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The letter below has been faxed to:
--President Putin
--Sergei Lavrov
--Russian NY and Geneva UN missions
--US NY UN Mission
--Kerry
--US Secy of Defence
--House subcommittee on Strategic Forces
Senate Subcttee on Strategic Forces.
John Hallam
REDUCING NUCLEAR DANGERS
President Vladimir Putin
President Barack Obama
cc
Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov
Secretary of State John Kerry
Congressional and Duma Committees on Strategic Forces
Policymakers
Dear Presidents Obama and Putin, Foreign Ministers and Secretaries of State, Members of
Duma and Congressional Committees on Strategic Nuclear Forces, and Policymakers:
You have already received letters from Generals James Cartwright and Vladimir Dvorkin,
former commanders of American and Russian missile forces, from International Physicians for
the Prevention of Nuclear War (IPPNW), and from faith leaders worldwide expressing deep
concern, if not alarm, at the possibility that tension between Russia and NATO may spiral out of
control with a catastrophic outcome. We strongly echo and endorse all that has been said in
those letters, and in the related study on de-alerting by Global Zero headed by Generals
Cartwright and Dvorkin.
According to that study,
“Tension between Russia and the West over the Ukraine crisis has brought the parties one
step closer to the precipice of nuclear brinksmanship, the point at which nuclear risk
skyrockets,”
and:
“it has flared to the point that it is producing dangerous misunderstandings and action-reaction
cycles with strong escalatory updrafts.”
We note that on the 40th anniversary of the signing of the Helsinki Document establishing the
Organisation for Security and Cooperation in Europe, the OSCE Parliamentary Assembly
adopted a resolution which ‘Expressed deep concern at increased nuclear threats arising from
the deteriorating relationship between Russia and NATO,’ and ‘Called on all OSCE States with
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nuclear weapons or under extended nuclear deterrence relationships to reduce the risks of a
nuclear war by taking nuclear weapons off high-alert, and by adopting no-first use policies.’
Like the OSCE Parliamentary Assembly, we are deeply alarmed over the direction in which the
confrontation over the borders of the Ukraine may be going. Like the OSCE Assembly, we
believe nuclear risk reduction measures are a matter of urgency. What is placed at risk by an
ongoing and deepening political, and increasingly a military, confrontation between NATO and
Russia far exceeds in importance the future power and credibility of NATO and of Russia, and
any territorial issues between them.
What is placed at risk, in the very worst case, is civilization itself, and potentially, human
survival. This is not of course to say that a completely 'apocalyptic' event sequence is what
WILL take place, or even that this is the most likely outcome of such a sequence. We all hope
and pray that nothing of the sort takes place and that a peaceful negotiated settlement of issues
arising from the 2014 Ukraine crisis is eventually reached by all parties, including Russia.
However, the likelihood of a catastrophic outcome is by no means zero. The record of history –
especially of August1914 – shows that even where national leaders are confident that they have
everything in hand, events can spin out of control with consequences that are completely out of
proportion to anything that might initially have been at stake.
Confrontational attitudes and actions, (particularly between militaries), no matter who initiates
them or who is to 'blame', can as the European Leadership Network points out, all too easily
lead to accidental conflict or even to just plain catastrophic accident. If this were to lead to
deeper and prolonged military conflict between two parties (such as in the Baltics) there is no
telling where it would stop, or if it could be stopped at all without spiraling (as in 1914) into a
conflict that no-one actually sought, but which no-one did enough to prevent.
The involvement of nuclear-armed forces in mirror-imaged and adjacent exercises conducted
within kilometers of each other and without adequate (or any) communications between the rival
forces recklessly courts disaster. Such exercises should never take place.
But should, for any reason, nuclear weapons be bought into play, even at a tactical level, it is
hard to see how the level of conflict could be controlled and prevented from escalating to the
use of land-based, silo-based high-alert nuclear forces. These number just under 1000
warheads on both the Russian and the US sides, with somewhat larger numbers of
submarine-based warheads available.
The use of those silo-based, high – alert forces would destroy NATO, Russia and other
countries as functioning societies in slightly over an hour.
It would also bring about the immediate deaths of up to a billion people, depending on
precisely what targeting strategies were followed.
