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United States Affiliate of International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War

Our Mission

Guided by the values and
expertise of medicine and public

health, Physicians for Social
Responsibility works to protect
human life from the gravest threats
to health and survival
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19. Hiroshima, Japan - August 6, 1945
At 8:16 am the city of Hiroshima and 75,000 of it's citizens were obliterated in an instant by an
atomic homb. A man stands by a fireplace in what was a residential neighborhood.
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\ The New England

5 Journal of Medicine
May 31, 1962

“The Medical Consequences
of Thermonuclear War”
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PSR is the U.S. affiliate of PSR co-founders Drs. H. Jack
International Physicians for the Geiger, Victor Sidel, and Sidney
Prevention of Nuclear War Alexander pose with the 1985

Nobel Peace Prize in Oslo.
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Morbidity and Mortality

“While no nuclear
weapons have
been detonated in
war since Hiroshima
and Nagasaki, a
kind of secret, low-
intensity radioactive
warfare has been

wag ed ag ainst MUSICIAN GRAHAM NASH JOINS PSR

{ CO-FOUNDER BERNARD LOWN, MD, ON
unsuspecting A PANEL AT IPPNW’S 1988 WORLD

populations_ o CONGRESS IN MONTREAL.

Bernard Lown, MD
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235,000 Atomic Veterans
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DEN
PROOF

by Arjun Makhijani

n October 30, 2000,

the United States

enacted a complex
law providing health care
and compensation for
nuclear weapons workers,
the “"Energy Employees
Occupational lllness
Compensation Act,” and
became the first country
to compensate its workers
for injuries incurred while
producing nuclear bombs.
No other nuclear weapon
state has even acknowl-
edged that its nuclear
workers—as a group—
were put at risk.

The United States built
nucliear warheads at a
feverish pace during the
Cold War—about 10 a day
at the height of the nuclear
frenzy in the late 1950s,
and about 70,000 in ail.
During that time, the gowv-
ernment steadfastly denied
that nuclear weapons
workers—there were some
600,000 altogether—had
been put at risk by expo-
sure to radiation. When
workers complained of ill-
nesses, they were general-
Iy ignored. When they
sought compensation, the
government and its

ROBERT DEL TREDI!
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The telitale cloud from a nuclear test explosion as seen from Las Vegas about 1950.
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Estimates of lodine-131 Thyroid Doses

for Persons Born Jan. 1, 1953
(Average diet; average milk consumption)

( 747) 10 - 30

(1917) 3 - 10

( 333) 1 - 3

( 44) 0.3 - 1

( 4 01 - 0.3 -

( 3) 001 - o1 Source: National Cancer Institute, 1997

{ 1) {(0.01

\" i : - = ; -
(Counties) Dose in rads : I
B 4 30+ \\ & \
\/"‘*\ a -
X
)

Copyright 2007, Robert Gould, rmgould1@yahoo.com



United States
Department of Energy

Hanford Site

RESTRICTED GOVERNMENT AREA

PERSONS AND VEHICLES SUBJECT TO SEARCH
SPEED LIMITS POSTED

NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS AND REGULATIONS APPLY
STATE OF WASHINGTON TRAFFIC REGULATIONS APPLY

—
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Long-lived Environmental
Contamination

Long-lived radioactive and hazardous waste

— 73 milllion cubic meters soll contaminated

— 1.5 billion cubic meters of groundwater
contaminated

— US Department of Energy estimates cost of
“clean-up” $300 billion over the next 70
years
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Long-lived Environmental
Contamination

The National Academy of Sciences recently
stated that at many DOE nuclear weapons
sites,

... “radiological and non radiological
nazardous wastes will remain, posing rsks to
numans and the environment for tens or even
nundreds of thousands of years. Complete
elimination of unacceptable risks to humans
and the environment will not be achieved,
now or in the foreseeable future. "

Source: Matthew Wald, New York Times, August 8, 2000. “Nuclear Sites May Be Toxic in
Perpetuity, Report Finds”.
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Spending on Nuclear Weapons

