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SIR JOSEPH ROTBLAT: A LEGACY OF PEACE

Joseph Rotblat was one of the gl
men of the 20 century. He was
man of science and peace. Born
Warsaw, Poland in 1908, he w
one of those rare individuaisho,
like Rosa Parks or Nels
Mandela, comes to an intersecti
with  history and courageous
forges a new path. In Josep
case, the intersection with histo
arrived in 1944 while he we
working on the Manhattan Proje
the US project to develop
atomic bomb.

Joseph had worked as a scier
toward the creation of an atorr
weapon, first in the UK at t
University of Liverpool and then
Los Alamos, New Mexico. When
he learned in late 1944 tt
Germany would not succeed
developing an atomic bomb,
believed there was no long
reason to continue work ¢«
creating a US bomb. For hil
there was only one reason to cre

(1908- 2005)
By David Krieger

before you thi
risk of universa
death.”

He was convincel
that countrie:
needed to abolis
nuclear weapor
and he devoted h
life to achieving
this goal, as we
as the goal c
ending war as

human institution.
Just prior to hi
9d" birthday, he
said that he sti
had two gree
goals in life. “My
shortterm goal,”
he said, ‘“is thi
abolition of
nuclear weapon:
and my longerm
goal is the
abolition of war.”

an atomic weapon, and that was Ibseph was fomany years the

deter the German use of sucl
weapon during World War I.
the Germans would not have
atomic weapon, then there was
reason for the Allies to have or
Josephwas the only scientist -
leave the ManhattanProject or
moral grounds.

He was thdast living signer of thi
1955 RusselEinstein Manifestc
one of the great documents of t
20" century, and he often quot
its final passage: “We appeal,
human beings, to human bein
Remember your humanity a
forget the rest.

General Secretary of tt
Pugwash  Conferences o
Science and World Affairs, ar
later served as president of 1
Pugwash Conferences. In
work with Pugvash, he wa
instrumental in bringing togeth
scientists from East and West,
that they could find commc
ground for ending the Cold W.
with its mad nuclear arms rac
In 1995, Joseph and the Pugw
Conferences were joint recipie
of the Nobel Pea&cPrize.

If you can do,sdHe began his Nobel acceptan

the way lies open for a newspeech by saying,“At this

paradiseif you cannot, there lie

momentous event in my life..

© Peter Badge/Typos1, all rightssezved

want to speak as a scientist,
also as a human being. From |
earliest days | had a passion
science. But science, the exercise
of the supreme power of tl
human intellect, was always link
in my mind with benefit to peopl

| saw scienceas being in harmor
with humanity. | did not imagin
that the second half of my lif
would be spent on efforts to avert
a mortal danger to human
created by science.”

In his speech, he reasoned that a
nuclear weapofree world would
be safer than a wior with nucleat
weapons, but the danger
“ultimate catastrophe” would sti
exist.

of
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He concluded that war must |
abolished:The quest for a war
free world has a basic purpo:
survival.

But if in the process we leahow
to achieve it by love rather th
by fear, by kindness rather tr
compulsion; if in the process v
learn to combine the essen
with the enjoyable, the expedit
with the benevolent, the practic
with the beaultiful, this will be a
extra incentie to embark on th
great task.”

When Joseph came to Sa
Barbara in 1997 to receive 1
Nuclear Age Peace Foundatio
Lifetime Achievement Award fc
Distinguished Peace Leadershi
asked him, “What gives you ho
for the future?” He responde
“My hope is based on log
Namely, there is no alternative.
we don't do this [eliminat
nuclear weapons and enger
more responsibility by scientis
as well as citizens in gener:
then we are doomed. The wh
existence of humankind
endangered. We are al
endangered species now and
have to take steps to prevent
extinguishing of the hume
speciesWe owe an allegiance
humanity. Since there is no ott
way, then we must proceed in 1
way. Therefore, if we must do
then there is hopdat it will be
done.”

Earlier this year, Joseph made
appeal to the delegates to

nuclear NorProliferation Treat
Review Conference, held in M

at the United Nations in Ne
York. “Morality,” he wrote, “is a
the core of the nuclear issue:

we going to base our world or
culture of peace or on a cultt
of war?

Nuclear weapons
fundamatally immoral: theil
action is indiscriminate, affectir
civiians as well as militar
innocents and aggressors all
killing people alive now an
generations as yet unborn.

And the consequence of their 1

could bring the human race to an

end.” He eded his appeal wit
his oftrepeated plei
“Remember your humanity.”

| visited Joseph at his home
London just a few months ag
He had been slowed down by
stroke and was disturbed that h
wasn't able to be as active &
he’d been accustomedut his
spirit was strong, and he was ¢
smiling and lookig forward.He
was as committed as ever to
dual goals of achieving a wor
without nuclear weapons a
without war— goals to which h
had devoted the full measure
his energy, intellect and wisdom

Joseph has left behind a strc
legacy of peace. It is our jc
now to pick up the baton that
carried so well and passionatt
for so long, and continue h
legacy.

David Krieger is president of tt
Nuclear Age Peace Foundati
(www.wagingpeace.ojgand the
Deputy Chair of the Internation

Network of Engineers ar
Scientists for Globe
Responsibility

(www.inesglobalcom).

are

Comment ty Regina Hager
INESAP

| remember the first time | met
Joseph Rotblabn April 10, 1997

| had come into contact with the
IANUS group just a few weeks
earlier and at that time knew
nothing about nuclear weapons. |
attended a press conference and a
lecture he gave on the occasion of
a visit to IANUS at Darmstadt
University.

With his characteristic smile, qui
voice, and lovely English, at age
89, he answered to a journalist
guestion that, yes, he was
confident to live long enough
see the world turn nuclear
weapons free. Sadihhe lost his
strength earlier. But he made a
deep impression on many people
like me. We will not forget him,
follow his call to remember oL
humanity and, as David Krieger
already said pick up the baton ar
continue Sir Josefsh struggle to
rid the world bnuclear weapons
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IN REMEMBRANCE OF JOSEPHROTBLAT

Joseph Rotblat had high plans
2005 — the International Einstei
Year. He was the last livin
signatory of the RusseEinsteir
Manifesto of 1955  whic
demanded a complete ban
nuclear weapons and hence
probably the most importa
appeal for peace in history{Once
again Joseph Rotblat wanted
use all his remaining strength
promote his main object in life
saving humanity from its ow
destructionthrough the abolitio
of all nuclear weapons.

