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B-52s over Europe
“B-52s are back at RAF Fairford, and
will be operating across the theater
in what will be a very active
deployment. Our ability to quickly
respond and assure allies and
partners rests upon the fact that we
are able to deploy our B-52s at a
moment’s notice,” announced Gen.
Jeff Harrigian, U.S. Air Forces in
Europe and Air Forces Africa
commander. He continued: “Their
presence here helps build trust with

our NATO allies and partner nations
and affords us new opportunities to
train together through a variety of
scenarios.”
Six B-52s landed at Fairford
airbase in the UK at the end of
August for what has been described
as a ‘routine training mission’.
General Harrigian and NATO allies
might want to paint this mission as
merely ‘routine’, reality tells us a
different story. Continued on page 3...

Sign the Appeal
For a Nuclear Weapons
Free Europe
On the occasion of the 75th
commemoration of Hiroshima
and Nagasaki nuclear bombing,
we, the signatories join our
voices to those of the survivors
and call upon our fellow citizens,
politicians and governments to
support a European nuclearweapon-free zone as a matter of
urgency. We call on European
governments to:
* end the modernization of all
nuclear weapons.
* end nuclear sharing.
* sign and ratify the Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons
(TPNW).

nukefreeeurope.eu

Nuclear disarmament on the agenda!
As the number of states ratifying the
Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons (TPNW) edges ever closer
to the ‘magic number’ of 50, it looks
certain that a ‘global ban’ of nuclear
weapons will come ‘into force’ early
in 2021. Once the Treaty passes this
threshold, the nuclear-armed states
and other states, ‘non-nuclear’
NATO members for instance, will
have to decide whether or not to
continue ignoring the TPNW or if
they’ll take their obligations as ‘lawabiding’ states seriously.

If, as looks likely, the nucleararmed states and allies continue on
their destructive path then the
international peace movement must
vigorously respond, as they
undoubtedly will.
To their credit, the International
Campaign to Abolish Nuclear
Weapons (ICAN) has worked
tirelessly to achieve a situation
where we not only have an
international treaty with growing
support but an international shift in
perception
where
whatever

‘legitimacy’ nuclear weapons still
enjoy has received a massive dent.
ICAN has coordinated the
following ‘open letter’ addressing
the current situation and what must
now be done.
***
Fifty-six former presidents, prime
ministers, foreign ministers and defence
ministers from 20 NATO member states,
as well as Japan and South Korea, have
just issued an open letter calling on
Continued on page 2 ...
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current leaders to join the Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons:
The coronavirus pandemic has
starkly demonstrated the urgent
need for greater international
cooperation to address all major
threats to the health and welfare of
humankind. Paramount among them
is the threat of nuclear war. The risk
of a nuclear weapon detonation
today — whether by accident,
miscalculation or design — appears to
be increasing, with the recent
deployment of new types of nuclear
weapons, the abandonment of
longstanding
arms
control
agreements, and the very real danger
of
cyber-attacks
on
nuclear
infrastructure. Let us heed the
warnings of scientists, doctors and
other experts. We must not sleepwalk
into a crisis of even greater
proportions than the one we have
experienced this year.
It is not difficult to foresee how the
bellicose rhetoric and poor judgment
of leaders in nuclear-armed nations
might result in a calamity affecting all
nations and peoples. As past leaders,
foreign ministers and defence
ministers of Albania, Belgium,
Canada, Croatia, the Czech
Republic, Denmark, Germany,
Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Italy,
Japan, Latvia, the Netherlands,
Norway, Poland, Portugal, Slovakia,
Slovenia, South Korea, Spain and
Turkey — all countries that claim
protection from an ally’s nuclear
weapons — we appeal to current
leaders to advance disarmament
before it is too late. An obvious
starting point for the leaders of our
own countries would be to declare
without qualification that nuclear
weapons serve no legitimate military
or strategic purpose in light of the
catastrophic
human
and
environmental consequences of their
use. In other words, our countries
should reject any role for nuclear
weapons in our defence.
By claiming protection from
nuclear weapons, we are promoting
the dangerous and misguided belief
that nuclear weapons enhance
security. Rather than enabling
progress towards a world free of

