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"We remuin committed to the
lony-term goul of u world without
nucledr weapons” claims the British
Government in their ‘Inteygrated
Review of Security, Defence,
Development uand Foreign Policy’:
Globdl Britain in a competitive age.
[t is unclear quite how this
senfiment fits with o renewed
commitment to Brituin’s nhucleur
wedpon system und the
unhounhcement that the overadll
ceiling on nuclear warheads is o
be increused: “the UK will move to
an  overdll nhucleur wedpon
stockpile of no more thun 260
waurheuds.”

If the empty pledge on
disurmument und the ulleyed

Published by imperative of Britain retaining u
the Bertrand nucleur cupubility cume Jus no

_ surprise, the unnouncement thaut
Russell Peduce the long-established intent fo
Fouhddtion reduce the overdll humber of

waurheuds ... cohtfihnued oh puye 3
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Warheuad Alert!

The Bertrund Russell Peuce Foundution initiuted the following letter in response to the UK government’s
wdarheud unnouncement. The letter was sent to Josep Borrel, EU High Representdative for Foreign Affairs,
Stefano Sannino, Secretary Generudl of the Europeun Union External Action Service; Marjolijn Van
Deelen, Heud of Disurmament Policy ut EEAS; David Sassoli, President of the Europeun Parliument and
to other politicians enguged in EU foreigh policy. We will publish any responses in future.

Founding President: the Eart Russell, OM, FRS (1872-1970)

The Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation Ltd.

5 Churchill Park, Nottingham N@G4 2HF, England -
Telephone: 0044 (0)115 978318 | tomunterrainer@russfound.org | www. .org

18/03/2021

Dedr .....

If 180 warheuds ure sufficient to cause Y \{vorld-en.dung nun?rtj;; v;/g\:r“e(;
und uchieve the worst nightmare that uny enylronmg e
ever imuygine, why would the UK nTieq ;2?’;\;;; \:VJZ?\::; S iy g)grumme
the US not to delay oOr postpone Ie j NG e B forclly
on which the UK’s ‘independent’ Trldelan’{ m|§sne su‘ o e O ot
o etifieation is o thinly veiled suggestio

giﬁ)neunder\:;‘hg;i u(.rjg;icctj | Jch{)SrJr lf:wcucT:Zur weupons s sighificantly LIjisz
agyressive than UK’s - might pose ¢ nucleur ’rhric;TS. TT:: o
expunding nucleur wurheud progrc.;tmme underrglJ o e on
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treuty ut a time whlgn the th o e
und ofhers ure urging renewed comphunce. 7 ;N e v
Comprehensive Plun of Action with Iran. We repu.dluﬂ? e e
move by the UK and urge proper comphunce with the

Treuty on the Prohibition of Nucleur Weuponhs.

Yours sincerely,

Signatories: Commander Robert Forsyth RN (Ret’d) 2nd in Command Poldris submdrine, commanded two other
submarines und the Communding Officer’s Quulifying Course Commander Rob Green Former huclear-armed
dircraft bombardier-navigator Denis Halliday Former Assistant Secretdry-Generdl of the United Nations, Irelanhd
Julie Ward MEP 2014-2020, UK Marian Pallister Chair, Pax Christi Scotland Jeremy Lester Clerk (Chuir) Quaker
Council for Europedun Affairs & Chdir, Saferworld Europe Ludo De Brabander Vrede vzw, Belgium Reiner Braun
Executive Director, Internationdal Pedce Bureau, Germany Colin Archer Secretdary-Generdl, Infernational Pedce
Bureau (retired) Professor Stuart Holland University of Coimbra, Portugdl Professor Steven Rose Emeritus Professor
of Neuroscience, Open University, UK Professor Andreas Bieler School of Politics and Internationdl Relations,
University of Nottihgham Axel Ruppert Rosu-Luxemburg-Stiftung, Brussels Office Carol Turner Co-Chdir Labour
CND Earl Turcotte Chuir, Canudian Network to Abolish Nucledur Wedpohs, Canada Tony Simpson & Tom
Unterrainer Berfrand Russell Peace Founhddtfion Rae Street & Pat Sanchez Rochddle und Littleborough Pedce

Group, UK TJ Milburn Chudir, Exeter CND, UK Christine Bousfield UK Christopher Butler UK Ulla Grant UK lan Hewitt
UK Till Geiger UK Brian Winters USA



continued from puge 1 ... wus to be dispensed
with sent u shockwuve dcross the planet. A
further shocking element of the report comes in
the followiny pussuyge: “we reserve the right to
review this ussurance (that the UK will not use, or
threuten to use, nucleur weupons uguinst NPT
state puarties) if the future threut of ... emerging
tfechnoloyies ... mukes it hnecessury.”

Immoral
The British public, like the vast mujority of the
world’s populdtion, opposes hucledr weupons.
Repeuted polling has not reyistered mujority
support for UK nucleur weupons, und d recent
survey found thut 77% of the population uyreed
that dll nucleur wedupons should be ubolished.

The British government is maussively out-of-step
with the populution on this question, yet
unknown billions of pounds huve been pledyed
tfo maunufucture instruments of muss-murder just
duys ufter nurses were subjected to what, in
effect, umounts to U pay cut.

The current British government is a seridl rule-
breuker und the scraupping of intent to reduce
the overdll number of warheuds fits into this
puttern of conduct. Far from providing increused
‘security” the British decision to not only retuin
nucledur weupons but to increuse the humber of
wdrheuds cun only increuse fensions und
generute greuter risks.

lllogical
At the fime of the unnouncement, the British
government mude no effort to justify its decision
beyond generdl stutements about “adversaries”,
“threuts to stubility” und the “evolving security
environment”. In subseyuent interviews the
Secretary of Defence, Ben Wulluce, cluimed that
un increused humber of wdarheuds wds d
response to dlleged chunyges to Russiun missile
defence. When yuestioned, Mr Wullace could
not expluin how 260 rather thun o smaller
number of warheuds would muke u difference.

As the Russiun government hus pointed out,
the British decision comes weeks ufter
ugreement wus reauched between the US and
Russia to extend New START for a further five
yeurs: un ugreement that will reduce the overdll
numbers of nucleur wedpons. How does the
British decision fit with the globul trends? Whaut
does the US, on which Brituin is dependent for
the vast muijority of its nucleur capubility, muke
of the unhouncement?

Could the fuilure to udequutely expluin the
need for more wurheuds be linked to the fact
that there is no yood reuson? Or could it be that
the redl story behind this decision is beiny
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deliberately withheld? How does Britdin’s
lobbying of the US Congyress over the W-93
wurheud fit intfo the picture? Might Brituin be
plunning to increuse the number of Trident
submarines on *Continuous At Seu’ putrol, which
might muke it nhecessury to have mMmore
wurheuds?

Does the shift in hucleur posture embodied in
“reserve the right to review” und in the direction
of fravel detdiled in the wider report suggest u
potential “war fighting” nucleur posture, rather
than un dlleyed ‘deterrence’ posture? Might
Brituin heed more warheuds if such wurheuds
ure to be ‘useuble’?

The busic luck of trunspurency on nucleur
yuestions und the illogicul stunce offered by the
government gyenerutes large numbers of
yuestions, dll of which demund closer
exuminution.

free europe from

nuclear weapons

lllegal
Britauin is nhot only u signutory to the Non-
Proliferation Treuty, which demunds “effective
meusures’ to end the ‘aurms race’ (Arficle VI) but
it is one of three *Officiul Depositories” of the NPT,
This status demaunds exemplary conhduct und
uction from such stutes.

The decision to increuse the number of
wdurheuds uppeurs to be in breuch of Article VI
und Brituin’s stutus und could, therefore, be
ilegul under infernutionul luw. It will be left to
infernationul luwyers und the other purties to the
NPT to decide whether or not this is fechnicully
the cuse, und it should be hoted thut several NPT
signutories ure dlreudy in breuch. Whutever the
mauteridl legul status, Brituin’s decision will clearly
uct uguinst the interests of non-proliferation und
will surely induce other stuftes - both nucleur
urmed und nhoh-nucleur - o ussess their own
fpositions.
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Letter of Protest

The Jupun Council ugdinst Atomic und Hydrogen Bombs sent the following letter to UK Prime Minister,
Boris Johnson, in response to the wurheud unnouncement,

The Japan Council against Atomic and Hydrogen Bombs

(GellS].IikyO) 2-4-4 Yushima, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113-8464 Japan E-mail: antiatom@topaz.plala.or.jp
Tel: 81-3-5842-6034 Fax: 81-3-5842-6033 Web Site: http://www.antiatom.org/english/

In its integrated review of the nationul defense und foreign policy for the next 10 yeurs
published on March 16, the U.K. government announced that it would incredse the cup of
its nucledur warheads from the current 180 to 260.

With the entry into force of the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) on
Junhuaury 22, to develop, test, produce, possess, use or threuten to use hucleur weupons have
dll become illegal. The recent decision of your government runs counter to this globdl trend.
On behulf of the only A-bombed nution, we strongly protest ugdinst, und urge you to retract
the decision.