He wanted to publish a ne
RusseEinstein Manifesto— an
updated edition for the 2century
where the unchanged threaf a
nuclear war still remains, ev
after the end of the easest
conflict.

He hadplanned to readhat appes
at the Pugwash Wfld Conferenct
to the 60" anniversary of th

By Reiner Brain

engaged in peace activities not
give up even in the light of mar
failures anddefeats in their peac
activities. “Mankind has abolishe:
slavery and taure (adding with &
twinkling eye "at least thee
retically and on the papers of tt
United Nations) it will also
liberate itself fromwar.”

He wanted to appeal to the you
to inform and elucidate the horrc
of war. He was one of the initiatc
of the school project “Designin
peace” and had planned to ap
some of his time to that projec
His last journey to the US led hi
to a meeting of pupils and Nok
Price Laureates, initiated by th
project.

In the night from 31st of August i
1st of ®ptenber he died at the a
of 96, being boundo his house b
illness in the last time. Sadly he «
not achieve his goal to celebrat
his 100th birthday.

dropping of the atomic bomb on

Hiroshima.

He had attended all Pugwash

conferences a$seneral Secretary
and later asPresident of the
organisation since its foundarii

However, his name will always be
associated  with responsible
science Having studied physics
he has been an enthusiastic
scientist. Nevertheless, his work
for the abolition of all nuclear
weapons and war itself, has tied
his name forever to mak and
ethics in modern sciencdways
considering the social
responsibility of the scientist as
well as the responsibility as
humanbeing

He has passed on the task; now it
is on us to further strive for a
peaceful and fair world.

Dear Joseph, you hav&ed your
life as you once said yourselfi
had the possibility to live two
lives”, we will live our lives in

your spirit.

in 1957. However, in the end as
honorary president, he was rather
respectfully tolerated as an
intolerant critic than accepted as a
driving force in the organisation.

He had promised to open the great
exhibition “Albert Einstein— chief
engineer of the universe” in
Berlin. At the international
conference  “Thinking  with
Einstein” he wanted to highlight

Reiner Braun, INES Council
member and MakRlanckinstitute

for the History of Science

once again theecessity to abolist Joseph Rotblat and Ted Taylor (who died last year) in a picture taken in

war and all nuclear weapons,
wanted to appeal to all peop

1990 in Kazakhstan at the Nevada-Semipalatinsk Conference
working towards a nuclear test ban treaty.

Picture by Alice Slater, GRACE, USA
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6. The US/UK occyaton of Iraq
of the last Z months has led to the
degdruction ard dewstation of the
Iraqi state anl society. Law ard order
have broken down, resulting in a
penasve lack of human secuity.
The physical infrastricture is in
shanbles the health care deliery
system is in poor comlition; the
edwcationsystem hasvirtually ceagd
to function; there is massive environ-
mental ard ecologcal devestation
ard the cutural ard arcteologcal
heritage of the Iraqi peopk hes been
descrated.

7. The occypation has intertionally
exacerbated etiic, ctarianard re-
ligious divisions in Irag saociety, with
the aim of undermining Iragq's
idertity ard integity as a ation.
This is in keepng with the familiar
imperial policy of divide ard rule.
Moreover, it has facilitated rising
levels of violence aginst women,
increagd gender oppresion ard
reinforcedpatriarcly.

8. The impasition of the UN sai-
tionsin 1990 cased wntold auffering
and thousands of deatls. The stuation
has worsered afer the occuypation
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At leag 100,000 ciilians have been
killed; 60,000are beig held in US
custady in inhunmene condtions,
withou charges; thousands havedis-
appeared;and tortue hes becone
routine.

9. Thellegal privatizatian, deregu-
lation, ard liberalization of the Iragi
ecoromy by the occyation regme
has coerced tk couwtry into becom-
ing a cliert economy that is catrolled
by the IMF and the World Bark, both
of which are irtegal to the Washing-
ton Consersus. The occyying forces
have also acqured cortrol over Iraqs
oil reserves

10. Any law or institution created
uncer the aegs of occyation is
dewid of both lega ard moral
auhority. The recetly corcluded elec-
tion, the Camstituert Assenbly, the
current government, and the drafting
committee for the Castitution are
therefore all illegtimate.

11. There is widegpread oppasion
to the accupation. Podlitical, sacial,
and civil resistancethrough peace-
ful mears is subjected to represson
by the occuyying forces It is the
occupation ard its brutality that has
prowoked a srong armed resstarce
ard certain acts of degperation By
the principles enbodied n the UN
Charter ad in interrational law, the
popuar national redstarce b the
occupation is legtimate anl justified.
It de®rves the spport of peopk
everywhere who care br justice amd
freedom

II. Charges

On the bass of the precedig find-
ings and recallirg the Charter ofthe
United Nations ard other legal docu-
ments indicatedin the agendix, the
jury has estabished the following

charges.

A. Against the Government s
of the US and the UK

1. Planning, pr eparing, and
waging the supreme crime of
a war of aggression in contra-
vention of the United Nations
Charter and the Nuremberg
Principles.

Eviderce for this canbe foundin the
leaked Downing Street Mero of 23

7

Juy, 2002, n which it was reveakd:
“Military action was rmow seenas
inevitable. Bush wanted to renove
Saddam through nmilitary action,
justified by the conjunction of
terrarism ard WMD. But the intell-
igerce aml facts were beirg fixed
araund the molicy.” Intelligerce was
manufactued to willf ully deceiwe the
peopleof the US, tle UK, ard their
elected represtatives

2. Targeting the civ ilian popula-
tion of lraq and the civ ilian
infrastructure by intertionally di-
recting attacls won civilians and
hospitals, nmedical cetters,resicential
neighborhoods electicity sations,
ard water purification facilities. The
complete dbstruction of the city of
Fallya in itself constitutes a ¢aring
exanple of such crimes

3. Using dis propor tiona te force
and weapon systems with
indiscrimin ate effects, such as
cluster munitions, incerdiary bombs,
depleted rarium (DU), and chemi-
cal weapoms. Detailed eiderce was
preseted to the Tribunal by expert
witnesses tat letkemia had risen
sharply in children under the age of
five resding in those areasthat had
beentargeted byDU weapors.

4. Using DU munitions in spite
of all the warnings presented
by scientists and war veterans
on their devastating long-te rm
effects on human beings and
the environment.

The US Administration, claiming
lack of scienifically estalished
proof of the hermful effects of DU,
decided to risk the lives d millions
for sewral generations rather than
discortinue its use onaccount of the
potertial risks. This alane dsplays
the Administration’s wanton disre-
gad for human life. The Tribund
heard teimony corcerring the
current obstruction by the US
Administration of the eforts of Iraqi
universities to cdlect data ard con-
duct regarchonthe isue.