$5.5 trillion dollars

spent on nuclear
weapons

from 1940 to 1996

Source:Atomic Audit: The Costs and Consequences
of U.S. Nuclear Weapons Since 1940. S.
Schwartz, 1998
PSR member William
Porter, MD, presents a
check to dramatize
Charlotte, NC,
taxpayers share of the
nuclear weapons

production budget.
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Nuclear Weapons Costs

Nuclear weapons costs exceeded the combined total
federal spending on:

education, training, employment, social services
agriculture, natural resources and the environment
general science and space research

community and regional development, law
enforcement

energy production and regulation

Source:Atomic Audit: The Costs and Consequences of U.S. Nuclear Weapons Since 1940. S.
Schwartz, 1998
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Nuclear weapons today

e 22 000 nuclear warheads with the
equivalent explosive force of:
— Over 200,000 Hiroshima-sized bombs.

— 11 billion tons of TNT, 2 tons for every
human on the planet.

e 2,000-3,000 on hair-trigger alert,
ready to be launched on a few
minutes notice.
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6% The New Englan
t * Journal of Medicine

April 30, 1998

“Accidental Nuclear War:
A Post Cold War Assessment”




San Francisco
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Immediate Deaths Af_fer

Accidental Nuclear Attack
Atlanta 428,000
Boston 609,000
 Chicago = 425,000
New York 3,193,000

Pittsbureh - 375.000
- San Francisco 739,000
Seattle 341,000
Washington 728,000
Total 6,838,000
New England J. of Medicine, 1998
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US Nuclear Posture Review

« 2002 report on the goals and structure
of US nuclear forces.

e Asserted a permanent role for nuclear
weapons in military policy into the
future.

— Goes against treaty commitments for
nuclear weapons elimination.

e Proposed the use of nuclear weapons
after biological or chemical attacks —in
breach of international law
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THE FUTURE COMES TO YOUR KITCHEN
l_&i\.‘ http:ffpopularmechaics.com r—&\ OCTOBER 2002 -

‘}_ America’s

New Weapons
Of Precise
Destruction Are
, The Cornerstone
X Of Our First-
Strike Strategy

WIRELESS

HOME
¢ NETWORKING
1a THE FAST AND New \X/ays For
THE FABULOUS Families To Share
2 2003 Cars Storm The Internet,
o 75470008658l o & Into Showrooms Movies And More
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How a—_ e |

(11 . ry
d Ml III-HI.ll(E &) A combat aircratt releases the “mini-nuke’
bomb assembly at heights ranging from
cﬂuld BE use{I 5.000 feet to a=z low as 50 feet.
2

Hocket motors fire and the

E'i‘:"‘e? a;ﬁ”derg round bomb, with a hardened-nose
angols s Bl L case, burias itself below

can desiroy targeis ground 10 to 20 fast,
below ground or burst

at high or medium
altitudes. Underground
detonations limit
“collateral damage,” or
the number of deaths.

The tactical weapon is

The burst is time-delayed after impact
Lround shock wawves from the
explosion also cause damage

Nuclear Warhead Blasts

Comparisons of the areas of death
and destruction of ardinary buildings
by surface-blast effects only

The largest “mini-nuke” warhead

= compared to the power of the

15 kiloton bomb dropped owver
Hiroshima in 1845, and to a
warhead with a yield of 8 megatons.

The Hirashima bomb exploded
in the air at 17,000 fest, and PHILADELPHIA T Y A Hiroshima-

‘minmi-nulkes” are proposed to be size 15 kKiloton
used on underground targets. m:::hima y burst would

equal a
ground-blast

SOURCES: Tim Bogwr, Federation of Armsrican Scientists - : circla 11/2
Arma Caral Asscciatan; US Depaitmssnt of Dadaime = miles wide
Friends Cormemittes on Masonsl Legeslation . # :

The largest “mini-nuke” yield,
5 kilotons, is egual to 5,000 tons
of TNT with a one-mile-wide hlast.

