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X-Mailer: Novell GroupWise 5.2
Date: Wed, 13 Dec 2000 23:34:32 -0600
From: "Greg Laszakovits" <glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org>
To: mupj@igc.org
Subject: Re: Outreach to state contacts

Howard,
I continue to contact individuals, but have run accross some organizations who also may be of help in our cause.  They 
may respond better to a request from you.

Blessings, Greg

Indianapolis Peace and Justice Center, Contact person is Jane Haldeman:  <ronjane@igc.org>
Indiana Friends Committee on Legislation, Contact person is Nancy Scott:    <ifclwins@yahoo.com>
Indiana Partners for Christian Unity and Mission, Contact person is James Dugans:  <INDunity@aol.com>

Greg Laszakovits
Director, Church of the Brethren Washington Office
337 North Carolina Avenue
Washington, DC  20003
202.546.3202
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User-Agent: Microsoft-Outlook-Express-Macintosh-Edition/5.02.2022
Date: Thu, 14 Dec 2000 12:12:33 -0500
Subject: Sign-On for January Action Card on De-Alerting NWs
From: Tim Barner <timb@2020vision.org>
To: Daryl Kimball <dkimball@clw.org>,
        Stephen Young <syoung@clw.org>,
        Kathy Guthrie <kathy@fcnl.org>,
        Lisa IEER <ieer@ieer.org>,
        Kathy Crandall <kathycrandall@earthlink.net>,
        Kimberly Robson <wand@wand.org>,
        Joan Wade <disarmament@igc.org>,
        Ann Gallivan <agallivan@psr.org>,
        Jenny Smith <jsmith@clw.org>,
        Tom Collina <tcollina@ucsusa.org>,
        Esther Pank <estherpank@hotmail.com>,
        Sara Bradbury <sara@fcnl.org>,
        Gillian Gilhool <ggilhool@ix.netcom.com>,
        Kimberly Roberts <kroberts@psr.org>,
        Alistair Millar <amillar@fourthfreedom.org>,
        Paul Sullivan <Paul@Taxpayer.net>,
        WILPF <wilpfdc@wilpf.org>,
        Ira Shorr <irashorr@hotmail.com>,
        Martin Butcher <mbutcher@psr.org>,
        Jim Bridgman <jbridgman@peace-action.org>,
        Stephanie Broughton <nuclear@wand.org>,
        John Spykerman <jspykerman@ucsusa.org>,
        Peace Links office <peacelinks1@erols.com>,
        David Adelman <dadelman@nrdc.org>,
        Howard Hallman <mupj@igc.org>,
        Chuck Ferguson <cferg@fas.org>,
        Dan Koslofsky <dan@clw.org>,
        Lynn Erskine <lerskine@clw.org>,
        Anna Smiles <annabananasmiles@hotmail.com>,
        Charlotte Baker <charolettbaker@erols.com>
CC: Jim Wyerman <jwyerman@2020vision.org>,
        Tim Barner <timb@2020vision.org>

<x-html><HTML>
<HEAD>
<TITLE>Sign-On for January Action Card on De-Alerting NWs</TITLE>
</HEAD>
<BODY>
December 13, 2000<BR>
<BR>
Dear Colleague:<BR>
<BR>
We invite your organization to join in a January joint grassroots action postcard asking for letters to President Bush 
requesting that he take US nuclear weapons off hair-trigger alert as a priority for his first 100 days in office. &nbsp;If 
you are not familiar with the 20/20 Vision post card format, I can fax one to you.<BR>
<BR>
The purpose of the card is to create a flood of letters to the President between inauguration and the State of the Union 
Address and supplement/complement the telephone calls generated on the Feb 5-6 national call-in days.<BR>
<BR>
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[Some of you already received an e-mail about this last week from Esther Pank of the BACK From the BRINK 
Campaign.] &nbsp;<BR>
<BR>
The card also carries a request to participate in the Feb 5-6 national call-in day to the White House on de-
alerting.<BR>
<BR>
We invite your organization to participate in two ways:<BR>
<BR>
1) Add your name to the list of organizations that will appear in a box on the card under the heading Endorsed 
By:<BR>
<BR>
2) Tell us how many post cards (8.5 X 5.5 inches) you can distribute to your own members.<BR>
<BR>
Cards will cost 15 cents apiece. &nbsp;The BACK From the BRINK Campaign is enabling organizations with a 
limited budget to obtain up to 500 cards at no cost. &nbsp;Tell us if you feel you are in this category.<BR>
<BR>
The cards will be available for your mailing any time after January 2 -- hopefully by January 15 -- and take a 33 cent 
stamp.<BR>
<BR>
If you have not already talked to either Esther Pank at the Brink Campaign or to me, please e-mail back or call (202-
833-2020 X 13) with a response by Monday Noon (12/18) to have your organization's name appear on the card version 
appearing in the 20/20 Vision January newsletter. &nbsp;If you do not receive this e-mail in time, please call during 
that week to see if we can add still add your name.<BR>
<BR>
The card text is below.<BR>
<BR>
Sincerely,<BR>
<BR>
Tim Barner<BR>
<BR>
********************<BR>
<BR>
<FONT FACE="Times">(400wds- Revised 12/13/00)<BR>
<BR>
<H2><I>We Still Live with the Threat of Nuclear War:<BR>
</I></H2><I>Ask the President to Take Nukes off Hyper-Alert!<BR>
<BR>
While public safety advocates call for trigger locks on handguns to avoid accidental firing, nuclear weapons, the 
world¹s &quot;big guns,&quot; remain on hair-trigger alert. <BR>
<BR>
</I>Wake up, America! &nbsp;Even though the Cold War is over and school kids no longer practice &quot;duck and 
cover&quot; drills, the U.S. and Russia maintain thousands of nuclear weapons ready to fire in only THREE minutes. 
&nbsp;Each side has about 2,500 warheads on hair-trigger alert‹a combined firepower that¹s equivalent to 100,000 
Hiroshima bombs.<BR>
<BR>
The world is in more danger than ever of an accidental launch, in part because Russia¹s economic woes have led to the 
severe deterioration of their early warning network. &nbsp;Two-thirds of Russia¹s ground-based radar and satellites 
are inactive or failing, making it harder for them to distinguish a real threat from friendly ventures in the sky.<BR>
<BR>
It is time to stand down nuclear weapons, meaning that more procedures would be put in place to eliminate the threat 
of an accidental nuclear disaster once and for all. &nbsp;De-alerting means lengthening the time needed to launch an 
attack. &nbsp;It would provide a critical margin of safety so a war cannot be started by human or computer 
error.<BR>
<BR>
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In 1991, President Bush took 500 nuclear weapons off high alert‹a move reciprocated by Russia under President 
Gorbachev. &nbsp;Similarly, President-elect George W. Bush pledged during his campaign to take more weapons off 
the hair-trigger. &nbsp;General George Lee Butler, Commander of all U.S. strategic forces from 1992-1994, has 
suggested the best way to do this is by taking warheads off the missiles and keeping them in geographically separate 
places.<BR>
<BR>
If U.S. and Russian leaders were to take their nuclear weapons off hair-trigger alert, it would send the message to all 
nations of the world that they are serious about reducing the nuclear threat. &nbsp;<BR>
<BR>
In this season of peace and looking forward to a better future, please urge the President to lead the way by reducing the 
threat of nuclear war.<BR>
<BR>
ACTIONS: &nbsp;Write a letter to President Bush after his inauguration and before his State of the Union Address in 
February. &nbsp;Ask him to fulfill his pledge to &nbsp;take more nuclear weapons off the hair-trigger and to make 
this a priority for his first hundred days in office.<BR>
<BR>
Write: The President of the United States of America<BR>
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue<BR>
Washington, DC 20500<BR>
<BR>
Call: &nbsp;On <U>February 5-6</U>, join the national call-in days to the White House by calling (202) 456-1414 
and saying to the President, &quot;I urge you to reduce the danger of accidental nuclear war by working with Russia to 
get all nuclear weapons off hair-trigger alert.&quot; <BR>
<BR>
Endorsed by: LISTING IN BOX<BR>
<BR>
For more of these action postcards, contact 20/20 Vision at (202) 833-2020. Please share this action with a friend or a 
local group.<BR>
<BR>
For additional information, contact the BACK from the BRINK campaign at (202) 545-1001 or e-mail 
<U>brinkprogram@backfrom thebrink.net<BR>
</U></FONT>
</BODY>
</HTML>

</x-html>
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To: glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org
From: "Howard W.  Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Thursday's appointments
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: 
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Gregg,

Our appointments for tomorrow, Thursday, January 18 are:

1:00   Mike Coulter, office of Senator Hagel, 346 Russell

2:00  Tom Vecchiolla, office of Senator Snowe, 250 Russell

I'll see you then.

Howard



11/20/2000 
 
Ms. Marjorie Fine, Executive Director 
Unitarian Universalist Veatch Program 
48 Shelter Rock Road 
Manhasset, NY 11030 
 
Dear Ms. Fine: 
 
On March 15, 2000 we submitted you a request for a grant of $25,000 in support of the 
leadership role we play with the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament.  Subsequently I 
have sent progress reports on this work to Jan Fellenbaum on your staff.  I would like to tell you 
where we are now with the hope that you will find our activities to be worthy of your support. 
 
We have more than 30 religious organizations participating in the work of the Interfaith 
Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, which I serve as chair (see attachment).   We held a 
strategy meeting on November 14 to lay out a work program for the next eight months as a new 
president and a new congress take office.  It is attached.  Our primary focus will be on de-
alerting the nuclear arsenal and strategic arms reduction.  We will add CTBT ratification if Al 
Gore is elected, for he has promised to submit the treaty to Congress again (George W. Bush will 
not).  We will stand ready to deal with other nuclear disarmament issues as they arise. 
 
We want to build strong bipartisan support for nuclear disarmament.  With that in mind we will 
initiate dialogue with some key Republican senators through our grassroots networks and 
Washington-based staff.  We are likely to start with ten, add another ten, and later ten more.  We 
will also be in touch with the presidential transition team when the election is settled and with 
appointees of the next administration when selected.  
 
My role in this endeavor is to provide catalytic leadership, to serve as "glue" to hold our coalition 
together, and to provide linkages with civil-sector organizations working for nuclear 
disarmament.  If you need further information, please let me know. 
 
 With best regards 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 



November 17, 2000 
 
To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament 
 
Dear Colleagues: 
 
Previously I sent you the work program of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, 
designed to build bipartisan support for de-alerting and strategic arms reduction.  (CTBT 
ratification will be added if Al Gore is elected president).  Now I want to discuss how we can 
move into implementation.  At several spots in this communication I ask for response. 
 
Those attending the November 14 meeting agreed that we should initially concentrate on some 
key senators, make contact with their staffs in Washington, and encourage interfaith groups in 
their home states to contact the senators and their staffs. 
 
Key Senators 
 
From a legislative viewpoint there is a need to have enough Republican senators to join with 
Democrats to create a majority in favor of particular actions, such as removal of legislative 
restrictions on de-alerting and strategic arms reductions.  More than a scant majority is desirable, 
and treaty ratification will require support of 17 or 18 Republicans (depending on election 
outcome).  Based upon suggestions from David Culp and others and my own knowledge, I 
suggest that we start with the following ten senators: 
 
Northeast moderates: Susan Collins (ME), Olympia Snowe (ME), James Jeffords (VT), Lincoln 
Chafee (RI), and Arlen Specter (PA). 
 
Influentials and Foreign Relations Committee members: Richard Lugar (IN), Chuck Hagel (NE), 
Pete Domenici (NM), Gordon Smith (OR), and Ted Stevens (AK). 
 
* Do you find this list to be an acceptable beginning?  If not, what changes do you suggest? 
 
Contacts in Key States 
 
During the next several weeks we can work together to develop interfaith delegations in Maine, 
Vermont, Rhode Island, Pennsylvania, Indiana, Nebraska, New Mexico, Oregon, and Alaska to 
get in touch with their senators and staff.  Therefore, please respond to the following questions. 
 
* Would you be willing to contact persons from your network in one or more of these states?  If 
so, please indicate which states. 
 
* If you don't have time for such outreach, will you supply names of contacts in these states so 
that someone else from the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament can make contact?  If 
so, please send me the names, organization, mailing address, telephone, fax, and e-mail. 
 
* Would you be willing to take the lead as principal D.C. contact for particular states?  If  so, 
please indicate which state(s).   
 



*Can you suggest someone within particular states who we might ask to be the principal in-state 
contact and mobilizer? 
 
It would be desirable to shape up these state-level groups during December so that they can 
begin making contact with their senators after the first of the year. 
 
Attached is a sample letter to persons in the key states, which you can adapt as you consider 
appropriate.  Please send me any comments you may have on this draft. 
 
Background Information 
 
We will assemble some basic information on de-alerting and strategic arms reduction for use by 
the faith community in D.C. and in the various states.  The Back from the Brink Campaign and 
the Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers have agreed to provide us factual issue papers.  We 
will work with these organizations to develop specific talking points for discussion with senators 
and their staffs. 
 
In making our contact we will want to be in an inquiry mode rather than engaged in hard-sell 
advocacy.  Talking points might include the following: 
* Many informed persons recognize the need to diminish the danger of accidental nuclear attack 
and to continue reducing nuclear weapons from their Cold War level.  If Governor Bush wins the 
presidency, we can quote his May 2000 speech that dealt with this subject  (see attachment). 
* Finding and carrying out the best approach can be a bipartisan undertaking.  This is especially 
needed following the divisive 2000 election.  We can point out that historically there has been 
strong bipartisan support for arms control treaties (limited test ban, NPT, SALT, START, 
Chemical Weapons Convention).  The CTBT was an exception, occurring at time of polarization 
during the Clinton Administration 
* Therefore, we are interested in learning the senator's thinking on these issues. What does s/he 
favor? What does s/he think about executive initiatives to achieve reciprocal national action as 
compared to treaties? What precautions or conditions does s/he think are necessary for such 
measures? 
 
Training 
 
It would be useful to have a briefing session for D.C. staff from the faith community on de-
alerting and strategic arms reduction and to arrange for a conference call on these subjects for 
our contacts in the various states.  We can draw upon Back from the Brink and the Coalition to 
Reduce Nuclear Dangers for this and can ask 20/20 Vision to help with the conference call. 
 
The D.C. briefing might occur the first week in January so that we can get on with visits to 
senatorial offices.  
 
* Please let me know when during the week of Tuesday, January 2 to Friday, January 5 you 
could participate in such a briefing or would not be available. 
 
The conference call with our field contacts might take place the same week.  The state 
delegations could then get in touch with the senator's home state office, talk with staff, and seek 
an appointment with the senator in January or February. 



 
Adding More Senators 
 
By mid-January we should know how this process is going and then consider whether we should 
add other senators and their states to our list. 
 
Your Response 
 
I welcome your comments on these ideas and your suggestions to add depth to our work.  I look 
forward to your response to questions raised in this letter. 
 
Shalom, 
 
 
Howard W. Hallman 



Re-draft of sample letter to contacts in key states. 
From national organizations participating in Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament. 
Send via e-mail or on organizational letterhead. 
 
Dear ________: 
 
Now that the highly partisan dispute over the presidency seems to be over, it is time for healing.    
Looking ahead to George W. Bush as a president and a narrowly divided Congress, we need to 
promote bipartisan cooperation for objectives beneficial to all.  This can include measures that 
reduce the dangers of nuclear weapons and move toward their elimination.   
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, in which our organization 
participates, is initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their thinking on a pair of 
issues: (a) the possibility of taking nuclear weapons off hair-trigger alert and (b) bringing about 
significant reduction in strategic nuclear weapons, the ones that strike from afar.  They are 
discussed in attached issue briefs.  
 