5. Failin g to safeguard the lives
of civ ilians during military  activ i-
ties and dur ing the occupation

period the reafter.

This is evderced, br exanple, by
“shock ard awe” bombing techiques
ard the corduct of occupying forces
at cleclkpoints.
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6. Activ ely creating c onditions
under which the status of Iraqi
women has seriously been
degraded, cortrary to the repeated
claims of the leaers d the coalition
forces Women's freedom of move-
ment has sewerely been limited,
regricting their acces to the public
sphere, to edaation livelihood, politi-
cd amd social ergagenent. Tedi-
mony was provided that sexal
violence and sex trafficking have
increagd s$nce tke occyation of

Irag begn.

7. Using deadly violence against
peaceful protestors, induding the
April 2003 killing of more than a
dozenpeacetl protesorsin Fallya.

8. Imposing punis hments with-
out charge or ftrial, including
collective punis hment, on the
peopk of Irag. Repeatd testimonies
pointed to “snach and grab” opera-
tions, disappearanes and asassha
tions.

9. Subjecting Iraqi soldiers and
civilians to torture and cruel,
inhuman, or degrading treat-
ment.

Degrading teament indudes sub
jecting Iragi sddiers aml civilians to
acts of racial, ethmic, religous, ard
gender disaiminaion, as well as
derying Iragi soldiers Prisoner of
War status asrequred bythe Gerva
Conventions. Abundart testinony was
provided of unlawful arress and
deentions, withou due proces of
law. Well known ard egegous
exanples of tortwe ard cruel and
inhurren treament occurred in Abu
Ghraib prison as well as in Mosu,
Camp Bucca,and Basra. The enploy-
ment of merceraries ard private
cortractorsto carry out tortue hes
saved to undernmine accaintahlity .

10. Re-writing the laws of a
countr y that has been illegally

invaded and oc cupied, in viola-
tion of intermational covenants on the
respnsibilities of occuypying powers,
in order to amass ille@ profits
(through sut measures as Order 39,
signed by L. Paul Brener Il for the
Caalition Provisional Authority, which
allows foreign investas to buy and
takeover Iraqs date-owned enter-
prisesard to repatiate 100 percenof

their profits ard asets at any point)
ard to control Iraq's dl. Eviderce
was preerted of a rumber of cor-
poratons that had profted from such
trarsactians.

11. Willfully devastating the

environment, contaninating it by
depleted wanum (DU) weapors,
conbined with the plumes from
burning al wells, as well as huge
oil splls, ard destroying agicultural
lands. Deliberately disryoting the
water and waste removal systems, in
a manng verging on biologicd/
chemical warfare. Failig to prewernt
the looting ard dispersl of radio-
active material fom nuclear sites
Extersive documertation is awilalde
on air and water pollution, land
degadation ard radioactie pollu-
tion.

12. Failing to pr otect human-
ity’s rich archaeological and
cultural heritage in Iraq by
allowing the looting of museums and
estallished historical sites ad posi-
tioning military bases in culturally
ard archedogically sersitive loca-
tions. This took place degite prior
warnings from UNESCO ard Iraqi
museum officials

13. Obstructing the right to
information, including the cen-
soring of Iraqgi media, such as
newspapers (e.g, al-Hawza, al-
Maskhriq,ard al-Mugagila) ard radb
stations Baghdad Radio), the shut
ting down o the Baghdad offi ces of
Al Jazeera Elevision, targeting
intermational journalists, imprisoning
ard killing acaemics, irtellectuals
ard scierists.

14. Redefining tor ture in vio-
lation of international law , to
allow use of torture and illegal
detentions , induding hdding nore
than 500 peop atGuartanamo Bay
without chargng them or allowing
them ary acces to legl protection
ard using “extraardinary renditions’
to send peopk 1 be brtured in other
counties known to commit humen
rights abisesard torture prisoners

15. Committing a crime ag ainst
peace by violating the will of
the global anti-war movement.
In anunprecedeted diglay of public
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conscierce nillions of people acress
the world stood in oppodtion to the
imminert attackon Iragq. The attack
rerdered them effectively voiceles.
This anmourts to a declaratiomy the
US government ard its allies to
millions of people that their voices
can be ignoed, suppresed and
silencedwith complete inpurity.

16. Engaging in polic ies to wage
permanent war on sovereign
nations .

Syria ard Iran have already been
declaredas potertial targets In declar-
ing a “global war on terror,” the US
government has given itself the
exclusive right to use aggressive
military force against ary target o
its choosing. Ethnic and religious
hostilities are Ileing fueled in
different pars of the world. The US
occwaton of lIraq has further
enboldered the Igael occipaion in
Palegine ard increagd the repres
sion of the Palestinan people. The
focus on state cuity ard the egala-
tion of militarization has cawsed a
serious dekrioraion of human
secuity ard civil rights acros the
world.

B. Against the Security
Council of the United Na-
tions

1. Failing to protect the Iraqi
people against the crime of
aggressio n.

2. Imposing harsh economic
sanctions on lraq, despte knowl-
edge that sawtions were directly
contributing to the nmessiwe loss d
civilian lives amd harming innocert
civilians.

3. Allowing the United States
and United Kingdom to c arry
out illegal bombings in the ro-fly
zores, using fase preterses of
enforcing UN resdutions, and a no
point allowing discusson in the
Secuity Council of this violation,
ard thereby beirg conplicit ard
respnsible for loss d civilian life
ard destriction of Iraq infrastricture.

4. Allowing the United States to
dominate the United Nations
ard hold itself abowe ary account-
ahility by other member rations.
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5. Failure to stop war crimes
and crimes ag ainst humanity
by the United States and its
coalition partners in Irag.

6. Failure to hold the United
States and its coalition part-
ners accountable for violations
of inte rnational law during the
invasion and oc cupation, giving
official samtion to the occuypation
and therefore, both by acts of
commisdon ard acs of omisson
becaming a cdlaboratar in anillegal
occlpation

C. Against the Govern-
ments of the Coalition of
the Willing

Collaborating in the invasion
and occupation of Iraq, thus
sharing responsibility in the

crimes co mmit ted.

D. Against the Govern-
ments of Other Countries

Allowing the we d military bases
ard air space, ad provding other
logistical support for the invasion
ard occipation ard hence beiny
complicit in the crimes canmitted.