CYBMTHLA GREER | Induines Saail Arist
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NEWS

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 23, 2003

FROM PAGE {

NUCLEAR | Bush team wants weapon,
but critics doubt whether it’s needed

Continued from Page 14

lesd time ne i‘i]l vd for congl ressional
funding, officials at th ional Nu-
clear Security Administration say,
they might seek additional money
for the next ph: relopment
even before l]l! Jor "y work is
completed in 2005 or 2006,
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Nuclear bunker
buster

The Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator
will be a nuclear bunker-busting bomb
designed to destroy hardened, deeply
buried targets.

HOW IT WORKS
Bomb is released

by aircraft.

L

-

Bormb
strikes the
ground,
penetrating
layers of
soil, rock
and
concrete.

. Bomb buries
itself 20 o
30 feet deap
and
detonates.

down to
buried

Robert Gould, rmgould1@yahoo.com

clear explosion, Celec said. “Yo|
going to have to match the ta
with the weapon with the in
gence you've got on it.”

Some skeptical military offif
say they do not want to send t
soldiers into a radioactive envi
ment that may also contain biol
cal or chemical agents scattere
the bomb. Moreover, once a nue
weapon has been used, the end
may retaliate with any wespon
mass destruction it still posses
said a Marine colonel who asked
to be identified.

“It’s out there, and it's too lat
take it back,” he said.

Changing needs

In several policy documents,
Pentagon has called for a “res
sive” nuelear foree to meet ch
ing situations. Foreign leaders
are not deterred by the current
nuelear weapons — because the
not believe President Bush will
them — might be deterred by g
clear bunker-buster specifically
signed to put them personall
rigk in their underground quarte

“The other guy has to fi
you're capable of using it," Cf
said.

The earth-penetrator prograr
also motivated by a policy of pro
ing the scientists at nuclear
with challenging problems that
to a finished product. A decade a
the end of US. nuclear test
there is fear in some gquarters {
scientists may become bored
find jobs elsewhere.

Peurifoy, the retired Sandia, 4
cial, opposes the drive for more




Projected Casualties Among
L.5. Military Personnel and
Civilian Populations from the
Use of Nuclear Weapons Against
Hard and Deeply Buried Targets

May 20054

Pt Wil MD, Sarah Stankck, Martin Bubeher,
Michaicl HeCally MO, Ira Helarss =i,
Babert Goauld MO, Sshn Paskore MO
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RNEP Strike on Esfahan Underground Nuclear Facility

Surface Deposition of Radioactive Fallout after 48 Hours
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RNEP Strike on Yongbyon

Fallout Area after Two Days

rem/hr@1hr

0
= 1.00E+04

€8 LE=0N|BA WNLWIXEN

1086406
100.0

3015379
10.0

5087042
1.00

6123962
0.100

6264141
0.0100

coore ' 6279825
Taipei
: 0.00100
ST )
. \

=]

111.4 121.0 130.6 140.2 149.8
Longitude

Mean population exposed at indicated level
NOTE: Exposures based only on the displayed portion of the plume

Copyright 2007, Robert Gould, rmgould1@yahoo.com




Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator
(RNEP)

“I really must apologize for my lack of precision if we in the
administration have suggested that it was possible to have a
bomb that penetrated far enough to trap all fall-out. | don’t
believe the laws of physics will ever let that be true. ltis
certainly not what we're trying to do now. What we are trying
s to get in the ground far enough so that the energy goes
deep into the ground to hold at risk the deeply buried
facilities. But it is very important for this committee to recognize
what we on our side recognize.. There is a nuclear weapon
that i1s going to be hugely destructive over a large area. No
sane personwould use a weapon like thatlightly. ... | do want
to make it clear that any thought of ... nuclear weapons that
aren’t really destructive is just nuts.” (Emphasis added)

(Linton Brooks, Head of National Nuclear Security Administration,
March 2, 2005)
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San Francisco Chronicle
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 28, 2005

U.S. alters nuclear weapons policy

Congress rejects
‘bunker busters’ for

more reliable arms

By James Sterngold
CHRONICLE STAFF WRITER

After struggling in recent years
to redefine U.S. nuclear policy,
Congress turned the country in a
new direction this month by giv-
ing millions of dollars for a pro-
gram aimed at producing a small-

er arsenal of more reliable war-
heads.