nuclear weapons, we are impeding it
and perpetuating nuclear dangers —
all for fear of upsetting our allies who
cling to these weapons of mass
destruction. But friends can and must
speak up when friends engage in
reckless behaviour that puts their
lives and ours in peril.
Without doubt, a new nuclear
arms race is under way, and a race
for disarmament is urgently needed.
It is time to bring the era of reliance
on nuclear weapons to a permanent
end. In 2017, 122 countries took a
courageous but long-overdue step in
that direction by adopting the Treaty
on the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons — a landmark global accord
that places nuclear weapons on the
same legal footing as chemical and
biological weapons and establishes a
framework to eliminate them
verifiably and irreversibly. Soon it
will become binding international
law.
To date, our countries have opted
not to join the global majority in
supporting this treaty. But our
leaders should reconsider their
positions. We cannot afford to dither
in the face of this existential threat to
humanity. We must show courage
and boldness — and join the treaty.
As states parties, we could remain in
alliances with nuclear-armed states,
as nothing in the treaty itself nor in
our respective defence pacts
precludes that. But we would be
legally bound never under any
circumstances to assist or encourage
our allies to use, threaten to use or
possess nuclear weapons. Given the
very broad popular support in our
countries for disarmament, this
would be an uncontroversial and
much-lauded move.
The prohibition treaty is an
important reinforcement to the halfcentury-old Non-Proliferation Treaty,
which, though remarkably successful
in curbing the spread of nuclear
weapons to more countries, has
failed to establish a universal taboo
against the possession of nuclear
weapons. The five nuclear-armed
nations that had nuclear weapons at
the time of the NPT’s negotiation —
the United States, Russia, Britain,
France and China — apparently view

it as a licence to retain their nuclear
forces in perpetuity. Instead of
disarming, they are investing heavily
in upgrades to their arsenals, with
plans to retain them for many
decades to come. This is patently
unacceptable.
The prohibition treaty adopted in
2017 can help end decades of
paralysis in disarmament. It is a
beacon of hope in a time of darkness.
It enables countries to subscribe to
the highest available multilateral
norm against nuclear weapons and
build international pressure for
action. As its preamble recognizes,
the effects of nuclear weapons
“transcend national borders, pose
grave implications for human
survival,
the
environment,
socioeconomic development, the
global economy, food security and
the health of current and future
generations,
and
have
a
disproportionate impact on women
and girls, including as a result of
ionizing radiation”.
With close to 14,000 nuclear
weapons located at dozens of sites
across the globe and on submarines
patrolling the oceans at all times, the
capacity for destruction is beyond
our imagination. All responsible
leaders must act now to ensure that
the horrors of 1945 are never
repeated. Sooner or later, our luck
will run out — unless we act. The
nuclear weapon ban treaty provides
the foundation for a more secure
world, free from this ultimate
menace. We must embrace it now
and work to bring others on board.
There is no cure for a nuclear war.
Prevention is our only option.
Signed by:
Lloyd Axworthy, Former Minister of
Foreign Affairs of Canada
Ban Ki-moon, Former SecretaryGeneral of the United Nations and
Minister of Foreign Affairs of South
Korea
Jean-Jacques Blais, Former Minister of
National Defence of Canada
Kjell Magne Bondevik, Former Prime
Minister and Minister of Foreign Affairs
of Norway and 53 others.
See www.icanw.org for more
information.

B-52s over Europe
Continued from page 1...
For a start, the announcement that B52s were “back at Fairford” tells you
that they haven’t been there for some
time. We know that the B-52s flew
missions from this air-base during
the invasion of Iraq and in earlier
confrontations. After more than
fifteen years, why return now?
Second, B-52s are not simple and
straightforward
aircraft.
Hans
Kristensen from the Federation of
American Scientists identified two of
the bombers deployed to Fairford as
being nuclear capable. Were these
aircraft carrying nuclear weapons
when they landed? Were they
carrying them when they took off
again? What, exactly, was the
intention of the US and NATO in
deploying such aircraft with such a
capability to Europe at the present
moment?
Thirdly, the ‘training mission’ in
which the B-52s were apparently
engaged included flying over each
and every NATO member state in
Europe. This was not ‘training’, this
was a show of force. Worse, the
aircraft then went on to fly over
Ukraine - not a NATO member-state
- and made close approaches to the
Russian border (20km away,
according to some reports).
Rather than a ‘training mission’,
we have seen an effort from the US
and NATO to further increase
nuclear tensions in Europe. Great
Britain was used as a staging-post for
this aggressive and ultimately
dangerous show of nuclear force.
Are we returning to the days when
the UK was little more than a United
States Ship off the coast of Europe?
Operation “Allied Sky”, as NATO
named the stunt, was designed to
show ‘adversaries’ - real and
imagined - that should it choose to
do so, the ‘Alliance’ is more than
capable to delivering genocidal
death from the skies.
To take such a course of action
during ongoing developments in
Belaruss and ongoing tensions in
Ukraine is completely unacceptable.
We already know that the US
views the whole of Europe as a
‘nuclear battleground’. In return, we
say: make Europe a nuclearweapons-free zone.