E. Against the Private Cor-
porations which have won
contracts for the reconstruc-
tion of Irag and which have
sued for and receiv ed “repara-
tion awards” from the illegal
occupationr egime.

Profiting from the war with com-
plicity in the crimes dscribed above,
of invasion ard occipaion.

F. Against the Major Cor-
porat e Media

1. Dissemin ating the deliberate

falsehoods spread by the

governments of the US and the

UK ard faling to adequately
investigate ths misinformation, even
in the face ofabuwundart eviderce to
the corrary. Among the corporate
media louses that bear special
respnsibility for promoting the lies
abou Irag’'s weapors of mass
destruction, we name the New Yak

Times in particdar their reporter
Judith Miller, whose nain saurce
was on the payoll of the QA. We
also name Fox News, CNN, NBC,
CBS, ABC, the BBC and ITN. This
list alsoincludes hut is rot limited to,
The Expess, The Sun The Obsrver
ard Washington Pos.

2. Failing to r eport the atroci-
ties being committed against
Iraqi people by the occuyying
forces, negleding the duty to give
privilege ard dignity to voices d
sufering ard marginalizing the
global wicesfor peace ath justice.

3. Failing to r eport fairly on the
ongoing oc cupation; silencing
and discrediting dissenting
voices ard faling to adequately
report on the full national costs and
corseqences of the invasion ard
occipaion of Iraq; diseminating the
propa@nda of the occypaion regme
that seels to justify the cantinuation
of its preerce in Iraq on fase
grouncds.

4. Inciting an ideological climat e
of fear, racism, xenophobia and
Islamophobia , which is then used
to justify ard legitimize violerce
perpetratedby the arnies of the
occupying regime.

5. Dissemin ating an ideology
that glorifies mascu linity and
combat, while normalizing war as a
policy choice.

6. Complicity in the w aging of
an aggressiv e war and perpetu-
ating a regime of occupation
that is wdely regarded as guilty of
war crimes ard crimes aginst hu
manity .

7. Enabling, thr ough the
valid ation and dissemin ation of
disinfor mation, the fraudule nt
mis appropr iation of huma n and
financial resources for anillegal
war waged onfalse preexts.

8. Promoting corporate-military
perspectives on “security”
which are counter-productive
to the fundamental concerns
and priorities of the global
population and have seiously
erdargered civlian popuations.

[ll. Recommendat ions

Recogqizing the rigt of the lIraqi
people to resist tke illegdl occupation
of their cowntry ard to dewlop
independent institutions, ard affirm-
ing that thke right to resist tle
occupation is the right to wage a
struggle for sdf-determination, free
dom ard indepemlerce as derived
from the Clarter d the United
Natiors, we the lrry of Conscierce
declareour solidarity with the people
of Iraq.

We recommend:

1. The immediate amd uncondtional
withdrawal of the Calition forces
fromlraqg.

2. That Caalition governments make
war reparatios and pay compensa-
tion to Iraq for the humantarian,
ecoromic, ecologcal, am cultural
devastation they have causel by their
illegal invasion ard occupation.

3. That all laws, cortracts treaties
ard institutions estallished under
occyaion, which the Iraqgi peope
deem inimical to their interests,be
corsidered nill and void.

4. That the Guartarano Bay prison
ard all other offshore US military
prisons be cbsed mmediately, that
the names of the prisoners be d&
closd, that they receive FOW datts,
ard receie due proces.

5. That there be anexhaustive
investigation of those respnsible for
the crine of aggression, war crimes
ard crimes against humanity in Iraq,
beginning with George W. Bush,
Preddert of the Urited Statesof
America, Tony Blair, Rime Minister
of the United Kingdom those in key
decisim-making positions in these
countries aml in the Calition of the
Willing, those in the nilitary chain-
of-command who master-minded he
stratey for ard carried out this
criminal war, startirg from the very
top am going down; as well as
personalities in Irag who helped
prepare ths illegal invasion ard
suppored the occyiers

We list sane of the nost dovious
names to be included in swh inves-
tigation:
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prime ministers d@ the Calition
of the Willing, swch as dinichiro
Koizumi of Japan Jose Maria Anzar
of Spain, Silvio Berluswni of Italy,
Jo$ Maruel Durdo Barro® ard
Santana Lopesof Porugal, Roh Moo
Hyun of Sauth Korea Anders Fogh
Rasnuss@& of Denmark;

public officials such as Dick
Cheney Donald H. Rumsfeld, Paul
Wolfowitz, Cdin L. Powel, Condo
leezza ke, Rchard Rerle, Doudas
Feith Alberto Gonrzales L. Pau
Bremer from the US, ad Jack Straw
Geoffrey Hoon, Jom Reid, Adam
Ingramfromthe UK;

military commanders leginning
with: Gen Richard Myers Gen
Tommy Franks, Gen. John P. Abizad,
Gen. Ricardo S. Sanchez, Gen.
Thomas Metz, Gen. John R. Vines,
Gen Geage Casey from the US;
Gen. Mike Jadckson, Gen. John
Kiszely, Air Marshal Brian Burridge,
Gen Peter Wall, Rear Admiral Davd
Sndsan, Gen. Robin Brims, Air
Vice-Marshd Glenn Torpy from
the UK; and chefs of staff and
commanding officers & all coalition
cowntrieswith troopsin Iraq;

Iragi collaborators such as
Ahmed Chalah, lyad Allawi, Abdu
Aziz Al Hakim, Gen Abdu Qacer
Mohammed Jassen Mohan, among
others.

6. That a process 6 accauntahblity is
initiated to hold those norally ard
peronally regporsible for their par-
ticipation in this illegal war, swch as
journalists who deliberately lied,
corporaé nedia oulets that pro-
moted racial, ethic ard religious
hatred ard CEOs & multinational
corporations that profited from this
war.

7. Tha people throughait the world
launch nanviolent actions ayanstUS
ard UK corporatios that directly
profit from this war. Exanples of
swch corporations include Hallibur-
ton, Bechtel, The Carlyle Group,
CACI Inc., Titan Carporation, Kellog,
Brown ard Root (subsidiary of
Halliburton), DynCorp, Boeing, Exxon
Mobil, Texacqg British Petroleum.
The following conparies have sied

Iraq arl receied “reparationawards:
Toys R Us, Kentucky Fried Chicken,
Stell, Nestlé, psi, Phillip Morris,
Sheraton Mobil. Swch actiors may
take the form of direct actios such
as shuting dwn ther offices,
corsumer boycotts ard presure on
sharetoldersto divest.

