregations on the moral imperative for eliminating 
nuclear weapons.  Faith organizations will join with civic sector organizations, long working for 
nuclear disarmament, to mobilize grassroots support for elimination of nuclear weapons. 
 
Please let me know if you want to become a signer of "A Moral Appeal for a Safer World 
without Nuclear Weapons".  You can reply by e-mail to _______ or by regular mail to ______.  
For purposes of identification, please provide your title and organization.  Also indicate a return 
address so that we may keep you informed about progress with the Appeal. 
 
 [Complementary closing] 
  
 Name of sender 
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Second draft of revision 
 

A Moral Appeal for the 
Global Elimination of Nuclear Weapons 

 
We the undersigned believe that nuclear weapons, whether possessed by states or terrorist 
organizations, are inherently immoral.  Therefore, they should be totally and irrevocably 
eliminated. 
 
Immorality.  As an instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons cannot be morally justified.  
If used, nuclear weapons would inevitably kill thousands, possibly millions, of innocent people.  
They would cause devastating harm to the environment near and far.  Multiple use would 
endanger the existence of life on Earth.  Even so-called "mini-nukes" and "bunker-busters" 
would have disastrous effects.  Threatened use of nuclear weapons is morally wrong because it 
holds innocent people hostage for political and military purposes. 
 
Dangers of proliferation.  Continued possession of nuclear weapons by a few privileged nations 
gives them legitimacy and encourages other nations and terrorist organizations to acquire them.  
Emerging policies to develop new kinds of nuclear weapons and to envision new roles, even pre-
emptive use, seriously increases this danger.  Opposition to terrorism requires a strong, 
integrated program of nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament. 
 
Call for Action  
 
Therefore, as a matter of conscience and a concern for the future of humankind,  
 
1) We call upon all possessors of nuclear weapons to 

a) unconditionally renounce all uses of their nuclear arsenals against any adversary at any 
time under any circumstance. 

b) promptly embark upon an unequivocal undertaking for the total elimination of their 
nuclear arsenals as required by the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. 

 
2) We call upon all who have ambitions to develop or acquire nuclear weapons to cease this 

quest.  
 
3) We call upon the international community to carry out an enhanced nuclear non-proliferation 

program to prevent any nation or organization from developing or acquiring nuclear 
weapons. 

 
 
October 29, 2003 
 
Drafted by Howard W. Hallman 
Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
hhallman@mupwj.org 
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Second draft of revision 
 

A Moral Appeal for the 
Global Elimination of Nuclear Weapons 

 
We the undersigned believe that nuclear weapons, whether possessed by states or terrorist 
organizations, are inherently immoral.  Therefore, they should be totally and irrevocably 
eliminated. 
 
Immorality.  As an instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons cannot be morally justified.  
If used, nuclear weapons would inevitably kill thousands, possibly millions, of innocent people.  
They would cause devastating harm to the environment near and far.  Multiple use would 
endanger the existence of life on Earth.  Even so-called "mini-nukes" and "bunker-busters" 
would have disastrous effects.  Threatened use of nuclear weapons in the name of deterrence is 
morally wrong because it holds innocent people hostage for political and military purposes. 
 
Dangers of proliferation.  Continued possession of nuclear weapons by a few privileged nations 
gives them legitimacy and encourages other nations and terrorist organizations to acquire them.  
Emerging U.S. policy to develop new kinds of nuclear weapons and to envision new roles, even 
pre-emptive use, seriously increases this danger.  Opposition to terrorism requires a strong, 
integrated program of nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament. 
 
Call for Action  
 
Therefore, as a matter of conscience and a concern for the future of humankind,  
 
1) We call upon all possessors of nuclear weapons to 

a) unconditionally renounce all uses of their nuclear arsenals against any adversary at any 
time under any circumstance. 

b) promptly embark upon an unequivocal undertaking for the total elimination of their 
nuclear arsenals as required by the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. 

 
2) We call upon all who have ambitions to develop or acquire nuclear weapons to cease this 

quest.  
 
3) We call upon the international community to carry out an enhanced nuclear non-proliferation 

program to prevent any nation or organization from developing or acquiring nuclear 
weapons. 

 
 
October 24, 2003 
 
Drafted by Howard W. Hallman 
Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
hhallman@mupwj.org 
 
 



 

 

A Moral Appeal 
for a Safer World without Nuclear Weapons 

 
We the undersigned believe that nuclear weapons, whether possessed by states or terrorist 
organizations, are inherently immoral.  Therefore, they should be totally and irrevocably 
eliminated. 
 
Immorality.  As instruments of mass destruction, nuclear weapons cannot be morally justified.  
If used, nuclear weapons would inevitably kill thousands, possibly millions, of innocent people.  
They would cause devastating harm to the environment near and far.  Multiple use would 
endanger the existence of life on Earth.  Even so-called "mini-nukes" and "bunker-busters" 
would have disastrous effects.  Threatened use of nuclear weapons in the name of deterrence is 
morally wrong because it holds innocent people hostage for political and military purposes. 
 
Dangers of proliferation.  Continued possession of nuclear weapons by a few privileged nations 
gives them legitimacy and encourages other nations and terrorist organizations to acquire them. 
Emerging policies to develop new kinds of nuclear weapons, resume testing, and envision new 
roles for nuclear weapons, even pre-emptive use, seriously increase this danger.  Opposition to 
terrorism requires a strong, integrated program of nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament. 
 
Call for Action  
 
Nuclear weapons cannot be used in any manner consistent with moral principles, civilized 
values, and humanitarian law.  Therefore, as a matter of conscience and a concern for the future 
of humankind:  
 
1) We call upon all States possessing these horrific devices  

a) to pledge not to use them, and also 
b) to promptly embark upon an unequivocal undertaking for the total elimination of their 

nuclear arsenals promised pursuant to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and 
consistent with the International Court of Justice. 

 
2) We call upon all who have ambitions to develop or acquire nuclear weapons to cease this 
quest.  
 
3) We call upon all members of the international community to carry out an enhanced nuclear 
non-proliferation program to prevent any nation or organization from developing or acquiring 
nuclear weapons. 
 
Our Commitment 
 
We pledge to reflect, study, and actively work in our own communities and institutions to 
advance the cause of the moral imperative of the elimination of nuclear weapons.  
 
Signers on next page.  November 2003 
 
For further information contact Howard W. Hallman, Methodists United for Peace with Justice, 
1500 16th Street,, NW, Washington, D.C. 20036   hhallman@mupwj.org 
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A Moral Appeal for a Safer World without Nuclear Weapons 
 
Initial Signers 

 

 
Msgr. Michel Sabbah 
Latin Patriarch of Jerusalem 
President, Pax Christi International 
Cardinal Franz König (Austria) 
Former President  
Pax Christi International 
Bishop Luigi Bettazzi (Italy) 
Former President 
Pax Christi International 
Marie Dennis (USA) 
Vice President 
Pax Christi International 
Archbishop Laurent Monsengwo 
    (Democratic Republic of Congo) 
Vice President 
Pax Christi International 
Cesar Villanueva (Philippines)  
Vice President  
Pax Christi International 
Bishop H.C.A.Ernst (The Netherlands) 
Former Vice President 
Pax Christi International 
Sister Mary Evelyn Jegen (USA)  
Former Vice President 
Pax Christi International 
Claudette Werleigh (Haiti) 
Former Vice President  
Pax Christi International 

Rev. Dr. Robert W. Edgar (USA) 
General Secretary 
National Council of the Churches 
of Christ in the USA 
John L. McCullough (USA) 
Executive Director 
Church World Service 
Dr. William F. Vendley (USA) 
Secretary General 
World Conference of Religions for Peace 
Bishop Ruediger R. Minor (Russia) 
President, Council of Bishops 
The United Methodist Church 
Bishop Melvin G. Talbert (USA) 
Ecumenical Officer, Council of Bishops 
The United Methodist Church 
Bishop C. Dale White (USA) 
Former Chair, Episcopal Initiatives 
The United Methodist Church 
Howard W. Hallman (USA) 
Chair, Methodists United for Peace  
with Justice 
Mairead Corrigan-Maguire  
    (Northern Ireland) 
Nobel Peace Prize Laureate  
Betty Williams (Northern Ireland) 
Nobel Peace Prize Laureate 
Ronald S. McCoy, MD (Malaysia) 
President, International Physicians for the 
Prevention of Nuclear War 
Jonathan Granoff (USA) 
President, Global Security Institute 

 
Last updated January 5, 2004 



 

 

A Moral Appeal 
for a Safer World without Nuclear Weapons 

 
We the undersigned believe that nuclear weapons, whether possessed by states or terrorist 
organizations, are inherently immoral.  Therefore, they should be totally and irrevocably 
eliminated. 
 
Immorality.  As instruments of mass destruction, nuclear weapons cannot be morally justified.  
If used, nuclear weapons would inevitably kill thousands, possibly millions, of innocent people.  
They would cause devastating harm to the environment near and far.  Multiple use would 
endanger the existence of life on Earth.  Even so-called "mini-nukes" and "bunker-busters" 
would have disastrous effects.  Threatened use of nuclear weapons in the name of deterrence is 
morally wrong because it holds innocent people hostage for political and military purposes. 
 
Dangers of proliferation.  Continued possession of nuclear weapons by a few privileged nations 
gives them legitimacy and encourages other nations and terrorist organizations to acquire them. 
Emerging policies to develop new kinds of nuclear weapons, resume testing, and envision new 
roles for nuclear weapons, even pre-emptive use, seriously increase this danger.  Opposition to 
terrorism requires a strong, integrated program of nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament. 
 