Cold War ‘thinking’ from NATO

“We don’t want a new Cold War, a
new arms race. But we have to make
sure we are adapting as the world is
changing. So we are responding to
what Russia is doing” claimed
NATO Secretary General Jens
Stoltenberg at the start of September.
Stoltenberg seems to expect his
audience to readily accept his poor,
“they hit me first”, reasoning. The
facts of the matter, as always, tell a
very different story.
None of us wants a ‘new Cold
War’ but, as we’ve argued

previously, the situation is already
more dangerous than it was in the
decades leading up to the collapse of
the Soviet Union. NATO has now
expanded to Russia’s borders, the
American President is a reckless and
dangerous individual, technology
has moved on exponentially.
Who sabotaged the INF Treaty?
Who sends nuclear-capable bombers
to Russia’s border? Which President
boasts of new nuclear superweapons? The situation is far too
dangerous for this blame game.

Trump’s ‘secret nukes’ threat
“I have built a nuclear — a weapons
system that nobody’s ever had in this
country before ... We have stuff that
you haven’t even seen or heard
about. We have stuff that Putin and
Xi have never heard about before.
There’s nobody — what we have is
incredible.” This is how the President
of the United States, the person with
his ‘finger on the button’ of the
world’s largest nuclear arsenal, chose
to announce the existence of a new
nuclear weapons to the world: by
rambling about it over the phone to
legendary journalist Bob Woodward.
Several sources have confirmed
that the new weapon system does
exist, but no further details are
available.
Is the new system Trump refers to
the already-announced ‘low-yield’ or
‘usable’ nuclear warheads he’s been
threatening the world with? Is the
system something new? We do not
know, and neither does the
international community, including
the other state-signatories to the Non-

Proliferation Treaty.
Whatever the realities of Trump’s
new weapon, let us be clear: such an
announcement made in the way it
was is nothing more than another
threat to peace. In a world already
wracked with nuclear tensions,
Trump has managed to increase
tensions further. Trump’s nuclear
threats should not pass without a
resounding ‘not in our name’.

END
INFO

The NATO Dimension

Nuclear
Europe

UK Nuclear Weapons
Faslane, Scotland
The UK housed US
nuclear bombs until
2008. There remains
the UK’s so-called
‘independent’ nuclear
Trident,
capability,
leased from the US.
Four
submarines
rotate at sea.

US Nuclear Weapons
Volkel, Netherlands
Up to 20 nuclear bombs
are stored in The
Netherlands and will be
‘delivered’ by Dutch air
forces when required.
No
other
nuclear
capabilities.

US Nuclear Weapons
Büchel, Germany
Up to 20 nuclear bombs
are stored in Germany.
As with other NATO
member states, German
aircraft will ‘deliver’ the
bombs. Germany is also
home to a large number
of US armed forces.

‘Nuclear Weapon-FreeZone’ Germany
Article 5, subsection 3,
of the Treaty on the
Final Settlement with
respect to Germany,
signed in 1990, prohibits
the
deployment
of
nuclear weapons in the
former GDR. See END
Info 7.

US Nuclear Weapons
Kleine Brogel, Belgium
Up to 20 nuclear bombs
are in Belgium, which is
also home to NATO HQ.
Bombs will be ‘delivered’
by Belgian air forces
when required. No other
nuclear capabilities.

Key

US Nuclear Weapons
Incirlik, Turkey
It is estimated that 50
US nuclear bombs are
stores at the Incirlik air
base
in
Turkey.
Strategically important
and
increasingly
dangerous location.

Austria, Ireland and
Malta have ratified the
Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons
UK and French
submarine-based
nuclear weapons
US Nuclear Bombs

Aegis Ashore ballistic
missile system

French ‘Strategic Air
Forces Command’

US Missile ‘Defence’
Poland and Romania
There are claims that
the missiles used on
this defence system
breached the INF Treaty
due to adaptability. See
The Spokesman 142 for
more information.