Lawmakers killed the widely
criticized nuclear “bunker bust-
er” concept, which critics regard-
ed as too aggressive, and instead
appropriated $25 million for re-
search on what is called the reli-
able replacement warhead, or
RRW. Though that initial sum is
relatively modest, it signifies an
important policy shift that could

end up costing many billions of

dollars,
Iven some arms conlrol advo-

cates have applauded the deci-
sion, because many see the new
program as a sharp scaling back of
the Bush administration’s once
soaring nuclear ambitions.
Democrats as well as Republi-
cans were so enthusiastic that they
voled for almost three times the
amount of money requested by
the White House, in large part be-
cause the program is viewed as an
exercise in restraint,
“This is about tinkering at the
margins of the existing weapons
> NUCLEAR: Page AS
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MONDAY, NOVEMBER 28, 2005

415-777-1111

New focus of nuclear policy could cost billions

> NUCLEAR
From Page Al

systems, nothing more,” said Rep.
Lllen Tauscher, D-Walnut Creek,
a member of the House Appropri-
ations Committee’s energy and
waler subcommittee, which con-
trols the nuclear weapons budget
“They (the White House) aren’t
getting what they wanted.”

But while the vole was decisive,
just what the nuclear future will
look like is not. Some experls cau-
tion that more than tinkering may
be involved.

“The answer to every question
at this point is, ‘It depends,’ ” said
Philip Coyle, a senior Pentagon ol-
ficial in the Clinton administra-
tion and a nuclear scientist at the
Lawrence Livermore National
Laboratory for 33 years, “A new
warhead can be new in a
wide variety of different
ways, and nobody knows
what that will mean yet.”

Indeed, the reliable re-
placement warhead is a
strikingly elastic concept
that, at this stage, each side
can define as it likes. One
of the few clear guidelines
is that Congress has ordered thal,
whatever il is, it must be deployed
withoul new underground testing,
which President George HW,
Bush banned in 1992, But few
agree on whether that is even fea-
sible.

Beyond that, experts generally

United States and other places,
There is an active process in a wide
variely of countries. They are all
exploring the option of nuclear
weapons.”

He added, “We're not talking
about disarmament, we're talking
about optimization. What you're
doing is reducing the warheads to
a more appropriate size.” To those
who believe in nuclear restraint,
the program is a modest upgrad-
ing of existing weapons. I'or in-
stance, optical fiber detonator ca-
bles would replace electrical wires
and safer high explosives would be
used to initiate the implosion of
the radioactive core, which starts
the nuclear chain reaction.

“This is not a sneaky way to gel
a whole new powerful warhead
type of thing in the future,” in-
sisted Rep. David Hobson, R-Ohio,

“This is about tinkering at the
margins of the existing

weapons systems,
nothing more.”

Rep, BLLEN TauscHER, D-Walnut Creek

chairman of the House Appropria-
tions Committee’s energy and wa-
ter subcommittee, and the most
influential voice for restraint,
“We're not trying to do separate
missions than those the warheads
were designed for today.”
Nuclear weapons proponents,

ties in response to (the Depart-
ment of Defense’s) emerging
needs,” Linton Brooks, adminis-
trator of the National Nuclear Se-
curity ~ Administration,  which
builds and maintains the stock-
pile, said at a Senate hearing earli-
er this year,

That increases the possibilily,
many experts say, that the war-
heads may need nol only testing,
but also the development of heavi-
ly modified missiles or new mis-
siles to deliver them, adding bil-
lions of dollars more Lo the ulli-
mate cosl.