Call for Action  
 
Nuclear weapons cannot be used in any manner consistent with moral principles, civilized 
values, and humanitarian law.  Therefore, as a matter of conscience and a concern for the future 
of humankind:  
 
1) We call upon all States possessing these horrific devices  

a) to pledge not to use them, and also 
b) to promptly embark upon an unequivocal undertaking for the total elimination of their 

nuclear arsenals promised pursuant to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and 
consistent with the International Court of Justice. 

 
2) We call upon all who have ambitions to develop or acquire nuclear weapons to cease this 
quest.  
 
3) We call upon all members of the international community to carry out an enhanced nuclear 
non-proliferation program to prevent any nation or organization from developing or acquiring 
nuclear weapons. 
 
Our Commitment 
 
We pledge to reflect, study, and actively work in our own communities and institutions to 
advance the cause of the moral imperative of the elimination of nuclear weapons.  
 
October 31, 2003 
 
For further information contact Howard W. Hallman, Methodists United for Peace with Justice, 
1500 16th Street,, NW, Washington, D.C. 20036   hhallman@mupwj.org 



First Draft of Revision: Not for Circulation 
 

A Moral Appeal for the 
Global Elimination of Nuclear Weapons 

 
We believe that nuclear weapons, whether possessed by states or terrorist organizations, are 
inherently immoral and illegal.  Therefore, they should be totally and irrevocably eliminated. 
 
Immorality.  As an instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons cannot be morally justified.   
Any use would result in unacceptable loss of human life and environmental harm.  Use against 
biological and chemical weapons would risk the spread of deadly viruses and harmful chemicals.  
Extensive use of nuclear weapons would endanger the existence of life on Earth.  Nuclear 
deterrence is morally wrong because it holds innocent people hostage for political and military 
purposes. 
 
Illegality.  To be written.  [Note: At the 2002 NPT PrepCom meeting Monsignor Chullikat from 
the Holy See stated: " The rule of law cannot countenance the continuation of doctrines that hold 
nuclear weapons as essential.] 
 
Dangers of Proliferation.  Emerging military doctrines for new uses, even pre-emptive use, of 
nuclear weapons are highly dangerous.  They encourage threatened states and terrorist 
organizations to respond in kind.   Opposition to terrorism requires a strong, integrated program 
of nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament. 
 
Call for Action 
 
Because nuclear weapons are both immoral and illegal,  
 
1) We call upon all possessors of nuclear weapons to 

a) unconditionally renounce all uses of their nuclear arsenals against any adversary at any 
time under any circumstance. 

b) promptly embark upon an unequivocal undertaking for the total elimination of their 
nuclear arsenals as required by the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. 

 
2) We call upon all who have ambitions to develop or acquire nuclear weapons to cease this 

quest. 
 
3) We call upon the international community to carry out an enhanced nuclear non-proliferation 

program to prevent any state or organization from developing or acquiring nuclear weapons.   
 
 
To be signed by religious leaders from around the global and notable civic sector leaders 
 
October 15, 2003 
Contact: Howard W. Hallman 
               hhallman@mupwj.org 



 
 
[Picture or drawing of children  
of all races] 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
[caption:] 
For the sake of our children 
 
These days the danger of proliferation of 
nuclear weapons and their possible use 
seems to be increasing.   A Moral Appeal 
responds by characterizing nuclear weapons 
as inherently immoral and calling for no use 
and total elimination.  Signers include 
religious and civic leaders from around the 
globe. 
 
Facilitator:  Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
Contact: hhallman@mupwj.org 

A Moral Appeal 
for a Safer World 

without Nuclear Weapons 
 

WE THE UNDERSIGNED believe that nuclear 
weapons, whether possessed by states or terrorist 
organizations, are inherently immoral.  Therefore,  
they should be totally and irrevocably eliminated. 
Read more....  [link to full text on separate page] 
 
 
       [box]   [box] 
    To Sign   List of  
 the Appeal  Signers 
[linkage to separate page]] [linkage to separate page] 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



[A Moral Appeal -- sub-page 2] 
 
Marie: Please format this version of A Moral Appeal like the PDF version in terms of type style, 
layout, etc.  I'm forwarding you the not-quite final draft of PDF version for its appearance.   
However, the text below is correct, including the pattern of headings and paragraph subheads. 
 
Margins should be fairly wide because it is too difficult to read when text stretches all the way 
across a website.  On either the right or left, have two boxes: (1) Sign the Appeal -- (2) List of 
signers.  These should be linked to other sub-pages.  (see text below) 

 
A Moral Appeal 

for a Safer World  
without Nuclear Weapons 

 
[View or print this version PDF]

 
WE THE UNDERSIGNED believe that nuclear weapons, whether possessed by states or 
terrorist organizations, are inherently immoral.  Therefore, they should be totally and 
irrevocably eliminated. 
 
Immorality.  As an instrument of mass destruction, nuclear weapons cannot be morally justified.  
If used, nuclear weapons would inevitably kill thousands, possibly millions, of innocent people.  
They would cause devastating harm to the environment near and far.  Multiple use would 
endanger the existence of life on Earth.  Even so-called "mini-nukes" and "bunker-busters" 
would have disastrous effects.  Threatened use of nuclear weapons in the name of deterrence is 
morally wrong because it holds innocent people hostage for political and military purposes. 
 
Dangers of proliferation.  Continued possession of nuclear weapons by a few privileged nations 
gives them legitimacy and encourages other nations and terrorist organizations to acquire them. 
Emerging policies to develop new kinds of nuclear weapons, resume testing, and envision new 
roles for nuclear weapons, even pre-emptive use, seriously increase this danger.  Opposition to 
terrorism requires a strong, integrated program of nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament. 
 
Call for Action  
 
Nuclear weapons cannot be used in any manner consistent with moral principles, civilized 
values, and humanitarian law.  Therefore, as a matter of conscience and a concern for the future 
of humankind:  
 
1) We call upon all States possessing these horrific devices  

a) to pledge not to use them, and also 
b) to promptly embark upon an unequivocal undertaking for the total elimination of their 

nuclear arsenals promised pursuant to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and 
consistent with the International Court of Justice. 

 
2) We call upon all who have ambitions to develop or acquire nuclear weapons to cease this 
quest.  
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3) We call upon all members of the international community to carry out an enhanced nuclear 
non-proliferation program to prevent any nation or organization from developing or acquiring 
nuclear weapons. 
 
Our Commitment 
 
We pledge to reflect, study, and actively work in our own communities and institutions to 
advance the cause of the moral imperative of the elimination of nuclear weapons. 
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[A Moral Appeal -- sub-page 3] 
 
A Moral Appeal for a Safer World without Nuclear Weapons 
 
Signers include: 
 
[To be added]
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[A Moral Appeal - sub-page 4]  
[to be set up for an e-mail message to moral-appeal@zero-nukes.org] 
  
I would like to sign  
A Moral Appeal for a Safer World without Nuclear Weapons 
 
Name 
 
Title 
 
Organization 
 
Country 
 
E-mail address 
 
 .I will send A Moral Appeal to others to sign ٱ
 
Comments (if any) 
 
 
[box] 
SEND 
 
[arrange to send to moral-appeal@zero-nukes.org] 



[A Moral Appeal -- sub-page 2] 
 
A Moral Appeal for a Safer World without Nuclear Weapons 
 
Signers include: 
 
[To be added]



[A Moral Appeal - sub-page 3]  
[to be set up for an e-mail message to moral-appeal@zero-nukes.org] 
  
I would like to sign  
A Moral Appeal for a Safer World without Nuclear Weapons 
 
Name 
 
Title 
 
Organization 
 
Country 
 
E-mail address 
 
 .I will send A Moral Appeal to others to sign ٱ
 
Comments (if any) 
 
 
[box] 
SEND 
 
[arrange to send to moral-appeal 



To:  
Doug Roche, Middle Powers Initiative 
Jonathan Granoff, Global Security Institute 
Tony Kireopoulos, National Council of Churches 
Paul Lansu, Pax Christi International 
Arun Elhance, World Conference of Religions for Peace 
Larry Bropleh, World Council of Churches, UN Office 
 
I have written to all of you about the possibility for a meeting in New York during the week of  
October 6 to discuss "An Interfaith Appeal for the Global Elimination of Nuclear Weapons" and 
related matters.  Jonathan Granoff has replied: "I would propose that we meet during the 
morning of the 6th or anytime during the 7th that is convenient for Sen. Roche. His schedule is 
the most demanding and we should defer to it. With respect to making arrangements once we 
pick a time, I could send out a simple invitation if you, Howard, give me the email addresses of 
each of the people to whom you want it sent and the contents of the email. I would then obtain 
the room and send out the notice as you instruct." 
 
I want to accept Jonathan's offer.   Since it is impossible to check with everybody's calendar, I'll 
let him find the best time for Sen. Roche and hope that others can come.  The invitees will be 
those addressed in this e-mail plus myself.   I'm hoping that Pax Christi International can be 
represented by someone in New York. 
 
At this meeting I would like to discuss the Interfaith Appeal on nuclear disarmament and offer 
the plan that I have been working on.  Both the draft and the plan are subject to whatever 
changes we agree upon by consensus.   If anyone wants to raise related matters, that can be 
considered. 
 