Approximately 150 US ‘B-61’ nuclear
gravity bombs are stationed at six
locations in five European states. These
weapons are in addition to the
‘independent’ nuclear capabilities of the
UK and France. They are stationed
under a nuclear ‘sharing agreement’ as
part of membership of NATO. The
weapons are stored and guarded under
US command, ready to be deployed on
host nation aircraft at US/NATO
command. Why is this ‘Cold War’
arrangement still in place? Following the
collapse of the Soviet Union, rather than
disband NATO expanded to Russia’s
borders. It has maintained an aggressive
posture, which has recently been made
all the more dangerous following
Trump’s provocative moves and sabrerattling from NATO’s Secretary General
(see elsewhere in END Info 19).

French Nuclear
Weapons: Submarine
No US nuclear bombs
stored.
France
maintains a submarinebased
nuclear
capability, the ‘Strategic
Ocean Force’, consisting
of four Triomphant
class SSBN’s. Also see
Air-based.

The “worst-kept secret”
In July, 2019, a report by the Defense and Security
Committee of the NATO Parliamentary Assembly
‘accidentally’ confirmed the locations of US nuclear
weapons in Europe. A version of the report, titled A New

French Nuclear
Weapons: Air-based
This component of the
French nuclear forces is
comprised on land- and
sea-based Rafale BF3
aircraft each of which is
armed with mediumrange cruise missiles
(ASMP-As).

Era for Nuclear Deterrence? Modernisation, arms control and
allied nuclear forces was uploaded to a NATO website for
all the world to see. The report confirmed what everyone
in the peace movements already knew: that US nuclear
weapons were being stored in Europe. Further, the
report confirmed assumptions about the exact location
of the weapons and the numbers involved. As a rule,

US Nuclear Weapons
Aviano & Ghedi-Torre,
Italy
Around 70 bombs are
stored in Italy. Some of
these had previously
been stored at RAF
Lakenheath, UK, before
removal in 2008.

neither the US nor European partners discuss the
location of Washington’s nuclear weapons on the
continent, but the report confirmed the presence of 150
US nuclear weapons and exactly where they were
stored. When the final version of the report was officially
released, all reference to the location and numbers of
such weapons was removed. The presence of these

weapons derived from an agreement reached in the
1960s and is a relic of the ‘Cold War’ era. However,
when the ‘Cold War’ ended, the nuclear weapons
remained [see ‘The NATO Dimension’ above]. Now is
the time to demand that all US nuclear bombs be
removed from Europe, for an end to ‘nuclear sharing’
and the scrapping of UK and French nuclear weapons.

Build Back Better for Peace
“Peace is not everything, but
everything is nothing without
peace.”
This sentence from the Nobel Peace
Laureate Willy Brandt remains
extremely relevant, above all in the
midst of the Coronavirus crisis.
Even in this historical moment, the
world did not come together in
support of the UN General
Secretary’s monumental appeal for
a ceasefire to stop wars and armed
conflicts. But the truth remains that
we need peace and disarmament to
overcome the consequences of
Covid-19.
The Coronavirus Pandemic has
plunged countries around the world
into a deep economic, political,
social, and societal crisis. Millions of
people are already unemployed,
with the ILO warning that up to 100
million more could lose their jobs,
leading to an extremely alarming
growth in hunger and poverty rates.
Only wars and armed conflicts, as
well as the international arms
exports that make them possible,
are continuing as if nothing
dramatic had happened, despite the
urgent call by Secretary-General
Guterres and the UN Security
Council. Nearly no armaments
budgets have been cut, with the
exception of Italy and South Korea.;
the United States and NATO’s
confrontations with Russia and

China remain politically dominant.
The worldwide systemic crises
have worsened dramatically. The
question of how to overcome these
crises has become a question of
survival for billions of people, and a
central challenge for social
development, the coexistence of
people, and democracy.
“Build back better” (alternatively
known as creating a “new normal”
or a “new dial”) is the attempt of
progressive forces worldwide to
develop answers to the necessary
social, economic, ecological, and
societal transformations.
What does build back better
mean for the peace movement in
the worldwide struggle for peace
and disarmament?
Transformation is not possible
without peace, and peace is not
possible without transformation
towards global and ecological
justice.
Importantly, in this new normal,
we need a new spirit of solidarity
and community in society. This
includes new forms of participation
and democratisation, especially of
the most important international
organisation, the United Nations.
Reiner
Braun,
Executive
Director of the International
Peace Bureau
Visit www.ipb.org for the full version of
this article.