8. That young people and sddiers act
on coreciertious objectionard refuse
to erlist ard participate in anillegal
war. Also, that countries provide
consciertious objectas with political
ag/lum.

9. That the intermational canpaign
for dismartling all US nilitary bases
abroad be reforced.

10. That peopk around the world
redst ard reject ary effort by any
of their governments to provide
material, logistical, or moral support
to the accupation of Iraq.

We, the lury of Conscierce, lope
that the <ope ad ecificity of
these recanmendations will lay the
groundwvork for a world in which inter-
nationd institutions will be shaped
ard restaped by the will of people
ard not by fear aml <lf-intereg,
where journdlists aml intellectwals
will not remein mute, where the will
of the people d the world will be
certral, and human secuity will prevail
over gdate ®cuity ard corporate
profits.

Arundha ti Roy, India,
Spokesperson of the Jury of
Conscience ;

Ahmet Oztiir k, Turkey;

AyUe Erzan, Turkey;
Chandra Muzaffar, Malaysia;
David Krieger , USA;

Eve Ensler, USA,

Francgois Ho utart, Belgium;
Jae-Bok Kim, South Korea;
Mehmet Tarhan, Turkey;
Miguel Angel De Los Santos
Cruz, Mexico;

Murat Belge, Turkey;

Rela Mazali, Israel ;

Salaam Al Jobour ie, Iraq;
Taty Almeida, Argentina.
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Intern ational Law
Appendi x

Explanatory Note

This intermational law appendix is
interded to back up the dry State-
ment tha rests its assessnents
primarily on a noral ard political
apprasa of the Iraq War. The
Statenert relies upon the extersive
testimony given in written ard oral
form by interrational law experts
who have a world-class schdlarly
reputation during the Istamul Culmi-
naing Sesion of the World Tribund
on Iraqg (WT). It also reflects the
testimony ard submissons on related
issues of war crimes ard the failure
of the United Nations to protect Iraq
agpinst aggression.

The Jiry of Conscience was not a
body conmposed of jurists or inter-

national law experts. It did not hear
argumerts supporting the leality of
the invasion of Iraq as would have
been made bebre a judicial body
uncer the adhority of either the state
or an intermational institution actirg
on behalf of the intermational com-

munity. The World Tribunal on Iraq
throughaut all of its sessio proceead
from a sese d moral ard political

outrage of corcerred citizers from
all over the world, with respect tothe
war. The Tribunal was not interested
in a debate sdely as tolegdlity. The
lega isstes were relewnt to the
extert that they added weight to the
moral ard political purpose d the
Tribunal, which was to expose the
Irag War asthe crine it is appealig

to and drawng upon the deep bods
that link us all in our humanity.

Therefore the Tribund saught testi-

mony and evdence to call ino

guestian the mantle of respectalility

thrown over the Irag War by the
aggressors, ard the false inpresion
diseminated by mainstream media,
that the lIraq War was in ary serse
justified by political circumstarces,
moral cansideratians, or legal araly-

sis.

The corcerrs of the WTI ramge
much further thanthe denand for the
implementation of international
law, epecially as much of this law
currertly senes tle interests 6
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wealth ard power. Ne\ertheless,
intermational law with respect to the
use of force aml recouse to wer is
importart in relation to the work of
the WTI. Interrational law is wseful

for the WTI for the following
rea®ns:
Interrational law grounds the

political and moral demand for the
criminal indictment ard procuion
of those reporsible for the Iraq War,
ard it clarifies the exert of criminal
accaintahility as exerding to cor-
porat ard media partcipation;

International law rejects the
dangerous imperialist clains of the
United Statesard the Unted King-
dom to be exermpt from interrational
legal obligations.

In addition, the WTI makes we d
interrationa law to fulfill its mission:

The WTI comects a call for
global justice wth the demand for
the inplementation of interrational
law, but also for a retlinking of the
premses ard operafons of inter-
national law so that it might be of
greater relesrce to the aclevenmernt
of human secuity in the future;

The WTI denmands an interrogg-
tion as towhy intermational institu-
tions, particularly the United Nations,
proved powerless aginst US unilat-
eralign ard agyression;

The WTI insists tkat Urited
Nations exercise its costitutional re-
sponsibility to protect its Members
from aggressio ard illega occupation;

The WTI possessg the author-
ity, as repregrting civil society, to
declare ad sek erforcenent of
international legal obligations when
states ad the Urited Nations fail to
uphdd interrational law in matters d
war ard peace.

It is important to distinguish:

violations of intermational law,
including the UN Clarter,by a date;
ard

crimes asociated wth thes
violation committed by political and
military leaders, government officials,

corporations and their officers,
soldiers and pivate contractors,
journalists and nedia pesonnel

Legal A nalysis

International law consists d (1)
intermational treaties, icluding the
UN Charter [see listof documerts];
(2) intermational custamary law [espe-
cidly in relation to the condwct of
states in war]; (3) interrational
criminal law [a aub-cate@ry of (1)
reging on treaties ard ageenens
among dates bagd on the frame-
work of the Nuemberg Judgment in
1945, unanimoudly affirmed by the
UN Gereral Assenbly’s adoption of
the Nuremberg Principles in 1946,
Res. 95(1)].

In the War onlraq the three
principles d custamary interrational
law have beerviolated: (1)Principle
of Proportiordlity: force canonly be
used to attain permissibde leg@ ob-
jectives, ad then only to the extent
required by ‘military necessity;, (2)
Principle of Discrimination force
ard weapomy can only be used if
confined to military targets; irdis-
criminate weapois ard tactics are
prohbited; (3) Principle of Humanity:
force must never be sed to case
unneessay suffering and maximum
care nust be taken to protect civilian
scaiety, including its cutural heritage.

The War on Iraq violates the
Nurenberg Principles that st forth
the following essetial guidelines (as
formulated by the Intermational Law
Commisgon of the UN in 1950 n
reponse to reqes from General
Asseambly):

Principle |

Any peron who conmits an act
which conditutes a crire wnder inter-
natiord law is regorsible therebre
ard liable to punishment.

Principle Il

The fact that intermal law does rot
impoe a peralty for an act, which
condtitutes a crine wnder interma-
tiona law, does ot reliewe the
person who committed the act fom
respnsibility under irterrational law.
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Principle IlI

The fact that a persn who com-
mitted an act which constitutes a
crime wnder intermational law acted
as Head of State orregonsible
Government official does nd relieve
him from respnsibility under inter-
national law.

Principle IV

The fact that a persn acted prsuant
to order of his Government or of a
superior doesnot relieve him from
respnsibility under interrational
law, provided a noral cloice wasin
fact posible to hm.