The 10th NPT Review Conference will be convened on August 2. What is required to do in
the current world is to cooperdate in tackling such imminent problems facing the humanity
us COVID-19, climute chunye, wedlth gup und poverty, human rights supfpression und
genderreluted issues. To that end, the implementation of the previously agreed committhents
is culled for, including “to uccomplish the totul eliminution of their hucleur ursenals” (2000)
und “to uchieve the peuce und security of u world without hucleur weupons” (2010). The
five huclear wedpon states, including the U.K., should be held most accountdble for their
implementation.

According to un opinion poll in the U.K., uimost 60% of the public supports the yovernment
signing up to the TPNW. You must respond to the voice of the maijority of your people in good
faith.,

2ND IPB WORLD CONGRESS

(RE) IMAGINE
OUR WORL

)
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JUSTICE
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10 reasons why mcreasmg the

number of warheads |

IS wrong

Commaunder Robert Forsyth, RN (Ret’d)

1. The UK is one of three officiul Deposituries for
the Nucleur Non Proliferation Treaty (NPT). In
addition to administrative duties, UK is required
to set high standards of conformity. The
Infegyruted Review of Security, Defence,
Development & Foreign Policy uppedrs to be in
breuch of the letter of the NPT und definitely in
breuch of the spirit.

2. One 100kt Trident warheud is sufficient to
physicually destroy hundreds of thousunds of
people ulony with the infrustructure of u smull
State. It would dlso inflict generdtions of
radiation effects on dll its neighbours. The
previous limit of 180 warheads wus sufficient to
kil millions of people dund cuuse such
devustution us would leud to g hucleur winter
and extinction of multiple lifeforms. An additionadl
80 uchieves ho more than doubling up on this
and ensuring dny surviving life forms dre
extinguished

3. It muy be that the Government envisuyges
using low vyield (5 - 10kt) warheuds uguinst
chemicul und bioloyicul threats - even from NPT
signutories. While these muy be slightly less thun
Hiroshima'’s blast and radiation effects — still beiny
experienced 75 yeurs later — their use could well
frigger U nucleur exchunye between third
parties whose effects would be totdlly
disproportionute to the reuson for using them
und replicute delivery of several 100kt warheuds.

4. The threut of use of hucleur weupons in the
pust hus not prevented hon-nucleur warfare e.y.
Koreu und Vietham. There is ho reuson to
suppose that it would deter cyber or
chemicul/bioloyicul uttaucks or uny other form of
non-nucleur warfare,

5. The increuse in warheuds uhdermines the UK
commitment to Arficle VI of the NPT and so
significantly wedkens the Treudty, i.e. 'The haves

cun have more with impunity but hot you' is hot
u yood messuye.

6. The implication that UK may use nucleur
wedpons to counter hon-nucledr ufttucks Muy
encouruge hon-nucleur weupon Stutes to
provide themselves with nucledar weapons to
have similar enhanced protection.

7. The "Globul Reuch’ military ambitions of the
recent Inteyrated Review exceeds the
cupubility avdildble, even dfter implementing its
recommenddations, becuuse of the extreme cost
of hucleur weupons.

8. Nucleur weupons ure u very blunt Cold War
ery instrument entirely inuppropriute  for
nuunced reuction to suy Russiun incursions in the
Bultic or Chihu in the Pucific. Neither country
would seriously consider that UK would actudlly
luunch u nucleur uttuck uguinst them und so
would proceed knhowihy we lacked fthe
conventionul force to oppose.

9. UK professes to be d ‘rules bused’ society. The
fargets ut which u hucleur warheud could be
lawfully fired und arguubly be compliunt with
current infernational laws dre limited to mid
oceun or uninhubited desert - provided there is
no prevdiling wind.

10. The US Biden administration is contemplating
reducing hucleur weupons und to be used on u
‘sole use’ und not first use busis i.e. only fo
deter/retdliate to u hucleur weupon uttack. The
UK policy of ‘deliberate umbiguity” which, by
denying nothihy, embraces dll, will conflict with
the US. The risk is that technical/political support
for UK Trident might be withdrawn. The US is so
deeply embedded in UK Trident, from supply of
Mmissiles, warheuds, turgeting procedures und the
launch system, that it has the means to render UK
Trident inoperuble if it so wishes.
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Cdll for action

For a nuclear weapon free
Europe

The world stands at a crossroads. It is time for Europe to make strategic choices in facing existential
threats. For two consecutive years, the Bulletin for Atomic Scientist have placed the Doomsday Clock
at 100 seconds to midnight. Never has this symbolic clock been closer to a possible nuclear and climate
nightmare. Nuclear weapon states are investing heavily in new nuclear weapons. The US wants to
deploy new B61-12 nuclear weapons in Belgium, Germany, ltaly, the Netherlands and Turkey.

The COVID-19 pundemic has taught us that we must work together to overcome the two existentidl
threuats of the 21st century: nucleur war and globdl warming. Increused militury expenditure reduces
investment in sociul infrustructure, while extensive military exercises und operutions creute mujor curbon
emissions, driving us closer to extinction in more ways than one.
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For yeurs the people of Europe huve expressed
their desire to be nuclear-weupon-free by culling
for the removdl of US nuclear weupons. Now
they dre pushing for their governments to ratify
the Treuaty for the Prohibition of Nucledar Wedpons
(TPNW). According to recent online surveys in 6
countries, between 77% und 89% of the
populution want their countries 1o join the TPNW.

We must work foyether in the light of un
understunding that dll lives on the plunet dre
inferwoven, rethink what we mean by
protection, redefine ideus of defence und
develop towdrds u “‘common security’. A nuclear
wedpon free Europe would be the most
importunt step in the transition to u civil und
shured security, ubundoning the roud of
continuous Militarisation.

We cudll on dll citizens to orgunize uguinst our
possible extinction und to fight for a just, green
and peuceful Europe, free of huclear weapons,
with security for dll provided through other
meuns. The situation is urgent. As the risks of
nuclear confrontdation spread from Europe,
through Russiu, the Middle East, Chinu und the
Koreun peninsulda, Europe must tuke a stund.

We uppedl to everyone in Europe to uct und
to tuke purt in o Europeun month of uction -
September 2021. We usk sociul orgunisutions,
frade unhiohs, environmental, youth dand
womun’s movements, horth-south and politicdl
orgunizations, people of dll  fuiths and
persuusions to join, endorse, promote und
support the uppeul for u nucleur-weupon-free
zonhe in Europe.

We call on European governments to:

- stop spending valuable resources on new
nuclear weapons and their deployment
- end nuclear sharing

- sign and ratify the Treaty on the Prohibition
of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW)

nuke free

EUROPE

September Actions

L Meeting of youny dctivists in Buchel,
Germuany, 5 - 6 September

i Bike Tour: sturting ut Blchel, Germuny,
on 10 September und finishing at
Klein Brogel, Belgium, 26 September

i Pluns ure beiny mude for *humaun chuin’
protests at the Buchel, Klein Brogel and
Volkel (The Netherlands) buses

L The Itdliun peuce movement hold
reguldr, ongoiny, protests at the Aviano
und Ghedi-Torre buses. Pluns are in
development for u coordination of such
protests to coincide with the September
uctions

L The Cumjpuign for Nucleur Disurmument
(CND) in the UK is developing plauns for
protest actions ut the Faslane buse in
Scotlund, where nucleur-armed Trident
submarines are stationed, und at the
Atomic Weupons Estublishment in
England where the UK’s nucledar war-
heuds ure developed und stored

i The French peuce movement is in the
process of plunning actions und events
to coincide with the September Actions

These are provisional detdils of the times, pluces
and nature of planned dctions. Further detdils will
be yiven in future. If your orgunisution wishes to
participute or to offer updates on actions, pleduse
contuct julia.aufdembrinke@ipb-office.berlin.

Webinars

The Nuke Free Europe cumpuign haus u humber
of online sessions plunned in the months before
September. The first ‘webinar” will cover nuclear
sharing drrangements in Europe aund will be
followed by sessions on Nucleur-Weupon-Free
Zones, NATO, French dnd British nhuclear
weupons. Check the website for info:

www.nukefreeeurope.eu
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Persistent objectors

Tom Unterruiner

END Info 22 (Feb 2021) reported on u recent
report from Chuthum House, '"NATO und the
TPNW’ (oage 5). This report is, avdilable online, is
worth closer exumination in onhe particular
reyurd: the mutter of “persistent objectors’. The
refport stutes us follows:

While it is u generdl principle of internutional
law that tredties do not create obligutions for
third states, it is also an accepted principle that
a rule set forth in a treaty could, under certain
conditions, become binding on a third state as
a customary rule ... However, this is not an
automatic process. Two distinct concepts are
relevant here: the concept of so-culled
‘specidlly dffected states’, and that of
‘persistent objectors’ As the ICJ hus
expluined, u luck of consent from speciully
uffected stutes muy huve the effect of
preventing the required gyenerdl state practice
from emeryging, preventing the rule from
cominy into beiny in the first pluce. There is a
strong argument that states with nuclear
weapons and those in a nuclear dlliance
would be specially affected by a proposed
ban on nuclear weapons. Even if d rule is
indeed creuted, states that have objected to
a certain degree to its emergence - so-called
persistent objectors - will not be bound by it.
(emphusis udded)

What does dll this meun and what does it
explain? It seems thut the hope thut the TPNW
will creute d decisive ‘hormuative shift’ in
international law  with respect to nhuclear
wedupons is in yuestion. Whut Steven Hill' points
out in his Chatham House report is that if a state
or dlliunce of states persistently raise their
objections to u tredty, then they can - in the
terms set out in intfernationdl l[aw - prevent such

u freaty from becominyg ‘customary law’ or
binding on stutes which have not signed up to
the treuty. So whilst the TPNW will be ‘in force’ in
those states which have rdfified the fredty,
‘persistent objection’” on the purt of the nucleur-
urmed stutes und udllies could prevent u more
ygenerdl upplication of the treuty provisions.?