Free Online Event:

The Russell–Teller
Debate
Topic: Nuclear Weapons and War
Time: Sep 26, 2020 04:00 PM
Eastern Time (US and Canada)
Location: Online, by Zoo

This debate occurred on CBS
television in the US on Feb. 23,
1960 and on March 6. The
moderator was Edward R.
Murrow, a leading broadcast
journalist of his time, host of the
news feature show “Small World”.
Suffice it to say that this debate,
occurring before the Nuclear Test
Ban Treaty of 1963, was one of the
major presentations of opposing
sides on this and related nuclear
issues. As we know, nuclear
weapons remain with us today, so
this debate contains many
elements
of
contemporary
relevance.
Register:
bertrandrussellsociety.org/
registration/
Organised by the Bertrand Russell Society

Security without Nuclear Deterrence
by Commander Robert Green RN (Ret’d)
Foreword by Vice Admiral Jeremy Blackham
German translation by Joachim Wernicke
‘It is hard-won wisdom that today’s nuclear-armed states and those who would follow in
their footsteps would do well to heed.’ Dr Zia Mian, Princeton University
‘I commend this book to all who wish to gain a deeper understanding of nuclear deterrence,
surely one of the most controversial ideas of our time.’ H.E. Sergio Duarte, former UN
High Representative for Disarmament Affairs
‘One of the best informed and most searching critiques of the central strategic doctrine of
the nuclear age – nuclear deterrence – that I know of.’ Jonathan Schell, author of The Fate
of the Earth, Yale University
Price: £17.99 | 266 Pages | Paperback | Fully indexed | ISBN: 9780 85124 8721
Contact Spokesman Books to obtain a copy of the German translation.

www.spokesmanbooks.com

Iran and the nuclear deal
As tensions continue around the
Iran nuclear deal, two recent
decisions return the spotlight to Iran
and the nuclear weapon question in
the Middle East.
First, the United Nations Security
Council (UNSC) blocked attempts
by the US to ‘snapback’ all sanctions
against Iran that were lifted
following agreement of the Joint
Comprehensive Plan of Action
( JCPoA) – or, Iran Deal – in 2015.
The ‘E3 members of the JCPoA –
France, Germany and the United
Kingdom – were amongst those
who opposed the attempt. They
noted in a public statement “that the
US ceased to be a participant to the
JCPoA following their withdrawal
from the deal on 8 May, 2018 … We
cannot therefore support this action
which is incompatible with our
current efforts to support the
JCPoA.”
In response, a US envoy accused
the UNSC of “standing in the
company of terrorists”.
Second, Iran has granted the
International
Atomic
Energy
Agency access to two sites which the
US and Israeli governments claim
are connected to secret nuclear
material and activity. Permission to
access these sites is a major step
forward following events at the start
of 2020 and more recent incidents.
The assassination of Major
General Qasem Soleimani in
Baghdad, January 2020, emphasised
that the Trump administration
regards Iran as a target and that it is
prepared to take reckless actions.
The situation could easily have
spiralled out of control if not for a
degree of political and military
restraint on the part of the Iranian
government.
Some commentators warned that
this event might trigger the start of a
‘nuclear arms race’ in the Middle
East. The Iranian government are
fully aware that both Iraq and Libya
renounced their nuclear weapons
programmes and that following this,
both countries faced onslaught from
the US military. The twisted ‘logic’
of nuclear deterrence suggests that

possession of a nuclear weapons
capability ensures against such a
prospect.
Substantiation for such a risk was
provided
by
the
Iranian
government itself, when two days
after the killing it announced that it
would no longer abide by any of the
constraints or limitations on nuclear
enrichment contained in the JCPoA.
The US, which had withdrawn from
the JCPoA alleging Iranian breaches
despite confirmation from IAEA
inspectors that Iran was abiding by
the rules, intensified lobbying for a
sanctions ‘snapback’ from this point.
Despite US pressure, other parties
to the JCPoA continued to work
within the framework of the
agreement.
Following
Iran’s
statement of intent, the E3 triggered
a ‘dispute resolution mechanism’
which, if not for ongoing diplomatic
flexibility on the part of the
Iranians, could have forced the
complete collapse of the JCPoA.
Some analysts have suggested that
this was the intent of at least one E3
leader, UK Prime Minister Boris
Johnson. However, the JCPoA
framework has not collapsed and
Iran continues to engage. For
serious progress to be made and for
the JCPoA to endure, other parties
will have to offer Iran serious
incentives rather than threats of
tightening sanctions or further
aggression.
Events such as those at the Natanz
nuclear facility in July this year will
not have bolstered confidence in a
diplomatic solution. It was initially
feared that the explosion at the
facility resulted from a missile strike,
but more recently Iranian officials
pinpointed the cause as an act of