We ask you to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from the faith 
community in [name of state] to engage in dialogue with Senator [name].  We would hope that 
an interfaith delegation would form and get in touch with Senator [name]'s in-state office in 
January to request a meeting with the senator.  If he/she isn't available, you can arrange for a 
meeting with his/her staff.   We see this as an inquiry to learn his/her thinking rather than hard-
sell advocacy.  Later we may want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize 
dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  If so, who else in the [state] faith community should be 
involved?  Do you have an existing coalition or network that can take on this task?  If not, would 
you be willing to take the lead in drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else 
who would be a natural for this task?  As this develops, other members of the Interfaith 
Committee for Nuclear Disarmament will share the names of their principal contacts in [state]. 
 
We are planning a telephone conference call in mid-January to bring together faith leaders from 
nine states that will be involved initially.  This will provide an opportunity to talk with national 
experts on de-alerting and strategic nuclear arms reduction. We hope that three or four persons 
from [state] will participate in this conference call. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at [phone number].  Or you can reach me 
by e-mail at [e-mail address]. 
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
[Name of signer] 



Dr. Ronald J. Sider, President 
Evangelicals for Social Action 
10 E. Lancaster Avenue 
Wynnewood, PA 19096 
 
Dear Dr. Sider: 
 
Even though the presidential election hasn't been resolved, we know that a new Congress will be 
installed in January and a new president will be inaugurated.  The need to achieve nuclear 
disarmament will remain on the agenda.  Therefore, the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament, which I chair, is preparing for grassroots and Washington-based advocacy to 
influence public policy decisions on this matter.  
 
Would Evangelicals for Social Action be interested in being part of this effort? 
 
The Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament is a coalition of more than 30 faith-based 
organizations, including denominational offices, religious peace fellowships, and other unofficial 
religious associations.  The current contact list is attached.  The Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament serves as a catalyst for cooperative action on nuclear disarmament issues.  It 
doesn't issue statements in its own name and doesn't even have a letterhead, but it sometimes 
facilitates sign-on letters to public officials.  Each participating organization decides whether to 
sign such letters and whether to get involved in specific activities developed by the Interfaith 
Committee.   
 
The work program for the next eight months is attached.  We will focus on influencing Congress 
and the new presidential administration on de-alerting and strategic arms reduction, adding 
CTBT ratification if Al Gore is elected president (he'll send the treaty to the Senate again, 
George W. Bush won't).  We are going to start by initiating dialogue with some key senators on 
these issues (see attachments). 
 
We would be pleased to add you to our contact list.   You can choose your depth of participation, 
ranging from just being kept informed to getting fully involved in particular activities.  You can 
send a representative to monthly meetings in Washington or rely on e-mail communication to 
keep you informed of our activities. 
 



Dr. Ronald J. Sider 
November 30, 2000 
Page two. 
 
Even if you don't want to be regularly involved, would you help us make contact with Senator 
Specter to urge him to take leadership in developing bipartisan support for nuclear disarmament 
matters? 
 
Please call me at 301 896-0013 if you would like to discuss this further. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
  
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair 
 
 
 



Dear Ms. Pendleton: 
 
I am sending as attachment four documents that form the background for the telephone 
conversation I will have with Chris Wing on Thursday, December 7 at 2:30 p.m.  They relate to 
the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, which I chair and for which we are seeking 
financial support.   They are: 
 
(1) A list of faith-based organizations participating in the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament.  We will continue to add participants. 
 
(2) The work program for November 2000 to June 2001, indicating our priorities for action. 
 
(3) A memo about organizing in nine states to encourage grassroots contact with key senators. 
 
(4) The "asking" budget for the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament with items listed 
in order of priority. 
 
I will elaborate on these documents in my phone conversation and describe more fully where we 
are and where we are going. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard Hallman 
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To: m.pendleton@fordfound.org
From: "Howard W. Hallman" <mupj@igc.org>
Subject: Material for Chris Wing
Cc: 
Bcc: 
X-Attachments: A:\icnd.050.doc; A:\icnd.049.doc; A:\iclt.053.doc; C:\My Documents\icnd.030.doc;
In-Reply-To: 
References: 

Dear Ms. Pendleton:

I am sending as attachment four documents that form the background for the telephone conversation I will have with 
Chris Wing on Thursday, December 7 at 2:30 p.m.  They relate to the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, 
which I chair and for which we are seeking financial support.   They are:

(1) A list of faith-based organizations participating in the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament.  We will 
continue to add participants.

(2) The work program for November 2000 to June 2001, indicating our priorities for action.

(3) A memo about organizing in nine states to encourage grassroots contact with key senators.

(4) The "asking" budget for the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament with items listed in order of priority.

I will elaborate on these documents in my phone conversation and describe more fully where we are and where we are 
going.

Shalom,
Howard Hallman



December 13, 2000 
 
 «Title» «FirstName» «LastName»  
«Address1» 
«citystatezip» 
 
Dear «FirstName»: 
 
Now that the highly partisan dispute over the presidency seems to be over, it is 
time for healing.    Looking ahead to George W. Bush as president and a 
narrowly divided Congress, we need to promote bipartisan cooperation for 
objectives beneficial to all.  This can include measures that reduce the dangers 
of nuclear weapons and move toward their elimination.   
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, in which 
we participate, is initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their 
thinking on a pair of issues: (a) the possibility of taking nuclear weapons off 
hair-trigger alert and (b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic 
nuclear weapons, the ones that strike from afar.  They are discussed in attached 
issue briefs.  
 
We ask you to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in «state» to engage in dialogue with Senator «senator». 
We would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in touch with 
Senator «senator»'s in-state office in January to request a meeting with 
him/her.  If he/she isn't available, you can arrange for a meeting with his/her 
staff.   We see this as an inquiry to learn his/her thinking rather than hard-sell 
advocacy.  Later we may want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to 
emphasize dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  If so, who else in the «state» faith 
community should be involved?  Do you have an existing coalition or network 
that can take on this task?  If not, would you be willing to take the lead in 
drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else who would be a 
natural for this task?  As this develops, other members of the Interfaith 
Committee for Nuclear Disarmament will share the names of their principal 
contacts in «state». 
 
We are planning a telephone conference call in mid-January to bring together 
faith leaders from nine states that will be involved initially.  This will provide  



«Title» «FirstName» «LastName» 
December 13, 2000 
Page two. 
 
an opportunity to talk with national experts on de-alerting and strategic nuclear arms reduction. 
We hope that three or four persons from «state» will participate in this conference call. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or you can reach me 
by e-mail at mupj@igc.org 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair 



Title FirstName LastName Address1 citystatezip senator state 
Rev. Larry Coleman 4237 Kota 

Avenue 
Harrisburg, 
PA 17110 

Specter Penns
ylvani
a 

Rev. Phil Wilson 1617 
Leishman 
Avenue 

Arnold, PA 
15068 

Specter Penns
ylvani
a 

 Beth Nelson 205 Arla 
Drive 

Pittsburgh, 
PA 13220-
2601 

Specter Penns
ylvani
a 

 Irene Irving 149 East 
Side 
Drive, 
#126 

Concord, 
NH 03301 

Collins, 
Snowe, 
Jeffords, 
and 
Chafee 

Main
e, 
Verm
ont, 
and 
Rhod
e 
Island 

Rev. Evelyn Fitsgerald 2100 Line 
Street, 
Apt. F202 

Landsdale, 
PA 19446 

Specter Penns
ylvani
a 

 Mike Clark 200 
Tauton 
Avenue 

East 
Providence, 
RI 02914 

Chafee Rhod
e 
Island 

Rev. John Gaus 2638 
Dekist 
Street 

Bloomington
, IN 47408-
4216 

Lugar India
na 

 Joe Smith 402 N. 8th 
Street 

Kentland, IN 
47951 

Lugar India
na 

Rev. Carol Windrum 3735 
North 39th 
Street 

Omaha, NE 
68111-2621 

Hagel Nebra
ska 

 Marcia Fitzner P.O. Box 
443 

Estancia, 
NM 87016 

Domenic
i 

New 
Mexi
co 

 James Fisher 171 
Farnswort
h Bend 

Soldotna, 
AK 99669 

Stevens Alask
a 

 Dick Heacock 3012 
Riverview 
Drive 

Fairbanks, 
AK 99709-
4735 

Stevens Alask
a 

 



December 13, 2000 
 
Rev. Larry Coleman  
4237 Kota Avenue 
Harrisburg, PA 17110 
 
Dear Larry: 
 
Now that the highly partisan dispute over the presidency seems to be over, it is time for healing.    
Looking ahead to George W. Bush as president and a narrowly divided Congress, we need to 
promote bipartisan cooperation for objectives beneficial to all.  This can include measures that 
reduce the dangers of nuclear weapons and move toward their elimination.   
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, in which we participate, is 
initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their thinking on a pair of issues: (a) the 
possibility of taking nuclear weapons off hair-trigger alert and (b) bringing about significant 
reduction in strategic nuclear weapons, the ones that strike from afar.  They are discussed in 
attached issue briefs.  
 
We ask you to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from the faith 
community in Pennsylvania to engage in dialogue with Senator Specter. We would hope that an 
interfaith delegation would form and get in touch with Senator Specter's in-state office in 
January to request a meeting with him.  If he isn't available, you can arrange for a meeting with 
his staff.   We see this as an inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  Later 
we may want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  If so, who else in the Pennsylvania faith community should be 
involved?  Do you have an existing coalition or network that can take on this task?  If not, would 
you be willing to take the lead in drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else 
who would be a natural for this task?  As this develops, other members of the Interfaith 
Committee for Nuclear Disarmament will share the names of their principal contacts in 
Pennsylvania. 
 
We are planning a telephone conference call in mid-January to bring together faith leaders from 
nine states that will be involved initially.  This will provide  
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an opportunity to talk with national experts on de-alerting and strategic nuclear arms reduction. 
We hope that three or four persons from Pennsylvania will participate in this conference call. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or you can reach me 
by e-mail at mupj@igc.org 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair



December 13, 2000 
 
 Rev. Phil Wilson  
1617 Leishman Avenue 
Arnold, PA 15068 
 
Dear Phil: 
 
Now that the highly partisan dispute over the presidency seems to be over, it is 
time for healing.    Looking ahead to George W. Bush as president and a 
narrowly divided Congress, we need to promote bipartisan cooperation for 
objectives beneficial to all.  This can include measures that reduce the dangers 
of nuclear weapons and move toward their elimination.   
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, in which 
we participate, is initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their 
thinking on a pair of issues: (a) the possibility of taking nuclear weapons off 
hair-trigger alert and (b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic 
nuclear weapons, the ones that strike from afar.  They are discussed in attached 
issue briefs.  
 
We ask you to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in Pennsylvania to engage in dialogue with Senator 
Specter. We would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in 
touch with Senator Specter's in-state office in January to request a meeting 
with him.  If he isn't available, you can arrange for a meeting with his staff.   
We see this as an inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  
Later we may want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize 
dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  If so, who else in the Pennsylvania faith 
community should be involved?  Do you have an existing coalition or network 
that can take on this task?  If not, would you be willing to take the lead in 
drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else who would be a 
natural for this task?  As this develops, other members of the Interfaith 
Committee for Nuclear Disarmament will share the names of their principal 
contacts in Pennsylvania. 
 
We are planning a telephone conference call in mid-January to bring together 
faith leaders from nine states that will be involved initially.  This will provide  
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an opportunity to talk with national experts on de-alerting and strategic nuclear arms reduction. 
We hope that three or four persons from Pennsylvania will participate in this conference call. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or you can reach me 
by e-mail at mupj@igc.org 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair



December 13, 2000 
 
Beth Nelson  
205 Arla Drive 
Pittsburgh, PA 13220-2601 
 
Dear Beth: 
 
Now that the highly partisan dispute over the presidency seems to be over, it is 
time for healing.    Looking ahead to George W. Bush as president and a 
narrowly divided Congress, we need to promote bipartisan cooperation for 
objectives beneficial to all.  This can include measures that reduce the dangers 
of nuclear weapons and move toward their elimination.   
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, in which 
we participate, is initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their 
thinking on a pair of issues: (a) the possibility of taking nuclear weapons off 
hair-trigger alert and (b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic 
nuclear weapons, the ones that strike from afar.  They are discussed in attached 
issue briefs.  
 
We ask you to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in Pennsylvania to engage in dialogue with Senator 
Specter. We would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in 
touch with Senator Specter's in-state office in January to request a meeting 
with him.  If he isn't available, you can arrange for a meeting with his staff.   
We see this as an inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  
Later we may want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize 
dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  If so, who else in the Pennsylvania faith 
community should be involved?  Do you have an existing coalition or network 
that can take on this task?  If not, would you be willing to take the lead in 
drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else who would be a 
natural for this task?  As this develops, other members of the Interfaith 
Committee for Nuclear Disarmament will share the names of their principal 
contacts in Pennsylvania. 
 
We are planning a telephone conference call in mid-January to bring together 
faith leaders from nine states that will be involved initially.  This will provide  
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an opportunity to talk with national experts on de-alerting and strategic nuclear arms reduction. 
We hope that three or four persons from Pennsylvania will participate in this conference call. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or you can reach me 
by e-mail at mupj@igc.org 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair



December 13, 2000 
 
Irene Irving  
149 East Side Drive, #126 
Concord, NH 03301 
 
Dear Irene: 
 
Now that the highly partisan dispute over the presidency seems to be over, it is 
time for healing.    Looking ahead to George W. Bush as president and a 
narrowly divided Congress, we need to promote bipartisan cooperation for 
objectives beneficial to all.  This can include measures that reduce the dangers 
of nuclear weapons and move toward their elimination.   
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, in which 
we participate, is initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their 
thinking on a pair of issues: (a) the possibility of taking nuclear weapons off 
hair-trigger alert and (b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic 
nuclear weapons, the ones that strike from afar.  They are discussed in attached 
issue briefs.  
 
Four of the senators on our list are from New England: Senators Collins, 
Snowe, Jeffords, and Chafee. We would hope that an interfaith delegation from 
their home states would form and get in touch with them.  We see this as an 
inquiry to learn his/her thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  Later we may 
want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize dialogue. 
 
Can you suggest United Methodist leaders in Maine, Vermont, and Rhode 
Island who we should get in touch with and ask to join us in this endeavor?  If 
you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or you 
can reach me by e-mail at mupj@igc.org 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair



December 13, 2000 
 
Rev. Evelyn Fitsgerald  
2100 Line Street, Apt. F202 
Landsdale, PA 19446 
 
Dear Evelyn: 
 
Now that the highly partisan dispute over the presidency seems to be over, it is 
time for healing.    Looking ahead to George W. Bush as president and a 
narrowly divided Congress, we need to promote bipartisan cooperation for 
objectives beneficial to all.  This can include measures that reduce the dangers 
of nuclear weapons and move toward their elimination.   
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, in which 
we participate, is initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their 
thinking on a pair of issues: (a) the possibility of taking nuclear weapons off 
hair-trigger alert and (b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic 
nuclear weapons, the ones that strike from afar.  They are discussed in attached 
issue briefs.  
 