William Schneider Jr, chair-
man of the Defense Science
Board, an influential advisory
body to the Pentagon, said in a re-
port last year that “the nature of
the potential threal demands that
we consider solutions that go be-
yond improvement on the
margin,” and that the
country  should  build
“weapons more relevant to
the future threal environ-
ment,” including nuclear

warheads.
Cutting through the
distrust and  disagree-

ments, there are critical
areas ol bipartisan agreement.
['irst, the method of maintaining
the Cold War-era stockpile — the
so-called life extension program —
cannol last indefinitely because
the warheads are aging, Some ex-
perts dispute this, but Congress
seems to have accepted the view

weapons experts say, could make
them heavier and bulkier. At the
least, that would require extensive
retesting ol missiles.

The first warhead to be upgrad-
ed will be the W76, which is de-
ployed on the submarine-based
Trident missiles. But whether that
missile will still work as designed
with a new warhead, without sub-
stantial modifications, is yel to be
proven,

“You can’t just have a conversa-
tionaboul the warheads — it has to
be about the delivery systems and
even the military’s command and
control,” said John Browne, a
weapons designer and former di-
rector of the Los Alamos National
Laboratory. “T'hese things are part
of an interrelated system. That’s
what people forget.”

The rethinking ef the U.S, nu-
clear posture began after the
collapse of the Soviel Union.
Underground nuclear test-
ing was banned, warhead
production was stopped, and
thousands of weapons were
decommissioned.

Some demanded that the
nuclear stockpile, with more
than 10,000 warheads, be
scrapped. Instead, the Clin-
ton administration started increas-
ing the budgets for the nuclear de-
sign labs, at Livermore, Los Ala-
mos and Sandia National Labora-
tory, for what was called
“science-based stockpile steward-
ship,” a program of maintaining

earth before exploding — to de-
stroy deeply buried largets or
caches of chemical and biological
weapons,

That report became the back-
bone of the Bush administration’s
new nuclear strategy, the Nuclear
Posture Review, issued in 2002
Half a dozen members of the
group that drew up the 2001 study
assumed senior positions in the
Bush administration, including
Brooks at the National Nuclear Se-
curily administralion, Schneider
at the Defense Science Board and
Stephen Hadley, now the presi-
dent’s national securily adviser,

In 2003, the White House won
funding in Congress for the bun-
ker buster study and research into
other new types of warheads.

But that is when Hobson, con-
cerned that the weapons could

“It’s damn hard to work up any
excitement about them.
Eventually, they’ll go the way of

chemical weapons.”

Wintiam Opowm, former director
of the National Security Agency

spur a new arms race, surprised
fellow Republicans by pushing
back. He later slashed some of the
funding and strongly criticized
some of the White House plans.
He wanted, he said, a more re-
strained policy, one that would

Copyright 2007, Robert Gould, rmgould1@yahoo.com

replacement warhead program
does not lead to the development
of mew nuclear weapons and the
resumption of nuclear testing.”
Hobson and others say they ful-
ly expect the government to try at
some point lo expand the pro-
gram, and they insist they are pre-
pared to fight back. But some nu-
clear proponents are angry at what
they see as a weakened Bush ad-
ministration backing off at all.
“This ‘modernization’ is not a
modernization of the weapons’ ca-
pabilities,” said Kathleen Bailey, a
senior associate of the National In-
stitute for Public Policy and a co-
author of the 2001 nuclear study.
“That’s what is needed. But the ad-
ministration has already shown it
doesn’t have the willingness to
stand up and go to bat on this. So I
can’t imagine the Republicans or
the Democrats in the fu-
ture doing so.”
Surprisingly, one of
the few groups that
seems not to have en-
gaged directly in the de-
bate is the military,
William Odom, a re-
tired lieutenant general
trained in nuclear war-
fare and former director
of the National Security Agency,
said one reason was thal profes-
sional military leaders regarded
the weapons as too dangerous and
too difficult to protect and main-
tain, given the modest probability
that they would ever be used, par-
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“This does have a direct corre-
lation with the whole complex”
of new weapons factories the ad-
ministration is seeking, said Rep.
Ellen  Tauscher, D-Walnul
Creek, a member of the House
Energy and Water Appropria-
lions Subcommittee,