Smoke from burning cities (see below on non-targeting of cities) would then enter the upper
stratosphere where it would remain for a number of decades, bringing about temperatures lower
than the last ice-age, and making agriculture impossible, or nearly so, throughout the temperate
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zone for decades.
The majority of humans even in countries untouched by hostilities, would starve.
Again, we are not saying this is what WILL happen, but neither can anyone reasonably assert
that it will NOT happen. The fact is that the probability of this kind of outcome is nonzero and is
unacceptably high.
If the awful possibilities outlined above are to be avoided, a number of commonsense steps
need to be taken. Most of them have been discussed at length in various international fora.
Most of them have been suggested in the correspondence you have already received.
1) Nuclear weapon systems that are currently kept on high alert need to have their posture
changed so that they are no longer in such a status. The maintenance of nuclear weapons on
high alert gives decision-makers ridiculously short time-frames (minutes), in which to make
utterly apocalyptic decisions. Those decisions can only legitimately be made in at least a 24-72
hour time-frame if at all ever. We fully endorse the advice of Generals Cartwright and Dvorkin
on this matter. Your attention is also drawn to a number of General Assembly resolutions urging
a lowering in operational readiness, notably the resolution on 'Operational Readiness of Nuclear
Weapon Systems' resolution sponsored by NZ, Switzerland, Sweden, Chile, Malaysia and
Nigeria, and India's 'Reducing Nuclear Dangers' resolution. These resolutions are regularly
adopted by massive majorities(166 yes votes including key US allies for 'Operational
Readiness') in the General Assembly.
2) In 1998, the US and Russian governments, in the wake of a 'near miss' in 1995, when a
weather research rocket was mistaken for a US SLBM, agreed to establish a Joint Data
Exchange Center. That agreement has been reaffirmed a number of times, most recently in
2010. The Joint Data Exchange Center however remains unbuilt. It should be made operational
at the very earliest.
3) A series of measures concerning nuclear posture, notably 'no first use' doctrines and a
decision to no longer target cities (as noted above cities are the most prolific source of the black
smoke that brings about nuclear winter) would also make a vast contribution to the reduction of
the risk of nuclear catastrophe. Because of the indiscriminate impact on civilians and other
non-military targets, any retaliation against cities would be the most egregious violation of
international humanitarian law. Even an incoming attack involving the incineration of dozens of
major cities must not be retaliated against in kind because of the even-more-profound
catastrophic climate disruption which would ensue. These decisions would require deep
changes to nuclear postures and doctrines.
The safest nuclear weapon by far is one that does not exist at all. The majority of the worlds
governments and parliaments, not to mention NGOs, see the elimination of nuclear weapons
not as something it might be 'nice' to do 'in some century', but as an urgent existential priority.
We ask that the nuclear weapon states to view the complete and total elimination of nuclear
weapons, as mandated by the Nuclear Nonproliferation treaty (NPT) itself, as an urgent
existential priority.

3/6

REDUCING NUCLEAR DANGERS - Letter to Putin, Obama, Lavrov, Kerry
Written by John Hallam
Friday, 02 October 2015 15:47 - Last Updated Friday, 02 October 2015 15:48

Finally, we affirm strongly that solutions to the Ukraine crisis itself are not to be found by
blaming and pointing fingers at or by either party. Nor are they to be found in the use of military
force. They can be found only by a fair negotiated diplomatic settlement involving compromises
including on matters that may be seen by some to be 'non-negotiable'. The solutions lie in a
willingness to negotiate precisely over 'non-negotiables'. Only a settlement that takes the
interests of all concerned into account, and that does so in a way that is clearly fair can be
made to stick.
Military force – by either side – is not the answer.
Even if a solution cannot immediately be found, the importance of taking measures to ensure
that there is never a premature and catastrophic end to civilization and much more, is utterly
paramount.