We ask you to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in Pennsylvania to engage in dialogue with Senator 
Specter. We would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in 
touch with Senator Specter's in-state office in January to request a meeting 
with him.  If he isn't available, you can arrange for a meeting with his staff.   
We see this as an inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  
Later we may want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize 
dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  If so, who else in the Pennsylvania faith 
community should be involved?  Do you have an existing coalition or network 
that can take on this task?  If not, would you be willing to take the lead in 
drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else who would be a 
natural for this task?  As this develops, other members of the Interfaith 
Committee for Nuclear Disarmament will share the names of their principal 
contacts in Pennsylvania. 
 
We are planning a telephone conference call in mid-January to bring together 
faith leaders from nine states that will be involved initially.  This will provide  
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an opportunity to talk with national experts on de-alerting and strategic nuclear arms reduction. 
We hope that three or four persons from Pennsylvania will participate in this conference call. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or you can reach me 
by e-mail at mupj@igc.org 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair



December 13, 2000 
 
Mike Clark  
200 Tauton Avenue 
East Providence, RI 02914 
 
Dear Mike: 
 
Now that the highly partisan dispute over the presidency seems to be over, it is 
time for healing.    Looking ahead to George W. Bush as president and a 
narrowly divided Congress, we need to promote bipartisan cooperation for 
objectives beneficial to all.  This can include measures that reduce the dangers 
of nuclear weapons and move toward their elimination.   
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, in which 
we participate, is initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their 
thinking on a pair of issues: (a) the possibility of taking nuclear weapons off 
hair-trigger alert and (b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic 
nuclear weapons, the ones that strike from afar.  They are discussed in attached 
issue briefs.  
 
We ask you to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in Rhode Island to engage in dialogue with Senator 
Chafee. We would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in 
touch with Senator Chafee's in-state office in January to request a meeting with 
him.  If he isn't available, you can arrange for a meeting with his staff.   We see 
this as an inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  Later we 
may want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  If so, who else in the Rhode Island faith 
community should be involved?  Do you have an existing coalition or network 
that can take on this task?  If not, would you be willing to take the lead in 
drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else who would be a 
natural for this task?  As this develops, other members of the Interfaith 
Committee for Nuclear Disarmament will share the names of their principal 
contacts in Rhode Island. 
 
We are planning a telephone conference call in mid-January to bring together 
faith leaders from nine states that will be involved initially.  This will provide  
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an opportunity to talk with national experts on de-alerting and strategic nuclear arms reduction. 
We hope that three or four persons from Rhode Island will participate in this conference call. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or you can reach me 
by e-mail at mupj@igc.org 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair



December 13, 2000 
 
Rev. John Gaus  
2638 Dekist Street 
Bloomington, IN 47408-4216 
 
Dear John: 
 
Now that the highly partisan dispute over the presidency seems to be over, it is 
time for healing.    Looking ahead to George W. Bush as president and a 
narrowly divided Congress, we need to promote bipartisan cooperation for 
objectives beneficial to all.  This can include measures that reduce the dangers 
of nuclear weapons and move toward their elimination.   
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, in which 
we participate, is initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their 
thinking on a pair of issues: (a) the possibility of taking nuclear weapons off 
hair-trigger alert and (b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic 
nuclear weapons, the ones that strike from afar.  They are discussed in attached 
issue briefs.  
 
We ask you to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in Indiana to engage in dialogue with Senator Lugar. We 
would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in touch with 
Senator Lugar's in-state office in January to request a meeting with him.  If he 
isn't available, you can arrange for a meeting with his staff.   We see this as an 
inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  Later we may 
want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  If so, who else in the Indiana faith 
community should be involved?  Do you have an existing coalition or network 
that can take on this task?  If not, would you be willing to take the lead in 
drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else who would be a 
natural for this task?  As this develops, other members of the Interfaith 
Committee for Nuclear Disarmament will share the names of their principal 
contacts in Indiana. 
 
We are planning a telephone conference call in mid-January to bring together 
faith leaders from nine states that will be involved initially.  This will provide  
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an opportunity to talk with national experts on de-alerting and strategic nuclear arms reduction. 
We hope that three or four persons from Indiana will participate in this conference call. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or you can reach me 
by e-mail at mupj@igc.org 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair



December 13, 2000 
 
 Joe Smith  
402 N. 8th Street 
Kentland, IN 47951 
 
Dear Joe: 
 
Now that the highly partisan dispute over the presidency seems to be over, it is 
time for healing.    Looking ahead to George W. Bush as president and a 
narrowly divided Congress, we need to promote bipartisan cooperation for 
objectives beneficial to all.  This can include measures that reduce the dangers 
of nuclear weapons and move toward their elimination.   
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, in which 
we participate, is initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their 
thinking on a pair of issues: (a) the possibility of taking nuclear weapons off 
hair-trigger alert and (b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic 
nuclear weapons, the ones that strike from afar.  They are discussed in attached 
issue briefs.  
 
We ask you to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in Indiana to engage in dialogue with Senator Lugar. We 
would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in touch with 
Senator Lugar's in-state office in January to request a meeting with him.  If he 
isn't available, you can arrange for a meeting with his staff.   We see this as an 
inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  Later we may 
want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  If so, who else in the Indiana faith 
community should be involved?  Do you have an existing coalition or network 
that can take on this task?  If not, would you be willing to take the lead in 
drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else who would be a 
natural for this task?  As this develops, other members of the Interfaith 
Committee for Nuclear Disarmament will share the names of their principal 
contacts in Indiana. 
 
We are planning a telephone conference call in mid-January to bring together 
faith leaders from nine states that will be involved initially.  This will provide  
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an opportunity to talk with national experts on de-alerting and strategic nuclear arms reduction. 
We hope that three or four persons from Indiana will participate in this conference call. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or you can reach me 
by e-mail at mupj@igc.org 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair



December 13, 2000 
 
Rev. Carol Windrum  
3735 North 39th Street 
Omaha, NE 68111-2621 
 
Dear Carol: 
 
Now that the highly partisan dispute over the presidency seems to be over, it is 
time for healing.    Looking ahead to George W. Bush as president and a 
narrowly divided Congress, we need to promote bipartisan cooperation for 
objectives beneficial to all.  This can include measures that reduce the dangers 
of nuclear weapons and move toward their elimination.   
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, in which 
we participate, is initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their 
thinking on a pair of issues: (a) the possibility of taking nuclear weapons off 
hair-trigger alert and (b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic 
nuclear weapons, the ones that strike from afar.  They are discussed in attached 
issue briefs.  
 
We ask you to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in Nebraska to engage in dialogue with Senator Hagel. 
We would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in touch with 
Senator Hagel's in-state office in January to request a meeting with him.  If he 
isn't available, you can arrange for a meeting with his staff.   We see this as an 
inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  Later we may 
want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  If so, who else in the Nebraska faith 
community should be involved?  Do you have an existing coalition or network 
that can take on this task?  If not, would you be willing to take the lead in 
drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else who would be a 
natural for this task?  As this develops, other members of the Interfaith 
Committee for Nuclear Disarmament will share the names of their principal 
contacts in Nebraska. 
 
We are planning a telephone conference call in mid-January to bring together 
faith leaders from nine states that will be involved initially.  This will provide  
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an opportunity to talk with national experts on de-alerting and strategic nuclear arms reduction. 
We hope that three or four persons from Nebraska will participate in this conference call. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or you can reach me 
by e-mail at mupj@igc.org 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair



December 13, 2000 
 
Marcia Fitzner  
P.O. Box 443 
Estancia, NM 87016 
 
Dear Marcia: 
 
Now that the highly partisan dispute over the presidency seems to be over, it is 
time for healing.    Looking ahead to George W. Bush as president and a 
narrowly divided Congress, we need to promote bipartisan cooperation for 
objectives beneficial to all.  This can include measures that reduce the dangers 
of nuclear weapons and move toward their elimination.   
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, in which 
we participate, is initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their 
thinking on a pair of issues: (a) the possibility of taking nuclear weapons off 
hair-trigger alert and (b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic 
nuclear weapons, the ones that strike from afar.  They are discussed in attached 
issue briefs.  
 
We ask you to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in New Mexico to engage in dialogue with Senator 
Domenici. We would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in 
touch with Senator Domenici's in-state office in January to request a meeting 
with him.  If heisn't available, you can arrange for a meeting with his staff.   
We see this as an inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  
Later we may want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize 
dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  If so, who else in the New Mexico faith 
community should be involved?  Do you have an existing coalition or network 
that can take on this task?  If not, would you be willing to take the lead in 
drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else who would be a 
natural for this task?  As this develops, other members of the Interfaith 
Committee for Nuclear Disarmament will share the names of their principal 
contacts in New Mexico. 
 
We are planning a telephone conference call in mid-January to bring together 
faith leaders from nine states that will be involved initially.  This will provide  
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an opportunity to talk with national experts on de-alerting and strategic nuclear arms reduction. 
We hope that three or four persons from New Mexico will participate in this conference call. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or you can reach me 
by e-mail at mupj@igc.org 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair



December 13, 2000 
 
James Fisher  
171 Farnsworth Bend 
Soldotna, AK 99669 
 
Dear James: 
 
Now that the highly partisan dispute over the presidency seems to be over, it is 
time for healing.    Looking ahead to George W. Bush as president and a 
narrowly divided Congress, we need to promote bipartisan cooperation for 
objectives beneficial to all.  This can include measures that reduce the dangers 
of nuclear weapons and move toward their elimination.   
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, in which 
we participate, is initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their 
thinking on a pair of issues: (a) the possibility of taking nuclear weapons off 
hair-trigger alert and (b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic 
nuclear weapons, the ones that strike from afar.  They are discussed in attached 
issue briefs.  
 
We ask you to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in Alaska to engage in dialogue with Senator Stevens. We 
would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in touch with 
Senator Stevens's in-state office in January to request a meeting with him.  If 
he isn't available, you can arrange for a meeting with his staff.   We see this as 
an inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  Later we may 
want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  If so, who else in the Alaska faith 
community should be involved?  Do you have an existing coalition or network 
that can take on this task?  If not, would you be willing to take the lead in 
drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else who would be a 
natural for this task?  As this develops, other members of the Interfaith 
Committee for Nuclear Disarmament will share the names of their principal 
contacts in Alaska. 
 
We are planning a telephone conference call in mid-January to bring together 
faith leaders from nine states that will be involved initially.  This will provide 
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an opportunity to talk with national experts on de-alerting and strategic nuclear arms reduction. 
We hope that three or four persons from Alaska will participate in this conference call. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or you can reach me 
by e-mail at mupj@igc.org 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair



 
December 13, 2000 
 
Dick Heacock  
3012 Riverview Drive 
Fairbanks, AK 99709-4735 
 
Dear Dick: 
 
Now that the highly partisan dispute over the presidency seems to be over, it is 
time for healing.    Looking ahead to George W. Bush as president and a 
narrowly divided Congress, we need to promote bipartisan cooperation for 
objectives beneficial to all.  This can include measures that reduce the dangers 
of nuclear weapons and move toward their elimination.   
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, in which 
we participate, is initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their 
thinking on a pair of issues: (a) the possibility of taking nuclear weapons off 
hair-trigger alert and (b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic 
nuclear weapons, the ones that strike from afar.  They are discussed in attached 
issue briefs.  
 
We ask you to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in Alaska to engage in dialogue with Senator Stevens. We 
would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in touch with 
Senator Stevens's in-state office in January to request a meeting with him.  If 
he isn't available, you can arrange for a meeting with his staff.   We see this as 
an inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  Later we may 
want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  Would Alaska Impact be able to take the 
lead in this endeavor?  You probably know the key faith leaders in Alaska, but 
we could supplement this by supplying you names of key contacts of members 
of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament. 
 
We are planning a telephone conference call in mid-January to bring together 
faith leaders from nine states that will be involved initially.  This will provide 
an opportunity to talk with national experts on de-alerting and strategic nuclear 
arms reduction. We hope that three or four persons from Alaska will 
participate in this conference call.
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If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or 
you can reach me by e-mail at mupj@igc.org 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair 



December 13, 2000 
 
 «Title» «FirstName» «LastName»  
«Organization» 
«Address1» 
«City», «State» «PostalCode» 
 
Dear «Title» «LastName» 
 
I am writing to you at the suggestion of Greg Laszakovits of the Washington 
Office, Church of the Brethren.  Now that the presidential election has been 
settled, the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, which I chair, is 
focusing on two issues: (a) taking nuclear weapons off hair-trigger alert and  
(b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic nuclear weapons, the ones 
that strike from afar.  During the campaign President-elect George W. Bush 
indicated that he wanted to deal with these issues.  We want to build bipartisan 
support for positive action. 
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament is 
initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their thinking on de-
alerting and strategic arms reduction.  Senator Lugar is at the top of our list 
because of his knowledge and leadership on matters of nuclear weapons.  
We invite to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in Indiana to engage in dialogue with Senator Lugar. We 
would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in touch with 
Senator Lugar's in-state office in January to request a meeting with him.  If he 
isn't available, there could be a meeting with his staff.   We see this as an 
inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  Later we may 
want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  Can you suggest others in the Indiana faith 
community who should be involved?  Would you be willing to take the lead in 
drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else who would be a 
natural for this task?  As this develops, we will share the names of other 
interested persons in Indiana. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or 
you can reach me by e-mail at mupj@igc.org. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair 
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December 13, 2000 
 
 Mr. Sox Sperry  
3216 Beaver Avenue 
Ft. Wayne, IN 46807 
 
Dear Mr. Sperry: 
 
I am writing to you at the suggestion of Greg Laszakovits of the Washington Office, Church of 
the Brethren.  Now that the presidential election has been settled, the Interfaith Committee for 
Nuclear Disarmament, which I chair, is focusing on two issues: (a) taking nuclear weapons off 
hair-trigger alert and  
(b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic nuclear weapons, the ones that strike from 
afar.  During the campaign President-elect George W. Bush indicated that he wanted to deal with 
these issues.  We want to build bipartisan support for positive action. 
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament is initiating contact with 
some key U.S. senators to learn their thinking on de-alerting and strategic arms reduction.  
Senator Lugar is at the top of our list because of his knowledge and leadership on matters of 
nuclear weapons.  
We invite to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from the faith 
community in Indiana to engage in dialogue with Senator Lugar. We would hope that an 
interfaith delegation would form and get in touch with Senator Lugar's in-state office in January 
to request a meeting with him.  If he isn't available, there could be a meeting with his staff.   We 
see this as an inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  Later we may want to 
mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  Can you suggest others in the Indiana faith community who 
should be involved?  Would you be willing to take the lead in drawing others together?  Or can 
you suggest someone else who would be a natural for this task?  As this develops, we will share 
the names of other interested persons in Indiana. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or you can reach me 
by e-mail at mupj@igc.org. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair



December 13, 2000 
 
 Dr. Robert C. Johansen  
51385 Hunting Ridge Trail 
Granger, IN 46530 
 
Dear Dr. Johansen: 
 
I am writing to you at the suggestion of Greg Laszakovits of the Washington 
Office, Church of the Brethren.  Now that the presidential election has been 
settled, the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, which I chair, is 
focusing on two issues: (a) taking nuclear weapons off hair-trigger alert and  
(b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic nuclear weapons, the ones 
that strike from afar.  During the campaign President-elect George W. Bush 
indicated that he wanted to deal with these issues.  We want to build bipartisan 
support for positive action. 
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament is 
initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their thinking on de-
alerting and strategic arms reduction.  Senator Lugar is at the top of our list 
because of his knowledge and leadership on matters of nuclear weapons.  
We invite to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in Indiana to engage in dialogue with Senator Lugar. We 
would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in touch with 
Senator Lugar's in-state office in January to request a meeting with him.  If he 
isn't available, there could be a meeting with his staff.   We see this as an 
inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  Later we may 
want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  Can you suggest others in the Indiana faith 
community who should be involved?  Would you be willing to take the lead in 
drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else who would be a 
natural for this task?  As this develops, we will share the names of other 
interested persons in Indiana. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or 
you can reach me by e-mail at mupj@igc.org. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair



December 13, 2000 
 
 Mr. Bill Kilgore  
2505 Florida Drive 
Fort Wayne, IN 46805 
 
Dear Mr. Kilgore: 
 
I am writing to you at the suggestion of Greg Laszakovits of the Washington 
Office, Church of the Brethren.  Now that the presidential election has been 
settled, the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, which I chair, is 
focusing on two issues: (a) taking nuclear weapons off hair-trigger alert and  
(b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic nuclear weapons, the ones 
that strike from afar.  During the campaign President-elect George W. Bush 
indicated that he wanted to deal with these issues.  We want to build bipartisan 
support for positive action. 
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament is 
initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their thinking on de-
alerting and strategic arms reduction.  Senator Lugar is at the top of our list 
because of his knowledge and leadership on matters of nuclear weapons.  
We invite to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in Indiana to engage in dialogue with Senator Lugar. We 
would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in touch with 
Senator Lugar's in-state office in January to request a meeting with him.  If he 
isn't available, there could be a meeting with his staff.   We see this as an 
inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  Later we may 
want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  Can you suggest others in the Indiana faith 
community who should be involved?  Would you be willing to take the lead in 
drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else who would be a 
natural for this task?  As this develops, we will share the names of other 
interested persons in Indiana. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or 
you can reach me by e-mail at mupj@igc.org. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair



December 13, 2000 
 
 Mr. Maurice Caldwell  
1826 St. James Place 
Anderson, IN 46012-3190 
 
Dear Mr. Caldwell: 
 
I am writing to you at the suggestion of Greg Laszakovits of the Washington 
Office, Church of the Brethren.  Now that the presidential election has been 
settled, the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, which I chair, is 
focusing on two issues: (a) taking nuclear weapons off hair-trigger alert and  
(b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic nuclear weapons, the ones 
that strike from afar.  During the campaign President-elect George W. Bush 
indicated that he wanted to deal with these issues.  We want to build bipartisan 
support for positive action. 
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament is 
initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their thinking on de-
alerting and strategic arms reduction.  Senator Lugar is at the top of our list 
because of his knowledge and leadership on matters of nuclear weapons.  
We invite to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in Indiana to engage in dialogue with Senator Lugar. We 
would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in touch with 
Senator Lugar's in-state office in January to request a meeting with him.  If he 
isn't available, there could be a meeting with his staff.   We see this as an 
inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  Later we may 
want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  Can you suggest others in the Indiana faith 
community who should be involved?  Would you be willing to take the lead in 
drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else who would be a 
natural for this task?  As this develops, we will share the names of other 
interested persons in Indiana. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or 
you can reach me by e-mail at mupj@igc.org. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair



December 13, 2000 
 
 Mr. Ken Brown  
Peace Studies Institute 
604 College Avenue 
North Manchester, IN 46962 
 
Dear Mr. Brown: 
 
I am writing to you at the suggestion of Greg Laszakovits of the Washington 
Office, Church of the Brethren.  Now that the presidential election has been 
settled, the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, which I chair, is 
focusing on two issues: (a) taking nuclear weapons off hair-trigger alert and  
(b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic nuclear weapons, the ones 
that strike from afar.  During the campaign President-elect George W. Bush 
indicated that he wanted to deal with these issues.  We want to build bipartisan 
support for positive action. 
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament is 
initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their thinking on de-
alerting and strategic arms reduction.  Senator Lugar is at the top of our list 
because of his knowledge and leadership on matters of nuclear weapons.  
We invite to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in Indiana to engage in dialogue with Senator Lugar. We 
would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in touch with 
Senator Lugar's in-state office in January to request a meeting with him.  If he 
isn't available, there could be a meeting with his staff.   We see this as an 
inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  Later we may 
want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  Can you suggest others in the Indiana faith 
community who should be involved?  Would you be willing to take the lead in 
drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else who would be a 
natural for this task?  As this develops, we will share the names of other 
interested persons in Indiana. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or 
you can reach me by e-mail at mupj@igc.org. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair



December 13, 2000 
 
 Rev. Dean Frantz  
3831 Evergreen lane 
Ft. Wayne, IN 46815 
 
Dear Rev. Frantz: 
 
I am writing to you at the suggestion of Greg Laszakovits of the Washington 
Office, Church of the Brethren.  Now that the presidential election has been 
settled, the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, which I chair, is 
focusing on two issues: (a) taking nuclear weapons off hair-trigger alert and  
(b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic nuclear weapons, the ones 
that strike from afar.  During the campaign President-elect George W. Bush 
indicated that he wanted to deal with these issues.  We want to build bipartisan 
support for positive action. 
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament is 
initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their thinking on de-
alerting and strategic arms reduction.  Senator Lugar is at the top of our list 
because of his knowledge and leadership on matters of nuclear weapons.  
We invite to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in Indiana to engage in dialogue with Senator Lugar. We 
would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in touch with 
Senator Lugar's in-state office in January to request a meeting with him.  If he 
isn't available, there could be a meeting with his staff.   We see this as an 
inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  Later we may 
want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  Can you suggest others in the Indiana faith 
community who should be involved?  Would you be willing to take the lead in 
drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else who would be a 
natural for this task?  As this develops, we will share the names of other 
interested persons in Indiana. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or 
you can reach me by e-mail at mupj@igc.org. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair



December 13, 2000 
 
 Mr. Larry Hayes  
4319 Drury Lane 
Ft. Wayne, IN 46805 
 
Dear Mr. Hayes: 
 
I am writing to you at the suggestion of Greg Laszakovits of the Washington 
Office, Church of the Brethren.  Now that the presidential election has been 
settled, the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, which I chair, is 
focusing on two issues: (a) taking nuclear weapons off hair-trigger alert and  
(b) bringing about significant reduction in strategic nuclear weapons, the ones 
that strike from afar.  During the campaign President-elect George W. Bush 
indicated that he wanted to deal with these issues.  We want to build bipartisan 
support for positive action. 
 
With this in mind the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament is 
initiating contact with some key U.S. senators to learn their thinking on de-
alerting and strategic arms reduction.  Senator Lugar is at the top of our list 
because of his knowledge and leadership on matters of nuclear weapons.  
We invite to become partners with us in this endeavor by joining others from 
the faith community in Indiana to engage in dialogue with Senator Lugar. We 
would hope that an interfaith delegation would form and get in touch with 
Senator Lugar's in-state office in January to request a meeting with him.  If he 
isn't available, there could be a meeting with his staff.   We see this as an 
inquiry to learn his thinking rather than hard-sell advocacy.  Later we may 
want to mobilize pressure, but now we want to emphasize dialogue. 
 
Will you join us for this purpose?  Can you suggest others in the Indiana faith 
community who should be involved?  Would you be willing to take the lead in 
drawing others together?  Or can you suggest someone else who would be a 
natural for this task?  As this develops, we will share the names of other 
interested persons in Indiana. 
 
If you have questions about this request, please call me at 301 896-0013.  Or 
you can reach me by e-mail at mupj@igc.org. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman, Chair
 



December 22, 2000 
 
Dr. Condoleezza Rice 
Bush-Cheney Transition Headquarters 
1800 G Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20270 
 
Dear Dr. Rice: 
 
Congratulations on your appointment as National Security Advisor to the President.  We wish 
you success in this important position. 
 
As you prepare to take office, a small delegation from the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament, which I chair, would like an opportunity to meet with you and discuss matters of 
mutual interest.  As the attached list indicates, our group consists of representatives from more 
than 30 denominational offices and religious associations. 
 
We are especially interested in ideas that President-elect Bush offered during the campaign on 
de-alerting and strategic arms reduction, including the possibility of executive initiatives that 
don't depend on prolonged treaty negotiations.  We would like to know more about this 
approach.   We tend to be sympathetic and want to work closely with the Administration to 
develop public support among our widespread grassroots networks. 
 
We are pleased that President-elect Bush has promised to maintain the moratorium on nuclear 
weapons testing.  We will support that objective with the realization that a small minority in 
Congress and some in the weapons laboratories want to resume testing.  We have supported 
Senate ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty and would want to urge you to re-
examine the grave international implications in U.S. refusal to ratify. 
 
We note that from the very beginning the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) has had 
bipartisan support (for example, Senators Dirksen, Baker, and Dole voted for ratification).   At 
the 2000 NPT Review Conference and again at the United Nations General Assembly in 
December the United States and other nuclear-weapon states renewed their commitment to the 
eventual elimination of nuclear weapons.  We are interested in learning how the Bush 
Administration will approach this obligation.  



Dr. Condoleezza Rice 
December 22, 2000 
Page two. 
 
We realize that deployment of a national missile defense is one of President-elect Bush's top 
priorities.  Although many in the faith community have serious concerns about NMD, we don't 
want to get into a debate with you on this issue in an initial meeting.  Rather we want to talk 
about how we can help build bipartisan support for nuclear disarmament measures on which we 
agree. 
 
I am suggesting that a small delegation representing Catholic, Protestant, Jewish, and peace 
church perspectives meet with you.  However, if you would prefer a larger meeting involving 
representatives from all of the organizations participating in the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament, we can arrange that. 
 
If one of your assistants wants to talk with me about a time and place for a meeting, I can be 
reached at 301 896-0013. 
 
 With best regards, 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair 



Dear Pat and Lisa, 
 
I'm glad you suggested that we deal with the nuclear posture review.  I've been thinking about 
doing something but have been reluctant to bring it up with the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament until we digested what we've started in our Senate visits.  With your suggestions 
and encouragement maybe we can take this on.  So let me throw out some ideas.  You can 
respond to them and add your own ideas in reply. 
 
I'm trying to find out precisely what the "U.S. nuclear posture" is.    It apparently includes a 
presidential policy directive, a Pentagon document, and the Single Integrated Operating Plan 
(SIOP), designating targets for nuclear weapons.  While the latter is secret, Bruce Blair and 
others have published a general outline of the targeting plan. 
 
Although the faith community has no technical competence to deal with details of targeting, we 
could appropriately comment on the categories of targets.  Even more importantly we can 
legitimate deal with the underlying purpose of nuclear weapons, their use, and threatened use. 
 
A Statement 
 
For instance, we might develop an interfaith statement on the nuclear posture of the United 
States and its relationship to nuclear disarmament objectives, as specified by the Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty (NPT) and implementing documents. 
 
We could note that many religious bodies have questioned the morality of nuclear weapons and 
have called for their elimination.  We could append these statements (perhaps excerpts only from 
the longer ones).  We could indicate that during the Cold War there was a strong counter view in 
the government that nuclear weapons were necessary as a deterrent against Soviet aggression.  
However, with the Cold War over for more than ten years this rationale has evaporated.  Given 
the fact that numerous military authorities have testified that nuclear weapons have no military 
utility on the battlefield, their only remaining use is to deter other nuclear weapons.  This 
condition will prevail only as long as other states possess nuclear weapons. 
 
We could propose, therefore, that the U.S. nuclear posture statement reaffirm the NPT obligation 
for nuclear disarmament.  This includes the commitment made by the nuclear weapon states in 
the Final Document of the 2000 NPT Review Conference (May 2000) and reaffirmed in the 
United Nations General Assembly in December 2000 to "an unequivocal undertaking to 
accomplish the total elimination of their nuclear arsenal."   Accordingly, the U.S. nuclear arsenal 
will presently be considered in transition from (a) full and widespread deployment during the 
Cold War to (b) complete elimination along with all the nuclear weapons of every other 
possessor. 
 
As a transition measure, the United States commits itself to no first use of nuclear weapons 
against any adversary under any circumstance.   In this transition period the United States will 
remove from its target list all sites where high numbers of civilian casualties would result from 
nuclear attack.  
 



To enhance nuclear safety and reduce the risk of accidental use of nuclear weapons, the United 
States will take its total arsenal off high alert and will work with other nuclear weapons states to 
achieve the same status for their nuclear arsenal. 
 
The United States will work first with Russia and then the other nuclear weapon states to achieve 
mutual deactivation of nuclear weapons and then mutual dismantlement, achieved with adequate 
safeguards and verification.  The United States will also work with other nations to develop and 
implement an international system of fissile material control with international accounting and 
monitoring. 
 
In this manner the nuclear posture statement would be changed from a war-fighting plan to an 
outline of a course to nuclear disarmament.  This may be far too much to ask of the Pentagon and 
other national security officials, but its what the faith community believes should happen.  
Therefore, we should state it forcefully. 
 
Hearings 
 
Another approach would be to hold public hearings on the U.S. nuclear posture around the 
country and in Washington.  Otherwise the public has no opportunity for participation in nuclear 
posture review. 
 
Such hearings might be cosponsored by faith organizations and civic-sector organizations, such 
as the Union of Concerned Scientists, Federation of American Scientists, and others.  Hearing 
officers could include bishops, scientists, physicians, lawyers, and other professionals.  A 
Washington hearing held during a congressional recess might gain coverage by C-SPAN and 
CNN. 
 
Other Ideas 
 
I throw these ideas out for your consideration.  You will likely have other ideas to suggest.  If the 
three of us can agree on something, we can circulate it to participants in the Interfaith Committee 
for Nuclear Disarmament and discuss it at our February meeting. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 



January 17, 2001 
 
Mr. Ken Meyers, III 
Office of Senator Lugar 
306 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 
 
Dear Ken: 
 
Thanks for taking time to talk with us on nuclear weapons issues.  We'll keep in touch. 
 
I forgot to hand you the enclosed list of organizations that participate in the Interfaith Committee 
for Nuclear Disarmament.  You can see that we have a strong base. 
 
 Shalom, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair 



"Jim Matlack" <denharta@erols.com>, glaszakovits_gb@brethren.org, 
J._Daryl_Byler@mcc.org, lisaw@ncccusa.org, cgordon@ctr.pcusa.org, stiefr@ucc.org, 
conoverp@ucc.org, bobmally@juno.com, egbertl4pj@yahoo.com, rlabush@rac.org,  
 



Nuclear Disarmament Issues for 2001 
 

Analysis by Howard W. Hallman 
 
The following discussion offers a perspective on nuclear disarmament issues that will be on the 
national agenda in 2001.   The Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament can consider 
which of these issues to take up and how to become involved. 
 
Nuclear Posture Review 
 
As required by Congress, the Bush Administration is undertaking a review of the U.S. nuclear 
posture and will present a report to Congress in December.   At our last meeting Pat Conover 
(UCC office) and Lisa Wright (National Council of Churches) suggested that we express our 
views on this matter.  This has led to a draft statement, which I will send under separate cover.  I 
suggest that at our February meeting we lay this draft on the table for later discussion.  First we 
should affirm whether we want to get involved in the nuclear posture review, whether such a 
statement is desirable, who would sign it, how we would use it, and alternative approaches to the 
subject.  If we decide to go ahead, we can spend the rest of February in e-mail exchange on the 
content of the draft and then review a final version at our March 13 meeting. 
 