The most expensive element
in the administration’s plan is ex-
pected to be a new pit factory
that would be capable of build-
ing 120 per year. Tauscher said
hat if the plutonium is found to
1ave a longer lifespan, “the need
or 120 pits could be way off.”
The issue may come to a head
ater this year., In debating the
1eed for the replacement war-
1eads, Congress required that
he National Nuclear Security
Administration, which oversees
he weapons complex, report by
his fall its latest assessment of
he useful lifespan of plutonium.
Research has been under way for
several years at the weapons labs,
awrence Livermore and Los
Alamos, which are managed by
he University of California, and
he Sandia National Laborato-
ies,

Portions of the research,
hough not finished, have been
inalyzed by some outside experts
1s part of the scientific peer re-

Experts dispute need
for new nuclear arsenal

Munrar Haynes /Associated Press 1995

High-grade plutonium is shown at the Los Alamos National Lab-
oratory in Los Alamos, N.M.
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“By seeking to develop new nuclear
weapons, the United States sends the
message that nuclear weapons have a future
battlefield role and utility. That Is

the wrong direction and, in my view, will
only cause Americato be placed in greater
jeopardy In the future.”

Senator Diane Feinstein

Source: “Armageddon Back on the Table” Toronto Star November 16, 2003




Nuclear Fuel Cycle
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Source: AP, New York Times, May 25, 2003
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GUESS WHO'S
UILDING NUCLEAR
OWER PLANTS.

The Shah of Iran is sitting on
top of one of the largest reservoirs
of oil in the world.
. Yet he’s building two nuclear
7 plants and planning two more to
' provide electricity for his country.
He knows the oil is running out —
and time with it.
But he wouldn’t build the plants
¢ now if he doubted their safety. He'd
wait. As many Americans want to do.
The Shah knows that nuclear
/4 energy is not only economical, it has
'~ enjoyed a remarkable 30-year safety
record. A record that was good
# enough for the citizens of Plymouth,
Massachusetts, too. They've apprm ed
their second nuclear plant by =
of almost 4 to 1. Which shows
! don’t have to go as far as Iran for
endorsement of nuclear power.

III.ICI.EAII ENERGY. 'I'ODAY’S lllSﬂElt.
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Source: New York Times April 11, 2006
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Weapons of Mass Destruction Commission

Recommendations

Strengthen Disarmament
WEAPONS - -
OF TERROR and Non-Proliferation
Fresing the World of Nudlear, . ._.- - Measu reS

Biolagical and Chemical fims

* Non-Proliferation Treaty commitments
* Nuclear-free weapons zones

* Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty

* Control fissile materials

* No-first use policy

*No launch on warning

* Strategic arms reductions

* No deployment on foreign soil

* No new weapons, missions, systems

Outlaw Nuclear Weapons
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Nuclear Abolition

“As long as any state has

nuclear weapons, others EIIE#EI?HHHSH
will want them. o e e,
As long as any such
weapons remain, there
is a risk that they will
one day be used, by
design or accident.

And any such use would
be catastrophic.”

Weapons of Mass Destruction Commission, June 1, 2006 WWwW.wmdcommission.org
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Nuclear Abolition

e Supported by:
— American Public Health Association
— American Medical Association
— American College of Physicians

— International Physicians for the
Prevention of Nuclear
War/Physicians for Social
Responsibility

— Global political and military leaders
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WHY IS THE UNIVERSITY OF GALIFORNI
BUILDING A NEW HYDROGEN BOMB?

iy .I...'.r-_l .
".-'.',- 5 "'E'“" .‘:

3 N4

1 ‘ Ask President D ps, Senato: FEHEEEiILSPEﬁkEIPEl

3’

Representative Tauscher and your professors: Why is the ™%

lifornia launching a new nuclear arms rac LI
& . | W Za o

-

- *l.
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THE CASE HAS

NOT BEEN MADE

PSR Says Vote No
on Preemptive War!

