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Joseph Rotblat was one of the great 
men of the 20th century.  He was a 
man of science and peace.  Born in 
Warsaw, Poland in 1908, he was 
one of those rare individuals who, 
like Rosa Parks or Nelson 
Mandela, comes to an intersection 
with history and courageously 
forges a new path.  In Joseph’s 
case, the intersection with history 
arrived in 1944 while he was 
working on the Manhattan Project, 
the US project to develop an 
atomic bomb.   
 
Joseph had worked as a scientist 
toward the creation of an atomic 
weapon, first in the UK at the 
University of Liverpool and then at 
Los Alamos, New Mexico. When 
he learned in late 1944 that 
Germany would not succeed in 
developing an atomic bomb, he 
believed there was no longer 
reason to continue work on 
creating a US bomb.  For him, 
there was only one reason to create 
an atomic weapon, and that was to 
deter the German use of such a 
weapon during World War II.  If 
the Germans would not have an 
atomic weapon, then there was no 
reason for the Allies to have one.  
Joseph was the only scientist to 
leave the Manhattan Project on 
moral grounds.   
 
 He was the last living signer of the 
1955 Russell-Einstein Manifesto, 
one of the great documents of the 
20th century, and he often quoted 
its final passage: “We appeal, as 
human beings, to human beings: 
Remember your humanity and 
forget the rest.  If you can do so, 
the way lies open for a new 
paradise if you cannot, there lies 
before 

Joseph was for many years the 
General Secretary of the 
Pugwash Conferences on 
Science and World Affairs, and 
later served as president of the 
Pugwash Conferences.  In his 
work with Pugwash, he was 
instrumental in bringing together 
scientists from East and West, so 
that they could find common 
ground for ending the Cold War 
with its mad nuclear arms race.  
In 1995, Joseph and the Pugwash 
Conferences were joint recipients 
of the Nobel Peace Prize. 
 
He began his Nobel acceptance 
speech by saying, “At this 
momentous event in my life…I 
and 
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before you the 
risk of universal 
death.” 
 
He was convinced 
that countries 
needed to abolish 
nuclear weapons 
and he devoted his 
life to achieving 
this goal, as well 
as the goal of 
ending war as a 
human institution. 
Just prior to his 
90th birthday, he 
said that he still 
had two great 
goals in life. “My 
short-term goal,” 
he said, “is the 
abolition of 
nuclear weapons, 
and my long-term 
goal is the 
abolition of war.”   
 
 want to speak as a scientist, but 

also as a human being. From my 
earliest days I had a passion for 
science.  But science, the exercise 
of the supreme power of the 
human intellect, was always linked 
in my mind with benefit to people.  
I saw science as being in harmony 
with humanity. I did not imagine 
that the second half of my life 
would be spent on efforts to avert 
a mortal danger to humanity 
created by science.” 
 
In his speech, he reasoned that a 
nuclear weapon-free world would 
be safer than a world with nuclear 
weapons, but the danger of 
“ultimate catastrophe” would still 
exist. 
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we going to base our world on a 
culture of peace or on a culture 
of war? 
 
Nuclear weapons are 
fundamentally immoral: their 
action is indiscriminate, affecting 
civilians as well as military, 
innocents and aggressors alike, 
killing people alive now and 
generations as yet unborn. 
 
And the consequence of their use 
could bring the human race to an 
end.”  He ended his appeal with 
his oft-repeated plea, 
“Remember your humanity.” 
 
I visited Joseph at his home in 
London just a few months ago.  
He had been slowed down by a 
stroke and was disturbed that he 
wasn’t able to be as active as 
he’d been accustomed. But his 
spirit was strong, and he was still 
smiling and looking forward. He 
was as committed as ever to his 
dual goals of achieving a world 
without nuclear weapons and 
without war – goals to which he 
had devoted the full measure of 
his energy, intellect and wisdom.  
 
Joseph has left behind a strong 
legacy of peace.  It is our job 
now to pick up the baton that he 
carried so well and passionately 
for so long, and continue his 
legacy. 
 
 
David Krieger is president of the 
Nuclear Age Peace Foundation 
(www.wagingpeace.org) and the 
Deputy Chair of the International 
Network of Engineers and 
Scientists for Global 
Responsibility 
(www.inesglobal.com). 
 

He concluded that war must be 
abolished: “The quest for a war-
free world has a basic purpose: 
survival.   
 
But if in the process we learn how 
to achieve it by love rather than 
by fear, by kindness rather than 
compulsion; if in the process we 
learn to combine the essential 
with the enjoyable, the expedient 
with the benevolent, the practical 
with the beautiful, this will be an 
extra incentive to embark on this 
great task.” 
 