De-alerting 
 
In November we decided to support actions to de-alert the nuclear arsenal.  This is primarily a 
matter for executive action.  President Bush spoke in favor of de-alerting during the presidential 
campaign.   On January 25 the Friends Committee on National Legislation (FCNL) sent 
President Bush an appeal for de-alerting from religious leaders.  In January  eleven faith 
organizations joined eleven civil-sector organizations in cosponsoring a 20/20 postcard 
encouraging letters to President Bush.   Many members of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament promoted the February 5-6 call-in day to the White House, organized by Back 
from the Brink Campaign.   We can build upon these initiatives and continue to work with Back 
from the Brink, 20/20 Vision, and other civil-sector organizations to build public support for de-
alerting.  We can encourage U.S. senators and representatives to provide their support for 
executive action and to remove legislative obstacles to de-alerting. 
 
Strategic Arms Reduction 
 
Ratification of the second Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START II), signed in January 1992 
by President George Bush, the elder, is still not complete.  The U.S. Senate needs to ratify a 
protocol extending the time for completion of the treaty from 2003 to 2007.  The Russian Duma 
wants to tie this to two protocols related to the Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty, which 
President Clinton never submitted to the Senate.  It is possible that the Senate will consider and 
adopt only the START II protocol and ask the Russians to sever the connection with the ABM 
Treaty.  We can offer our support. 
 
In Helsinki in 1997 President Clinton and President Yeltsin agreed upon a framework for 
START III, but treaty negotiations haven't been undertaken.  During the presidential campaign 
President George W. Bush, the younger, spoke of taking executive action to reduce strategic 



weapons rather than engaging in prolonged treaty negotiations, but he has yet to offer specifics.  
We can push for strategic arms reduction through either or both methods. 
 
Congressional Restrictions 
 
Defense authorization legislation places restrictions on de-alerting and strategic arms reduction 
below the START I level until START II is ratified.  Hill sources indicate that this legislation 
stems largely from distrust of President Clinton and that the restrictions would be lifted if 
President Bush requests it.  We may want to offer our support, especially in the House. 
 
Nunn-Lugar Cooperative Nuclear Security Program 
 
Since 1991 the United States has provided financial and technical assistance to Russia for 
downsizing and securing its nuclear arsenal.  The U.S. is spending about $1 billion a year for the 
various components of this program, including elements related to chemical and biological 
weapons.   Recently a task force co-chaired by Howard Baker and Lloyd Cutler recommended 
substantial increases in this and related non-proliferation efforts.  Former Senator Sam Nunn and 
Ted Turner have announced a Nuclear Threat Initiative for which Turner is donating $250 
million for a five-year period.  Altogether these initiatives will do far more to enhance U.S. 
security than national missile defense.   We haven't dealt with Nunn-Lugar and related 
endeavors, but it appears that these efforts would benefit from our support, particularly in the 
House of Representatives.  Therefore, I have invited Ken Meyers on Senator Lugar's staff to 
come to our March meeting to talk about this program. 
 
National Missile Defense 
 
The Bush Administration is making a big push for national missile defense (NMD).  We laid out 
our opposition last summer in (i) a sign-on letter to President Clinton initiated by FCNL and (ii) 
a postcard alert developed jointly with 20/20 vision.  The NMD Working Group of the Coalition 
to Reduce Nuclear Dangers is considering a plan of action for 2001with the primary goal of 
postponing actions leading to U.S. deployment of an NMD system and preventing withdrawal 
from or abrogation of the ABM treaty while encouraging alternative approaches to ballistic 
missile proliferation.  I believe that we can support efforts to postpone deployment while 
expressing our concern for the negative impact NMD will have on international relations and 
stating our opposition to this misdirection of resources.  We can express our view (a) that the real 
and present danger to the United States stems from the Russian nuclear arsenal for which the 
remedy is disarmament and control of fissile material, (b) that Nunn-Lugar and Baker-Cutler 
investments, diplomacy, and missile technology control are more appropriate responses to 
potential and speculative dangers of missile attack on the U.S., and (c) that true national security 
would be enhanced by spending on human needs instead of dubious technology.  Beyond stating 
our case we need to determine when, where, and how we will speak out and encourage 
grassroots action on NMD. 
 
CTBT 
 
There is broad consensus that ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) will 
not come before the Senate in 2001.  President Bush has opposed CTBT ratification, so have 
Vice President Cheney and Secretary of Defense Rumsfield, but Secretary of State Powel 



previously was a supporter.  Some hope that now in office Bush and his appointees will see the 
desirable of CTBT for international non-proliferation purposes.   One Senate staffer suggested 
that we should keep the CTBT issue alive in 2001.   The Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers 
has asked the Senate Armed Services Committee to invite General Shalikashvili to testify on his 
recommendations.  We might join in making this request.  We can also raise the CTBT and the 
Shalikashvili report in visits with senators and their staffs. 
 
Even though the CTBT is not in effect, a CTB Organization has been set up to prepare for 
verification and other implementing actions.  The United States has contributed funds, but this 
may be contested in this year's appropriation process.  We may want to provide our support. 
 
Stockpile Stewardship 
 
The Stockpile Stewardship has the ostensible purpose of assuring the reliability of the nuclear 
arsenal without test explosions.  During Senate ratification debate on the CTBT both Republican 
opponents of the treaty and Democratic proponents spoke of the importance of Stockpile 
Stewardship and the need for adequate funding.  However, our allied civil-sector organizations 
which have studied Stockpile Stewardship have concluded that only about half of the funds are 
being spent on stockpile reliability and safety and that the rest is going toward new weapon 
development and scientific experiments.  Two issues likely to arise in 2001 are (a) plans to 
develop mini-nukes capable of penetrating bunkers and (b) the National Ignition Facility (NIF) at 
the Livermore Laboratory in California, a vastly expensive project that is behind schedule and 
over budget and that has more to do with weapon design than reliability.  In the faith community 
Pax Christi USA representatives have visited Livermore and have criticized NIF and other 
phases of Stockpile Stewardship.   FCNL is opposing mini-nukes.  We can decide whether others 
want to get involved on these issues. 
 
 
 



Nuclear Disarmament Issues in 2001 
 

Analysis by Howard W. Hallman 
 
The following discussion offers a perspective on nuclear disarmament issues that will be on the 
national agenda in 2001.   The Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament can consider 
which of these issues to take up and how to become involved. 
 
Nuclear Posture Review 
 
As required by Congress, the Bush Administration is undertaking a review of the U.S. nuclear 
posture and will present a report to Congress in December.   At our last meeting Pat Conover 
(UCC office) and Lisa Wright (National Council of Churches) suggested that we express our 
views on this matter.  This has led to a draft statement, which I will send under separate cover.  I 
suggest that at our February meeting we lay this draft on the table for later discussion.  First we 
should affirm whether we want to get involved in the nuclear posture review, whether such a 
statement is desirable, who would sign it, how we would use it, and alternative approaches to the 
subject.  If we decide to go ahead, we can spend the rest of February in e-mail exchange on the 
content of the draft and then review a final version at our March 13 meeting. 
 
De-alerting 
 
In November we decided to support actions to de-alert the nuclear arsenal.  This is primarily a 
matter for executive action.  President Bush spoke in favor of de-alerting during the presidential 
campaign.   On January 25 the Friends Committee on National Legislation (FCNL) sent 
President Bush an appeal for de-alerting from religious leaders.  In January  eleven faith 
organizations joined eleven civil-sector organizations in cosponsoring a 20/20 postcard 
encouraging letters to President Bush.   Many members of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament promoted the February 5-6 call-in day to the White House, organized by Back 
from the Brink Campaign.   We can build upon these initiatives and continue to work with Back 
from the Brink, 20/20 Vision, and other civil-sector organizations to build public support for de-
alerting.  We can encourage U.S. senators and representatives to provide their support for 
executive action and to remove legislative obstacles to de-alerting. 
 
Strategic Arms Reduction 
 
Ratification of the second Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START II), signed in January 1992 
by President George Bush, the elder, is still not complete.  The U.S. Senate needs to ratify a 
protocol extending the time for completion of the treaty from 2003 to 2007.  The Russian Duma 
wants to tie this to two protocols related to the Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty, which 
President Clinton never submitted to the Senate.  It is possible that the Senate will consider and 
adopt only the START II protocol and ask the Russians to sever the connection with the ABM 
Treaty.  We can offer our support. 
 
In Helsinki in 1997 President Clinton and President Yeltsin agreed upon a framework for 
START III, but treaty negotiations haven't been undertaken.  During the presidential campaign 
President George W. Bush, the younger, spoke of taking executive action to reduce strategic 



weapons rather than engaging in prolonged treaty negotiations, but he has yet to offer specifics.  
We can push for strategic arms reduction through either or both methods. 
 
Congressional Restrictions 
 
Defense authorization legislation places restrictions on de-alerting and on strategic arms 
reduction below the START II level.  Hill sources indicate that this legislation stems largely 
from distrust of President Clinton and that the restrictions would be lifted if President Bush 
requests it.  We may want to offer our support, especially in the House. 
 
Nunn-Lugar Cooperative Nuclear Security Program 
 
Since 1991 the United States has provided financial and technical assistance to Russia for 
downsizing and securing its nuclear arsenal.  The U.S. is spending about $1 billion a year for the 
various components of this program, including elements related to chemical and biological 
weapons.   Recently a task force co-chaired by Howard Baker and Lloyd Cutler recommended 
substantial increases in this and related non-proliferation efforts.  Former Senator Sam Nunn and 
Ted Turner have announced a Nuclear Threat Initiative for which Turner is donating $250 
million for a five-year period.  Altogether these initiatives will do far more to enhance U.S. 
security than national missile defense.   We haven't dealt with Nunn-Lugar and related 
endeavors, but it appears that these efforts would benefit from our support, particularly in the 
House of Representatives.  Therefore, I have invited Ken Meyers on Senator Lugar's staff to 
come to our March meeting to talk about this program. 
 
National Missile Defense 
 
The Bush Administration is making a big push for national missile defense (NMD).  We laid out 
our opposition last summer in (i) a sign-on letter to President Clinton initiated by FCNL and (ii) 
a postcard alert developed jointly with 20/20 vision.  The NMD Working Group of the Coalition 
to Reduce Nuclear Dangers is considering a plan of action for 2001with the primary goal of 
postponing actions leading to U.S. deployment of an NMD system and preventing withdrawal 
from or abrogation of the ABM treaty while encouraging alternative approaches to ballistic 
missile proliferation.  I believe that we can support efforts to postpone deployment while 
expressing our concern for the negative impact NMD will have on international relations and 
stating our opposition to this misdirection of resources.  We can express our view (a) that the real 
and present danger to the United States stems from the Russian nuclear arsenal for which the 
remedy is disarmament and control of fissile material, (b) that Nunn-Lugar and Baker-Cutler 
investments, diplomacy, and missile technology control are more appropriate responses to 
potential and speculative dangers of missile attack on the U.S., and (c) that true national security 
would be enhanced by spending on human needs instead of dubious technology.  Beyond stating 
our case we need to determine when, where, and how we will speak out and encourage 
grassroots action on NMD. 
 
CTBT 
 
There is broad consensus that ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) will 
not come before the Senate in 2001.  President Bush has opposed CTBT ratification, so have 
Vice President Cheney and Secretary of Defense Rumsfield, but Secretary of State Powel 



previously was a supporter.  Some hope that now in office Bush and his appointees will see the 
desirable of CTBT for international non-proliferation purposes.   One Senate staffer suggested 
that we should keep the CTBT issue alive in 2001.   The Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers 
has asked the Senate Armed Services Committee to invite General Shalikashvili to testify on his 
recommendations.  We might join in making this request.  We can also raise the CTBT and the 
Shalikashvili report in visits with senators and their staffs. 
 
Even though the CTBT is not in effect, a CTB Organization has been set up to prepare for 
verification and other implementing actions.  The United States has contributed funds, but this 
may be contested in this year's appropriation process.  We may want to provide our support. 
 
Stockpile Stewardship 
 
The Stockpile Stewardship has the ostensible purpose of assuring the reliability of the nuclear 
arsenal without test explosions.  During Senate ratification debate on the CTBT both Republican 
opponents of the treaty and Democratic proponents spoke of the importance of Stockpile 
Stewardship and the need for adequate funding.  However, our allied civil-sector organizations 
which have studied Stockpile Stewardship have concluded that only about half of the funds are 
being spent on stockpile reliability and safety and that the rest is going toward new weapon 
development and scientific experiments.  Two issues likely to arise in 2001 are (a) plans to 
develop mini-nukes capable of penetrating bunkers and (b) the National Ignition Facility (NIF) at 
the Livermore Laboratory in California, a vastly expensive project that is behind schedule and 
over budget and that has more to do with weapon design than reliability.  In the faith community 
Pax Christi USA representatives have visited Livermore and have criticized NIF and other 
phases of Stockpile Stewardship.   FCNL is opposing mini-nukes.  We can decide whether others 
want to get involved on these issues. 
 
February 12, 2001 



February 15, 2001 
 
Mr. Les Brownley, Staff Director 
Senate Armed Services Committee 
228 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 
 
Dear Mr. Brownley: 
 
I serve as chair of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, a coalition of 35 religious 
groups interested in issues of nuclear disarmament (see enclosed list).  This year we are dealing 
with a number of issues that may come before the Senate Armed Services Committee, including 
de-alerting, strategic arms reduction, the Nunn-Lugar program, CTBT, and national missile 
defense. 
 
Therefore, a small delegation of our Interfaith Committee would like an opportunity to meet with 
you in the near future for two reasons.  First, to learn from you when these issues are likely to be 
before the Armed Services Committee and its subcommittee and in what manner.  Second, 
through you we would like to convey to Senator Warner views of the faith community on these 
issues. 
 
I'll call your office to request a specific time for an appointment with you. 
 
 Sincerely yours, 
 
 
 
 Howard W. Hallman 
 Chair 



Dear Rev. Sprecher: 
 
I am serving as chair of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament, a coalition of 35 
religious organizations engaged in public advocacy in Washington, D. C. and also works through 
the grassroots networks of participating organizations.  Among others Robin Ringler of the UM 
General Board of Church and Society has been an active participant, and we hope her successor 
will be, too. 
 
We are encouraging our grassroots in key states to form interfaith delegations to talk with their 
senators on key issues of nuclear disarmament.  Senator Gordon Smith is one of these because of 
his position on the Foreign Relations Committee and because he had the courage to vote for 
ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) in 1999.  Jay Penniman, a member of 
the Salem Friends Meeting and a member of the Executive Committee of the Friends Committee 
on National Legislation, has take initiative for this interfaith activity in Oregon.  We hope that 
United Methodists will be a part of this effort. 
 
Specifically Jay has taken a national sign-on letter from religious leaders to President Bush on 
de-alerting the nuclear arsenal to remove missiles from hair-trigger alert and has adapted it to a 
letter addressed to Senator Smith and Senator Wyden, urging them to be in touch with President 
Bush on this subject.  He is asking various state and local religious leaders to sign this letter and 
to have an interfaith delegation present it to the senators during the spring recess.  Ideally several 
bishops and other heads of judicatories might be initial signers and be the ones to request a 
meeting with the senators.   
 
Do you think that Bishop Paup might be willing to sign such a letter?  (Obviously you will want 
to review it first, but it is in keeping with the "Nuclear Abolition" resolution in the UM Book of 
Resolutions.)  It is possible that Jay may ask Bishop Paup to participate in requesting the 
appointments with the senators?  Would he be willing to assist?  Would you or someone else in 
your office or in the UM Oregon-Idaho Conference help get signatures from United Methodist 
leaders? Beyond the United Methodists Jay is looking for someone to help with outreach to other 
religious leaders.  Do you have any suggestions? 
 