N BEHALF OF téns of thowsands of Ametican

doctors, nurses, health professionals and
seientists working topether with concerned
cittzens, Physiclans for Social Responsibility ('SE) calls
upon dll members of the Undted States Congress to vote

dalnEl '.I.-.:I._.: LHIT E!.".'.I: FLLRET QRIS Gl .IE!.I:I.!'-I ||.|...
The case has not been made.

[ragy has not attacked vs, nor 18 there evidince that it plans
L COLF B0,

| A, inted Lo g neles vy L lI..'ZfZZIl.'.l L s 1

. N T T . I
¢ DESTABILIZE the Middle Bast exacerhate the [smel
alestinmn contlict, and lead o the loss of mam

innacent avilEns Hves

p RIZK the possible use of weapons of mass destruetion

LN W TEEC0.

e COST an estmated $100=X00 hillson, net oAy
pebalding [rig, at a tme when the need o meet human
needs for health, education, environmental protection,
decent jobs, old ape secunty and mose hive never been
epeatet and are being neplected at bome and abroad,

p LEAD to an ingecure world for our children and
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JJRUIKEY

L

YOU'LLLOVE WAR ON RAN.

An ominous pattern of provocative words and acts from the White House points to a new war:
a “preventive” strike on Iran.

“All options are on the table,” says the Bush Administration. Does that include a nuclear
option? Yes, they have refused to rule out using nuclear weapons.

Nuclear or not, the fallout from this attack will be catastrophic. Iran is three times larger than
Iraq. It has vast resources and intense national pride. It can wreak havoc on oil markets. It
can retaliate against Israel or the Gulf States. In Iraq and Afghanistan, 175,000 U.S. soldiers
could be the victims of a surge of anger at America.

But doesn't Iran refuse to talk? That is White House fiction. Two serious offers from the Iranian
leadership have been rejected out of hand by the White House.

No one wants a nuclear-armed Iran. The reality is that bombing Iran will likely strengthen the
hard-liners” hand and ensure that Iran will one day become a nuclear state.

The American people want diplomacy, not another war. Four out of five Americans favor direct
talks with Iran. Congress must make the White House listen to the people.

NGRESS MUST NOT ALLOW THE PRESIDENT TO ATTACK IRAN.

PEACE ACTION EDUCATION FUND = COUNCIL FOR A LIVABLE WORLD = o] WWW.P3R.0RG
CAMPAIGH AGAINST SANCTIONS AND MILITARY INTERVENTION IN IRAN J: Ps R

= NATIONAL IRANIAN AMERICAN COUNCIL = WAND EDUCATION FUND = ™

JUST FOREIGN POLICY PHYSICIAMS FOR SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY
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“An American invasion of Irag is already
being used as a recruitment tool by
Al Qaeda and other groups,” a senior
American counterintelligence official said.
“And it is a very effective tool!

“anger an Irag Seen as Mew Oacda Reoruting Tod®
Y Times, 311803

A an anganiation of bealth care profesiorals and other
concemi] clblzers, we believe that a core value of Amedca’s
naticral securty policy must be o W, dio o baom”

Unfartunataly, the Bush administ@tion's g-it-alons reliance
can rrilitary s s dodrg, moee harm than gocd. 10 Hlaly
lesacl ey more anger atmed at the United States - anger that might
well Iead o future teronst atiaces. And the administrations
push for csabile noclear weapors ard a policy af targetirg othes
nations for nuclear Arst-stike attacks 1s leadirg coantries ke
Miarth Kerea and [ran to seek thelr own rind sar woa pors &s a
way af “deterring” the LS.