When Joseph came to Santa 
Barbara in 1997 to receive the 
Nuclear Age Peace Foundation’s 
Lifetime Achievement Award for 
Distinguished Peace Leadership, I 
asked him, “What gives you hope 
for the future?”  He responded, 
“My hope is based on logic.  
Namely, there is no alternative.  If 
we don’t do this [eliminate 
nuclear weapons and engender 
more responsibility by scientists 
as well as citizens in general], 
then we are doomed.  The whole 
existence of humankind is 
endangered.  We are an 
endangered species now and we 
have to take steps to prevent the 
extinguishing of the human 
species. We owe an allegiance to 
humanity. Since there is no other 
way, then we must proceed in this 
way. Therefore, if we must do it, 
then there is hope that it will be 
done.” 
 
Earlier this year, Joseph made an 
appeal to the delegates to the 
nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty 
Review Conference, held in May 
at the United Nations in New 
York.  “Morality,” he wrote, “is at 
the core of the nuclear issue: are 
j       

Comment by Regina Hagen, 
INESAP 
 
I remember the first time I met 
Joseph Rotblat, on April 10, 1997. 
I had come into contact with the 
IANUS group just a few weeks 
earlier and at that time knew 
nothing about nuclear weapons. I 
attended a press conference and a 
lecture he gave on the occasion of 
a visit to IANUS at Darmstadt 
University.  
 
With his characteristic smile, quiet 
voice, and lovely English, at age 
89, he answered to a journalist 
question that, yes, he was 
confident to live long enough to 
see the world turn nuclear 
weapons free. Sadly, he 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 our 
humanity and, as David Krieger 
already said, pick up the baton and 
continue Sir Joseph’s struggle to 
rid the world of nuclear weapons. 
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Joseph Rotblat had high plans for 
2005 – the International Einstein 
Year. He was the last living 
signatory of the Russel-Einstein 
Manifesto of 1955 which 
demanded a complete ban of 
nuclear weapons and hence is 
probably the most important 
appeal for peace in history.  Once 
again Joseph Rotblat wanted to 
use all his remaining strength to 
promote his main object in life: 
saving humanity from its own 
destruction through the abolition 
of all nuclear weapons. 
 
He wanted to publish a new 
Russel-Einstein Manifesto – an 
updated edition for the 21st century 
where the unchanged threat of a 
nuclear war still remains, even 
after the end of the east-west-
conflict.  
 
He had planned to read that appeal 
at the Pugwash World Conference 
to the 60th anniversary of the 
dropping of the atomic bomb on 
Hiroshima. 
 
He had attended all Pugwash 
conferences as General Secretary 
and later as President of the 
organisation since its foundation 
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 
once again the necessity to abolish 
war and all nuclear weapons, he 
wanted to appeal to all people 
engaged 

 

engaged in peace activities not to 
give up even in the light of many 
failures and defeats in their peace 
activities. “Mankind has abolished 
slavery and torture (adding with a 
twinkling eye “at least theo-
retically and on the papers of the 
United Nations”) it will also 
liberate itself from war.”  
 
He wanted to appeal to the youth, 
to inform and elucidate the horrors 
of war. He was one of the initiators 
of the school project “Designing 
peace” and had planned to apply 
some of his time to that project. 
His last journey to the US led him 
to a meeting of pupils and Nobel 
Price Laureates, initiated by this 
project.  
 
In the night from 31st of August to 
1st of September he died at the age 
of 96, being bound to his house by 
illness in the last time. Sadly he did 
not achieve his goal to celebrate 
his 100th birthday. 
 

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 moral and 
ethics in modern science, always 
considering the social 
responsibility of the scientist as 
well as the responsibility as 
human being. 
 
He has passed on the task; now it 
is on us to further strive for a 
peaceful and fair world.   
 
Dear Joseph, you have lived your 
life as you once said yourself: “I 
had the possibility to live two 
lives” , we will live our lives in 
your spirit.  
 
Reiner Braun, INES Council 
member and Max-Planck-Institute 
for the History of Science  

Joseph Rotblat and Ted Taylor (who died last year) in a picture taken in 
1990 in Kazakhstan at the Nevada-Semipalatinsk Conference  
working towards a nuclear test ban treaty.  

Picture b y Alice Slater, GRACE, USA 

IN REMEMBRANCE OF JOSEPH ROTBLAT  
By Reiner Braun 
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6. The US/UK occupation of Iraq 
of the last 27 months has led to the 
destruction and devastation of the 
Iraqi state and society. Law and order 
have broken down, resulting in a 
pervasive lack of human security. 
The physical infrastructure is in 
shambles; the health care delivery 
system is in poor condition; the 
education system has virtually ceased 
to function; there is massive environ-
mental and ecological devastation; 
and the cultural and archeological 
heritage of the Iraqi people has been 
desecrated. 

7. The occupation has intentionally 
exacerbated ethnic, sectarian and re-
ligious divisions in Iraqi society, with 
the aim of undermining Iraq’s 
identity and integrity as a nation. 
This is in keeping with the familiar 
imperial policy of divide and rule. 
Moreover, it has facilitated rising 
levels of violence against women, 
increased gender oppression and 
reinforced patriarchy. 

8. The imposition of the UN sanc-
tions in 1990 caused untold suffering 
and thousands of deaths. The situation 
has worsened after the occupation. 