This is what I have proposed. 
 
A. The Appeal 
 
1. Get agreement on final wording of the Interfaith Appeal.   The fifth draft is attached.  
Emphasis is upon immorality of nuclear weapons and a call for renunciation of all uses with 
expeditious steps for total elimination. 
 
2. Get endorsements from key organizations.  For a start Pax Christi International and the 
National Council of Churches (USA) have endorsed.   Decisions are pending with WCC and 
WCRP.  I hope that WCRP will help get signers beyond the Christian community.  I have also 
sent the draft to the Canadian Council of Churches, Churches Together in Britain and Ireland, 
and Conference of European Churches.   Their endorsement would be welcome but not 
necessarily required for the initial round. 
 
3. Have top leaders from these organizations become initial signers. 
 
4. Circulate the Appeal widely to request signatures by religious leaders from around the globe. 
 
5. When enough signatures are obtained, release the Appeal at a news conference.  Time and 
place to be determined (it could be several locales on the same day). 



 
6. Follow through with delegations visiting leadership of states possessing nuclear weapons to 
press our demands. 
 
B. Parallel Actions 
 
1. Encourage the Holy See to make its own statement for renunciation and total elimination of 
nuclear weapons. 
 
2. Encourage civil sector groups to do likewise, such as Middle Powers Initiative, Pugwash 
Conference, International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War, women's groups 
(through Helen Caldicott).   These could be released after the Interfaith Appeal is made public. 
 
3. Encourage civil sector experts from the United States and Russia to develop concrete 
proposals for two next steps for the U.S. and Russia.  These should be publicly released before 
interfaith delegations call upon President Bush and President Putin so that religious leaders can 
make reference to them. 
 
a.  A plan or road map for completely de-alerting all U.S. and Russia nuclear weapons.  Bruce 
Blair of the Center for Defense Information has agreed to take the lead.    
 
b. A model deep cuts treaty that goes much further than the Moscow Treaty of 2002 with 
commitment for dismantlement and proper safeguards.  John Rhinelander, president of Lawyers 
Alliance for World Security, has agreed to work on this through their international security 
committee as soon as LAWS finances are stabilized. 
 
I look forward to the meeting in New York so that we can explore these ideas together. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
 
 



Pax Christi International and Pax Christi USA  
Conference Announcement 

  
 
Pre-emptive Peace: Beyond Terrorism and Justified War 
Thursday - July 31, 2003 
St. John's University, New York 
  
Pax Christi members and friends are invited to attend on Thursday, July 31, 2003 at 
St. John’s University, a one-day conference "Pre-emptive Peace: Beyond Terrorism 
and Justified War".  This unique consultation, comprised of three facilitated 
“fishbowl” conversations, seeks to contribute to the discernment of a global 
framework, including a non-violent ethic, for evaluating and responding to violent 
conflict and war in the 21st century.  It is part of a much larger and ongoing 
discussion taking place in the United States and internationally, in the Catholic 
community and beyond. 
  
Participating in the facilitated conversations will be Pax Christi International partners 
from Palestine, the DR Congo, the Philippines, El Salvador, Pakistan, India, Croatia, 
Rwanda and Sudan, who will share insights gained through their lived experience of 
violent conflict and injustice in their homelands. Other participants include prominent 
US theologians, academics, representatives of the USCCB, peace advocates and 
human rights workers including Bishops Walter Sullivan and Thomas Gumbleton, 
Joan Chittister, OSB, Dr. Megan McKenna, Dr. Monika Hellwig, Joe Nangle, OFM, 
Marie Dennis, Dr. Ron Pagnucco, Nancy Small, Tom Cornell and many others.   
  
The conference will explore ways of promoting non-violent alternatives to conflict 
and further the debate over the definition of Just War in light of the War on Terrorism 
and the increased capacity of weapons of mass destruction.   
  
Pax Christi members and friends are also encouraged to stay for the entire weekend to 
take part in the 2003 Pax Christi USA National Assembly, “A World on the Brink: A 
Gated Empire or Global Solidarity?” featuring keynote presentations by Latin 
Patriarch Michel Sabbah of Jerusalem, and Executive Director of 50 Years is Enough, 
Njoki Njehu. For more information on the 2003 National Assembly, please visit 
www.paxchristiusa.org.   
  
The one-day conference on July 31st will cover three specific topics.  Topic one will 
explore the use and misuse of the Just War criteria, including its application to the 
current War on Terrorism.  Topic two will look at ways in which countries can 
respond to egregious human rights violations, threats to use weapons of mass 
destruction, and other ‘just causes’ for war without resorting to violence.  And topic 
three will look at how local and/or indigenous peace initiatives contribute to efforts to 
avoid war, even in the face of grave threats to peace. 
  
Goal and Process: The goal of the three separate facilitated conversations, in 
addition to exploring the given topics, is to identify some of the key questions that 
need further exploration or public debate. The format for the three conversations will 
be a ‘fishbowl,’ with eight initial participants from mixed backgrounds prepared to 
discuss the given topic. After the first 45 minutes, observers will be able to comment 



as well. 
  
Program 
 8:30 – Arrival and Coffee 
  
9:00 – Topic one: Just war or justified war? The use and misuse of just war criteria, 
including its application to the war against terrorism. 
  
10:30 - Break 
  
11:00 - Topic two: How can we respond to egregious human rights violations, threats 
to use weapons of mass destruction and other ‘just cases’ for war without violence? 
Why have we failed to develop non-violent strategies at an international level 
adequate so such a task; and what can be done to advance their development? 
  
12:30 - Lunch 
  
2:00 - Topic three: How can local (or indigenous) peace initiatives contribute to 
efforts to avoid war, even in the face of grave threats to peace? 
  
3:30 - Break 
  
4:00 - Plenary, including articulation of essential questions and areas of concern that 
need more study and discernment, or more attention at a local, national or 
international level. 
  
5:00 - Eucharistic Celebration and closure 
  
Registration 
To register for the one-day, July 31st event Pre-emptive Peace: Beyond Terrorism and 
Justified War please send an email to 31July@paxchristiusa.org along with your 
housing request.  Include your name, address, and daytime phone.  Also, please 
indicate if you require handicapped accessible accommodations, or any other special 
needs.  Fees may be paid in advance by sending a check marked 31July and made 
payable to Pax Christi USA, or may be paid upon registration the morning of the 
event. 
  
Costs 
Registration for the one-day conference is $30 and includes lunch on St. John’s 
campus. 
  
Housing is available Wednesday and/or Thursday nights on St. John’s Campus 
according to the following schedule: 
  
Private room with private bath                       $85/night 
Private room with shared bath                        $65/night 
Double room with shared bath                       $50/night 
  
Other meals may be purchased from St. John’s cafeteria or local restaurants nearby. 
If you plan on staying through the weekend, you are welcome to register for the Pax 



Christi USA national assembly separately (including housing and meals) by visiting 
www.paxchristiusa.org   
  
National Assembly: You are also invite to remain at St. John’s University from 
Friday, August 1 to Sunday, August 3, to attend the 2003 Pax Christi USA  National 
Assembly, “A World on the Brink: A Gated Empire or Global Solidarity?” also at St. 
John’s University. For more information on the National Assembly, please visit 
www.paxchristiusa.org    
 
 
Phyllis Turner Jepson, Director 
Pax Christi USA 
Local/Regional Development Office 
Email: paxwpb@gate.net 
Pax Christi USA Website: www.paxchristiusa.org 
 
 
Paul Lansu 
Pax Christi International 
Rue du Vieux Marché aux Grains 21 
1000  Brussels 
Belgium 
phone:       +32 (-2) 502.55.50 
fax:       +32 (-2) 502.46.26 
mobile:      +32 (0475) -382170 
e-mail:       paul@paxchristi.net 
url:       http://www.paxchristi.net 
 
 

http://www.paxchristiusa.org/
http://www.paxchristiusa.org/


Dear Jerry, 
 
For the last several months I've been working with some of my ecumenical and international 
contacts to develop "An Interfaith Appeal for the Global Elimination of Nuclear Weapons".  The 
latest draft is attached.   The main points are: 
(1) nuclear weapons are immoral, 
(2) possessor states should unequivocally renounce all uses of nuclear weapons, 
(3) they should totally eliminate their nuclear arsenals. 
 
This initiative has two objectives: (1) to develop the appeal, gain signatures of religious leaders 
from around the globe, and publicly release the appeal and (2) to form interfaith delegations to 
call on heads of states possessing nuclear weapons (or their representatives) to make the case for 
renunciation and elimination of nuclear weapons.  The latter derives from the experience with 
religious delegations opposing the war against Iraq. 
 
At this stage I have the support of the National Council of Churches (USA), Pax Christi 
International, and the World Conference on Religion and Peace (WCRP).  Decisions to support 
are pending with the World Council of Churches, Conference of European Churches, Churches 
Together in Britain and Ireland, and Canadian Council of Churches. We are expecting WCRP to 
help us obtain signers beyond the Christian community.  With some or all of these initial 
endorsements we will move to broader circulation of the Appeal for signing.  
 
The call for renunciation was picked up by His Beatitude Michel Sabbah, Latin Patriarch 
of Jerusalem and president of Pax Christi International, in his keynote address to the Pax Christi 
USA National Assembly on August 1. The section on "Nuclear Elimination" is pasted below. His 
entire speech is available at http://www.alquds.net/files/Sabbah.doc. 
 
