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TUES 17 JULY 2018
  
  PEOPLE FOR NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT
  
  HUMAN SURVIVAL PROJECT
  
  www.pndnsw.org.au
  
  TRUMP – PUTIN SUMMIT
  
  ITS NOT THE SUMMIT THATS TERRIFYING – ITS THE CRIES OF 'TRAITOR' FROM THE
COMMENTARIAT THAT MISS THE POINT COMPLETELY
  
  THE PRIORITY AT THE SUMMIT SHOULD HAVE BEEN TO LOWER THE RISK OF A
CIVILISATION-DESTROYING NUCLEAR WAR, NOT TO 'WIN' OR SCORE POINTS
  
      
  
  
  It isn't the substance of the Trump-Putin summit itself which is problematic, underwhelming as
that was. It being a Trump summit, there was little enough of substance there.
  
  
  
  Nor was it any kind of radical 'concession' by Trump to Putin that was the problem. There have
in fact been none, though there should have been. It would indeed have been helpful if Trump
had been able to concede that 'Crimea is Russian' for example. Alas! It did not happen.
  
  
  
  What has been shocking to this commentator has been the toxic reaction to what actually had
turned into something of a non-event.
  
  
  
  Even before the summit, there were hounds baying that Trump needed to 'confront' Putin to
'hold him accountable', and that concessions were out – Trump was to be 'tough'. 'Toughness'
of this kind was the last thing that was needed.
  
  
  
  An approach like this would of course have wrecked the summit before it started, and is
antithetical to the very purpose of summits, which are to improve, not further wreck, relations
between two countries who, if they went to war, would quickly escalate to massive use of
nuclear weapons and in doing so would destroy what we call 'civilization'.
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  Because, every time there is a US-Russia summit, what is at stake is the survival of civilization
and of humans as a species – not patriotic point-scoring and not 'winning' of any kind.
  
  
  
  This consideration 'Trumps' every other consideration that can be thought of. If 'patriotism'
means being willing to destroy, or to risk destroying, the entire planet then 'patriotism' at least of
this kind is truly the last refuge of scoundrels.
  
  
  
  Trump may or may not have been 'helped' into his presidency by Putin. In the grand scheme
of things, this is absolutely irrelevant and should be treated as such. Trump may or may not be
in Putins 'pocket' (whatever that might mean). Again, in the grand scheme of things in which the
survival of humans as a species (and millions of other species) and the survival of civilization
are the topmost priorities, IT DOES NOT AND SHOULD NOT MATTER.
  
  
  
  What DOES matter is that relations between Russia and the US are improved to a degree
such that the apocalypse is no longer on the global agenda and such that the fingers of the
Doomsday Clock can be moved back from 2 minutes to midnight.
  
  
  
  An acrimonious impeachment of Trump for being too close to Putin and his replacement by a
Russia hard-liner bodes no good at all for the avoidance of the abyss.
  
  
  
  There are some matters (such as whose pocket if anyones Trump is in) that are NOT the end
of the world.
  
  
  
  Unfortunately ever since 1945, there have been some matters that ARE the end of the world.
Clearly these 'Trump' the matters that are NOT the end of the world.
  
  
  
  We gather from the press-conference that Trump and Putin did in fact devote some time to
discussing arms control and 'nuclear proliferation'. This is good but there was no interest in
these matters from the assembled commentariat.
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  No, this is not quite correct. There was a journalist from the NATION who held up a piece of
paper on which was written 'Nuclear Ban Treaty'. He at least had the right priorities.
  
  
  
  He was wrestled to the ground by security.
  