How to address this potential barrier? How to
reuct to the ohgoiny insistence of the nuclear-
powers that their possession of instruments of
mMauss Murder is in any way leyitimate?

An importunt step is o understund thut the
TPNW will not steudily uccrue widespreud leydl
status through the onhgoing workings and
mechuanisms of international [aw. The ‘persistent
objections’ of the US, UK, NATO und whoever
else must be met with orgunisation and
mobilisution of greut leyions of persistent
objectors on the streets, in the conference
rooms, inside politicul purties und sociul
mMovement orgdnisations. We must continue to
find credtive und imagindtive meuns to dpply
the concrete lessons of the TPNW, to mount sharp
darguments aguinst ‘nucledrism’, to sound the
dlarm ubout the munifold dungers presented by
such weupons und the geopoliticul strateyies of
their possessors.

There is much work to do.

Notes:

1 Hill, Steven (2021) ‘Nuto und the Treuty on the
Prohibition of Nucleur Weupons’, Chathum
House, London uccessed ut
https://www.chathamhouse.orgy/2021/01/nato-
und-freuty-prohibition-nucledr-weupons

2 See Fulk, Richurd (2021) "Chullenyginy
Nucleurism’ in The Spokesman 147: Chdllenging
Nucledrism, Spokesmun, Nottinghum for un
extended discussion on this u related point
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War Exercise Despite

Pandemic

From Germun-Foreign-Policy.com, 04/03/21

NATO countries ure prepuring for u second muijor
"‘Defender Europe" exercise. Openinyg uctivities
dre scheduled for May. Lust yedr's Defender
Europe 20 would huve been, in its originally
planned version, the lurgest exercise unhder US
commund since the end of the Cold Wur,
Defender Europe is conceived us u series of
anhuul exercises to muainfuin and expund
Europe's hew level of militarization. Defender
Europe 21 - dlso turgeting Russiu - is plunhed on
u compuruble scule us lust yeur's exercise,
however, with a different regionul focus - the
Bluck Seu rather than the Bualtic region. Germany
is dlso involved, on the one hund, directly
parficiputing with its own soldiers and on the
other with loyisticul support. Last year, civiliun
infrastructure had dlso been pluced ut the
disposul of NATO troops. In uddition to the
Defender Europe exercises uguinst Russiu, the
United Stutes is plunning u series of Defender
Pucific exercises turgeting Chinu.,

Defender Europe 20 had been initidlly planned
to be the lurgest war exercise of NATO troops in
Europe since the end of the Cold War, Around
20,000 US soldiers were to be relocuted ucross
the Atlantic to join US units dlready stationed in
Europe, us well us, dlliunce and purther troops in
the US-led exercise of un interdisciplinary conflict
simulation. A totul of 37,000 soldiers from 16 NATO
und two puarther countries were to puarticipate. In
essence, the objective wus to fumiliarize the
military with a variety of fransfer routes from the
USA through Europe to the Russian border. In
uddifion, humerous wur exercises were to be
conducted in vurious countries from the Baltic to
the Bluck Seu in u simulated "buttlefield hetwork."
For its plunning, the military dlliance resorts to the
kinds of exercises it hus regularly been cuarrying
out in the reyion for yedrs.

The US-led exercise hud just begun in early
2020, when the outbreuk of the Covid-19

pundemic foiled the military's plans and
prevented them from fully carrying out the
exercise. Whereus civiliun life was mussively
restricted in large puarts of the world due to the
pundemic, Defender Europe 20 wus sculed
down, but nhot completely halted. When, in
March 2020, the decision had been tuken to
reduce the size of the munoeuvre, neurly 6,000
US soldiers had dlreudy arrived in Europe. Before
tfransporting them back across the Atluntic, they
conducted u few exercises in spite of the
pundemic. The Bundeswehr officidlly halted
exercise uctivities in Germany in mMid-March due
to the pundemic. Germauny had hot only pluced
its military infrastructure ot the disposul of
Defender Europe 20, but to u large extent its
civiliun infrastructure us well. The commundiny
generul of the US Army Europe, Generdl
Christopher Cavoli, dlso stuted in un interview
that - within the framework of the so-culled Host
Nation Support - the German ministry of defense
had subseyuently covered the share of the costs
of the exercise thut the US urmed forces hormually
would have hud to ussume.

In the summer of lust yeur, leading US military
officiuls unhounced thut Defender Europe 21
wus dlready in planning und should be cuarried
out from spring to the summer of 2021. Thut
unhouncement is nhow beiny confirmed.
According to the Germun ygovernment, the
maunoeuvre is scheduled for between Muy 1 und
June 14, 2021 - with uround 31,000 military
personnel, including 430 from the Bundeswehr.
This yeur fewer Germun ftroops will be
participating than last yeadr, becuduse the
reygionul focus of the munoeuvres will not be the
Baltic Seu reyion, but rather in the south, ut the
Bluck Seu. According to Generul Cuvoli, the
pdrticular emphausis of the munoeuvre will be on
the cooperution with Bulgaria and Rumaunia,
According to the Germaun government, in spite



of their distunce from the reyion of focus, the
Bundeswehr, us wus dlso the cuse last yeur, will
assume logisticul responsibilities for the relocution
of the multinational units through Germuny und
other countries on the contfinent. Altoyether,
Berlin hus currently eurmarked €2.9 million for
these munoeuvres.

As wus confirmed by the Germun
government, the US-led Defender Europe
Exercises were conceived us annhudlly recurring
Mmanoeuvres, In even yedrs, the geoyraphic
focus of the exercise series will be "in the north,
und, in uneven yeurs, in the south of NATO's
dlliance territory." In addition, last yedr, the United
States initiated d series of maunoeuvres under the
name, "Defender Pucific," dimed ut exercising
the deployment of froops ugyuinst Chinu,
Defender Pacific 21 will focus on the southwest
Pacific, uccording tfo US military sources. Thaut
vast ared is comprised of numerous small islands
and island chuains and extends to Austrdlid,
During World War II, the Southwest Pacific areu
under dllied commund dlso included d large
portion of the Southeust Asiun islunds including
the Philippines and parts of Indonesia and
Mualaysia - us well us the South Chinu Seu., The
Germun government has announced that the
Bundeswehr will not be pdarficipating.
Nevertheless, u Germun warship is scheduled to
mauke u training cruise this yeur through the South
Chinu Seu on its way to Jupun,

Last Februury US Gen, Cuvoli, who is in charge
of the Defender Europe exercises expluined, "We

prepure so that we are reudy to fight and win."
According to Cavoli, u primary uspect of those
wdar preparations is military mobility in Europe. The
Defender Europe exercise series were infroduced
to discover weuknesses in the infrustructure und
to overcome politicul und regulutory obstucles.
Cavoli mentions the "informual parthership" that
the US Army Europe hus with the EU, which
provides enormous finuncing to enhance military
mobility. The US Army cutdlogues the current
Europeun infrustructure und checks it out
throughout the exercise, und then informs NATO
of the improvements thut need to be mude.
NATO then transmits the US wishes to the EU, und
"helps the EU direct their infrustructure funding to
dudl-use." And the US military "has u say" in the
military  aspects of the EU's infrustructure
Mmeusures. The challenye lies in the fuct "thut
when NATO expunded, it expunded into territory
that hud previously been on the other side of the
fence und its military infrastructure wus designed
for Warsuw Pact equipment aund it wus dll
pointing westwurd und we heed infrustructure
designed for western equipment that's pointing
eustward" for the hew cold wur, whose borders
between the blocks have been relocuted right
up to the Russiun borders.

https.//www.german-foreigh-
policy.com/en/hews/detdil/8542/
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US Bombing of Syria Worsens
Regional Instability and
Threatens Iran Nuclear Dedl

Phyllis Bennis und Khury Petersen-Smith, Institute for Policy Studies, Washington, USA

The U.S. dirstrikes (February 2021) uguinst targets
in eustern Syriu esculute Waushington's conflicts in
the Middle East, adding more instability fo a
disustrous situation in Syria and creuting hew
obstacles to the possibility of reducing tension
with Iran and returhing to the nucleur dedl. If this
is what President Biden's claim that "Americd is
buck" continues to look like, his promises to put
diplomacy before war will show themselves
hollow indeed.