Jay will be in touch with you about this.  I just wanted to forewarn you.  In advance I thank you 
for your cooperation. 
 
Shalom, 
Howard 
 
 



Draft - November 10, 2000 
 
To: President-elect, members of incoming 107th Congress 
 
From: Representatives of Religious Organizations 
 
Re: A Bipartisan Approach to Nuclear Disarmament 
 
Now that the 2000 election is over, the ballots counted and re-counted, it is time for our nation to 
get down to the serious business of governing.   The election returns reveal that citizens are 
nearly equally divided in their political preference for president, senators, and representatives.  
But even so there is an strong underlying desire to end partisan bickering and to search for the 
common good that cuts across party lines. 
 
We believe that a bipartisan approach is especially needed in the quest to eliminate nuclear 
weapons throughout the world.   
 

Nonpartisan Support for Nuclear Disarmament 
 
Numerous religious bodies and religious leaders have long advocated the elimination of nuclear 
weapons.  Attachment A contains excerpts from such statements. 
    
Many retired military leaders have testified that nuclear weapons have no military utility and 
favor their elimination.  Appendix B contains a sample of their views. 
 
Furthermore, the United States has a legal obligation under Article VI the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), which went into effect in March 1970, "to pursue 
negotiations in good faith on effective measures relating to cessation of the nuclear arms race at 
an early date and to nuclear disarmament".  In the ratification process this treaty was supported 
by President Lyndon Johnson and President Richard Nixon.  It was ratified by the U.S. Senate on 
March 13, 1969 by a vote of 83 to 15.  Supporters included Majority Leader Mike Mansfield (D, 
MT) and Minority Leader Everett Dirksen (R, IL) and also Robert Byrd (D, WV), Howard Baker 
(R, TN), and Robert Dole (R, KS), who later held posts as majority and minority leaders. 
 
In 1995 the United States agreed to an unlimited extension of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty.  At the 2000 NPT Review Conference the United States, the other nuclear-weapon states, 
and other parties to the treaty agreed upon a Final Document that contains 13 practical steps to 
implement Article VI (see Attachment C.)  This included a commitment by the nuclear weapon 
states to "an unequivocal undertaking to accomplish the total elimination of their nuclear 
arsenals". These practical steps and other measures leading toward nuclear disarmament were 
encompassed in a resolution on "the need for a new agenda" supported by the United States and 
approved by the First Committee of the United General Assembly in October 2000. 
 
In sum, elimination of nuclear weapons has widespread support from the faith community and 
from retired military leaders.  The law of the land in the form of the ratified Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty requires the United States to achieve nuclear disarmament.  Therefore, this is 
an issue that deserves broad bipartisan support. 
 



Steps Toward Nuclear Disarmament 
 
During the next four years we believe that the following steps should be undertaken by the 
United States and other nuclear-weapon states to make substantial progress toward the global 
elimination of nuclear weapons.  Some of these steps can occur through national initiatives, some 
through treaties and other agreements.  Although consideration of one or two of these steps may 
generate partisan disagreement, we believe that most of these measures can receive substantial 
bipartisan support. 
 
1. Nuclear Weapon Testing 
 
a) Continue the moratorium on nuclear weapon test explosions. 
 
b) Ratify the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty. 
 
c) Curtail research, development, and sub-critical testing of new nuclear weapons and significant 
modifications of existing warheads. 
 
2. De-alerting 
 
a) Take the entire global strategic nuclear arsenal off hair-trigger alert as quickly as possible.  
Stages might consist of (i) missiles scheduled for elimination under START II, (ii) missiles 
encompassed by START III, and (iii) remaining strategic nuclear weapons. 
 
b) Remove congressional restrictions on de-alerting. 
 
3. Strategic arms reduction 
 
a) Complete the ratification of START II. 
 
b) Quickly negotiate and ratify START III with a level no higher than 1,000 warheads remaining 
on each side. 
 
c) Dismantle warheads and delivery vehicles covered by these agreements. 
 
4. Non-strategic weapons 
 
Remove all nuclear weapons based on foreign soil and return them to their homeland. 
 
5. Nuclear weapons convention 
 
Initiate multilateral negotiations of a nuclear weapons convention that outlaws and abolishes all 
nuclear weapons under strict and effective international control. 
 
6. No use 
 
Pending the adoption of a nuclear weapons convention, the nuclear-weapon states should make a 
good faith pledge never to use nuclear weapons against any adversary at any time under any 



circumstance.  As a step toward this commitment, nuclear weapon states could initially make a 
pledge of no first use. 
 
7. ABM Treaty 
 
The ABM Treaty should be preserved as a cornerstone of strategic stability and as a basis for 
further reduction of nuclear weapons. 
 
8. National Missile Defense 
 
Efforts to develop a national missile defense should be curtailed because of its unproven 
technical feasibility, the extremely high cost, and the instability it causes with allies and other 
nuclear-weapon states.  The protection of the United States from ballistic missile attack can be 
more readily achieved through diplomacy, reduction and eventual elimination of nuclear 
weapons, and an international regime of ballistic missile control. 
 
9. Fissile material control 
 
Establish a global system of fissile material control with international accounting, monitoring, 
and safeguards. 
 
10.  Nuclear weapon free zones 
 
a) Ratify existing nuclear weapon free zone treaties. 
 
b) Support establishment of other nuclear weapon free zones. 
 
 
 
 
This draft was written by Howard W. Hallman, Chair, Methodists United for Peace with Justice.  
To offer comments, contact him by phone at 301 896-0013 or by e-mail at mupj@igc.org. 
 
 



Meeting of Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament 
1:00 to 2:30 p.m., Tuesday, November 14, 2000 

Conference Room, National Council of Churches 
110 Maryland Avenue, NE, Room 108, Washington, D.C. 

 
 
Agenda 
 
1. Introductions 
 
2. Reflections on the election 
 
3. Bipartisan approach to nuclear disarmament 
 a. Draft statement 
 b. Priorities for 2001 
 
4. Contacting transition team of president-elect 
 
5. Contacting members of 107th Congress 
 a. In Washington 
 b. Grassroots 
 
6. International 
 
7. Next meeting 
 



Work Program of Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament 
November 2000 to June 2001 

 
Objectives 

 
1) Develop bipartisan support for de-alerting the nuclear arsenal and for strategic arms 

reduction.  (If Gore is elected president, add Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.) 
 
2) Seek to remove statutory obstacles to these measures. 
 
3) Be prepared to deal with other issues as they arise, such as "mini-nukes" and national missile 

defense. 
 

Work Schedule 
 

November -December 
• Develop talking points and other resources on de-alerting and strategic arms reduction 

(assistance from Bank from the Brink Campaign and Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers). 
• Complete and circulate for signatures a religious leaders' letter on de-alerting to president-

elect (FCNL). 
• Identify key senators for dialogue. 
• Identify interfaith contacts in key states; obtain their commitment to talk with the key 

senators on de-alerting and strategic arms reduction; provide them briefing material. 
• Make contact with transition team of president-elect. 
 
January 
• Briefing for Washington-based staff on de-alerting and strategic arms reduction. 
• Conference call briefing for state interfaith contacts. 
• Commence visits with senators and staff in D.C. and in home states. 
• Religious leaders letter on de-alerting to president-elect (FCNL). 
• Seek meetings with top officials of new presidential administration.  
 
February 
• Continue meetings with senators. 
• February 5-6: national call-in days on de-alerting (Back from the Brink). 
 
February-June 
• Grassroots mobilization in support of legislation to remove statutory obstacles to de-alerting 

and strategic arms reduction. 
• Contacts with representatives as well as senators. 
• Deal with other nuclear disarmament issues as they arise. 
 
This work program was developed at a meeting of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament on November 14, 2000.  For further information, contact Howard W. Hallman, 
chair, at 301 896-0013 or muj@igc.org. 



Faith-based Organizations Participating in  
Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament 

 
Alliance of Baptists 
American Baptists Churches, USA 
American Friends Service Committee 
Baptist Peace Fellowship 
Buddhist Peace Fellowship 
Central Conference of America Rabbis 
Church of the Brethren 
Church Women United 
Church World Service 
Cooperative Baptist Fellowship 
Conference of Major Superiors of Men 
Disciples Peace Fellowship 
Episcopal Church 
Episcopal Peace Fellowship 
Fellowship of Reconciliation 
Friends Committee on National Legislation 
Jewish Peace Fellowship 
Lutheran Office of Governmental Affairs 
      (Evangelical Lutheran Church in America) 
Maryknoll Office for Global Concerns 
Mennonite Central Committee 
Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
Muslim Peace Fellowship 
National Council of Churches 
Pax Christi USA 
Presbyterian Church U.S.A. 
Presbyterian Peace Fellowship 
Religious Action Center of Reform Judaism 
Sisters of Saint Joseph of Peace 
Sisters of Mercy of the Americas 
Sojourners Peace Ministry 
Unitarian Universalist Association 
United Church of Christ 
United Methodist General Board of Church and Society 
U.S. Catholic Conference 
World Peacemakers 
 
Some of these are denominational offices, others are religious associations focusing on peace and 
justice issues.  The former provide access to the denominational structure and official channels 
of communication.  The latter are able to cut through hierarchical order and directly reach the 
strongest peace advocates.  This "both-and" arrangement creates a strong coalition. 
 



Excerpt from statement  by  Governor George W. Bush 
New Leadership on National Security 
Washington, D.C. 
May 23, 2000 
 
In this speech Governor Bush advocated a vigorous national missile defense.  He also spoke of 
nuclear arms reduction as follows: 
 
"America should rethink the requirements for nuclear deterrence in a new 
security environment. The premises of Cold War nuclear targeting should no 
longer dictate the size of our arsenal. As president, I will ask the 
Secretary of Defense to conduct an assessment of our nuclear force posture 
and determine how best to meet our security needs. While the exact number 
of weapons can come only from such an assessment, I will pursue the lowest 
possible number consistent with our national security. It should be 
possible to reduce the number of American nuclear weapons significantly 
further than what has already been agreed to under START II, without 
compromising our security in any way. We should not keep weapons that our 
military planners do not need. These unneeded weapons are the expensive 
relics of dead conflicts. And they do nothing to make us more secure. 
 
"In addition, the United States should remove as many weapons as possible 
from high-alert, hair-trigger status – another unnecessary vestige of Cold 
War confrontation. Preparation for quick launch – within minutes after 
warning of an attack – was the rule during the era of superpower rivalry. 
But today, for two nations at peace, keeping so many weapons on high alert 
may create unacceptable risks of accidental or unauthorized launch. So, as 
president, I will ask for an assessment of what we can safely do to lower 
the alert status of our forces. 
 
"These changes to our forces should not require years and years of detailed 
arms control negotiations. There is a precedent that proves the power of 
leadership. In 1991, the United States invited the Soviet Union to join it 
in removing tactical nuclear weapons from the arsenal. Huge reductions were 
achieved in a matter of months, making the world much safer, more quickly. 
 
"Similarly, in the area of strategic nuclear weapons, we should invite the 
Russian government to accept the new vision I have outlined, and act on it. 
But the United States should be prepared to lead by example, because it is 
in our best interest and the best interest of the world. This would be an 
act of principled leadership – a chance to seize the moment and begin a new 
era of nuclear security. A new era of cooperation on proliferation and 
nuclear safety." 
 



December 15, 2000 
 
To: Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament 
 
From: Howard W. Hallman 
 
Re: Approaches to incoming Bush Administration 
 
I want to offer some ideas on how we might approach the incoming Bush Administration on 
matters of our concern.  We can start by making contact with the transition team but may not get 
meetings until after inauguration. 
 
A. Seek appointments with 
 1. Dr. Condoleezza Rice, national security advisor, or top associate 
 2. Top assistant to Secretary of State Colin Powell  
 3. White House religious liaison officer (when appointed) 
 
B. Purposes 
 1. Establish cooperative relationships 
 2. Present position of faith community on key issues. 
 
C. Background material to present 
 1. Denominational statements on nuclear disarmament 
 2. Sign-on letters on key issues 
  a. To senators on CTBT, May 1998 
  b. To President Clinton on national missile defense, June 1999 
   
D. Focus of discussion 
 1. Primarily on areas of agreement (see attached Bush speech) 
  a. De-alerting 
  b. Strategic arms reduction 
 2. In between: nuclear weapons testing and development 
  a. Continue testing moratorium (Bush supports) 
  b. Express concern about sub-critical testing and development of mini-nukes 
  c. CTBT ratification (Bush opposes) 
 3. Mention area of disagreement: national missile defense 
 4. Inquire about intent to fulfill NPT obligation of "an unequivocal undertaking by the 
     nuclear-weapon states to accomplish the total elimination of their nuclear arsenals". 
 
 
 



Meeting of Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament 
1:00 to 2:30 p.m., December 18, 2000 

National Council of Churches, Washington, DC 
 

Agenda 
 
1. Introductions 
 
2. Election aftermath (brief) 
 
3. Outreach to key senators 
 a. State contacts 
 b. In  D.C. 
 
4. Approaching the new administration  
 
5. De-alerting initiatives 
 a. 20/20 postcard 
 b. Back from the Brink national call-in day 
 
6. Next meetings 
 a. Briefing on de-alerting and strategic arms reduction 
     Thursday, January 4, 2001, 1:00 to 2:30 p.m. 
     Methodists Building, 100 Maryland Avenue, NE, Conference Room 3 
 b. Regular meeting of Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament 
     To be scheduled 
 



Faith-based Organizations Participating in  
Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament 

 
Alliance of Baptists 
American Baptists Churches, USA 
American Friends Service Committee 
Baptist Peace Fellowship 
Buddhist Peace Fellowship 
Central Conference of America Rabbis 
Church of the Brethren 
Church Women United 
Church World Service 
Cooperative Baptist Fellowship 
Conference of Major Superiors of Men 
Disciples Peace Fellowship 
Episcopal Church 
Episcopal Peace Fellowship 
Evangelicals for Social Action 
Fellowship of Reconciliation 
Friends Committee on National Legislation 
Jewish Peace Fellowship 
Lutheran Office of Governmental Affairs 
      (Evangelical Lutheran Church in America) 
Maryknoll Office for Global Concerns 
Mennonite Central Committee 
Methodists United for Peace with Justice 
Muslim Peace Fellowship 
National Council of Churches 
Pax Christi USA 
Presbyterian Church U.S.A. 
Presbyterian Peace Fellowship 
Religious Action Center of Reform Judaism 
Sisters of Saint Joseph of Peace 
Sisters of Mercy of the Americas 
Sojourners Peace Ministry 
Unitarian Universalist Association 
United Church of Christ 
United Methodist General Board of Church and Society 
U.S. Catholic Conference 
World Peacemakers 
 
 
For further information, contact the chair: Howard W. Hallman, Methodists United for Peace 
with Justice, 1500 16th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036; phone/fax: 301 896-0013;  
e-mail: mupj@igc.org.  
 