  
  
  John Hallam
  
  People for Nuclear Disarmament
  
  Human Survival Project
  
  Nuclear Disarmament Campaigner
  
  johnhallam2001@yahoo.com.au
  
  jhjohnhallam@gmail.com
  
  61-411-854-612
  
  
  
  APPEAL ON NUCLEAR RISK REDUCTION TO PRESIDENTS PUTIN AND TRUMP,
  
  NATO MEETING 11-12 JULY
  
  
  
  PEOPLE FOR NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT
  
  HUMAN SURVIVAL PROJECT
  
  
  
  ABOLITION 2000 WORKING GROUP ON NUCLEAR RISK REDUCTION
  
  
  
  Dear NATO Ministers of Defense and Foreign Affairs, and Presidents Trump and Putin:
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  Last January, as is well known, the Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, at the advice of its board
of sponsors, on which sit nobel prizewinners and respected experts on nuclear weapons risks,
moved the hands of its iconic 'doomsday clock', which has monitored how close or otherwise
humans are to self-destruction, from three minutes to 'midnight' to a frightening two figurative
minutes to 'midnight'.
  
  
  
  The Bulletin's Board of Sponsors has not been the only body or person to sound the alarm on
rising risks of nuclear war: similar warnings were issued by Mikhail Gorbachev, Pope Francis,
former US Defense Secretary Bill Perry, and by former commanders of both US and Russian
nuclear missile forces.
  
  
  
  Since those warnings have been issued, there have been periods in which the risk of nuclear
weapons being used, both between the US and the DPRK, but even more frighteningly,
between the US and Russia, have seemed to 'spike', for days, weeks, and even months. Then a
breakthrough of some kind takes place and the risks recede for a while, only for the cycle to
repeat itself. This cannot go on forever: An indefinite number of spins of the roulette barrel
sooner or later will produce a shot.
  
  
  
  The use of nuclear weapons between the US and the DPRK would be a catastrophe with
global implications, with an immediate body count in excess of all the casualties of the whole of
WW-II. The use of nuclear weapons in Europe and Russia (and then likely the US and China)
would be a global catastrophe similar in scale to that which wiped out the dinosaurs, in which
what we call 'civilization' would end, and in which human survival itself could not be assured.
Even if humans as a species did survive, most land-based living species would not.
  
  
  
  We wish to express our alarm at the current elevated state of risk of nuclear weapons use.
One cannot play American, Russian, or Korean roulette with the species, civilization, and the
planet as a whole indefinitely: At some point, our luck will run out. Malfunction, miscalculation,
madness malice or malware will produce catastrophe.
  
  
  
  We would like to urge both the upcoming July 11-12 meeting of NATO, and the July 16
meeting between Presidents Vladimir Putin and Donald Trump to take concrete practical
measures that will lower these risks.
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  Many other appeals and prescriptions for risk reduction, largely overlapping with this one, have
been made in recent years and months. We strongly support all of those and draw
unashamedly from all of them. These include:
  
  
  
  --All the measures listed in the Abolition 2000 working group on nuclear risk reduction of which
this letters author is a co-convener:
  
  http://www.abolition2000.org/ en/nuclear-risk-reduction/
  
  
  
  --The July 10 2016 appeal by the OSCE Parliamentary Assembly, calling for a lowering of
nuclear weapons alert status, or a nuclear weapons stand-down.
  
  http://www.pnnd.org/article/ osce-parliamentary-assembly- calls-nuclear-weapons-stand- down
  
  
  
  --The measures proposed by IDN of France, to diminish the risk of nuclear catastrophe:
  
  http://www.idn-france.org/ 2018/06/mesures-urgentes- proposees-idn-eviter-
catastrophe-nucleaire/
  
  
  
  --The Appeal by IDN for the removal of tactical nuclear weapons from Europe:
  
  http://www.abolition2000.org/ wp-content/uploads/2018/06/
IDN-IT-IS-URGENT-TO-ELIMINATE- NUCLEAR-TACTICAL-WEAPONS-IN- EUROPE.pdf
  
  
  
  --The Appeal to Leaders of Nuclear-Armed states by women parliamentarians, organized by
Parliamentarians for Nuclear Nonproliferation and Disarmament (PNND)
  
  http://www.pnnd.org/article/ common-security-sustainable- and-nuclear-weapon-free-world
  
  
  
  The policy prescriptions contained in all of these appeals are mutually reinforcing and
overlapping, and it is possible and necessary to support all of them, which we do most strongly.
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  There are however a few obvious measures that should be discussed both at the NATO
summit and at the Trump-Putin summit.
  