We recognize that the Holy See, and likewise the U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, rarely 
sign such joint statements.   Even if they did, they might have reservations about saying that 
nuclear deterrence is morally wrong.  (The Appeal does this, reflecting the strong views of initial 
participants.)  However, we hope that official Catholic organizations would join in the call for (a) 
unequivocally renunciation of all uses of nuclear weapons and (b) total elimination. 
 
Pax Christi International is sending this latest draft to the Consular Office for Justice and Peace 
in Rome to ascertain whether they would join the call for renunciation of nuclear weapons.  
Doug Roche, a Canadian senator who represented the Holy See at the 1998 NPT PrepCom 
meeting, will discuss the Appeal with the Holy See's UN mission. 
 
This gets me to the U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops.   You have told me that at their 
meeting in November they will celebrate the 40th anniversary of the Peace on Earth papal 
encyclical and the 20th anniversary of their own Challenge of Peace pastoral letter.  Although 
they are unlikely to modify their acceptance of nuclear deterrence as an interim measure until 
nuclear disarmament is achieved, would it be possible for the U.S. Catholic bishops to join in the 
call for unequivocal renunciation of all uses of nuclear weapons?  
 
The Challenge of Peace spoke against the use of nuclear weapons (1) "for the purpose of 
destroying population centers or other predominantly civilian targets," (2) "retaliatory use of 
weapons striking enemy cities after our own have already been struck," and (3) "deliberate 

http://www.alquds.net/files/Sabbah.doc


initiation of nuclear warfare, on however a restricted scale."  Regarding the possibility of limited 
nuclear war, the bishops wrote, "A nuclear response to either conventional or nuclear attack can 
cause destruction which goes far beyond 'legitimate defense'.  Such use of nuclear weapons 
would not be justified." 
 
With these restrictions there is scarcely any use of nuclear weapons in warfare that the U.S. 
Catholic bishops would accept.  Therefore, could not they themselves call upon the United States 
and other possessors of nuclear weapons "to unequivocally renounce the use of their nuclear 
arsenals against any adversary at any time under any circumstance."  This is the language of the 
Interfaith Appeal that I am working on.   The accompanying call for possessor nations to move 
immediately to the total elimination of their nuclear arsenals is clearly within the framework of 
USCCB policy. 
 
I would like to have a telephone conversation with you about this matter. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
 
Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036 
Phone: 301 896-0013; e-mail: hhallman@mupwj.org 
Website: www.mupwj.org 
 
### 
 
Excerpt from "No Peace without Justice - No Justice with Forgiveness", 
keynote address to Pax Christi USA National Assembly by His Beatitude Michel 
Sabba, Latin Patriarch of Jerusalem and President of Pax Christi 
International, August 1, 2003 
 
Nuclear Elimination 
 
7. The Cold War has ended. Yet this should not permit us to overlook the 
calamitous damage that the use of nuclear weapons would cause. This danger 
is still ever present in our world today. A so-called "peace" based on 
nuclear weapons cannot secure the kind of peace we seek for the 21st 
century. Nuclear proliferation can only make the possibility of using such 
weapons all the more real. No government - big or small - can morally 
justify escalating such a risk. 
 
The presence of weapons of mass destruction in any region of the world, 
Middle East or elsewhere, represents, in fact, a threat to long-term 
regional and to global security. 
 
The Pax Christi movement calls again upon all those who possess nuclear 
weapons, the powerful and less powerful countries alike, to unequivocally 
renounce their use, regardless of the adversary and regardless of the 

mailto:hhallman@mupwj.org
http://www.mupwj.org/


circumstances, and to eliminate completely their nuclear arsenals. This call 
is intended to be visionary and prophetic in contrast to the inclination of 
some governments, including that of the present Bush Administration, to 
develop new nuclear weapons systems, while forbidding them to others. Today 
we call again for a total renunciation of nuclear terror. 
 
 



Archbishop Martin 
 
In the Final Document of the NPT 2000 Review, all parties recognized that the total elimination 
of nuclear weapons is the only guarantee against the use of threat of use of nuclear weapons. . . 
.The preservation of the non-proliferation dimensions of the Treaty demands unequivocal action 
towards the elimination of nuclear weapons. 
 
The fight against terrorism also requires enhancing our commitment to an integrated programme 
of nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament. 
 
 
Archbishop Martino to UN First Committee, 1997 
 
Nuclear weapons are incompatible with the peace we seek for the 21st century. They cannot be 
justified. They deserve condemnation. The preservation of the Non-Proliferation Treaty demands 
an unequivocal commitment to their abolition. 
 
The Holy See has previously stated in this Committee: "The world must move to the abolition of 
nuclear weapons through a universal, non-discriminatory ban with intensive inspection by 
universal authority".  
 
 
Monsignor Francis Chullikat to 2002 NPT PrepCom meeting 
 
The rule of law cannot countenance the continuation of doctrines that hold nuclear weapons as 
essential. 
 
There can be no moral acceptance of military doctrines that embody the permanence of nuclear 
weapons.  
 
In this regard, my Delegation wishes to reaffirm its well-known position: nuclear weapons are 
incompatible with the peace we seek for the 21st century; they cannot be justified. These 
weapons are instruments of death and destruction. The preservation of the Non-Proliferation 
Treaty demands unequivocal action towards their elimination.  
 
 
3rd World Summit of Nobel Peace Prize Laureates 
 
The participants are concerned about the new military doctrines that contemplate the use, even 
pre-emptive, of nuclear weapons. Nuclear weapons continue to pose a real threat due to a 
renewed tendency toward proliferation, made more dangerous by the possibility that terrorists 
may acquire them. Nuclear weapons are immoral and their use is illegal. It is imperative to 
achieve the total abolition of nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction. 
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Ref.: PS.11.E.03 
 

“No peace without Justice - No Justice without Forgiveness” 
Keynote Speech Pax Christi USA National Assembly 

By H.B. Michel Sabbah 
Latin Patriarch of Jerusalem and President of Pax Christi International 

1 August 2003 
 
 
 
Your Excellencies, 
Dear friends, 

 
1. Good evening. Coming from Jerusalem, I wish all of you the peace of Christ. 
Jerusalem is still in quest of justice and peace. Jerusalem is still in search of the 
reconciliation that Christ won there and that went from Jerusalem to the world. Living 
in a situation of injustice, oppression and violence, as I do, I want to address my 
message to you this evening, about reconciliation and peacemaking. 
 
I thank Pax Christi USA for the invitation.  I enjoy very much being with you these 
days at the National Assembly to share together our common efforts towards real 
peace in this country, in my country and in the world.  A special word of thanks to 
Bishop Walter Sullivan, who I met in Amman and Jerusalem some years ago, for his 
guidance and leadership as the bishop president of Pax Christi USA for over 10 years. 
I also greet the new Bishop President, Bishop Gabino Zavala from Los Angeles. I 
wish you, brother bishop, all the best in your efforts to give leadership to this most 
important Catholic peace movement in USA. I am glad as well to see here present 
members of our Executive Committee, the International Secretariat and other friends 
from the global South. This is further evidence that our movement is becoming more 
and more international, and for this we are truly grateful. 
 
2. Pax Christi International came into being when a group of Catholics in France and 
in Germany came together and prayed for forgiveness for the terrible slaughter during 
World War II, an immense tragedy for which all sides in the conflict bore deep 
responsibility. The first head of Pax Christi was a French Bishop, Pierre Théas, who 
was imprisoned by the Germans in 1944 after protesting the deportation of Jews. Pax 
Christi was born out of a commitment to work for peaceful methods of resolving the 
world’s most intractable problems, encouraging people to hunger and thirst for justice 
by witnessing to the call of Christian non-violence. By its very title, Pax Christi is 
pledged to proclaim that the Peace of Christ has been victorious over division and 
hatred through His death and resurrection.  
 
Pax Christi is a movement within the Church which pledges itself to working for 
peace not as an option but as an essential feature of the Gospel message, because it 
bears witness to the effects of the Gospel in renewing lives and building up the 
kingdom of God on earth. Its membership is open to all men and women who are 
committed to peace. Pope John Paul II greeted Pax Christi International in May 1995 
with these words: ‘Movements like yours are precious… they help to develop 
conscience so that justice can prevail’. 
 



 2 

However, we are not naïve idealists, we realize that God’s peace is broken in our 
world today. During the first half of the last century, millions of lives were lost in the 
World Wars. Moreover, in local conflicts all over the world, in the 1990s alone, 

• 2 million children have been killed in armed conflict; 
• 300,000 children are still fighting wars that adults have created; 
• 6 million people remain disabled, and 
• 12 million people left are homeless. 

 
These facts and more are a challenge to all of us who profess to live the Christian 
faith. We must stop viewing media reports of these conflicts as simply another item 
for the evening news. We must begin to acknowledge the fact that behind the 
reporting there are real people involved, that serious issues of justice are at stake, 
matters which cannot, which must not, be ignored. We live in a world that has been 
shattered by hatred, violence and fear. And our shattered existence cannot be fully 
restored except by a response that unites justice and forgiveness. The pillars of true 
peace are justice and that form of love that is forgiveness. Our call today is clear: No 
peace without Justice - No Justice without Forgiveness. Blessed Pope John the XXIII 
in his encyclical Pacem in Terris (Peace one Earth), 40 years ago, has underlined 
more pillars for a true peace: truth, justice, love and freedom. Paul VI added, in his 
encyclical Populorum Progressio, that the other name of peace is development.  
 