Principle V

Any per®dn charged with a crine
uncer international law has the right
to a fair trial on the facts ad law.

Principle VI

The crimes hereirafter £t ou are
purishable as crimes under; inter-
nationa law:

a) Crimes ag ainst peace:

i. Plaming, preparatia, initiation or
waging of a war of aggresson or a
war in violation of international
treaties ageenerts or asurarces

ii. Participation in a common plan or
corspiracyfor the accorplishmert of
ary of the actsmentioned under (i).

b) War crimes:

Violations of the laws or customs of
war which include, bu are not
limited to, murder, ill treatnent or
deporttion to davedabor or for ary
other pupos of civilian popuation
of or in occipied erritory, murderor
ill treatnent of prisoners d war, of
persons on the seas, iKing of
hostages plunder of public or private
property, wanton destriction of cities,
towns, or villages, a devastatian not
justified by military necessity

c) Crimes ag ainst humanity:

Murder, exermination erslavemen,
deportation and other inhunman acts
dore against ary civilian popuation,
or persections on political, racial or
religious grounds, when such actsare
dore or sich perseautions arecarried
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on in execuion of or in connection
with ary crime aginst peace omary
war crime.

Principle VII

Complicity in the canmission of a
crime against peace, a ar crine, or
a crime against humarnity asset forth
in Principles VI is a crinme under
interrational law.

Violations and Cri mes:

I. The invasion of Ir aq on March
20, 2003, together with the
continuing occupation of Ir aq,
constitute s a violation of the
core obligation of the United
Nations Charter:

resdving intermational conflicts
by recouse to force or tle threat of
force is uncondtionally prohibited by
Article 2(4) of the Clarter;

the amly excepion to this proba-
tion is the right of statesto act in
self-deferse agpinst a prior arned
attack as allaved by Article 51, but
with the reairemert that defending
state reportits claim to the Secuty
Council;

the clains of the US/UK Gov
errmerts bagd on doctines of
‘preemption’ or ‘preventive war' have
no starding in interrational law, ard
reliarce onsuch speciows arguments
was in ary ewert unsuppored by
facts ewen if weapors of mass
destruction had exsted in Iraq it
would nat provide a legl justifica-
tion for the invasion; nor would the
claim that ‘regme charge’ would
liberate tle Iragi people rbm
dictataial rule violative o human
rights;

with respect tolraq thereexisted
no bass for claimng self-deferse or
acting on the bass of a Secuity
Council authorization; the invasion
of Iraq and the subsequent occupeation
of the courtry condtitutes a catinuing
aggression against a overeign gate
and member of the UN in violation
of international law;

the cumulative efect of these
violatiors is to create atsong factual
ard legal foundation for the indict-
ment, proseaution, and punishnent of

the individuals reporsible for plan
ning, initiating, ard waging a crime
of aggression agpinst Iraq.

II. Irag War by the invading
milit ary forces, principally those
of the United States and United
Kingdom, a nd subsequent occu-
pation, violated the law of war
such as the Geneva Conven-
tions on the Humanitarian Laws
of War (1949), Additional Proto-
cols to Geneva Conventions
(1977) and Hague Conventions
on the Laws of War (1899, 1907)
in numerous resp ects, includ-
ing the follow ing:

use of cluster bonbs napaim,
depleted tanum;

bombing of civilian targets ard
areas(e.g markets regauarts, media
facilities, religous ard cutural sites);

interse ar indiscrininate nilitary
operations agpinst many cities ard
towns catsing massive civilian casu
alties (e.gNajaf, Fallua);

repeatedand systematic wse of
torture and degading treatnent of
Iragi civilian ard military personnel
detained in prison facilities o cov-
ertly trarsferred to éreign countries
known for torture and severe prison
conditions;

overall falure to protect the
civilian popuation ard their prop-
erty, cutural heritage (shootings at
ched points; houseraids; loatings d
museuns ard other cutural sites;
refusal to assess egrt of civilian
death ard danage) [see egecially
common Article 3 of the Germva
Conventions imposing duty to take
special measues to protect civlian
popuation to the exent possible)
(Also Geneva Convention IV sped-
fies the obligations of the accypying
power in Articles 47-78);

the cumulative efect d this
pattern of flagant ard exensive
violations of the laws of war is to
createthe foundation for the indict-
ment, proseaution, and punishnent of
those individuals regorsible, aspolicy
makers, leadersard asimplenenters
at various levels of command;
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Article 1 of the Gemva Conven-
tions reads: “The High Catrading

Parties, induding US/UK, undertake
to regpect am ersure repect for
the presem Convention in all cir-
cumstances” The American legal
specialists in Office d the Legal
Counsel in the White House, in the
Justice Depariment, ard Depariment
of Defense who advsed on the
‘legality’ of torture ard other be-
havior that violates the law of war
are prioritytargetsfor indictmernt and
prosecttion.

lll. The occupation of Iraq has
fragrantly violated The Right of

Self-Determination of the
People of Iraq:
Article 1 of the Intermationa

Covenant on Ecoromic, Social, ard
Cultural Rights and of the Interra-
tiona Covenant on Political and
Civil Rights (1966):“(1) All peopks
have the right of sdf-determination.
By virtue of tha right they fredy
determine their political statis ard
freely pursue their ecoromic, social
ard cutural developmen”;

It is evidert that the occupation,
by its decrees,practices,impaosition
of an interim government, managel
electins, ard administeredconstitu-
tion-making process ha violated the
right of sdf-determinaion of the
Iragi people, audndanmenal elenen
of intermational humanrights law

IV. The occupation of Ir aq has
included massive abuses of
the lIraqi civ ilian population,
including the widespread and
pervasiv e relian ce on torture, the
practice of which is uncondi-
tionally prohibite d by interna-
tional law :

Article 5 of the UniversalDeda-
ration of Human Rights: “No one
shall be sibjected to tortte or cruel,
inhurren or degrading reament or
punishmrent (repeaed in Article 7 of
Intermational Covenant on Civil ard
Political Rights (1966), irtluding
Article 4(2) that afirms there areno
excepions, ewen in conditions of
war or erergency) ard further con
firmed by the widely ratified treaty—
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Convention Against Torture and
Othe Crud, Inhuman or Degrading
Treament or Pwishment (1984).