  
  
  --Tactical nuclear weapons, whether in Kaliningrad, Crimea, Turkey, Italy or Germany,
constitute a kind of nuclear 'tripwire'. Considered more 'usable' than strategic nuclear weapons,
their use is nonetheless likely to lead on to the massive use of strategic nuclear weapons. Many
of them have yields not meaningfully distinguishable from strategic nuclear weapons. Their use
should be made more difficult not easier.
  
  
  
  --The conducting of exercises with nuclear capable military equipment, and in particular the
conducting of 'mirror-imaged' or 'back-to back' Russian and NATO exercises in relatively close
proximity is incredibly dangerous and provocative. In the recent past however, a number of such
exercises have taken place. The mind boggles at the potential for disaster, should something
have gone wrong or should there have been serious misunderstandings of each others
intentions. Such exercises should never take place.
  
  
  
  --In the past, Russia and NATO have had relatively good and respectful military-to-military
communications and a relatively high level of mutual transparency. This is no longer the case.
Military to military communications both on an informal and personal basis, and more formally,
need to be restored and upgraded.
  
  
  
  --The Idea for a Joint Data Exchange Centre in Moscow, discussed between the US and
Russia since 1998, and reaffirmed as an intention three or four times at least, should finally be
implemented. The possibility of NATO and China also participating should be explored.
  
  
  
  --Russia and the US, followed by (or preceded by ) NATO nuclear weapon states should
declare that they will not use nuclear weapons first. (No First Use). Currently India and China
have such formal policies.
  
  
  
  --Nuclear postures that mandate either various forms of 'launch on warning' or 'launch under
(presumed) attack' should be abolished. It is far too easy for computer or sensor malfunction to
produce false attack warnings that, if believed, initiate the apocalypse, and this has come close
to taking place in both Russia and the USA on a frighteningly large number of occasions.
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Semantic debates about whether US forces are 'really' on 'hair trigger' do nothing to reduce the
very real risks of a nuclear exchange bought about by nothing more significant than sun
reflected off high clouds over North Dakota that looked to Soviet surveillance satellite systems
exactly like a series of launches (1983), a research rocket that looked like an SLBM launch
(1995) and software and hardware glitches that looked to US systems like thousands of
incoming warheads.
  
  
  
  In the slightly longer run, assuming we are all still here, the need is to:
  
  
  
  --Extend the New START treaty so that we are not in a position where nothing constrains
nuclear weapons expansion on either side. Absent a New START extension, this is the position
we will be in, risking a new/renewed nuclear arms race.
  
  
  
  --Adopt nuclear postures and security policies whose entire purpose is to diminish the role of
nuclear weapons.
  
  
  
  These would go some way to making thinkable, and possible, the fulfillment of the
nuclear-armed states Art VI NPT obligations.
  
  
  
  
  
  Signed:
  
  
  
  John Hallam
  
  UN Nuclear Disarmament Campaigner
  
  People for Nuclear Disarmament
  
  Human Survival Project
  
  Co-Convenor, Abolition 2000 Working Group on Nuclear Risk Reduction
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  www.pndnsw.org.au
  
  http://www.abolition2000.org/ en/nuclear-risk-reduction/
  
  https://www.facebook.com/ Human-Survival-Project- 388802504634024/
  
  johnhallam2001@yahoo.com.au
  
  jhjohnhallam@gmail.com,
  
  
  
  61-411-854-612
  
  
  
  
  
  Prof.Emerit. Frank Hutchinson, UNE,
  
  Human Survival Project
  
  Council for Peace and Justice, (CPJ)
  
  fphutch@yahoo.com.au
  
  
  
  https://www.facebook.com/ Human-Survival-Project- 388802504634024/
  
  
  
  Alyn Ware,
  
  World Future Council, London UK
  
  alyn@lcnp.org
  
  
  
  Marc Finaud
  
  (Bureau Member, Initiatives pour le Désarmement nucléaire IDN)
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