Reconciliation 
 
3. The notion of reconciliation lies at the heart of Pax Christi’s peace work. Conflict 
resolution can only be successful if it also involves a healing process, for victims as 
well as perpetrators of violence, and if it takes steps together towards truth and justice. 
Members of the same family, who have fought one other in times of war, must 
eventually be reunited at the family table. This does not mean that the past is forgotten 
or ignored. In the movement toward reconciliation, whether in South Africa, Rwanda, 
Democratic Republic of Congo, Angola, Mozambique, Haiti, El Salvador, Northern 
Ireland, in Israel and Palestine or the former Yugoslavia, the call is always for truth, 
justice and forgiveness and not for amnesia. What are needed in all these situations 
are sincere acts of justice, repentance and mutual forgiveness, both on the personal 
and the community level. In the end we, each, are required to face God, to face one 
another and indeed the whole of humankind. 
 
This process, however, is not an easy one.  It may be easy to dream and to talk about a 
world without weapons, but what is needed today are people who are prepared to 
commit themselves in very practical ways to achieving that goal. The industry of war 
has grown to enormous proportions.  Now it is the task for all of us to dismantle it. 
 
Pax Christi International will continue to promote dialogue and harmony both at the 
ecumenical and inter-faith level, recognizing and respecting the search for truth and 
wisdom that goes on outside our own religious tradition. We will also continue to 
listen to the cries of the oppressed and, in the spirit of Pacem et Terris, (or “Peace on 
Earth,”), work with all people of good will in creating a more just and harmonious 
world. We know that the foundation for all our work must be based on mutual 
tolerance and respect for religious freedom everywhere. 
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All forms of discrimination, colonialism, exclusion, exploitation and domination have 
to be overcome. A sense of shared responsibility and the opportunity for full 
participation should be a leading principle of institutions at every level. We cannot 
hope to build a more peaceful world if the rights of minorities and religious and civil 
freedoms continue to be ignored as they are still in more than one country. 
 
“We remember” 
 
4. All the world remembers September 11th 2001. On that day, a terrible crime was 
committed: in a few brief hours, the lives of thousands of innocent people of many 
nationalities and ethnic backgrounds were destroyed.  From that day on, many people 
throughout the world have felt a profound sense of personal vulnerability and a fear 
for the future.  
 
In the same way the world has lived the 12 years of embargo imposed upon Iraq and 
the thousands of dead innocent people, children, women or old people. They were the 
victims of quarrels among world political leaders. The thousands of victims among 
Palestinians and Israelis, resulting from the non-application of the United Nations 
resolutions, and the millions of victims in African or other conflicts in the world are 
also cases of contempt of human life. In these failures, the international community 
shows its incapacity to stop such inhumanity.  
 
Terrorism not only commits intolerable crimes, but because it resorts to terror as a 
political and military means to achieve its end, is itself a crime against humanity.  
 
Terrorism sometimes claims that it derives from religious attitudes. We consider these 
to be wrong religious attitudes, even more, they are opposite to the essence of any 
religion. Sometimes it claims to be fighting injustice and oppression imposed upon 
peoples. Whatever the reason, terrorism is an evil to be condemned and to be 
opposed.  
 
But at the same time, oppressions and injustices that provoke terrorism or give birth to 
it have to be fought whatever be the form of injustice and oppression, whether a 
military occupation or the spirit of domination on others. 
 
 Pax Christi in its one day consultation has proposed the concept of “Pre-emptive 
peace: Beyond Terrorism and Justified War.” As terrorism pretends to have roots in 
religion, in poverty, in injustice and oppression, this means that we have the need for 
a new type of human education: in religious life and in political life. The goal of this 
education is to find new ways to claim peoples’ rights and new ways of acting against 
injustice and oppression. Finally, this new education will prepare people for a serious 
action in the domain of development. Beyond a “justified war” means also a new 
spirit and a new way of initiating a new world order based on equality between 
peoples and respect of persons and nations. A new education means that in the name 
of God one cannot kill his brother. In the name of freedom or democracy one cannot 
kill his brother. To kill one’s brother is the biggest evil in the human life of an 
individual or of a nation; to kill one’s brother cannot build peace.  
 
Against this backdrop, Pax Christi testifies to its hope, a hope that is based on the 
conviction that evil does not have the final word in human affairs. Pax Christi hopes 
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that the great nations of this world have enough goodness to change the present world 
order that sacrifices so many innocent victims through supposed justified wars. Pax 
Christi hopes that the present world leaders will succeed in replacing pre-emptive war 
by preemptive peace.  Pax Christi hopes as well that those who recourse to terrorism, 
for whatever reason and in whatever context, will one day recognize their own 
humanity and the dignity of others, along with their capacity for goodness which God, 
their Creator and Redeemer, has put in them.   
 
Therefore we proclaim once more the message of hope which comes from Christ: 
God the Creator loves all men and women and gives them the hope of a new era, an 
age where peace and justice prevail.  This love is fully revealed in Jesus Christ and is 
the foundation for universal peace. Peace is possible.  It must be sought from God as a 
gift, but it also needs to be built day by day with the help only God can give. 
 
Suffering of the Iraqi People 
 
5. We join in solidarity with communities which are suffering and we lift up the cries 
of the Iraqi people, whose long suffering under authoritarian regimes and in bloody 
conflict with neighboring Iran has been compounded by over a decade of U.S. 
bombing and U.N.-imposed economic sanctions. Today after the war, a bigger evil is 
caused to Iraq and its people: insecurity, deprivations, confusion close to anarchy, and 
still continuing bloodshed. We reject the manipulated and truncated debate that led to 
war. The war in Iraq by the US, the UK and their allies was heavily contested by the 
peace movement in the USA, in Europe and by most of the religious groups. The 
broader peace movement played a crucial role in shaping public opinion in opposing a 
war in Iraq. As people of faith, we cannot be silent – and we were not silent. As 
mentioned several times by the Holy See, a pre-emptive war on Iraq was and is illegal 
and immoral. The doctrine of pre-emptive war stands in strong contrast to the peace 
movement’s clear objective of abolishing war altogether and to support a policy of 
pre-emptive peace. It undermines efforts to build international co-operation, non-
proliferation and disarmament. It compromises the integrity of international law and 
institutions. Pax Christi International commends Pax Christi USA for its fervent 
opposition to the war in Iraq and for its competent leadership within the peace 
movement and within our church. And now Iraq needs, in the shortest possible time, a 
stable and strong government of its own. Do the powers who made war have the 
capacity to repair the evil of war by a rapid reconstruction of the country? We are still 
waiting to see. But we are also acting with and calling for all peaceful powers in the 
world to help Iraq find again itself, its stability and its normal life.   
 
Israeli and Palestinian Conflict 
 
6. When we speak about this conflict, we should always go back to ask ourselves: in 
what it consists? Why the Israelis and the Palestinians are in conflict? The simple and 
real answer will shed a light that will render simple and possible the end of the 
conflict despite its complexity. The real and simple answer is: this conflict consists in 
the Israeli military occupation of Palestinian land since 1967 and the Palestinian claim 
for an end to this occupation. 
 
Since two years, with the start of the second Intifada or Palestinian resistance, under 
the guise of dismantling the infrastructure of Palestinian terrorism, Israeli forces have 
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systematically destroyed almost every political and civil Palestinian institution over 
the last twelve months. Not only have President Arafat’s government and security 
services been decimated, banks and businesses, schools and research centers, town 
halls, media outlets, the land registry and the courts have been violated or destroyed. 
A peaceful future cannot be shaped in this way.  
 
Pax Christi International deplores the human suffering in the Palestinian Occupied 
Territories and Israel that continue unabated despite the Road Map to peace in the 
region. It is the civilian population, in the Occupied Palestinian Territories and as well 
as in Israel, that is the victim of this never-ending spiral of violence, of unjust military 
occupation and of the current political and economic crisis.  
 
Pax Christi International is very concerned about the expanding obstruction that 
humanitarian and human rights workers, journalists and peace activists have had to 
endure in this context. Pax Christi International emphasized in its recent 
recommendations to the UN Commission on Human Rights the necessity of 
establishing an independent international human rights monitoring body for the 
Occupied Arab Territories, having a strong and transparent mandate and being 
directed to make all reports available to the public. This body would have clear 
directives to put an end to impunity and be empowered to press for the prosecution of 
violators of human rights and international humanitarian law. 
 
In my country, the role of organizations such as Pax Christi is very important. I 
appreciate very much the efforts of our movement in bringing together peace and 
human rights activists from both sides, Israeli and Palestinian, in a spirit of non-
violence working for a peaceful solution in our region.  
 
After the war on Iraq, the US has launched a new initiative, the “roadmap” towards 
peace. The question is: does the US have the political resolve and capacity to 
implement it? The governments of the European Union have as well their vision of a 
true and definitive peace in the Middle East but do they also have the political resolve 
and means to achieve what they see?  
 
It is becoming clearer now that the only practical way forward for Israelis and 
Palestinians alike is this ‘roadmap’ offered by the Quartet of the EU, the UN, the 
USA and Russia. However, this ‘roadmap’ should be implemented now, not at some 
more convenient and distant future, when all ‘violence’ has ceased - as America has 
demanded of Palestinians for months now. US policy must take into account that 
addressing the conditions in which violence flourishes is not the same as condoning 
it! Therefore recognizing the terrible plight of the Palestinian people is a necessity, as 
much as recognizing the necessity of security for Israelis.  
 