Tom Unterrainer

sabotage.
The
source
and
inspiration of the sabotage has not
yet been revealed.
Whilst we should hope that
progress is maintained and support
all diplomatic efforts to avert the
breakdown of the JCPoA, we should
remain alert to the risks of further
unilateral action by the United
States. The US ‘envoy’ who
‘undiplomatically’ characterised the
United Nations Security Council of
standing with terrorists is none other
than Elliott Abrams, ‘U.S. special
envoy to Iran’.
Abrams was characterised in The
Nation magazine as having a career
“literally built on the defense of
mass murder and genocide and his
willingness to lie on behalf of those
who carried it out and smear the
reputations of anyone who sought to
try and stop or expose it.” This
quote refers directly to Abrams’
dealings in Central America in the
1980s. That’s a deeply concerning
résumé for someone tasked with
representing US interests anywhere,
let alone in Iran, and points to the
aggressive posture adopted by the
US.
The weeks running up to the US
Presidential election will likely see
Trump making unpredictable and
potentially disastrous decisions in an
attempt to distract from the multiple
failures of his government and to
mobilise opinion behind him. We
should not discount the possibility
that one such decision could include
military action. If it does, then the
fact that Iran is already in the crosshairs should put the peace and antiwar movements on the alert.
First published on the CND website
www.cnduk.org

Climate Justice Now – End Militarism!

In Memoriam
2020 has been a terrible year for so many
reasons. The global coronavirus pandemic has
taken the lives of hundreds of thousands.
Earlier in 2020, the movements for peace and
social justice lost Ken Fleet who worked at
the Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation for
many decades [see END Info 15 and The
Spokesman 145). This September, the Russell
Foundation has lost two enduring friends: the
pioneer of arms conversion and socially useful
production, Mike Cooley, and the historian
Stephen F. Cohen. Both Mike and Stephen
laboured to understand and change the world.
Mike combined his technological and
scientific expertise with an unwavering
commitment to peace and justice to show how
what we produce and how we produce it can
be organised for human, not destructive, ends.
Stephen applied his brilliance towards
achieving a better and more accurate
understanding of first Soviet and later Russian
history as a corrective to ‘Cold War’ narratives
old and new. We will miss them both. Each of
them is irreplaceable. Without their efforts, we
will have to work all the harder for a better,
more peaceful and more rational world.

Mike Cooley

Stephen F. Cohen

The Spokesman 147 will carry fuller and more detailed
material on Mike and Stephen.

Militarism and War Cause Climate Destruction
XR Peace is a movement within Extinction Rebellion that
especially highlights the military causes and impacts of climate
chaos. We take action for Peace, Disarmament, Human Rights,
Real Security and Climate Justice.
Climate Justice and war have the same root causes as
structural inequality, racism and violence against women. They
are the consequences of military-industrial systems of
unsustainable growth, profit, aggression and exploitation.
Armed conflict and weapons contribute to poverty and cause
great misery and death. Refugees flee their homes. Climate
chaos makes everything worse. When things go wrong, the most
vulnerable are at greatest risk. Women and children inevitably
pay the highest price.
In March 2020, as Covid-19 spread around the world, UN
Secretary-General António Guterres called for a global ceasefire
saying: “It is time to put armed conflict on lockdown and focus
together on the true fight of our lives.”
That means working together locally and globally to tackle
the climate emergency and build up everyone’s health, care and
education services. We have to reduce all weapons and military
budgets, and develop effective, nonviolent ways to share
resources and resolve our conflicts together. Care work and
sustainable jobs are Green jobs.
https://xrpeace.org/
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H iroshima , then N a ga sa ki
The Spokesman 146
Edited by Tony Simpson | Nagasaki reminds us Tomishisa Taue | Visit
Hiroshima and act Kazumi Matsui | No right hands for wrong
weapons Simon Coveney | Nuclear-Free Europe Tom Unterrainer | No
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