V. The United Nations has
failed to uphold its obliga tions
to protect sovereign states,
especially its members, from
violations of their legal rights
to politic al inde pendence and
territorial in tegrity, passiv ely
allowing Iraq to be threatened
and attacked for twelve years
prior to the invasion of 2003:

the UNSC naintained sarctions
on lIrag that had a denonstrated
genocidal effect an the civlian
popuation during the period 1991-
2003;

the UNSC refrained from
cersuring ard pre\erting repeatedir
strikes within Iraq territory during
the perod 19912003;

the UNSC refrained from cen
suring ard pre\erting overt callsfor
the sibverdon ard replacerernt of
the Iragi government, aswell asthe
finanéng ad training of exiles
dedicaed to armed struggle;

the UNSC failed to conderm or
act to preent agyressive threatsor
the act@ initiation ard conduct of an
agoressive war acpinst Iraq in 2003,
ard has to a limted exent co
operatedin the illegal occypation of
Irag snce the invasion.

Concl usions

1. The lry Staterert is corsistert
with an objective wnderganding of
international law, including the
United Nations Charter.

2. Menmvbers d the Urited Nations
and governments d sovereign states
have legal obligations to uphdd the
Charter anl act to eaure repect for
the laws of war.

3. All three categriesof Nuremberg
Crimes are asociated vith the inva-
sionard occipaion of Irag.

4. The Interrational Criminal Caurt
shoud indict, proecute, ard puish
the perpetratorard collaboratorgor
this aggresion against Iraq am the
related intermational crimes arisiig
from the sibseqent occipaion of
the country.

5. The ICC shoud be supplemerted
by a spcially constituted inter-
national tribunal with authority to
indict, proscue, ard puish for
crimes committed bebre 2002 viaen
the ICC was estabshed ard to the
extert that crimes asociated with
states ot Parties tothe ICC are ot
addresed.

6. The UNGA should be ercouraged
to implement intermational law with
repect to te Ilrag War ad oc-
cupation.

7. Nationd courts relying an univer-
sal jrisdiction shoud be urged to
invedigate an pro®cue individuals
associated with Nurenberg Crimesin
Iraq.

8. Organs d civil scciety, including
the WTI, shoud act to esure that the
recommendatiors ard corclusions of
the Jury Statenert are promptly ard
fairly implemented

Teaching Ethics

to Science and Engi neering
Student s

Tom Bgrsen Hansen
tbh@pugwesh.dk

On 15 amd 16 April 2005, INES co-
organised a ymposum in Copenha-
gen following up on the World
Confererce onScierce reconmenda-
tion: That ethcs of science $ioud be
an integal part of the training of
ergineersard <iertists. The neetirg
corsisted of two pars, an expert
workshop with participation of 25
scholars from three cotinerts, ard a
sessio with public lectures.

As | see it, o of the main con
clusions of the synposum was: If
the teacting of ethics to <iernce
and engineering stidents is to be part
of a grateqy for secuing sustainable
dewlopment ard beterment of the
human condition; then the hasic
ethical principles anl resmnsibilities
of scierce, which the gudents are
required to interralize, must rekr to
samething more than the mein types
of ethical thearies (i.e. tilitarism,
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consauentialism, virtue ethics, deon
tological treories ad coriractalism).

Differert workshop participarts agued
that ience aml ergineerirg studerts
need also to get acquainted with
global ethics (e.g cosnopditanism),
the <-called etlos of scierce,
national and international legal re-
gimes, the funding and dedsion
mecharisms of science and technd-
ogy, ard esablish comectiors between
epigenmlogy ard ethics It was sug-
geged that guderts needto be able
to act accordiy to their theoretical
aralysis.

The gedion of whether studerts are
suppo®d ory to internalize ehical
principles (e.g codes of conduct)
was discussed. It was propoed that
ergineersand scienists adlitionally
needto be ade to decastruct such
principles in order b undergard their
function.

The cortept of “chemical boorer-
args’ was preened. Chemical boo-
merargs are dobally used chemical
substances, which have negative
toxicologcal aml ecotoxicological
effects (e.g “the dirty dozen of
POP's"). Thes ctenical subgarces
exenplify the dwal neture of modern
science am tecmology; ard pre-
venting thar hamful conseuenes
can be ®enas an eenplar of the
ethics of sdence (in a Kuhnian
serse). The involvemert of the mili-
tary industrial camplex in scierce,
engineering and techndogy is ancther
ore.

More information on the symposium
will soon be awailade in the forth-
coming workshop report For the
time being | refer the interested
reacer to the symposium website
www.teactingettics.dk. The follow-
up symposium was finaned by the
Darish ResearchCourril, the Darish
National UNESCO caonmissia, the
Certer for the Fhilosophy of Nature
ard Scierce Stulies the Certer for
Ethicsard Law in Natue aml Society
ard INES.

Dr. Tom Bgrsen Han®n i a re-
searcher at the Cener for the
Philosophy of Nature and Science
Sudies, University of Copenhagen,
and a membepf the Executive @n-
mittee & INES
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South American Peace Studies Programme

Facultad de Filosofiay Humanidades — Univ ersidad Nacional de Cérdoba
INES - International Netw ork of Engineers and Scientists for Global Responsibility

Introduction

For decadeshe gudy of corflict in
Souh America tes beenled wnder
the corcept of “Natioral Secuity”
ard in mary timesinscribed asa part
of the infamous “National Secuity
Doctrine.”

With the democratizatiom of the

regon ard the corcernfor a broader
scope of the roos ard cawses of

corflict, a recesary charge of para-
digm becanre evdert.

The “Human Secuity” concept, that

takes into candderatian not just retion

states ard armes but ecoromic,

cultural ard ervironmertal dimen-

sions, provides us with a nore

accuate tool br this type ofgudies

INES hes always pu forward the
needfor corsidering the role plagd
by scierce ard tecmology in the
ewvolution and worsering of conflict.
Moreover, by calling upon scietists
ard practitioners to consider the
effects of the decison they make at
the time of engaging n R & D
projectsthat may affect uman lives
in a regative way. Consistert with
this approach INES fes garted ad
joined a mmber of canpaigns to
pronote disarmamert, nonprolifera-
tion ard peacddl corflict resolution.
Two years ag, INES decided to
pronote thke creation of a Peace
ResearchStulies irstitute in Sauth
America awnl to look for the beg
parier in doing so.

After signing an ageenert with the
Facutad de Rlosofia y Humanidades
— Univerddad MNacional de Grdoba,
whose auhorities were immediately
recepive to the idea aw willing to
co-operate, th Reace Stdies Pro-
granme was edablished in 2005. The
pregige of the Univerddad de ©r-
doba,the oldeg of the Americasard
the high rark of its profesionals ard
reearckers are certaily a nmajor aset
for the intiative toswcceed

The ttree bak lines of sudy ard
reearch are: Human Rights ard
Culture of Peace, Ewironmert ard

Conflict and Disarmamert. Each of
them with rerowned <holars as co-
ordinators.