There are numerous potholes, boulders and blind corners in the ‘roadmap’. Those who 
read the document carefully will see the many ambiguities, such as the question of 
borders, the policy on settlements in the Occupied Territories, the question of the 
Refugees, and the final status of Jerusalem. Nonetheless, marking out the route 
remains a formidable achievement. There are graded confidence-building measures, 
meticulous timing and a solid commitment to provide the security that will be 
necessary for the creation of a viable and democratic Palestinian state. The UN’s 
authorization confers legitimacy; the European Union brings financial resources and 



 6 

Russia strategic depth. The missing ingredient now is strong pressure from the US 
that would give the final proof for the American commitment to a just peace. 
 
Nuclear Elimination 
 
7. The Cold War has ended. Yet this should not permit us to overlook the calamitous 
damage that the use of nuclear weapons would cause. This danger is still ever present 
in our world today. A so-called “peace” based on nuclear weapons cannot secure the 
kind of peace we seek for the 21st century. Nuclear proliferation can only make the 
possibility of using such weapons all the more real.  No government – big or small – 
can morally justify escalating such a risk.  
 
The presence of weapons of mass destruction in any region of the world, Middle East 
or elsewhere, represents, in fact, a threat to long-term regional and to global security.  
 
The Pax Christi movement calls again upon all those who possess nuclear weapons, 
the powerful and less powerful countries alike, to unequivocally renounce their use, 
regardless of the adversary and regardless of the circumstances, and to eliminate 
completely their nuclear arsenals. This call is intended to be visionary and prophetic 
in contrast to the inclination of some governments, including that of the present Bush 
Administration, to develop new nuclear weapons systems, while forbidding them to 
others.  Today we call again for a total renunciation of nuclear terror. 
 
There must be another way: active non-violence! 
 
8. If we truly witness with open hearts and open minds the pain and the grief of those 
who are trapped in the crossfire of today’s conflicts, we cannot help but be changed. 
We witness the anguish, confusion and insecurity, experienced by displaced families 
in Afghanistan, sick and hungry children in Iraq, people permanently maimed in 
Rwanda, Burundi and the Democratic Republic of Congo, the prospect of millions 
starving or dying from AIDS in Africa, campesinos in war-torn Colombia, school 
children in Northern Ireland, the anxiety of people in Israel simply riding a bus to 
work, Palestinians living under inhuman conditions in the Occupied Territories, poor 
and marginalized communities in your own country – and we cannot help but grieve. 
War and terrorism alike destroy the human heart and desecrate the sacred earth that is 
our common home. 
 
Indeed, we have come to recognize again, as Dr. Martin Luther King reminded us so 
many years ago, that “wars are poor chisels for carving out peaceful tomorrows.” 
We must sooner or later make a choice.  Either we continue on this path that leads the 
world ever deeper into war and terrorism, or we develop a new vision of peace and 
forge a more hopeful path toward a common future. We applaud all who are working 
sincerely and courageously toward more peaceful solutions to our conflicts, those who 
are crossing traditional boundaries within their own communities here in the US and 
elsewhere throughout the world.  
 
Ours is a God who promises life and who inspires hope, a hope that takes root in each 
of our hearts and strengthens us to offer the best of our prayers, our efforts and our 
compassion. It compels us to greater solidarity and a commitment to the poor. It 
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moves us to defend the victims of war and terrorism and to struggle alongside those 
who are excluded from the benefits of the global economy.  
 
Our call at this time in history is a spiritual one. We must learn to wait on God and to 
return to our deepest centre, where all dwell in the God who is love. We are called by 
our faith in this God of life and by the gravity of this point in history to read the signs 
of these times and to act in a manner that is explicitly shaped by the Gospel. As 
people who are committed to achieving peace through non-violence means, we 
believe that there is no greater expression or symbol of non-violent love than the way 
of the cross that Jesus proclaimed – the way of forgiveness and reconciliation. 
 
Triangle for Peace 
 
9. At this point I would like to bring to mind a wonderful legacy within our movement 
that was accented by Cardinal Feltin when he was President of Pax Christi 
International during the 1950’s. Feltin spoke of the all-important triangle for building 
peace: prayer, study and action. Prayer means not only praying for peace; it also 
means meditative or contemplative prayer that reflects on both the suffering and the 
promise inherent in the situation and remembers that peace is Jesus’ gift to us and that 
peace is possible. Study means learning about the historical background of any 
conflict situation as well as learning all we can of the peace efforts that are being 
made in the international community and considering these efforts in the light of the 
Gospel and Catholic social teaching. Finally, action includes not only the numerous 
activities that so characterize our work as a movement; it also means working against 
prejudice and stereotypes. It means living reconciliation in all that we do. 
 
It is a wonderful sign of hope that, despite the serious obstacles around us, initiatives 
for peace continue to spring up each day with the generous cooperation of many 
people. Peace is a building that is constantly under construction. This building 
includes things like: 
 

 Parents who are examples and witnesses to peace in their families and who 
educate their children for peace, 

 Teachers who are willing to teach respect for the person and to pass on those 
values that are present in every field of knowledge and in our common 
historical and cultural heritage, 

 Political leaders who put at the heart of their own policy making and that of 
their country a firm and unwavering determination to promote peace and 
justice, 

 Those in international organizations who often work with scarce resources on 
the front line where peacemaking can involve personal risk, 

 The members of Non-governmental Organizations who in different parts of 
the world are dedicated to preventing and resolving conflicts through research 
and activity, and… 

 Believers, who are convinced that authentic faith must never be a source for 
violence or war; instead it spreads convictions of peace and love through 
ecumenical and interreligious dialogue. 
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Conclusion 
 
10. The coming of Christ on earth was first welcomed by the song of the Angels in 
Bethlehem: “Peace on earth and glory to God in the Highest”. The glory of God in 
the Highest is the peace between all his children and creatures on earth. Again, when 
Jesus gave his life for those he loved, St Paul says that He has demolished the wall of 
separation in His own body. Human nature, being the soil that can receive the seed of 
evil together with the seed of peace, was purified through his death and Resurrection, 
and the power of evil was defeated in it. Therefore He became our peace, and He 
reconciled humanity with God, and gave it the power to be reconciled with each other.  
 
Working to announce and to achieve the ‘Peace of Christ’ (Pax Christi), we believe 
firmly that peace between men is possible, despite the long human history until our 
present days, full of wars, violence, oppression and terrorism. And instead of what is 
proposed today by political planning, i.e. preemptive war, Pax Christi is proposing 
pre-emptive peace. War is generated in ambitions and injustices as St James says: 
“Those conflicts and disputes among you, where do they come from? Do they not 
come from your cravings that are at war within you? You want something and do not 
have it; so you commit murder, and you covet something and cannot obtain it; so you 
engage in disputes and conflicts.” (St James 4: 1-2). St James indicates us one of the 
most efficient ways of preventing wars and making peace: to fight against evil in 
ourselves. The more we are powerful against evil in ourselves, the more powerful we 
are against the evil outside. The more we are powerful against evil in our systems of 
governing and creating relations, the more powerful we will be in putting limits to 
evil, terrorism or other forms of violence among peoples. 
 
Pax Christi International will continue to seek effective ways of promoting active 
non-violence as a means of conflict resolution. Peace education is essential at all 
levels, if we are to halt the xenophobia and racism that plagues many parts of our 
world today. Children must be taught to live in a multi-cultural society that respects 
the rights of others to be different. Religious education must promote a true spirit of 
openness and tolerance.  
 
In a true religious education there must be three basic elements: the first, faithfulness 
of the believer to his own religion, excluding any eclecticism. Second, to respect the 
other in his different religion. The third, to be aware that the essence of all religion is 
to know God, to love him and to love all his creatures. To be aware that God does not 
put walls or borders between his children, that religions should rather help to 
demolish borders in order to build together, in keeping with the grace given by God.  
 
Pax Christi International will continue to seek effective ways of promoting the truth 
that there is no peace without justice, and no justice without forgiveness. Forgiveness 
is not a feeling; it is a decision, a decision not to let past injuries block the way to 
present efforts to find truth, justice, love and freedom, that are the deep and solid 
foundation of a true and definitive peace.   
 
I wish you a good and fruitful Assembly! May God bless our work together in the 
days ahead. 
      + Michel Sabbah, Latin Patriarch of Jerusalem 
       President of Pax Christi International    



“No peace without Justice - No Justice without Forgiveness” 
Keynote Speech Pax Christi USA National Assembly 

By H.B. Michel Sabbah 
Latin Patriarch of Jerusalem and President of Pax Christi International 

1 August 2003 
 
 
Nuclear Elimination 
 
7. The Cold War has ended. Yet this should not permit us to overlook the calamitous damage 
that the use of nuclear weapons would cause. This danger is still ever present in our world today. 
A so-called “peace” based on nuclear weapons cannot secure the kind of peace we seek for the 
21st century. Nuclear proliferation can only make the possibility of using such weapons all the 
more real.  No government – big or small – can morally justify escalating such a risk.  
 
The presence of weapons of mass destruction in any region of the world, Middle East or 
elsewhere, represents, in fact, a threat to long-term regional and to global security.  
 
The Pax Christi movement calls again upon all those who possess nuclear weapons, the powerful 
and less powerful countries alike, to unequivocally renounce their use, regardless of the 
adversary and regardless of the circumstances, and to eliminate completely their nuclear arsenals. 
This call is intended to be visionary and prophetic in contrast to the inclination of some 
governments, including that of the present Bush Administration, to develop new nuclear 
weapons systems, while forbidding them to others.  Today we call again for a total renunciation 
of nuclear terror. 
 