Signed
(organizational affiliations for identification purposes only)
(Letter coordinators/editors)
John Hallam, Human Survival Project, People for Nuclear Disarmament NSW
Peter King, Human Survival Project,
Alyn Ware, Co-Chair, World Future Council Commission on Peace and Disarmament,London,
Aaron Tovish Mayors For Peace 2020 Vision Campaign, Stockholm,
Ira Helfand, Co-President, International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War (IPPNW
– 1985 Nobel Peace prize)
Steven Starr, Senior Scientist, Physicians for Social Responsibility (PSR) Missouri,
Others
Dr Helen Caldicott, Founder, PSR,(Physicians for Social Responsibility) Patron, Human
Survival Project, Australia,
Judy Plyth/Jo Vallentine, People for Nuclear Disarmament W.A., Perth, W.A.,
Lee Rhiannon, Senator, Greens, NSW,
Jill Hall MP, ALP Federal Member for Shortland NSW,
Ken O' Dowd MP, Federal Member for Flynn, Qld,
Michael Mc Kinley, Australian National University,(ANU), Canb, ACT,
Richard Tingey, New Zealand Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament,
Hugh Steadman, Marlborough Chamber of Commerce, Blenheim, New Zealand,
Commander Robert Green, Royal Navy (Ret’d), Co-Director, Disarmament & Security Centre,
Christchurch, New Zealand.
David Krieger, President, Nuclear Age Peace Foundation, Santa Barbara Calif,
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Jonathan Granoff, President, Global Security Institute, NY, USA,
Marylia Kelley, Executive Director, Tri-Valley CARES, Livermore, Calif,
Kevin Zeese & Margaret Flowers, Popular Resistance,
Kathy Wan Povi Sanchez, Tewa Women United, Environmental Health and Justice Program
Manager, NM, USA,
William Boardman, Panther Productions, Vermont, USA,
David Hartsough, World Beyond War, Peaceworkers,
Ellen Thomas, Executive Director, Proposition-1 Campaign, USA,
Professor Lawrence Wittner,(History, emeritus) SUNY, Albany, NY, USA
Deborah J. Taylor, Save the World, New Haven, Ct, USA,
Carol Urner, Ellen Thomas, Womens International League for Peace and Freedom (WILPF)
US, National Disarmament/End Wars Committee,
Barbara Birkett, Science for Peace, Toronto, Canada,
Prof. Paul Meyer, Senior Fellow, Simons Foundation, Canada,
Laura Savinkoff, Boundary Peace Initiative, Grand Forks, BC, Canada,
Sergey Kolesnikov, member of Russian Acad.Sci., distinguished scientist of Russia, Professor
of Moscow State University,
Jenny Maxwell, Secretary, Hereford Peace Council, UK,
Prof. Dave Webb, Chair, Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament (CND) London UK,
Tarja Cronberg, Chair, Middle Powers Initiative, Finnish Peace Union,
Michele Di Paolantonio, MD, IPPNW Italy,
Lisa Clark, Beati i Costruttori di Pace and Italian Disarmament Network, Italy,
Prof. Tom Sauer, Assoc. Professor in International Politics, University of Antwerp, Belg,
Dirk Van Der Maelen MP, Chair, Commission for Foreign Affairs, Belgium,
Hermann Spanjard MD, IPPNW Netherlands,
Colin Archer, General Secretary, International Peace Bureau (IPB), Geneva,
Sophie Morel, Ligue Internationale de Femmes pour la Paix et la Liberté( Wilpf-France),
France,
Dr Jean-Marie Matagne, Action des Citoyens pour le Désarmement Nucléaire (ACDN), France
Tony Robinson, World without Wars and Violence, Hungary
Gunnar Westberg, IPPNW Sweden,
Wolfgang Schlupp-Hauck, Vorsitzender der Friedenswerkstatt Mutlangen e.V.
Christine Muttonen, Co-President of PNND, MP Austria
Junko Abe, Ikata People Against MOX, Ikata, Japan,
Takao Takahara, Director, PRIME (International Peace Research Institute,
Meiji Gakuin University), Japan,
Hideyuki Ban, CNIC,(Citizens Nuclear Information Centre) Shinjuku-Ku, Tokyo,
Hiromichi Umebayashi, Special Advisor, Peace Depot Inc. Japan
Steve Leeper, Peace Culture Village,
Sukla Sen, EKTA (Committee for Communal Amity), Mumbai, India,
Brigadier Vijai K. Nair(ret), Magoo Strategic Infotech, Noida, India,
Wilfred D'Costa, Indian Social Action Forum (INSAF), Delhi, India,
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Dr Ron Mccoy Malaysian Physicians for Social Responsibility, KL, Malaysia,
Nelsy Lizarazo, Pressenza International Press Agency, Ecuador
Jayantha Dhanapala, former UN Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs
1998-2003; former Ambassador of Sri Lanka,
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