December 22, 2000 



Senators to contact on nuclear disarmament issues 
 
ME Collins*, Snowe* 
NH Gregg* 
VT Jeffords*+ 
RI Chafee 
PA Specter*+, Santorum* 
 
VA Warner*, Allen 
AL Sessions* 
MS Lott 
TN Frist, Thompson 
KY Bunning, McConnell 
 
OH DeWine*, Voinovich* 
IN Lugar* 
IL Fitzgerald 
IA Grassley* 
MO Bond 
 
NE Hagel* 
KS Brownback*, Roberts 
MT Burns* 
WY Enzi, Thomas 
CO Allard, Campbell 
 
NM Domenici* 
AZ McCain* 
UT Bennett*, Hatch* 
NV Ensign 
OR Smith*+ 
AK Stevens*, Murkowski 
 
+  Voted for CTBT ratification 
*  Signed Warner-Moynihan letter to delay vote on CTBT 
 
 
January 4, 2001 



Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament 
Meeting of February 13, 2001 

1:00 to 2:30 p.m., Methodists Building, Conference Room 4 
Agenda 

 
I. Introductions 
 
II. Issue focus (choices and priorities among the following) 
 A. Executive initiatives 
  1. Nuclear posture review 
  2. De-alerting 
  3. Strategic arms reduction 
  4. National missile defense (NMD) decisions 
  5. CTBT resubmission 
 B. Congressional authorization and appropriations 
  1. Nunn-Lugar program 
  2. Restrictions on de-alerting and strategic arms reduction 
  3. NMD funding 
  4. Stockpile Stewardship: mini-nukes, National Ignition Facility (NIF) 
  5. CTBT Organization 
 C. Treaty ratification 
  1. START II protocol; START III (?) 
  2. CTBT 
 
III. Advocacy in Washington 
 A. Executive Branch 
  1. White House 
  2. Department of Defense 
  3. Department of State 
  4. Department of Energy 
 B. Senate 
  1. Armed Services 
  2. Foreign Relations 
  3. Appropriations 
 C. House of Representatives 
  1. Armed Services 
  2. Appropriations 
 
 IV. Grassroots mobilization 
 A. Key states 
 B. Across the board 
 
Next meeting: Tuesday, March 13, 1:00 to 2:30 p.m., Methodist Building 



 1 

Nuclear Disarmament Issues in 2001 
 

Analysis by Howard W. Hallman 
 
The following discussion offers a perspective on nuclear disarmament issues that will be on the 
national agenda in 2001.   The Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament can consider 
which of these issues to take up and how to become involved. 
 
Nuclear Posture Review 
 
As required by Congress, the Bush Administration is undertaking a review of the U.S. nuclear 
posture and will present a report to Congress in December.   At our last meeting Pat Conover 
(UCC office) and Lisa Wright (National Council of Churches) suggested that we express our 
views on this matter.  This has led to a draft statement, which I will send under separate cover.  I 
suggest that at our February meeting we lay this draft on the table for later discussion.  First we 
should affirm whether we want to get involved in the nuclear posture review, whether such a 
statement is desirable, who would sign it, how we would use it, and alternative approaches to the 
subject.  If we decide to go ahead, we can spend the rest of February in e-mail exchange on the 
content of the draft and then review a final version at our March 13 meeting. 
 
De-alerting 
 
In November we decided to support actions to de-alert the nuclear arsenal.  This is primarily a 
matter for executive action.  President Bush spoke in favor of de-alerting during the presidential 
campaign.   On January 25 the Friends Committee on National Legislation (FCNL) sent 
President Bush an appeal for de-alerting from religious leaders.  In January  eleven faith 
organizations joined eleven civil-sector organizations in cosponsoring a 20/20 postcard 
encouraging letters to President Bush.   Many members of the Interfaith Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament promoted the February 5-6 call-in day to the White House, organized by Back 
from the Brink Campaign.   We can build upon these initiatives and continue to work with Back 
from the Brink, 20/20 Vision, and other civil-sector organizations to build public support for de-
alerting.  We can encourage U.S. senators and representatives to provide their support for 
executive action and to remove legislative obstacles to de-alerting. 
 
Strategic Arms Reduction 
 
Ratification of the second Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START II), signed in January 1992 
by President George Bush, the elder, is still not complete.  The U.S. Senate needs to ratify a 
protocol extending the time for completion of the treaty from 2003 to 2007.  The Russian Duma 
wants to tie this to two protocols related to the Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty, which 
President Clinton never submitted to the Senate.  It is possible that the Senate will consider and 
adopt only the START II protocol and ask the Russians to sever the connection with the ABM 
Treaty.  We can offer our support. 
 
In Helsinki in 1997 President Clinton and President Yeltsin agreed upon a framework for 
START III, but treaty negotiations haven't been undertaken.  During the presidential campaign 
President George W. Bush, the younger, spoke of taking executive action to reduce strategic 
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weapons rather than engaging in prolonged treaty negotiations, but he has yet to offer specifics.  
We can push for strategic arms reduction through either or both methods. 
 
Congressional Restrictions 
 
Defense authorization legislation places restrictions on de-alerting and on strategic arms 
reduction below the START II level.  Hill sources indicate that this legislation stems largely 
from distrust of President Clinton and that the restrictions would be lifted if President Bush 
requests it.  We may want to offer our support, especially in the House. 
 
Nunn-Lugar Cooperative Nuclear Security Program 
 
Since 1991 the United States has provided financial and technical assistance to Russia for 
downsizing and securing its nuclear arsenal.  The U.S. is spending about $1 billion a year for the 
various components of this program, including elements related to chemical and biological 
weapons.   Recently a task force co-chaired by Howard Baker and Lloyd Cutler recommended 
substantial increases in this and related non-proliferation efforts.  Former Senator Sam Nunn and 
Ted Turner have announced a Nuclear Threat Initiative for which Turner is donating $250 
million for a five-year period.  Altogether these initiatives will do far more to enhance U.S. 
security than national missile defense.   We haven't dealt with Nunn-Lugar and related 
endeavors, but it appears that these efforts would benefit from our support, particularly in the 
House of Representatives.  Therefore, I have invited Ken Meyers on Senator Lugar's staff to 
come to our March meeting to talk about this program. 
 
National Missile Defense 
 
The Bush Administration is making a big push for national missile defense (NMD).  We laid out 
our opposition last summer in (i) a sign-on letter to President Clinton initiated by FCNL and (ii) 
a postcard alert developed jointly with 20/20 vision.  The NMD Working Group of the Coalition 
to Reduce Nuclear Dangers is considering a plan of action for 2001with the primary goal of 
postponing actions leading to U.S. deployment of an NMD system and preventing withdrawal 
from or abrogation of the ABM treaty while encouraging alternative approaches to ballistic 
missile proliferation.  I believe that we can support efforts to postpone deployment while 
expressing our concern for the negative impact NMD will have on international relations and 
stating our opposition to this misdirection of resources.  We can express our view (a) that the real 
and present danger to the United States stems from the Russian nuclear arsenal for which the 
remedy is disarmament and control of fissile material, (b) that Nunn-Lugar and Baker-Cutler 
investments, diplomacy, and missile technology control are more appropriate responses to 
potential and speculative dangers of missile attack on the U.S., and (c) that true national security 
would be enhanced by spending on human needs instead of dubious technology.  Beyond stating 
our case we need to determine when, where, and how we will speak out and encourage 
grassroots action on NMD. 
 
CTBT 
 
There is broad consensus that ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) will 
not come before the Senate in 2001.  President Bush has opposed CTBT ratification, so have 
Vice President Cheney and Secretary of Defense Rumsfield, but Secretary of State Powel 
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previously was a supporter.  Some hope that now in office Bush and his appointees will see the 
desirable of CTBT for international non-proliferation purposes.   One Senate staffer suggested 
that we should keep the CTBT issue alive in 2001.   The Coalition to Reduce Nuclear Dangers 
has asked the Senate Armed Services Committee to invite General Shalikashvili to testify on his 
recommendations.  We might join in making this request.  We can also raise the CTBT and the 
Shalikashvili report in visits with senators and their staffs. 
 
Even though the CTBT is not in effect, a CTB Organization has been set up to prepare for 
verification and other implementing actions.  The United States has contributed funds, but this 
may be contested in this year's appropriation process.  We may want to provide our support. 
 
Stockpile Stewardship 
 
The Stockpile Stewardship has the ostensible purpose of assuring the reliability of the nuclear 
arsenal without test explosions.  During Senate ratification debate on the CTBT both Republican 
opponents of the treaty and Democratic proponents spoke of the importance of Stockpile 
Stewardship and the need for adequate funding.  However, our allied civil-sector organizations 
which have studied Stockpile Stewardship have concluded that only about half of the funds are 
being spent on stockpile reliability and safety and that the rest is going toward new weapon 
development and scientific experiments.  Two issues likely to arise in 2001 are (a) plans to 
develop mini-nukes capable of penetrating bunkers and (b) the National Ignition Facility (NIF) at 
the Livermore Laboratory in California, a vastly expensive project that is behind schedule and 
over budget and that has more to do with weapon design than reliability.  In the faith community 
Pax Christi USA representatives have visited Livermore and have criticized NIF and other 
phases of Stockpile Stewardship.   FCNL is opposing mini-nukes.  We can decide whether others 
want to get involved on these issues. 
 
February 12, 2001 
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Draft letter from religious community on national missile defense 
 
Dear Senator/Representative: 
 
Like most Americans we want to assure that the U.S. homeland is free from nuclear attack.  We 
want our government to deal with both the present dangers and longer-range, potential threats. 
 
The real and present danger is that nuclear weapons now in the global arsenal will be will used 
against the United States.  Of possible adversaries Russia is said to have ______ actively 
deployed nuclear warheads, many on hair-trigger alert, and _____ in reserve.  China has ______. 
 
There are three ways to reduce and eventually eliminate the danger of Russian and Chinese 
missile attack on the United States: (1) de-alerting the nuclear arsenal by removing missiles from 
hair-trigger alert; (2) arms reduction treaties and reciprocal executive initiatives to lower the 
number of deployed and reserve warheads, and eventually to eliminate them; and (3) measures 
such as the Nunn-Lugar program, that facilitate dismantlement of nuclear weapons and the 
safeguarding of fissile material.  There are a variety of methods for dealing with long-range, 
potential threats from small nations: (1) fissile material control, (2) missile technology control, 
(3) diplomacy, (4) selective financial assistance, (5) sanctions, and (6) missile defense. 
 
We are greatly disturbed that the Bush Administration is concentrating mainly on the latter and is 
rushing a decision to deploy an unproven technology they run the grave risk of undermining the 
arms reduction structure that is our best hope for dealing with real and present dangers from 
Russian and Chinese nuclear weapons.of missile defense against potential threats that may or 
may not become real.  In doing so They are also embarking on a course of enormous 
expenditures that would rob the federal budget of money required to meet the educational, social, 
and community needs of the American people, programs that form the foundation of true 
national security. 
 
There are indications that the Bush Administration is ready to abrogate the Anti-Ballistic Missile 
(ABM) Treaty, an agreement that is an essential part of the U.S.-Russian arms control structure.  
If the United States withdraws from the ABM Treaty, Russia might possibly withdraw from the 
START I and START II agreements and then modernize and augment its present nuclear missile 
force.  China, too, is likely to increase its missile force.  This renewed nuclear arms race would 
present far greater danger to U.S. homeland security than the remote threat of a small number of 
missiles that a small nation might produce in the distant future.  Therefore, it makes no sense to 
increase the real threat in the immediate future to deal with the speculative danger that is years 
away. 
 
We are seriously concerned with the budgetary implications of national missile defense.  The 
relative modest system that the Clinton Administration proposed would cost $60 billion over a 
ten year period.  Officials of the Bush Administration have said that this system is inadequate.  
Although they haven't yet made their choice, the cost could easily exceed $100 billion.  It would 
be a most egregious example of the Pentagon's "buy before it flies" procurement policy that has 
repeatedly led to wasted money spent on unworkable weaponry. With a budgetary commitment 
of this magnitude along with the tax cut now making its way through Congress, there is no 
chance of every achieving the goal of "Leave No Child Behind" and other worthy objectives of 
domestic policy. 



 
Therefore, we ask you to raise your voice and to use your influence to halt the dangerous rush to 
judgment on national missile defense by the Bush Administration.  We ask you to strenuously 
object to any and all attempts to withdraw from the ABM treaty. 
 
Although we are skeptical that there is a technological fix to the threat of missile attack (for there 
are other remedies as we have summarized), we believe that if the Bush Administration insists on 
designing and testing components of national missile defense, there should be rigorous, realistic 
tests of effectiveness before a decision is made to deploy and before the arms control treaty 
structure is carelessly discarded. 
 
We would greatly appreciate hearing your views on this issue. 
 
 
 
Draft of February 12, 2001 
By Howard W. Hallman 
 



Draft letter from religious community on national missile defense 
 
Dear Mr. President: 
 
Like most Americans we want to assure that the U.S. homeland is free from nuclear attack.  We 
want our government to deal with both the present dangers and longer-range, potential threats. 
 
The real and present danger is that nuclear weapons now in the global arsenal will be will used 
against the United States.  Of possible adversaries Russia is said to have ______ actively 
deployed nuclear warheads, many on hair-trigger alert, and _____ in reserve.  China has ______.   
Because of this danger we wholeheartedly support the idea you offered last May that the United 
States should offer principled leadership to reduce the number of strategic nuclear weapons and 
to remove as many weapons as possible from high-alert, hair-trigger status.  Leading by 
example, you have an excellent opportunity to bring Russia into a new era of cooperation. These 
initiatives, along with the Nunn-Lugar program that facilitates dismantlement of Russian nuclear 
weapons and the safeguarding of fissile material, will do much to enhance the safety of the U.S. 
homeland. 
 
However, we are deeply concerned about your rush to a quick decision to deploy unproven 
technology for national missile defense against speculative threats of a few small nations 
acquiring long-range nuclear missiles.   This action runs the grave risk of undermining the arms 
reduction structure that is our best hope for dealing with real and present dangers of Russian and 
Chinese nuclear weapons.  Particularly worrisome is the indication that your administration is 
considering withdrawal from the Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty, an agreement that is an 
essential part of the U.S.-Russian arms control structure.   
 
If the United States withdraws from the ABM Treaty, Russia might possibly withdraw from the 
START I and START II agreements and then modernize and augment its present nuclear missile 
force.  China, too, is likely to increase its missile force.  This renewed nuclear arms race would 
present far greater danger to U.S. homeland security than the remote threat of a small number of 
missiles that a small nation might produce in the distant future.   Also, there are other ways to 
deal with this longer-range danger, including international fissile material control, missile 
technology control, diplomacy, selective financial assistance, and sanctions.  Moreover, national 
missile defense offers no protection against nuclear weapons smuggled in or delivered by cruise 
missiles launched by aircraft or off-shore ships. 
 
We are also seriously concerned with the budgetary implications of national missile defense.  
The system that the Clinton Administration proposed would cost $60 billion over a ten year 
period.  During the presidential campaign you said that this system is inadequate.  Instead you 
advocated a layered system that would reach far beyond the United States.  You have yet to 
provide cost figures but experts estimate that the cost could easily exceed $100 billion.  It would 
be a most egregious example of the Pentagon's "buy before it flies" procurement policy that has 
repeatedly led to wasted money spent on unworkable weaponry.  With a budgetary commitment 
of this magnitude along with the tax cut you have proposed, there is no chance of every 
achieving the goal of "Leave No Child Behind" that you favor and of dealing with other 
important domestic needs. 
 



We ask you to pull back from the dangerous rush to a premature decison on national missile 
defense.  We ask you to refrain from withdrawing from the ABM treaty.  Although we are 
skeptical that there is a technological fix to the threat of missile attack (for there are other 
remedies as we have summarized), we believe that if you go ahead with designing and testing 
components of national missile defense, there should be rigorous, realistic tests of effectiveness 
before a decision is made to deploy and before the arms control treaty structure is carelessly 
discarded. 
 