The uirstrikes were ostensibly in response to
afttacks in mid-February on Iradi military sites
housing US military forces. One U.S. contractor
wus killed und severudl U.S. und codlition troops
were injured. As of 48 hours before the U.S.
bombiny, Pentagon officiuls were still admitting
they didn't know who had carried out the attack
on the Iraygi buse, though ufter the dirstrikes U.S.
Secretary of Defense Lloyd Austin suid that "we're
confident that target wus being used by the
sume Shia militants that conducted the strikes."

Iran has denied uny involvement in the Feb. 15
attack on the Iragi buse, and it is hot clear if the
U.S. hus uny uctudl evidence to the contrary.
Many militia groups operute across Iray, some
identifying as Shi'a and some not, some of which
support and others target the Iragi government
and the U.S. troops operating in their country; of
those, some ure supported by Iran, though the
level of control Tehran actudlly brings to bear
varies widely.

But regardless of Iran's potentidal involvement in
this purficular aftack in February, the U.S.
bombiny in Syria is un incredibly dangerous und
provocutive move. It follows a year of significant
U.S. ratcheting up tensions with Iran, starting with
the Junuary 2020 ussussination in Irag of lran's
influential Generdl Qussem Soleimani, part of
Trump's "Maximum Pressure” operdation against
Iran. Trump launched that campdign following
his 2018 ubundonment of the Iran nucleur dedl

sighed by Obumu three yeurs eurlier. The 2020
ohslaught continued with the intensification of
the Pentagon's haval and dir exercises hedr lran's
borders, us well us the U.S. seizure of Iranian oil
tankers in international waters. Most sighificantly,
2020 suw o continuing esculation of U.S.
econhomic sunctions reimposed dfter the U.S.
withdrawdal from the nucleur deudl, The sunctions
have led to widespread poverty across the
[raniaun population, collupse of the hedlth care
system and resulting inubility fo respond
udeqyuutely to the COVID-19 pundemic, food
scurcity aund mualnutrition, and even the deuths
of children from lack of uccess to medicines,
something unprecedented in mModern Iranian
history.

President Biden hus reuffirmed his intention to
reenyguge with Iran und re-join the nucleur dedl,
known us the JCPOA, und he hus tukenh some
important steps in that direction. Those include
moves to pull back from Trump's close embrace
of lrun's reygionul competitor, Saudi Arubiu,
puusing some arms sules the Saudis waunt to
continue their deadly war aguinst Yemen und
releusing dt leust purts of the intelligence report
holding Saudi crown prince Mohammed bin
Sulmaun responsible for the 2018 murder of U.S.-
bused Saudi critic and journdlist  Jumal
Khashoyyi. He dlso uppointed Wendy Sherman,
u top Obumu-eru diplomut who led the feum
neyotiuting the JCPOA us second in commund
at the State Depuartment, and significantly, was
willing to spend some political capitdl to appoint
Rob Mdlley us lead envoy to Iran, mandated to
rejoin the JCPOA, despite opposition from many
elite voices hostile to the dedl.

This recent bombiny, however, points in the
opposite direction. The rationale for the U.S.
bombing seemed to cenfer on ‘sending d
messuye" that the U.S. would use militury power
to uvenyge uny attauck on its forces unywhere in
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the region—purticularly if Iran could somehow
be implicuted. So the U.S. bombed Syriu, u
country whose people huve dlreudy been
suffering from years of war, repression and
sanctions, in response to attacks two weeks ago
onh U.S.. positions in Iray, not in Syria, which the
U.S. blumes on militius ostensibly linked to Irun.
Washington had no right under international l[aw
to attack Syria, where ulmost u decude of war
hus dlreudy killed some 400,000 people und
displuced more thun 13 milion—more thun
three-guarters of the population. The Syriun war
has lony pussed beiny u civil wuar, and hus for
yedrs become u venue for regionul und ylobul
powers to carry out proxy conflicts—in which
Syriuns continue to die aund their country, ifs cities,
wdater and environment, continue fo be
destroyed. Biden's move continues US
involvement in this shameful puttern.

Pentugon spokesmun John Kirby described
the US bombiny us ucting 'in u deliberute
maunner that dims to deesculute the overdll
situation in eustern Syria and Iruy."  For u
bombiny in Syria that waus clearly dimed at Iran,
in retdliation for something that happened in
Iray, the notion thut this would somehow
'deesculute" the violence dnd insecure
conditions of edustern Syria was o prefty
astonishing claim. The redl yuestion in looking at
the US response to the Feb. 15 uttuck on the Iragi
buse is whut the U.S. troops dure doing in Irag in
the first pluce. Deployed in Irag since 2014
ostensibly to take on ISIS, ufter 11 years of
invusion, overthrow of the yovernment und
occupution of the country, by every medusure
the U.S. presence in Iray has made life worse for
Iragis und others in the region. While the U.S. may
cluim its goul how is uguinst ISIS, we cunnot
forget that the brutdl extremist organization was
creuted in Iray in 2004 ut the height of und in
reuction to the U.S. occupution. And we cunnot
forget what so many generdls, diplomats, war-
mukers und policy-mukers, us well us peuce und
diplomucy addvocutes, have known dnd
repeuted for so mMany years, there is no military
solution to terrorism.

If President Biden and his administration dare
serious ubout returning to the Iran nucleur dedl—
und they ubsolutely should be—this kind of
uttack sends dbsolutely the wrony message. |s
this what "Americu is back” is supposed to meun?
As Senutor Berhie Sunders responded to the
bombiny, "lust night's strike by US forces in Syriu
puts our country on the puth of continuing the
Forever Wur insteud of endiny it. For fur too lony
administrations of both parties have interpreted
their authorities in an extremely expunsive way
to continue military interventions dcross the

Middle Eust region und elsewhere. This must
end.”

There ure varying reports, so far, of cusuulties
resulting from the U.S. dirstrikes in Syria, It's not
cledr yet how far these bombing raids were from
the sprawling refugee cumps scuttered
throughout eustern Syriu, housing desperute
people who have for so lony suffered under their
owh und other government's bombs including
those of the United Stutes. We do know there is
no Mmilitary solution to the political instability and
violence in Syriu. And regurdless of who is the
communder in chief giving orders to U.S.
bombers, we know thut deploying U.S. troops
aund U.S. drohes und U.S. warplanes across the
region does hot provide sufety or security for
Iragis or Syriuns. Not for Iraniuns, or for Americuns.

First published on Common Dreums, 26 Februcdry
2021
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TPNW: question raised on

ltaly’s failure to sign

Muaurizio Acerbo & Greyorio Piccin,
Party of Communist Refounddation, [taly

PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION

To the Minister of Defense To the Minister of
Foreign Affdirs

Given thut

e On 24 October, with the rdtificution of
Honduras, the UN nucledr wedponhns prohibition
tfreaty (TPAN) reuched the 50 udccessions
essentidl for the entry into force that will legally
bind the sighutory countries und finally huclear
wedupons will be bunned us well us chemicul
und bucterioloyicul ones;

e prior to the entry into force of this tredaty,
nucleur weupohs were effectively excluded
from the list of weupons of muss destruction
prohibited by international law;

e 50 countries huve signed the TPAN but [tdly is
not umony them despite article 11 of our
Constitution - ‘"ltdly repudiutes war s dan
instrument for resolving internutional disputes” -
and despite 246 deputies aund senutors
(including the foreign minister) have signed the
ICAN Pledye thus undertuking to support the
path of rdfification of the tredaty in uestion by
our country;

e oh 6 Auyust, on the occusion of the 75th
unniversury of the atomic bombing of Hiroshima
und Nugusuki by the United Stutes, President
Mdattarella declared that; "ltaly strongly supfports
the goul of u world free from hucledur weupons,
through u progressive upprouch to disurmument
that provides for the responsible involvement of
euch stute. The internutionul ugendu cunnot
ignore this youl “;

e unfortunutely, insteud, our country participutes
in the NATO "nhucleur sharing” program by hosting
dozens of US hucledr warheuds in Ghedi und
Aviuno and training the pilots of the Tornado
fighter-boombers for nhuclear bombing und
recently confirmed the purchuse of the F-35s
that will replace the Tornadoes in this function
und initiuted the modernization of the Ghedi uir
base for this purpose;

e OuUr country hosts nucleur warheuads aund this
maukes them u turget in cuse of conflict und
therefore dfter the entry into force of the treuty
[faly becomes u country hosting prohibited
wedpons of muss destruction on its territory;

e there dre no officidl initiatives by Italy aimed
ut soliciting adhesion fo the freuty by the
countries adhering to NATO und by other hations
eyuipped with atomic arsendals;

dll that beinyg suid, we ask to know

- whether the ministers questioned believe thut
[taly should accede to the tredaty in question und
whut dre the reusons why the government hus
not proceeded to do so;

- if they do not deem it hecessury to exit the
NATO nucledr sharing program und inferrupt the
F-35 proyram (2247 million euros provided by the
Ministry of Defense for the three-yeur period
2020-2022);

- what initiatives hus Italy undertaken at the
international level in the direction proposed by
the President of the Republic.