Dear 
 
I want to share with you the fifth draft of "An Interfaith Appeal for the Global Elimination of 
Nuclear Weapons."  It is attached. 
 
This latest draft incorporates in paragraphs two and five a suggestion from an advisor to Pax 
Christi International that we make reference to U.S. interest in developing bunker-buster nuclear 
weapons and mini-nukes.  It also polishes wording at several places to reflect suggestions made 
by former Ambassador Jonathan Dean, an arms control expert with the Union of Concern 
Scientists. 
 
The essence of the Appeal remains: that nuclear weapons are immoral, that possessors should 
renounce all uses and should take steps to eliminate their nuclear arsenals. 
 
Pax Christi International is sending this draft to the Consular Office for Justice and Peace in 
Rome to ascertain whether they would likewise call for renunciation of nuclear weapons.  Doug 
Roche, a Canadian senator who has represented the Holy See at international conferences, will 
discuss the Appeal with the Holy See's UN mission. 
 
Staff of the World Council of Churches is considering whether to participate in this Appeal. 
When Arun Elhance returns from vacation after Labor Day, I'll talk with about next steps with 
the World Conference on Religion and Peace.   Project Ploughshares, a unit of the Canadian 
Council of Churches, is reviewing the Appeal.   I am also in correspondence with Paul Renshaw, 
coordinating secretary for international affairs of Churches Together in Britain and Ireland. 
 
We are approaching the time to finalize initial signers prior to wider circulation and then to 
consider when and how to release the report publicly.  I'll be back in touch with you about these 
matters. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
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November 2, 2003 
 
To: Bishop Ruediger Minor, President 
 Bishop Melvin Talbert, Ecumenical Officer 
 United Methodist Council of Bishops 
 
Dear Bishops: 
 
I invite one or both of you to be initial signers of "A Moral Appeal for a Safer 
World without Nuclear Weapons" (attached).  I have developed this Appeal in 
cooperation with staff from the National Council of Churches (USA), Pax 
Christi International, and World Conference of Religions for Peace (WCRP).    
 
After getting signatures from religious leaders around the globe and prominent 
persons from the civic sector, we will release the Appeal in January 2004.   We 
will then form delegations to call upon heads of states possessing nuclear 
weapons and make the case for no use and for their elimination.  We will 
follow this with an extensive grassroots campaign.  
 
Robert Edgar, general secretary of NCC, will be an initial signer.   So will  
Patriarch Michel Sabbah (Palestine), president of Pax Christi International, and 
possibly Cardinal Godfried Danneels, past president.   WCRP will provide 
signers from other major faiths.  NCC staff is working with staff from the 
World Council of Churches to obtain their involvement.   We are also reaching 
out to prominent civic sector leaders and may have such initial signers as 
Jayantha Dhanapala, former UN associate general secretary for disarmament, 
and Canadian Senator Doug Roche, who chairs the Middle Powers Initiative. 
 
This Appeal is quite consistent with United Methodist policy, as expressed in 
Resolution 315 "Saying No to Nuclear Deterrence" (copy attached).  Indeed, 
we borrowed some language.  The Appeal asks possessor states for a pledge of 
no use of nuclear weapons and for actions leading to global elimination of 
nuclear weapons, just as the UM resolution does. 
 
I will look for you during the meeting of the Council of Bishops.  I know that 
you will be extremely busy, but you can reach me at 301 396-0013 (home 
office), 301 897-3668 (home phone), or 301 461-4277 (cell phone). 
 
 Shalom, 
  
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
cc. Bishop C. Dale White 



UNICEF 
https://www.usfproducts.orders.com/index.cfm?&intMenuItemID=8010&blnReload=0&&strAct
ion=catalog.listall&iCatID=19351 
Go to: http://www.unicefusa.org/cards/index.html 
Cards and Gifts 
Holiday and Special Occasion Cards 
Children of the World #41220G 
 
Children's Defense Fund 
http://www.cdfwebstore.com/cgi-local/SoftCart.exe/online-store/scstore/p-CDF-
12b.html?L+scstore+cxvn7729ff30da30+1070412267 
Go to: http://www.childrensdefense.org/ 
Gifts/publications 
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A World of Children 
 
Bless This Way -- Morehouse Publishing 
http://www.morehousegroup.com/booksmusicItemView.asp?bookID=11834 
 
 



World Council of Churches Media Relations Office 
Central Committee Press Release 

29 August 2003 
 

US Focus Next year for WCC's Decade to Overcome Violence 
 
The World Council of Churches (WCC) Central Committee has designated the United 
States as its 2004 focus during the Decade to Overcome Violence (DOV) (2001-2010).  
 
According to Rev. Clifton Kirkpatrick, stated clerk of the Presbyterian Church (USA), "If 
ever there was a part of the world where work for peace is important, it is the USA."  
 
In its report to the Central Committee, the Programme Committee acknowledges the 
opposition of US churches to war in Iraq, and their work in alleviating suffering at home 
and abroad.  
 
However, it notes that because of the unchallenged power of the USA, "The US 
administration seems to see itself in a position where it can afford to disregard the 
international order, refuse to be accountable to the UN, and ignore the concerns of the 
world's populations."  
 
It also notes problems of "poverty, violence, racism in all its diverse forms, inter-faith 
relations, migration and inequality in education and employment".  
 
"We live in a nation where the cause of peace needs a much greater emphasis," 
Kirkpatrick commented.  
 
The DOV's US focus will aim at strengthening and resourcing churches and movements 
working for peace in the USA, encouraging a commitment to mutual accountability, and 
deepening the churches' understanding of issues such as power, militarism, and 
community-building.  
 
"The WCC set a broad framework," said Rev. Dr Fernando Enns of the Mennonite 
Church in Germany. "Churches and agencies have to decide themselves how to deal 
with issues; everyone has to decide where the violence is in their context. Then we 
have to bring it back into the fellowship of churches and share it here.  
 
"Having this decade gives visibility to work which has been going on in churches for 
years."  
 
The DOV focus in 2005 will be Asia, and in 2006 Latin America.  
 
Information on the Decade to Overcome Violence is available on our website at: 
http://www2.wcc-coe.org/dov.nsf  
 

http://www2.wcc-coe.org/dov.nsf


Dear Salpy and Larry: 
 
With Larry's arrival in Geneva I hope that this may be an opportunity for you to consider "An 
Interfaith Appeal for Global Elimination of Nuclear Weapons" and to commit the World Council 
of Churches becoming involved.  For background let me offer some perspective on this initiative. 
 
Personally I am working on this issue as a calling, particularly to do what I can to encourage the 
faith community to work together for the nuclear disarmament.   (For my background, see 
http://www.zero-nukes.org/howardhallman.htm.)  My base of operations is Methodists United 
for Peace with Justice, an advocacy organization that I serve as chair (see www.mupwj.org).   I 
also serve as chair of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, a U.S. coalition of 
denominational offices and peace fellowships  (see http://www.zero-
nukes.org/religiousstatements3.html#interfaithcommittee).   As chair I (a) facilitate cooperative 
action on legislative issues and matters of presidential policy in the U.S., (b) serve as moderator 
of a website, www.zero-nukes.org, that among other things encourages dialogue on how to get to 
zero nuclear weapons, and (c) have leeway to encourage other long-range initiatives.  The 
Interfaith Appeal is one of these. 
 
I am using a building block approach.   First, I am lining up several major international and 
national religious organizations to agree on the language of the Appeal and to be initial signers.  
Second, we will then seek a broader range of signers from around the globe.  Third, we will work 
with the key organizations for the release of the Appeal.  Fourth, we will form delegations to call 
upon top officials of states possessing nuclear weapons to appeal directly for renunciation and 
elimination of their nuclear arsenals. 
 
Please note this effort is intended to move from "I" to "we".  My role is catalytic.  The further the 
process goes the more other participants will take leadership.  At the stage of public release of 
the Appeal I expect international and national religious leaders to be in front.  Likewise with the 
delegations to the possessor states.  I will remain in the background as a facilitator. 
 
At this early phase I have support from Pax Christi International, the National Council of 
Churches (USA), and probably the World Conference on Religions and Peace.  The latter will 
help us bring in religious leaders of other faiths beyond the Christian community.  I am hoping 
that the World Council of Churches will be another initial participant, for it has had a long-
standing interest in the elimination of nuclear weapons going back to its First Assembly and 
strongly articulated in the Sixth Assembly.  Furthermore, it is consistent with the policy concerns 
of the Decade to Overcome Violence.   I am exploring whether the Conference of European 
Churches, Churches Together in Britain and Ireland, and the Canadian Council of Churches will 
also become initial participants.    
 
Representatives from these initial participants would in effect become an informal steering 
committee to guide the process as it moves forward, brings in other participants, and eventually 
goes public. 
 
Recognizing that the Catholic Church rarely functions officially in such coalitions, we will seek 
ways to encourage the Holy See to take parallel actions, such as in its annual statement to the 
First Committee of the United Nations.   For example, Pax Christi International, in addition to 
soliciting signatures from Catholic bishops around the globe, will be in touch with the Vatican.  



In the United States we will encourage similar parallel actions by the U.S. Conference of 
Catholic Bishops. 
 