 
 
 
 



Draft letter from faith-based organizations on national missile defense. 
 
Dear Mr. President: 
 
We the undersigned representatives of faith-based organizations share with you the desire to 
preserve the U.S. homeland from nuclear attack.  However, we are deeply concerned about your 
rush to a commitment to deploy unproven technology for national missile defense.  This bothers 
us for four reasons that we want to share with you.  
 
First, the real and present danger for nuclear attack on the United States comes from the several 
thousand Russian missiles now on hair trigger alert that might be launched by accident, computer 
error, or misinterpretation of radar signals.  During the presidential campaign you stated the 
correct remedy: de-alerting and strategic arms reduction, achieved by the President of the United 
States offering principled leadership.   However, the indication that your administration is 
prepared to withdraw from the Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty runs counter to this 
approach.   The ABM Treaty is an essential part of the U.S.-Russian arms control structure.   If 
the United States withdraws from the treaty, Russia might possibly withdraw from the START I 
and START II agreements and then modernize and augment its present nuclear missile force.  
China, too, is likely to increase its missile force.  This renewed nuclear arms race would present 
far greater danger to U.S. homeland security than the remote threat of a small number of missiles 
that a small nation might produce in the distant future. 
  
Second, reliance upon unproven anti-missile technology to counter a speculative future threat 
from a few small nations neglects other ways to deal with this risk.  They include (1) expansion 
of the Nunn-Lugar program to assure that all Russian fissile material is secure and doesn't get in 
the hands of other nations or terrorists, (2) other means of international fissile material control, 
(3) international missile technology control, (4) diplomacy, (5) financial assistance to nations 
cooperating in nuclear non-proliferation, and (6) selective use of sanctions.  We are convinced 
that these methods can achieve more effective results sooner and at far less expense. 
 
Third, if nonetheless you insist on going ahead to develop a national missile defense, we believe 
it is unwise to use the Pentagon's "buy before it flies" procurement policy.  This has wasted 
billions of dollars for unworkable weaponry.  Before making a decision that would make a 
commitment for huge expenditures of funds and would lead to the collapse of the international 
arms control structure, your administration should subject all proposed components to rigorous, 
realistic, and objective tests of effectiveness.   The results should be known and publicly 
announced before you make a decision for production and deployment. 
 
Fourth, we are seriously concerned about budgetary implications.  During the presidential 
campaign you criticized President Clinton's approach to national missile defense as inadequate.  
The Congressional Budget Office has indicated that it would cost $60 billion over ten years.   
Although you haven't yet offered budgetary details about the layered approach that you favor, the 
cost could easily exceed $100 billion.  With a budgetary commitment of this magnitude along 
with the tax cut you have proposed, there is no chance of every achieving the goal of "Leave No 
Child Behind" and of dealing with other important domestic needs.   Thus, we believe that 
national missile defense is a misplaced priority that would neglect the true foundation of national 
security: a well-educated and healthy people fully qualified to work in a vital economy. 
 
For these reasons we urge you to pull back from the dangerous rush to a premature decision on 
national missile defense and withdrawal from the ABM Treaty. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
 
Representatives of 
faith-based organizations 
 
 
 
February 13, 2001 
Drafted by Howard W. Hallman 



Draft letter from faith-based organizations on national missile defense. 
 
Dear Senator/Representative:  
 
We the undersigned representatives of faith-based organizations share the desire to preserve the 
U.S. homeland from nuclear attack.  However, we are deeply concerned about the rush to a 
commitment to deploy unproven technology for national missile defense.  This bothers us for 
four reasons that we want to share with you.  We ask you to share these concerns with President 
Bush. 
 
First, the real and present danger for nuclear attack on the United States comes from the several 
thousand Russian missiles now on hair trigger alert that might be launched by accident, computer 
error, or misinterpretation of radar signals.  During the presidential campaign President Bush 
stated the correct remedy: de-alerting and strategic arms reduction, achieved by the President of 
the United States offering principled leadership.   However, the indication that the Bush 
administration is prepared to withdraw from the Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty runs 
counter to this approach.   The ABM Treaty is an essential part of the U.S.-Russian arms control 
structure.   If the United States withdraws from the treaty, Russia might possibly withdraw from 
the START I and START II agreements and then modernize and augment its present nuclear 
missile force.  China, too, is likely to increase its missile force.  This renewed nuclear arms race 
would present far greater danger to U.S. homeland security than the remote threat of a small 
number of missiles that a small nation might produce in the distant future. 
  
Second, reliance upon unproven anti-missile technology to counter a speculative future threat 
from a few small nations neglects other ways to deal with this risk.  They include (1) expansion 
of the Nunn-Lugar program to assure that all Russian fissile material is secure and doesn't get in 
the hands of other nations or terrorists, (2) other means of international fissile material control, 
(3) international missile technology control, (4) diplomacy, (5) financial assistance to nations 
cooperating in nuclear non-proliferation, and (6) selective use of sanctions.  We are convinced 
that these methods can achieve more effective results sooner and at far less expense. 
 
Third, if nonetheless the Bush Administration insists on going ahead to develop a national 
missile defense, we believe it is unwise to use the Pentagon's "buy before it flies" procurement 
policy.  This has wasted billions of dollars for unworkable weaponry.  Before making a decision 
that would make a commitment for huge expenditures of funds and would lead to the collapse of 
the international arms control structure, the Administration should be required to subject all 
proposed components to rigorous, realistic, and objective tests of effectiveness.   The results 
should be known and publicly announced before a decision for production and deployment is 
made. 
 
Fourth, we are seriously concerned about budgetary implications.  During the presidential 
campaign then Governor Bush criticized President Clinton's approach to national missile defense 
as inadequate.  The Congressional Budget Office has indicated that it would cost $60 billion over 
ten years.   Although President Bush hasn't yet offered budgetary details about the layered 
approach that he favors, the cost could easily exceed $100 billion.  With a budgetary 
commitment of this magnitude along with the tax cut that is working its way through Congress, 
there is no chance of every achieving the goal of "Leave No Child Behind" and of dealing with 
other important domestic needs.   Thus, we believe that national missile defense is a misplaced 
priority that would neglect the true foundation of national security: a well-educated and healthy 
people fully qualified to work in a vital economy. 
 
For these reasons we ask you to urge President Bush to pull back from the dangerous rush to a 
premature decision on national missile defense and withdrawal from the ABM Treaty. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
 
Representatives of 
faith-based organizations 
 
 
 
February 13, 2001 
Drafted by Howard W. Hallman 



Interfaith Committee for Nuclear Disarmament 
Meeting of February 13, 2001 

1:00 to 2:30 p.m., Methodists Building, Conference Room 4 
Agenda 

 
I. Introductions 
 
II. Issue focus (choices and priorities among the following) 
 A. Executive initiatives 
  1. Nuclear posture review 
  2. De-alerting 
  3. Strategic arms reduction 
  4. National missile defense (NMD) decisions 
  5. CTBT resubmission 
 B. Congressional authorization and appropriations 
  1. Nunn-Lugar program 
  2. Restrictions on de-alerting and strategic arms reduction 
  3. NMD funding 
  4. Stockpile Stewardship: mini-nukes, National Ignition Facility (NIF) 
  5. CTBT Organization 
 C. Treaty ratification 
  1. START II protocol; START III (?) 
  2. CTBT 
 
III. Advocacy in Washington 
 A. Executive Branch 
  1. Letters, statements 
  2. Meetings 
  3. Through Congress 
 B. Congress 
  1. Letters 
  2. Visits 
  
 IV. Grassroots mobilization 
 A. Alerts: postcards, e-mail 
  1. Nationwide 
  2. Key states 
 B. Home state visits in key states 
 
V. Summary of activity focus 
 January -- de-alerting 
 February -- de-alerting + 
 March -- 
 April -- 
 May -- 
 
 
Next meeting: Tuesday, March 13, 1:00 to 2:30 p.m., Methodist Building, Conference Room 4 



Home State Visits with Senators  
 *  office visits carried out with Washington staff 
 
Being organized 
 Indiana -- Lugar * 
 Nebraska -- Hagel * 
 Oregon -- Smith * 
 
Soundings 
 Pennsylvania -- Specter *, Santorum 
 
Others on initial list 
 Maine -- Collins *, Snowe * 
 Vermont -- Jeffords * 
 Rhode Island -- Chafee * 
 New Mexico -- Domenici * 
 Alaska -- Stevens 
 
Other possibilities 
 Virginia -- Warner, Allen 
 Alabama -- Sessions 
 Tennessee -- Frist 
 Kansas -- Roberts, Brownback 
 Wyoming -- Thomas 
 Colorado -- Allard  
 Arizona -- McCain 
 Kentucky -- McConnell, Bunning  
 Ohio -- DeWine 
 Iowa -- Grassley 
 
Democrats 
 Connecticut -- Lieberman 
 New Mexico -- Bingaman 
 
House of Representatives 
 Texas -- Thornberry 
 Pennsylvania -- Weldon 



Draft letter from faith-based organizations on national missile defense. 
 
Dear Mr. President: 
 
We the undersigned representatives of faith-based organizations share with you the desire to 
preserve the U.S. homeland from nuclear attack.  However, we are deeply concerned about your 
rush to a commitment to deploy unproven technology for national missile defense.  
 
First, the real and present danger for nuclear attack on the United States comes from the several 
thousand Russian missiles now on hair trigger alert.  The best remedies are mutual de-alerting, 
strategic arms reduction, and stable control of fissile material.  These opportunities could be 
jeopardized if the United States withdraws from the Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty to erect 
a national missile defense.  Instead Russia might withdraw from other arms control treaties and 
renew the nuclear arms race.  China, too, might increase its nuclear arsenal.  This would pose far 
greater danger to the U.S. homeland than the remote threat of a few missiles a small nation might 
develop years from now. 
 
Second, heavy emphasis on unproven anti-missile technology to counter a speculative future 
threat from a few small nations neglects other elements of a comprehensive non-proliferation 
strategy.   More promising methods include rigorous international fissile material control, missile 
technology control, diplomacy, financial assistance to nations cooperating in nuclear non-
proliferation, and countering social, economic, and political instability that provides the breeding 
ground for terrorist groups 
 
Third, if nonetheless you insist on going ahead to develop a national missile defense, we believe 
it is unwise to use the Pentagon's "buy before it flies" procurement policy.  Instead your 
administration should subject all proposed missile defense components to rigorous, realistic, and 
objective tests of effectiveness before making a decision for production and deployment. 
 
Fourth, we are seriously concerned about budgetary implications.  President Clinton's plan for 
national missile defense, which you have rejected as inadequate, would cost $60 billion over ten 
years.   Indications are that the layered approach you favor could cost more than $100 billion.  A 
budgetary commitment of this magnitude along with the tax cut you advocate would preclude 
achieving the goal of "Leave No Child Behind" and dealing with other urgent domestic needs.  
 
For these reasons we urge you to pull back from the reckless rush to a premature decision on 
national missile defense and withdrawal from the ABM Treaty. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
 
Representatives of 
faith-based organizations 
 
 
 
February 14, 2001 
Drafted by Howard W. Hallman 



Draft letter from faith-based organizations on national missile defense. 
 
Dear Senator/Representative:  
 
We the undersigned representatives of faith-based organizations share the desire to preserve the 
U.S. homeland from nuclear attack.  However, we are deeply concerned about the rush to a 
commitment to deploy unproven technology for national missile defense.  We ask you to share 
our concerns with President Bush. 
 
First, the real and present danger for nuclear attack on the United States comes from the several 
thousand Russian missiles now on hair trigger alert.  The best remedies are mutual de-alerting, 
strategic arms reduction, and stable control of fissile material.  These opportunities could be 
jeopardized if the United States withdraws from the Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty to erect 
a national missile defense.  Instead Russia might withdraw from other arms control treaties and 
renew the nuclear arms race.  China, too, might increase its nuclear arsenal.  This would pose far 
greater danger to U.S. homeland security than the remote threat of a few missiles a small nation 
might develop years from now. 
 
Second, heavy emphasis on unproven anti-missile technology to counter a speculative future 
threat from a few small nations neglects other elements of a comprehensive non-proliferation 
strategy.   More promising methods include rigorous international fissile material control, missile 
technology control, diplomacy, financial assistance to nations cooperating in nuclear non-
proliferation, and countering social, economic, and political instability that provides the breeding 
ground for terrorist groups 
 
Third, if nonetheless President Bush insists on going ahead to develop a national missile defense, 
we believe it is unwise to use the Pentagon's "buy before it flies" procurement policy.  Instead 
you should insist that the Bush administration  subject all proposed missile defense components 
to rigorous, realistic, and objective tests of effectiveness before making a decision for production 
and deployment. 
 
Fourth, we are seriously concerned about budgetary implications.  President Clinton's plan for 
national missile defense, which President Bush has rejected as inadequate, would cost $60 billion 
over ten years.   Indications are that the layered approach the President favors could cost more 
than $100 billion.  A budgetary commitment of this magnitude along with the tax cut now 
working its way through Congress would preclude achieving the goal of "Leave No Child 
Behind" and dealing with other urgent domestic needs.  
 
For these reasons we ask you to urge President Bush to pull back from the dangerous rush to a 
premature decision on national missile defense and withdrawal from the ABM Treaty. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
 
Representatives of 
faith-based organizations 
 
February 16, 2001 
Drafted by Howard W. Hallman 



Draft letter from faith-based organizations on national missile defense. 
 
Dear Senator/Representative:  
 
We the undersigned representatives of faith-based organizations share the desire to preserve the 
U.S. homeland from nuclear attack.  However, we are deeply concerned about the rush to a 
commitment to deploy unproven technology for national missile defense.  We ask you to share 
our concerns with President Bush. 
 
First, the real and present danger for nuclear attack on the United States comes from the several 
thousand Russian missiles now on hair trigger alert and thousands of Russian nuclear weapons in 
reserve with inadequate security.  The best remedies are mutual de-alerting, strategic arms 
reduction, and stable control of fissile material.  These opportunities could be jeopardized if the 
United States withdraws from the Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty to erect a national missile 
defense.  Russia might then withdraw from other arms control treaties and retain multi-warhead 
missiles now scheduled for elimination under START II.  Also, China might increase its nuclear 
arsenal.  This would pose far greater danger to U.S. homeland security than the remote threat of a 
few missiles a small nation might develop years from now. 
 
Second, heavy emphasis on unproven anti-missile technology to counter a speculative future 
threat from a few small nations neglects other elements of a comprehensive non-proliferation 
strategy.   More promising methods include international monitoring of nuclear test explosions, 
rigorous fissile material control, stringent missile technology control, diplomacy, financial 
assistance to nations cooperating in nuclear non-proliferation, and countering social, economic, 
and political instability that provides the breeding ground for terrorist groups 
 
Third, we are seriously concerned about budgetary implications.  Since 1983 the United States 
has spent $69 billion on national missile defense, enriching major defense contractors but 
producing no effective system.   President Clinton's plan, which President Bush has criticized as 
inadequate, would cost $60 billion.  Indications are that the layered approach President Bush 
favors could cost more than $100 billion.  A budgetary commitment of this magnitude along with 
the tax cut now working its way through Congress would preclude achieving the goal of "Leave 
No Child Behind" and dealing with other urgent domestic needs.  
 
For these reasons we ask you to urge President Bush to pull back from the dangerous rush to a 
premature decision on national missile defense and withdrawal from the ABM Treaty. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
 
Representatives of 
faith-based organizations 
 
February 17, 2001 
Drafted by Howard W. Hallman 
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