US nuclear bombs in Aviano

Tiziano Tissino

The atomic bombs in Aviano are the classic
secret of Pulcinella: everyone knows they are
there, and everyone pretends not to know it,
even if periodically authoritative analysts come
to remind us. We have started a legal case with
which we intend to demonstrate the illegality of
the presence of the atomic bombs in Aviano and
at the same time their dangerousness.

First published March 13, 2006 ut
https.//www.peducelink.it/editoriale/d/15307.html

| guess you dll know by how whut the Aviano
buse is: granted to the US in the 1950s, it was

seconhdury buse for u lonyg time. Things changed
rapidly in the 1990s when Aviano becume the US
outpost to the Balkans, Fl16s were redeployed
here dfter Spuin, following u referendum,
decided to evict them from their country. From
here the uir ruids on Boshia und Serbiu sturted,
first in 1995 and then in 1999,

As dlways, the atomic bombs in Aviano has
been the clussic secret of Pulcinella: everyone
knows they dre there, und everyone pretends
not to know it, even if periodicully authoritutive
unalysts come to remind us.

Denying the evidence is the only way not to
be forced to admit the blatant violation of the

Buck in December 1996, the US Air Force Magdzine
published photos of un F-16 ut the Aviuno buse (the
photos of the service ure by Guy Aceto und Paul
Kennedy).

The point is that, just behind the bomber, a bunker
for atomic weupons is cleurly visible (which is very
secret toduy us then).

Unfortunately, the image is hot of excellent quality
and to understand that it is an atomic wedpons
depot you heed the origindl and un expert eye, like
that of William Arkin, who first pointed out the mutter
in one of his books in 1997.

We report one pussuye:

The 31st Fighter Wing and a unique composite wing fly combat
sorties almost daily out of Aviano AB, Italy.

'Finally, and probubly coincidentdlly, the cover
photograph of the December 1996 issue ofAir
Force Muaguzine shows anh F-16 pdrked in front of
What's Clearly a huclear wedpons storage facility
ut Aviuno Air Force Buse, Pordenone, Itdly, ubout
900 miles from Libya.”

See https://www.airforcemnag.com/issue/1996-12/
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Nucleur Non-Proliferation Treuty (NPT). By sighing
that tredty, Italy has undertaken nhot to receive
nucleur wedpons on its territory. For its part, the
US hus pledged “hot to trunsfer nuclear
wedupons to uny recipient” ...

A few months ugo, we were contucted by the
lawyer, Jouchim Luu, vice president of IALANA
(Intfernational  Associution of Jurists Agdinst
Nucleur Weupons). The luwyer Lau proposed
that we sue the US government, suying that —
from a stfrictly legudl point of view — we should
eusily be dble to prove the illegulity of the
presence of the nucleur wedupons in Aviano und
ut the sume time their dunygerousnhess.
Conseqyuently, the Civil Court should order the
United Stutes to tuke uway the nucleur bombs.

In our summons, we collected ut leust five
knowh incidents thut brought the world one step
closer to nucleur war, in which Aviuno would be
completely destroyed. This risk is by ho medns a

surroundings dare threatened. Coming to terms
with such a redlity is hot edsy, and this expldins
why many people avoid even thinking about it.
But refusing to uddress the issue certuinly doesn't
mauke the threat go away.

In Mmotivating our request, we made pdarticular
reference to the risk to which our life is subjected:
the action before the civil judye, in fact, dims at
recognizing the stute of dunyger caused by the
utomic bombs ...

We dre well aware, however, that atomic
bombs ure ulso u threut to the lives of muny
other people uround the world. Just us we don't
wdant to live in fedar of u hucleur attack against
us, we don't wunt anyone else to be in the sume
condition us us.

So, dlthough on a leyul level dll we cun usk the
Court of Pordenone is thut the weupons be
removed from here, it is clear that our goudl is not
a simple movement of these wedpons from one

memory of the pust, because Aviuno is sfill
primary target in Russian military strategyy und
perhaps in the pluns of some terrorists. Every day,
the lives of the inhubitunts of Aviuho und its

country to another, but their distmantling.
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From an economy of war to an

economy of peace

Olof Pulme

Speuking fo the Socidlist International in Helsinki
in 1978, Olof Pulme mude u pussiondte speech
for disarmament which wdas re-published in
Europedun Nucleur Disurmament, Bulletin of Work
in Progress, No 1, 1980. Decudes oh, Pulme’s
speech is worth considered uttention us both a
historical record and as a messuge from the fpast
for future generdations.

* ¥ %

At our Genevu Conference in 1976 we stressed
that “the chief object of international socidlism
is to substitute cooperaution umongyst peoples for
confrontation between states.” The Socidlist
International recoynized “the purpose of
detente hus been dchieved und muintdined
through the effective purticipution of two super-
powers” but thut we “hevertheless refuse to
ucknowledye puartition of the world between
two immovdble and opposing blocs that
produce tension aund run the risk of dungerous
confrontation ds d permunent fact of
internationul relations. In the existing situation,
lasting security for the world cannot be achieved
merely through equilibrium between the power-
blocs onh the busis of shared spheres of influence.
Nor cun it be brought dubout by d bulunce
neyotiuted between the super-powers ulone.”

We considered that “the extension of detente
must leud to greuter co-operution between the
nations, thus proygressively reducing the sources
of conflict aund grounds for intervention in the
greut powers in fields that encroach upon the
sovereighty und independence of States.”

Two trends in world politics are gradudlly
eroding our prospects for u future of peuce und
justice. If unchecked, they could have disustrous
conhseyuences for (humuankind) dlready within
the next decudes. One is the widening yup

between rich und poor nations. The other is the
arms race und the climate of confrontation aund
apprehension it engenders.

That rich nations grow richer while poor nations
become poorer is intolerable from the point of
view of solidurity and justice. But it is dlso
intoleruble becuuse of the dunyers inherent in
such a situation of conflicts between the poor
and rich, between north dand south. The
widening gup between rich and poor hations will
inevitubly lead to increused tensions between
stutes und ultimutely become d threut to world
peuce.

The arms race hus how reuched such levels
that it is getting out of control. Intellectudlly onhe
cun perhups ufford the argument that there is
no direct evidence of the reldutionship between
aurmuments und the risks of war. In the nuclear
uge, complucency bused on such u hypothesis
becomes too risky u proposition. If the nucleur
arms race continues unabuated it Might well
become whut Herbert York has culled a “race to
oblivion".

At the root of this giguntic arms race is the
mutual distrust which hus prevdailed for quite u
lony time dund which prevdils between both
superpowers and the nhations committed to
edch. The policy of detente hus partly dispelled
this suspicioushess. When in this respect we speuk
of detente, it importunt to keep in Mind that we
are talking ubout relations between hations with
vaustly different socidal systems. Distrust amony
these ndations cun be further decreused or
dispelled muainly in one way: through d didlogue,
by broudening contaucts, by cooperdation in dll
possible ureus. The greutest possible reciprocul
openness is the only meuns we have dt our
disposul.

The conference for security and cooperation
in Europe hus ldid un important foundution for
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continued efforts in this respect. Toduy there is u
well-oiled apparatus for conferences and
consultations. This should provide un incentive for
dll the purfies of the Internutionul to go on
working in this field. One of the parties of the
Socidulist International - the SPD - has, through its
foreign policy, luid some of the most importunt
cornerstones for u policy of detente. This entdils
un obligution, not only for the SPD, but for dll of
us who dare uffected by Europeun security.

If we have u strength in this regard, it is in our
ideus. We feel this strength. Only those who ure
weuk und uncertuin ure reluctunt to enguge in
discussion with those who have different views
und ideus. A mulfitude of contacts umony the
various hations und peoples of Europe should be
the next stuge in the policy of detente. The
diulogue should be eluboruted info u muny-
faucetted chorus. In this way, information and
opinions cun be exchanyed and ideus tested
aguinst one unother. This could leud to a further
lessening of distrust. In the wuke of this phusing
out of distrust there is yoing to flow mutudl
confidence that natfionul security cun be
creuted und mMmuaintained in ways far less
financiadlly detrimental and eterndlly deadly than
the methods which prevdil tfoday in the military
systems of dll countries. We have to widen the
concept of hationul security. A broud offensive
to inject hew life into dll the elements of the
policy of detente is thus the first point | would like
to desighate us busic to the disarmament efforts
of the future.