Therefore, I am asking the World Council of Churches to 
(1) Have Dr. Konrad Raiser be an initial signer (possibly adding your regional presidents if you 
think it desirable). 
(2) Help seek signers from WCC member communions (directly or by making contact lists 
available). 
(3) Designate somebody to be liaison with representatives of other participants on an informal 
steering committee (others might be Paul Lansu of Pax Christi International, Tony Kireopoulos 
of the National Council of Churches - USA, Arun Elhance of the World Conference on Religions 
and Peace).  This group would work by consensus to guide further development of this initiative. 
(4) Participate in the public release of the Appeal (which could occur through one or more 
simultaneous news conferences). 
 
In sum, this is a building block approach for which I am serving as a catalyst and will continue to 
be involved as a facilitator as others take on increasing responsibility. 
 
I am convinced that the call for renunciation of nuclear weapons is very timely and will generate 
considerable support.   Therefore, I hope that the World Council of Churches will be involved. 
 
Let me know if you need further information. 
 
With best regards, 
Howard 
 
 



World Conference on Religion and Peace  
 
The World Conference on Religion and Peace is the largest international coalition of 
representatives from the world's great religions who are dedicated to achieving peace. Respecting 
cultural differences while celebrating our common humanity, WCRP is active on every continent 
and in some of the most troubled places on earth, creating multi-religious partnerships that 
mobilize the moral and social resources of religious people to address their shared problems. 
 
Religious communities are, without question, the largest and best-organized civil institutions in 
the world today, claiming the allegiance of billions of believers and bridging the divides of race, 
class and nationality. They are uniquely equipped to meet the challenges of our time: resolving 
conflicts, caring for the sick and needy, promoting peaceful co-existence among all peoples.  
 
WCRP helps these communities unleash their enormous potential for common action. Some of 
WCRP's recent successes include mediating dialogue among warring factions in Sierra Leone; 
building a new climate of reconciliation in Bosnia and Kosovo; organizing an international 
network of religious women's organizations; and launching an extraordinary program to assist 
the millions of children affected by Africa's AIDS pandemic, the Hope for African Children 
Initiative. 
 
The World Conference on Religion and Peace was founded in 1970 to provide leaders of the 
world's many religions with a forum in which they can share common concerns, address 
collective challenges, and express their hopes for the future. Since then, WCRP has done just 
that, bringing together hundreds of key religious leaders every five years-most recently in 
Amman, Jordan, in 1999-for World Assemblies in which people of many faiths discuss the great 
issues of our time and affirm their shared commitment to multi-religious cooperation and 
common living.  
 
The goals and agendas developed during these truly inspirational gatherings serve as a 
foundation for the everyday work of WCRP around the world. That work focuses on effecting 
change in the following areas 

• Conflict Transformation and Reconciliation  
• The Child and the Family  
• Disarmament and Security  
• Development and Ecology  
• Human Rights and Responsibilities  

• Peace Education  
Disarmament and Security 
 
Today, more than a decade into the post-Cold War era, the greatest threats to humanity's 
survival remain the same ones we have faced for three generations: easy access to the tools of 
warfare, and the stockpiling and proliferation of weapons of mass destruction. Though the 
United States and Russia today aim fewer nuclear warheads at each other than at any time in a 
half century, new threats continue to emerge. Smaller nations are developing their own arsenals 

 

http://www.hopeforafricanchildren.org/
http://www.hopeforafricanchildren.org/


and are purchasing technology from the larger powers. International gun-running enables guerilla 
forces and terrorists to easily obtain machine guns, grenades, rocket launchers, and bomb-
making materials. And the prospect of a missile defense system threatens to weaken international 
compliance with existing arms-control treaties and spark a new arms race.  
Throughout its 30-year history, WCRP has worked toward the limiting and eventual elimination 
of nuclear weapons. Recognizing that common security is the key to establishing a worldwide 
culture of peace, WCRP assists religious communities of every faith in expressing the universal 
values of co-existence and common survival -- condemning policies that perpetuate the building 
of weapons, and envisioning a world free from the threat of nuclear annihilation.  
Nuclear Proliferation & Weapons of Mass Destruction: In recent years new nations have 
shown signs of developing nuclear capabilities, and longtime antagonists India and Pakistan 
carried out nuclear tests. Meanwhile, the events of September 11, 2001, raised fears that 
terrorists with access to chemical and biological weapons might wreak havoc with entire 
populations. For three decades WCRP has worked collaboratively with numerous organizations 
to strengthen international arms control measures and to encourage all nations to take concrete 
steps toward the elimination of nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction. Most 
recently, WCRP co-sponsored a symposium at UN headquarters in 2000 that reviewed the status 
of the international Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT).  
Missile Defense: WCRP's Standing Commission on Disarmament distributed a statement to 
dozens of world leaders during the spring of 2001, urging the United States and other nations to 
exercise the utmost caution in developing a missile defense system that could destabilize the 
current international arms control regime. In particular, the statement urged leaders to safeguard 
the tenets of the Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty in their responses to the experimentation 
toward and potential deployment of a missile defense system.  
Small Arms: Portable firearms - assault rifles, grenade launchers, and the like - are the most 
commonly used weapons in warfare today. More than a half-billion of these weapons are 
currently in use outside of government control, and are blamed for more than 500,000 deaths 
each year. WCRP recently joined a coalition of organizations in calling on world governments to 
curb international gun-running, and works with religious communities to reduce the availability 
of such weapons through voluntary collection programs and sensitization campaigns.  
WCRP has long served as a leader among international NGOs on disarmament issues. The 
organization is a key participant in major United Nations initiatives, monitoring discussions and 
exploring the role religions can play in helping to shape coherent arguments for disarmament on 
moral, ethical and spiritual grounds. WCRP also works with the NGO Committee on 
Disarmament, coordinating a wide range of informal NGO activities and acting as a 
communications channel between concerned groups, governments and U.N.-related bodies.  
WCRP is a founder and Publication Committee member of the Disarmament Times, the only 
independent newspaper devoted exclusively to accurate, objective reporting on arms control and 
disarmament activities in the United Nations context. The paper reaches a worldwide readership 
of policy makers, researchers, students, organizations and concerned individuals.  
WCRP also is a member of the Reference Group of the International Action Network on Small 
Arms (IANSA), sharing responsibility for the network's management, governance, and program 
objectives. IANSA encourages community-based programs that educate citizens about the 
dangers of small arms; promotes peaceful resolution of conflict among religious communities; 
and promotes a culture of peace, solidarity and non-violence.  
 

http://www.un.org/
http://www.igc.org/disarm
http://www.iansa.org/
http://www.iansa.org/


 
International Secretariat  
 
Dr. William F. Vendley Secretary General  
William F. Vendley, Ph. D. has served as Secretary General of the World Conference of 
Religions for Peace/International (WCRP) since 1994 .  
Built on respect for religious differences, WCRP is the world’s largest multireligious 
organization solely dedicated to promoting collaboration among the world’s religious 
communities around their deeply held and widely shared concerns.  
In WCRP, he is a member of the Governing Board, which is composed of outstanding 
international religious leaders. He also serves as the organization’s chief executive officer, 
overseeing the international secretariat in North America, Europe, the Balkans, West and East 
Africa, and Asia. He coordinates the international activities and projects of WCRP’s 
Interreligious Councils in 50 states around the world.  
Under Dr. Vendley’s leadership, WCRP and its local affiliates have helped to mediate violent 
conflicts in the Balkans, West Africa, and the Horn of Africa, supported and further engaged 
religious communities in collaborative work to assist the more than 12 million orphans of 
HIV/AIDS in Africa.  
Notable among the WCRP developments during the tenure of Dr. Vendley’s leadership is the 
first ever Global Network of Religious Women’s organizations. The Network facilitates 
multireligious collaboration among religious women’s organizations and mainstreams their 
leadership into WCRP action programs.  
Dr. Vendley is a theologian and has served as a professor and dean in graduate schools of 
theology. He lectures frequently in academic, United Nations and NGO fora. He has been 
awarded several prizes for religion and human rights, and serves on the boards of a number of 
organizations ranging from the fine arts to those committed to peacebuilding. He holds a Doctor 
of Philosophy in Systematic Theology from Fordham University and a Master of Arts in 
Religious Studies from the Maryknoll School of Theology.  
 
 
Dr. Arun Elhance Program Director, Disarmament and Security  
Dr. Arun Elhance was appointed as Program Director, Disarmament and Security in December 
2001. Previously he was Senior Fellow/Acting Vice President at the International Peace 
Academy in New York, and before that he was Director for Programs on Global Environmental 
Change and International Peace and Security at the Social Science Research Council. He also has 
served as an Assistant Professor of Economic/Political Geography and as a faculty affiliate with 
the Program on Arms Control, Disarmament and International Security at the University of 
Illinois at Urbana-Champaign. Dr. Elhance was awarded a 1991-92 Jennings Randolph Senior 
Peace Fellowship by the United States Institute of Peace for his project on ~Hydropolitics in the 
Third World: Conflict and Cooperation in International River Basins.~ With multidisciplinary 
academic training in the natural sciences, mechanical engineering, operations research and 
economic/political geography, his research and publications have focused on environmental 
security; confidence-building measures; arms production and disarmament, conflict and 
cooperation over transboundary resources; and the role and impact of geography in international 
affairs. Dr. Elhance has done consultancy projects for the United Nations and specialized 



agencies, for several governments, for the World Bank and other development-related agencies, 
and for international and local NGOs.  
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