Activities

A broad rarge of activities is being
scheduled for the Proganme, rarg-
ing from shat courses an suljeds
such as history of gate terrorisn or
proliferation to hosting high-level
reearch for docral and pog-
doctoral studerts. In ageenert with
similar institutions from other parts
of the world, excharge of studerts
ard professors, ard shared sudies in
particdar subjects of conmon in-
terest are alsdeing negotiated In
2006, he first pog-graduste couse
on Peace Stdies is going to be held
at the pogramme. With input from
gues spealers together with local
ard national professes, it is sched-
uled b have a duation of 120 fours.

Although the working language is
going to be Spanish, it is gpen to
foreign studerts who are capableof
pursuing it.

International Conference
November 2005

INES dedded to hdd its annud
Courcil meeing in Cordoba In
adwance, onNovember 3 ard 4, an
Intermational Confererce will be held
to which known padfists ad
sclolars are inited. The first day is
going to be open for the participation
of ewverybody. Integrating people in
workshops, with equal participation
of Argentine and foreign gusts, this
is going to be the charce for all to
learnabou peoples feelirgs, under-

starding ard the
reality of the many
struggles that take
place in this part
of the world. We
like tHs Cafer-
erce to become a
turning point not
just for sudying
ard undergarding,
bu aso for pro-
posing sdutions and training people
to becone able to lelp overcore the
dire reality of fight, exclusion ard
destruction of nature so long
neglected.

Hugo Estrella Tampieri

INES COUNCIL MEET
CORDOBA, ARGENTINA
November 5 and 6, 2005

INES as aninterrational — inter-
continental — network organizes its
annual Cancil meeting each garin
arother country. Orce bebre, in
1998, he Courcil meetng was held
outside Europe,in Bogon USA. Now
acain, we will cross the Atlantic
Oceanto cone together in Cordoba,
Argentina

Falowing the tradtion, the Council
meetirg is canbined with a senmar
or comparable evert. In the lag
years we took the opportinity to
combine the Cauncil meeting with a
big interrational event, like a Euwo-
pean Social Form meetirg (Paris
2003) or aninternational corfererce
(Sopron 2004). This time, the inter-
national corfererce n Cordoba, con
nectedwith the foundation of the first
institute for peace researcin Sauth
America, Wl be our special eert.

All members d INES areinvited to
this Council meetirg ard to the
precediiy corfererce. The progans
are shavn on the next page

NG
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INTERNATIONAL INTERNATIONAL
CONFERENCE SEMINAR

Cordoba, Argentina
Thursday, 3 November 2005

Einstein: A human face for
Science — Science, Technology
and Conflic ts

9.00 - 10.30, Opening,

Prof. Claus Montonen, INES
president, Finland;

Dean of the Faculty of
Philosophy, Argentina.

Albert Einstein and the

Scientific Responsibility
Mischa Cotlar, Founder Center for
Ethics and Science, Buenos
Aires, Argentina.

11.00 — 13.00, Round T able:

The institute’s three lin es of
study and research :

Peace Education and Culture of
Peace,
Prof. Alicia Cabezudo;

Abolition of Nuc lear Weapons
and War,

Responsibility of Scientists ,
Dr. David Krieger, USA (INES);

Science and Conflic ts,
Dr. Carlos Mallmann.

14.30 — 17.30 Short lectures
and de bates:

% Gender and conflict,

% School mediation and conflict
prevention,

¥% Sustainable and peaceful
education,

¥ Culture of peace — conflict
prevention,

% Small arms control and urban
violence,

% Science, research and ethics,

¥% Sustainability, science and
development.

18.30 Honor is Causa doc tor ate
award (to be confirmed),

Lectures.

21.00 Dinner and transfer to
University Hotel (Vaquerias).

Vaquerias, Argentina
Friday, 4 November 2005

9.00 —10.30 Plenary
Sessio n:

Science, technology and
developme nt in the
globalized conte xt —
prospects and challenges
for developing ¢ ountr ies

Introduc tion: Hugo Estrella
Tampieri,

Participants: Guillermo
Lemarchand, Argentina;Hector
Sejenovich; Jean-Paul Lainé,
INES, France; Sara Horowitz.

Moderator: Gordana
Jovanovic, Serbia and
Montenegro.

Final remarks
11.00 - 13.00 Ideas for
Workshops

Science education, Ethics and
Science, Autonomy and
integration, Development and
Environment.

15:00 — 17:00 Workshops
continue

17.00 - 17.30 Workshops
presentations

17:30 —20:00 Evening
lectures and Cor doba
Statement

Science in the South —
historical exp eriences and
actual challen ges,

Raul Montenegro, Alternative
Nobel Laureate, Argentina
(proposed);

Challenges for Scien ce in

the indus trial world,
Claudia Neubauer (proposed);

Cordoba S tatement — Ideas
and discussion (final in
Cordoba group).

Final remarks

Chair: Deans of the Faculties
of Philosophy and
Mathematics, Astronomy and
Physics.

21.00 Dinner & Tango P arty:
Show, classes and dance.
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INES COUNCIL

MEETING
Vaquerias, Argentina
5 — 6 November 2005

Saturday, 5 November

10.00 — 13.00

INES Council meeting Part 1
(open for all interested).

Including:

Reports of INES Executive
Committee (Chairman and
Treasurer);

Presentation of Working Groups
(Wallpaper, Flip Chart);

Lectures;
INES International Congress;

Curriculum Development and
cooperation for the future of
peace studies in South America
(brainstorming);

Einstein Year report;

INES South project (resulting
from Workshops);

Upcoming events and meetings.

15.00 — 20.00
INES Counc il me eting Part 2
(open for all interested).

21.00 Dinner, clo sing remarks,
Cultural Evening — Good By e
Party.

Sunday, 6 November 2005

10.00 — 13.00
INES Counc il me eting Part 3
(restricted).

14.30 - 18.30
INES EC meeting (restricted).

All information about travel and
accommodation can be obtained
from the INES office,

Nicola Hellmich

Tel: +49 30 4401 0498
Fax: +49 30 4401 0497
E-mail: ines.office@web.de,

and from the INES website:
http://www.inesglobal.com.

Contact in Argentina:

Hugo E strella / Lea Andres
peacecordoba@yahoo.com.ar