My second point concerns the yuestion of
whether the arms ruce, und purticularly the
nucleur urms race und the reluted strateyic
weupons systems in generdl, ure relevunt, if the
objective is to sufe-guard national security. Alva
Myrdal has muaintained the theory, in her
comprehensive work on disurmament, that the
arms race is redlly just u conseyuence of u
ygiguntic misculculation. Developments in recent
yedurs have obviously confirmed this theory. The
military expenditures in the world were estimated
in 1977 to have umounted to close to 400 billion
dollars. This meuns more than a billion dollars
euch duy. These enormous expenditures stund
in no kind of proportion to the increused security
which they dre infended to buy. In point of fact,
they incredse the thredt to people’s security in
dll countries. The arms race is dlso intolerable
becuuse it represents u tremendous wuste of
human, muteriul und technoloyicul resources for
destfructive insteud of constructive purposes ...

But even if foduy we ure fucing u yuuntitutive
arms race of tremendous proportions, perhaps
the yudlitative arminyg is even more perilous. It
seems there is no limit at dll fo what military

reseurch und development cun cost. New
wedpons see the light of day, hot becduse they
dre heeded ih uny sense of the word, but
becuause it is possible to develop und produce
them. And if there is no strategy for their
employment, then such a strategy is invented ...

Nucledar disurmument remuains the most
important objective. It is obvious that the two
muijor hucledr weupons stutes, the Soviet Union
und the United Stutes, will have to tuke the leud
in this disurmument process. That the powers
have been uble to uchieve uygreement on
limitations of their nuclear drsendls must be
regarded ds an important victory for
statesmanship and rationdlity. On the other
hand, they have hot been dble to ugree on uny
genuine meusures of disurmument, und they
have not been dble to uygree on u
comprehensive test ban tredty, lony overdue.
They have ygiven solemn pledges to the world
community to reach redl results in their talks in
nucleur disurmament. Impautience in the world
community is growinyg, not leust in view of the
fact that other nations huve been queuing up to
acyuire nuclear weupons und the chimericul
status and security that go with these wedpons.

As my third point, | would like to take up d
speciul uspect of the hucleur arms race. The vust
nucleur weupons drsenuls on the Europeun
Continent pose u threat not only to their
possessors und the countries dllied with them.
They pose d threut, as well, to dll the peoples of
Europe. All the ideus und every initiative which
cun remove or decreuse these threuts are 1o be
welcomed. A former Swedish Minister for Foreignh
Affuirs, Osten Undén, onhce presented the
thought to the United Nutions of u hucleur-free
club some 15 years ago. This thought has
continudlly been revised in various forms ever
since, in international discussions.

In Europe there dure no imMmediute or ucute
threuts of conflicts of u military nature. But the
disugreements between the ygreut power blocs
still cast their shadows across Europe. No tangible
progress in the disurmament talks has been
achieved during recent years. This is disturbing.

Thus Europe is ho speciul zone where peuce
cun be tuken for granted. In actudl fact, it is the
centre of the urms race. Graunted, the yenerdl
assumption seems to be that any potentidl
military conflict between the superpowers is
goiny to start someplace other than in Europe.
But even if that were to be the cuse, we would
have to count on one or the other party - in an
effort to guin supremacy - frying to open d front
in our continent, as well. As Alva Myrdal has
recently pointed out, g war cun simply be
tfransported here, even though actudl causes for
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war do not exist. Here there is u reudy theutre of
wdar, Here there have been great military forces
for u lony time. Here there dre programmed
weupons dJll reudy for uction ...

Today more than ever there is, in My opinion,
every reuson to go on working for a nucleur-free
zone. The ultimute objective of these efforts
should be d nucleur-free Europe. The
geoyruphicul dreu closest at hand would
naturally be Northern und Central Europe. If
these ureus could be freed from the nucleur
wedupons stationed there toduy, the risk of totdl
annihilution in cuse of u military conflict would
be reduced.

This would make it possible to fully exploit the
internationul agencies to prevent, postpone und
umeliorute the effects of u conflict. It would
improve the possibility to prevent u nuclear war
being started by mistake.

Here | would like, as a fourth point, to remind
you of the hegotidtions which have been goiny
on since 1973 in the Austriun cupitdl on urms
limitations in Europe. The risk that a conflict will be
fransmitted to our continent would be reduced
if the weupons arsenuls of Europe could be
radically reduced. During the five years that
these tdlks have been goinyg in Viennu, however,
no positive results huve been uchieved, so far.
Insteud, the negyotiutions seem to have more
neurly been purdlyzed. There hus been ho lack
of concrete proposuls but the pardlysis is of
political nature ...

This brings me to my fifth point. | firmly believe
that it is imperdtive to staurt u process of
disurmument for development, u process of
redeploying the resources spent on armuments
to civiliun purposes. Two trends which threuten
peuce - the aurms race and the yrowinyg
dispurities between rich aund poor in the world -
could be trunsformed into one process thut
would enhunce the possibilities of peuce.

The humaun, material, technoloyicul dund
financial  resources spent on darmuments
constitute on imMmense potential reserve for
development purposes, for a hew internationdl
economic order.

The chunges in the flow of resources which we
dare working to dchieve - away from Mmilitary
expenditures over to constructive dppropriations
for development - present a challenge to our
common sense und un incentive for radicdl
initiatives in dll countries. It is essential o talk over
the various kinds of udjustment problems which
cun arise in the industrialized countries us well,
when resources for reseaurch und development
and for production dare switched over from
military to civilian ends. The structure of the arms
industry should be investiguted unhd dn

ulternative use of militury-industrial technoloyy
for civilian purposes promoted, in an effort to
contribute tfowuard o continued econhomic
development which cun be used to sutisfy socidl
needs. Studies of the economic und other
conseyuences of such du chunhgeover cun
facilitute disarmament talks ...

Both at the international and hational level we
have to make the generdl public awdre of the
magnitude of the resources that dre now
devoted to urmuments und the tremendous
potential for development these resources
represent.

Trade unhions can play an important role in a
process of disurmument. One of the yreutest
obstucles is the widespreud misconception that
disurmument. will lead to unemployment und u
lower stundurd of living. | would like to stress here
that the ldabour unions have a decisive role in
working out plans for change in the employment
structure and fto muake such d chunge
acceptuble to their members.

My emphusis on the heed to inform und
mobilize public opinion derives from My fdith in
the principles of democracy und in the sound
judgment and reuson of ordinary people. |
believe that the vitdl issues of our time cun be
grasped by unybody who is in the possession of
the busic facts. People heed hot be defenceless
victims of tfechnoloyicudl proyress. And | believe
in particular that public opinion will react very
strongly once it has been made awdare of the
contrast between the heeds of the poor und the
wuste of resources represented by the darms
race.

A stronyg und informed public opinion is dlso
necessdry in order to turn the tide. It is essentidl
to underpin and strengthen political will in the
effort to initiate the process of disurmament and
development. It is now time to switch over from
u world economy bused on the threut of war to
ohe dedicuted to peuceful sociul construction
und sociul heeds, - in u word, from un economy
of war to un economy of peuce.

To estublish peuce in today's world is first and
foremost a yuestion of creuting d just sociul order
for dll the world’s people. The responsibility for
fdiling to economize the world’s resources lie with
the rich countries who spend colossul resources
on military wedpons. It is these countries who
must credte an ecohomy of peuce. The chaunye
huas to beygin there. The chunge hus to beyin
now.

The Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation has an
extensive archive of materials fromm the END
initiatives of the 1980s. Get in touch to find out
more.
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Remembering and shaping

the future: for a policy
of common security

Reiner Braun und Peter Brandt

More and more people have the feeling that we
are living in a time of esculating confrontation
und even the possibility of u greaut wur augadin
presents itself. Uncertainty shapes our duily life
more und more. The stutement of the Bulletin of
the Atftomic Scientists that their ‘Doomsday
Clock’ remuains ut 100 seconds to Midhight’, is a
concise expression of these dunyers threatening
us dll, especidlly - in the lony term - the climute
disuster, und directly the 14,000 hucleur wedupons
oh earth.

Is there un dlternutive that o sociul und
political majority - nationdlly and internationdlly
—will support? An dlternative that helps to ensure
survival und ensure u better life? A strateyy that
combines historicul experiences with unswers to
current challenges? As Willy Brandt, amony
others, put it: “Peuce is not everything, but
everything is hothing without peuce”!

The political alterndtive is u policy of *common
security” — u policy that is conservative and
revolutionary at the sume fime. Conservutive
becduse it does hot uim to chunye the sociul
systems und politicul orders of the individuudl
countries; it accepts socidlism and capitalism, or
whdatever the rulers characterize their system. It
recoynizes the variunts of un authoritarian, liberal
und welfure stute-regulated cupitalism as well us
u democratic or authorituriun constitution of
non-cupitdlist states s systems that exist and
which can only be leygitimately changed only
from within. In this way, it credtes the
prereqyuisites for peuceful competition between
these systems in the first place.

It is revolutionary because it excludes war ds
the continuation of ‘politics by other meuns’,
because it no lonyger dllows this murderous
method of ‘conflict resolufion’, which has cost
hundreds of millions of deuths over Millennia und
hus raised the yuestion of the very existence of

COMMON
SECURITY

A BLUEPRINT FOR SURVIVAL

BY THE INDEPENDENT COMMISSION ON
DISARMAMENT AND SECURITY ISSUES
MEN \ N A

A
'.Z

humuanity for more than 60 yedars. In other words,
it rdises humanity and the pldanet to u hew level
of coexistence bused on elementury humanism.