The LS. 15 the werld s only military superpower. Thera's ro
cloubat that we are strong.  Fut are we smant gt sty

It thme to stop acking ot of Tear, and o stat acting from
cora American values that respect [ifs, the srviranment thal

= wlAins it, arel the reedoms that allow [or & il and bealthy
debate about the future of our nation.

[£% time for SKART Securty: A Seredble, Multilateral Amerdcan
R pranse to Terrarsm.

“The United States now spends more on
defense than all other 18 members of NATUO,
plus China, plus Russia, and plus the
remaining rogue’ states combined. In an age
when we talk about smart bombs and smart
missiles and smart soldiers, any talk of smart

budgets has gone out of the window.!
Senator Robert Byvd , West Wrginia, Washinglon Post, /26101

ecurity

PSR
Physicians for Social Responsibility

“ The implication that the US reserves the
right to target any nation with nuclear
weapons whenever it chooses to do so - is
itsell likely to increase the risk of muclear
weapons proliferation.”

Rotert MokMamara, fomer Sacretary of Deferss, eoondng to
refegse of 1he U5, Muckea Posire Reses

SMART Security means pursiing polices that affectively
prevent acts af temansm, the spread of nuclear and ot hee
weapons of mass destniction, and the devastation of war,

It thne we regect therole of the go- 8- adae policeman of the wonkd

America nescls towork with a growing community
of allies on addressing the root causes ol terrosm.

It s time wesay no to those wite woukd ikl new “mi ukes”
ard mther dnneedad wespms systens,

America neecks to actively support international treatles
tiy help prevent the spread of nudear, chemical ard biclogical
WEA POIE,

Amarea e (o lwest more & home - o0 helth mie for el
Amedre, rebuldig oo sthons ad sdocbion sysien, msifg
s, and stoppig the pelhution o sr & land aod waier

i

SMART SECURITY. TAKING A STAND FOR AMERICAN VALUES.
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INSTRUCTIONS:

TAKE ACTION! Gl

PHYSICIAMS FOR SOCIAL
RESPONSIBILITY

Copyright 2007, Robert Gould, rmgould1@yahoo.com



Copyright 2007, Robert Gould, rmgould1@yahoo.com

Prescription
for a Secure and
Healthy world.

I urge you, as my representative in
Congress, to support Physicians for
Social Responsibility’s Prescription for
a Secure and Healthy World and to
advocate for policies that would have
the US.:

p Confront the crisis of global warming through
comprehensive and enforceable controls on greenhouse
gas emissions and the development of renewable energy
technologies.

Achieve energy security by directing the Department

of Energy to establish conservation, energy efficiency, and
clean, renewable sources of fuel as the top priority for the

agency.

Prevent nuclear terrorism by dramatically increasing
efforts to lock down unsecured nuclear materials and
nuclear weapons worldwide.

Lead the world in reducing the nuclear threat by
ending plans for Complex 2030 and working for the global
elimination of nuclear weapons.

SIGNATURE

NAME (PLEASE PRINT)

AFFILIATION

E-MAIL ADDRESS

ADDRESS
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Nuclear Abolition

“A colossal effort will be
required ... the courage
and the will to embark
on this great task, to
restore sanity in our
policies, humanity in
our actions, and a sense
of belonging to the
human race.”

Sir Joseph Rotblat

Sir Joseph Rotblat, The nuclear issue: Where do we go from here/ Keynote speech, International Physicians
for the Prevention of Nuclear War 15™ World Congress, WA DC, May 4- 2002,
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Contact Information

m Physicians for Social Responsibility www.pst.otg
Washington, DC, 20009
Phone: 202.667.4260 Fax: 202.667.4201

email: psrnatl@psr.org

San Francisco Bay Area Chapter Physicians for
Social Responsibility

www.Sfbaypsr.org

2288 Fulton St., Suite 307 , Berkeley, CA 94704-
1449

Phone: 510.845.8395 Fax: 510-845-8476

email: info@sfbaypsr.org
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