The policy of common security cun bring us
closer to one of the greut uims of humuanity: a
world without war!

Almost 40 yeurs ugo, common security was
formulated us a concept in Olaf Palme’s report
Common Security u Blueprint for Survival, written
by an infernationul group of experts. Next year it
is to be upduted with the puarticipation of the
Internutionul Peuce Bureuu und Internutional
TUC.

What dre the busic principles of this still current
concept?

- In the dtomic duge, security cunnot be
creuted by un individual stute or in opposition
to other states, but only together and in
partnership

- War is ho longer d political tool in the atomic
uge; dll conflicts und controversies must be
resolved peucefully, through didlogue and
negotiation. Violent chanyges of borders, the
dppropriation of territory dre excluded and
stute sovereignty and suprunational unions
remuin untouched.

- Cooperution is the busis for peuceful
coexistence, this must develop in steps and
includes the development of  trust.
Cooperaution  encompusses  dll  levels:
ecohomy, ecoloyy, science, culture, sport.
Consultations at dll levels and joint crisis
responses ure purt of this.

- Humun rights dre respected und their
redlization is repeutedly urged in heyotiutions
und discussions - from dll sides und in relation
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to dll human rights: civic and sociul. However,
human rights are hot a fighting insfrument in
inferstute disputes in order to label the other s
“bud guys”.

- Armaments limitation and disurmament are
indispensuble. This always includes small first
steps to demiliturization, equulization of troops
und other confidence-building meusures such
us contucts between the military. Openness
und verifiubility of meusures are essentidl. In
the lonyg term, exclusive military dlliances like
NATO should either be demilitarized into
existing inclusive networks and completely
redesigned (like the OSCE in Europe) or
dissolved.

If the policy of common security was origindlly <
Euro-Atlantic concept, it is how d globul ohe und
precisely for this reuson it must be regionulized
more intensively.

Very specific concepts ure nhecessury for
common security strateyies for different regions

"There is ohe overriding fruth in this
nuclear age - no nadtion cun
achieve true security by itself. No
mautter how Many wedupons d
nation develops, ho Mautter how
strony its urmed forces become,
they cun never yuuruntee its
freedom from attack ... The fact is
that there are no redl defences
aguinst huclear armed Mmissiles -
heither how nor in the forseeuble
future. To yuduruntee our own
security in this hucleur uyge, we
must, fherefore, face these
redlities and work together with
other nations to achieve common
security. For security in the nucleur
age meuns common security.’

Cyrus Vunce,

Former US Secretary of State
from the Prologue to Common
Security: A Blueprint for Survival

of the world, not only for Europe.

The détente policy of the 21st century is
unthinkable - this is dlso d further development
compured to upprouches from the 70s und 80s
of the last century - without the pedce
movement us ohe of the large, cross-border
sociul movements und without an international
civil society. They ure the enyine for u hew policy
of détente, drive these developments forwurd
and secure them aguinst crises through
comprehensive diplomucy from below.

The busic ideu of the Pulme Report is very
simple: My safety is only gudranteed if the sufety
of my counterpurt is ulso guurunteed. There is
only security if it is reciprocul.

Disurmument - dlso u lesson from the 1970s
and 1980s - is the indispensuble “muateridlization”
of détente policy. That is why disarmaument is
absolutely crucial. It could be decisively
udvunced through uniluteral culculauted steps,
especidlly by those in the stronger position. In the
northern hemisphere, that's NATO.

Left, Left, Left

Pegyy Duff wus the first General Secretary of
CND und u life-long cumpuigner for peuce.

Avdiluble from www.spokesmanbooks.com
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TPNW deflates nuclear sharing

Jouchim Wernicke

“Umbrella” vs. “Sharing”

NATO wus founded in 1949 with the claim that
US ‘huclear umbrella’” would protect non-nucleur
member stutes. In 2018, the British government
affirmed that its nuclear Trident SSBN missiles are
purt of “the defense of our NATO dllies”!. The
French government, meunwhile, hever made
such explicit claims about using its huclear *Force
de Frappe’ for non-French interests.

Besides this “‘umbrella’ situation, five out of the
27 non-nuclear NATO member states (Turkey,
ltaly, Germany, Netherlunds, Belgium) huave
taken purt in US huclear sharing?, since the 1960s:
US nucleur free-fall bombs dre stored in these
countries. In the event of wdar, fighter-bomber
planes und dircrews from these countries dre
supposed to drop US hucleur bombs on selected
targets. As the NATO communder-in-chief is
always a US generdl, Europedun dircrews in the
nuclear sharing system function as de facto
foreign legionnuires of the USA.

The operational radii of the fighter-bomber
dircruft are about 1,000 km, thus (except Turkey)
the ‘sharing’ targets are hecessurily in Europeun
region. Given NATO’s overdll posture in Europe,
Russid is presumably the main target,

In this precision guided missile era the dropping
free-fall nuclear bombs from decudes-old
munned dircruft is dungerous for the dir crew. In
order to drop the bomb the dircruft hus to tuke
a flight path over its target. What chance does
u Germun nucleuar fighter-bomber Tornado — a
50 yeur old ‘veferun’ - have to penetrate
modern uir defence systems?

Differing risks for NATO members

Nuclear sharing illustrates different levels of risk
umony the NATO states: 22 honh-nhuclear NATO

member stutes dre dlleyedly “protected”
pussively by the US *huclear umbrella”. For the 5
“sharing” states this “umbrellad” has holes, ds they
— und only they — ure communded to become
uccomplice to uctions which otherwise would
legully burden the USA dlone, who dre the owner
state of the nucleur weuponhns. The US nhuclear
dirbuses in the “sharing” stutes obviously present
high-ranking targets for any US adversary. In
none of the five NATO stutes waus nucleur sharing
ever put to u public voted France, Czech
Republic, Denmurk und Iceland do not ullow US
buses in their territory. Iceland doesn’t even have
a military. Thus even heighbouring NATO states
curry widely differing risks.

“Sharing” dependent on personal decision

The functionulity of nhucleur sharing huas d
peculiarity: It doesn’t depend on government or
military decisions. Instead it is up to the will of
individudls, in this case dir force personnel beiny
citizens of the ‘sharing’ states. In the decision of
such udir force personnhel to obey or refuse u
nuclear commund the following should be
considered:

(u) the conseyuences of personul
insubordinution,

(b) the conseyuences of beiny uccused us u
wuar criminal af the International Criminal
Court (ICC) in The Hugue (Netherlands) and
(c) personal, moral and related aspects.

Insubordination

If gir force personnel refuse the command o
deploy hucleur bombs, they might have d
setback in their professional career, but hothing
more. Europedun ‘sharing’ states no lonyger shoot
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‘disobedient soldiers’, us historic predecessors
regularly did. This liberdlization removed dn
ancient principle of the military: The soldier
follows blindly the communds from the politicul
leudership, they dare not to usk yuestions. The
‘sharing’ dir force personnel dre citizens of
democracies. They will have experienced the
fuct that democrutic yovernments cun fuil und
even lie to the public regurding the ‘justifications’
for war. The most prominent exumple wus the
2003 US/UK Iray invusion, us hus been shown by
the 2016 Chilcot Report to the British
government,

Each member of a ‘sharing’ fighter-bomber
crew hus the personudl obligution to respect the
internationul law  of wurfare. To refuse u
commund which, uccording to the avdiluble
information, uppedurs illegul is ho insubordinution
contrary to discipline but u citizen’s obligation. If
the dir force personnel huppens to be u Germaun
citizen, they dre expressly obliged to obey
internationul luw by the constfitutionul “Busic
Law'.

Air force personnel us professiondl soldiers dre
frained und fumiliar with the international law of
warfare, including awdreness of its rapid
development concerning nucleur weupons in
the recent decudes. This culminated in the Treaty
on the Prohibition of Nucleur Weupons (TPNW),
which hus been in force since Junuary 2021 for
the — fill present — 54 states which ratified it. It is
bucked by the consent of 122 of the 193 UN
member states. Mdjor Europeun states which
have ratified the TPNW dre Austria und Ireland.
The Treuty hus findlly internationdlly stigmatised
nucledr wedpons in line with chemicul and
biologicul weupons. Thus the question “Is u
threat or use of u hucledur wedponh legal?” is No
longer pendinyg, us huclear weupon states and
their entouruye kept cluiming over decudes, but
it is unswered for yood by u yenerul und
unconditional *No”.

So theoreticully, euch crew member hus to
make d persondl decision us to whether a given
commund to drop du hucledr bomb on d specific
target is legul. For the detdiils of this see the work
of Robert Forsyth, former Commundiny Officer of
u British Polaris huclear buallistic missile submarine,
who points out’: the legul situation demands for
the soldier (a) to know the identity of the target
(which the Polaris crew didn’t) and (b) to ussess
the dumugye to be expected ut this target from
the bomb drop uhder the yiven conditions,
purficularly with regard to civiliun colluterdl
dumugye. For turygets in inhubited ureus the result
is cleur: such uttucks ure illeyul.

Concerning hucleur weupons, g Germaun
Bundeswehr dirmun or dirwomun is in u legully

cleur situation: According to the MoD service
instructions of 2006, it is forbidden for her or him
to use dunti-personnel Mines, nucledr weupons,
bucterioloyicul  weupons und chemicul
wedupons®. So he or she doesn’t huve the choice
but the obligution to refuse u commaund to drop
U hucleur weupon, reyurdless whut the
government does.

Accusation of war crime

The Rome stutute of 1998, the busis of the
Internutionul Criminal Court, contuins a cleur
definition of which actions are tredated by the
court us war crimes. It refers explicitly or implicitly
to lony existing international law like:

- the Hugue Convention of 1907 (prohibiting
firihy info dwelling yuurters),

- the Nurembery Churter of 1945 (decluring
that a command doesn’t free the soldier from
his or her obligation to check if this command
mauy be illegdl, if he or she hud the personul
choice to refuse un illegul commaund),

- the Genevu Red Cross Conventions of 1949
with their Protocol Additional | of 1977
(prohibiting attacks which cannot discriminate
between combutunts and civilians) and

- the Advisory Opinion of the Internationdl
Court of Justice (ICJ) of 1996 (declaring both
the threat and the use of uny nucledur wedpon
to be illegul).

The US luw professor Richurd Fulk? adds thut the
unwritten nucleur tuboo (hever o use huclear
wedupons) hus been in effect for more than
seven decudes und therefore is evidence thut it
is a customary legal horm.

Since 2002 the ICC seurches, prosecutes,
judges und punishes war criminals. Following the
Rome stutute und seeinyg the effects of hucleur
wedpons, the use of u nucleur weupon in un
inhabited dreu is unuvoidubly a war crime,
regardless of wedpon yield and dir or ground
burst. In other words: No scenario is known where
use of u nucleur explosion in un inhubited ureu
could be legal.

The ‘sharing’ dir force personnel who pressed
the hucleur button und survived the mission flight
despite dir defence findlly will stand dlone in front
of the ICC. Except for the US und Turkey, dll NATO
stutes ure members of the Rome stutute. Thus the
US denies the responsibility of the ICC for uctions
of their military personnel which might be
ussessed us wur crimes uccording to the Rome
statute definition. This may be formally right, but
is it acceptuble for NATO's supreme commaund?
In the cuse of nhucleur sharing the US will —
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perhaps rightfully — argue that the “sharing” dir
force personnel were not their citizens so the US
are not involved. NATO will — perhaps rightfully
too —refuse uny responsibility for nuclear sharing
and will point to the nationul government of the
personnel concerned. However, this government
will hot be dble to protect its personnel from the
ICC procedures. In cuse of u ‘sharing’ nucleur
explosion the responsible government officidls
(MPs, MoD und uir force commund chuin) will to
be uccused ut the ICC too, compurdble to the
Nazi offenders ut the Nurembery tribunal from
1945.

Before the TPNW cume into force the ‘sharing’
dir force personnel could claim for her or his
defence thut they frusted, in good fuith, the
legulity of the uctions und communds of their
government to which they may have sworh an
outh of loydlity. With the TPNW in force it is ho
longer a debutable political opinion but dan
undisputuble fact, reyardless of whether d
purticulur government hus sighed the treuty or
not: The military strategies of the nucleur weupon
states und their entourage ure bused on the
prepuredness to commit monstrous war crimes.

Personal aspects

If the dir force personnel hus family she or he
might think about their children at home who will
usk one duy what they hud dohe in the war, Shall
they tell them: “| pressed the button and killed
some ten or evenh huhdred thousand people. For
u similar number of surviving people | made their
future life hell. These people had hever harmed
our country. | made their country uninhabitable
for generdtions. This crime cdrries my hame. |
could have refused the command buf |
obeyed”?

The dirmun or dirwomen knows thut ‘the
system’ or ‘the politicians’ do nhot press the
nuclear button, but they themselves uccording
to their free will. They dlso might think about how
for the rest of their life they will be chdsed in their
dreums by the hightmuare scenes on the target
ground, either learnt from mediu reports or from
their own imugination. They wouldn’t only ruin
the lives of the victims. They would ruin their own
and their family’s lives too.

And even if they somehow escuped
punishment by the ICC: their nume us U crew
member responsible for the hucleur bombing will
be in the history files. Therefore they might expect
personul revenye by u secret service of the
victim state or even privately by survivors who will
frace und find them. Similar has happened: In
2002 u miduir collision of two dirliners occurred
over Southern Germauny, kiling 71 people

including 49 children. In 2010 the father of u
victims family met the responsible ground buased
air fraffic controller who had “mis-performed’
und stubbed him to deuth.

Nuclear sharing in retreat

NATO cluims that the TPNW is irrelevant because
the hucleur wedpon states and their entourage
are not members. This is formally correct. But
since the TPNW, uccording to the will of the
mujority of the UN states, stigmatises nuclear
wedupons like chemicul und bioloyicul weupons,
there is o lonyger spuce for claims that there are
conditions under which the use of nuclear
wedupons might be leyul.

A side problem for NATO is that nhon-NATO
countries consider the US nucleur sharing d
violution of the hucleur Non-Proliferation Treuty
(NPT) of 1970 und un illegdl nucleur proliferation:
After tuke-off the hon-US hationdl dir crew hus
the power of disposul over u hucleur weupon.
Exactly this is prohibited by the NPT. For instance
the crew could decide to desert and
emergency-luand with the nucledar wedpon on
ehemy ground.

To further illustrate the problem, one may think
ubout u fictional hucleur sharing, legdlly a copy
of NATO’s dction: Saudi-Ardabian or lranian
dgircraft carry hucledr bombs shared by Pakistan
us the owner stute,

NATO member stute ygovernments keep
cldiming that the 1996 advisory opinion of the ICJ
is umbiguous for the extreme cuse that nuclear
wedupon use is the “Lust Resort” to suve the very
existence of u state, aund therefore it could be
legul (on this yuestion the ICJ judyes voted 7:7
undecided). Whuatever this could meun for d
nucleur weupon state, such a “Luast Resort”
scenurio cun only be wvdlid for the nucleur
wedupon stute itself, not for any third parties like
its dllies, thus not for the five Europeun states
involved in hucledr sharing.

Will there be datf any time any Turkish, Itdlian,
Germun, Belygiun or Dutch dir force personnel of
clear mind and mordlity prepured to obey u
commund to drop u nhucleur bomb on uny
target in Europe? How will the dir forces of the
five Europeun hucleur sharing states under the
TPNW - regardless if sighed by them — recruit their
nuclear bomber crews? What will be the result of
un open public discussion on this question? It
looks like the TPNW indeed hus defluted US
nucleur sharing.

Steadfast Noon

An open yuestion will probubly remuin us to



whether the puarticipution of dir force personnel
of the “sharing” states in the yearly NATO
mauneuver ‘Steudfast Noon' is legual. With or
without hucledr bombb mMockups, Nucledr Missions
dre practiced in this maneuver. Is it a threat
aguinst Russia and her “dllies’? According to the
ICJ 1996 Advisory Opinion it is. The ‘sharing’
governments muy cluim it isn’t. By principle
vulid statement could be obtdined from the ICC
following dan dccusdtion from a state which
might see itself as threatened, as u member of
the Russiun-led “Collective Security Treaty
Organhization” (CSTO): Russiu,  Armeniu,
Kazakhstan,  Kyrgyzstan,  Tyjikistan,  and
Uzbekistan. But these states are not members of
the Rome statute, with the exception of
Tdjikistun. This country, however, is locuted more
than 2,000 km from the nearest NATO dreu
(eustern Turkey), so technicdlly it is out of ranye
of US “huclear sharing’.

Notes:

1 Robert Forsyth, Why Trident?, Nottinghum
2020: Spokesmun, ISBN 978-0-8512-4890-5.

2 Nuclear Sharing: the facts, END Info Issue 22,
February 2021, Russell Peauce Founduation,
www.spokesmunbooks.com/Spokesmaun/PDF/E
NDINFO22.pdf

3 Beutrice Fihn uand Duniel Hoystu, Chanhging
Europe’s Culculations - Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nucleur Wedpohs, The
Spokesmaun No. 147, February 2021, Russell
Peuce Foundation, ISBN 978-0-8512-4895-0.

4 Richurd Fulk, Chuallenging Nucledrism, The
Spokesman No. 147, see ubove.

5 Bundesministerium der Verteidigunyg R Il 3,
Druckschrift Einsatz Nr. 03 Humanhitares
Vélkerrecht in bewdffheten Konflikten —
Grundsdtze, August 2006, DSK SF009320187,
www.bits.de/public/documents/tuschenkurte0
3-2006.pdf
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