At least 100,000 civilians have been 
killed; 60,000 are being held in US 
custody in inhumane conditions, 
without charges; thousands have dis-
appeared; and torture has become 
routine.  

9. The illegal privatization, deregu-
lation, and liberalization of the Iraqi 
economy by the occupation regime 
has coerced the country into becom-
ing a client economy that is controlled 
by the IMF and the World Bank, both 
of which are integral to the Washing-
ton Consensus. The occupying forces 
have also acquired control over Iraq’s 
oil reserves.  

10. Any law or institution created 
under the aegis of occupation is 
devoid of both legal and moral 
authority. The recently concluded elec-
tion, the Constituent Assembly, the 
current government, and the drafting 
committee for the Constitution are 
therefore all illegitimate. 

11. There is widespread opposition 
to the occupation. Political, social, 
and civil resistance through peace-
ful means is subjected to repression 
by the occupying forces. It is the 
occupation and its brutality that has 
provoked a strong armed resistance 
and certain acts of desperation. By 
the principles embodied in the UN 
Charter and in international law, the 
popular national resistance to the 
occupation is legitimate and justified. 
It deserves the support of people 
everywhere who care for justice and 
freedom. 

II. Charges  

On the basis of the preceding find-
ings and recalling the Charter of the 
United Nations and other legal docu-
ments indicated in the appendix, the 
jury has established the following 
charges.  

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

1. Planning, pr eparing, and 
waging  the supreme crime of 
a war o f aggressio n in  contra-
vention of the  Unite d Nations  
Charter and the Nuremb erg 
Prin cip les.   
Evidence for this can be found in the 
leaked Downing Street Memo of 23d 

July, 2002, in which it was revealed: 
“Military action was now seen as 
inevitable. Bush wanted to remove 
Saddam through military action, 
justified by the conjunction of 
terrorism and WMD. But the intell-
igence and facts were being fixed 
around the policy.” Intelligence was 
manufactured to willf ully deceive the 
people of the US, the UK, and their 
elected representatives.   

2. Targeting the civ ilian popula-
tion of Iraq and the civ ilian 
in frast ructure by intentionally di-
recting attacks upon civilians and 
hospitals, medical centers, residential 
neighborhoods, electricity stations, 
and water purif ication facilities. The 
complete destruction of the city of 
Falluja in itself constitutes a glaring 
example of such crimes. 

3. Using dis propor tiona te for ce 
and w eapon s ystems with 
indiscrimin ate effects, such as 
cluster munitions, incendiary bombs, 
depleted uranium (DU), and chemi-
cal weapons. Detailed evidence was 
presented to the Tribunal by expert 
witnesses that leukemia had risen 
sharply in children under the age of 
five residing in those areas that had 
been targeted by DU weapons. 

4. Using DU munitions  in spite  
of all t he warn ings presented 
by scien tists and war veterans 
on the ir devastating long-te rm 
effects on huma n beings  and 
the environment. 
 The US Administration, claiming 
lack of scientif ically established 
proof of the harmful effects of DU, 
decided to risk the lives of millio ns 
for several generations rather than 
discontinue its use on account of the 
potential risks. This alone displays 
the Administration’s wanton disre-
gard for human life. The Tribunal 
heard testimony concerning the 
current obstruction by the US 
Administration of the efforts of Iraqi 
universities to collect data and con-
duct research on the issue. 

5. Failin g to safeguard the liv es 
of civ ilians during military  activ i-
ties and dur ing the  occupation 
period the reafter. 
 This is evidenced, for example, by 
“shock and awe” bombing techniques 
and the conduct of occupying forces 
at checkpoints. 

Internationa l Network of 
Engine ers and Scientis ts   
for  Global Responsibility   
(INES) 
Managing Secretary 
Nicola Hellmich 

Office address: 

Fehrbelliner Str. 38 
10119 Berlin, Germany 
Tel:  +49 30 4401 0498 
Fax: +49 30 4401 0497 
E-mail: ines.office@web.de 
http://www.inesglobal.com 

Bank account: Dieter Meissner 
Sparkasse Dortmund 
BIC: DORTDE33 
IBAN: DE97 4405 0199 0922 0926 99 

The INES Newsletter is edited by 
Armin Tenner, Buziaustraat 18, 
1068KN Amsterdam, Netherlands 
Tel: +31 20 6192738 
E-mail: armin.tenner@xs4all.nl 
and q18@nikhef.nl 

The Newsletter can also be 
found on the INTERNET: 
http://www.inesglobal.com 
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6. Activ ely c reating c onditions  
unde r which the  status  of I raqi 
women  has serio usly  been 
degraded, contrary to the repeated 
claims of the leaders of the coalition 
forces. Women’s freedom of move-
ment has severely been limited, 
restricting their access to the public 
sphere, to education, livelihood, politi-
cal and social engagement. Testi-
mony was provided that sexual 
violence and sex traffi cking have 
increased since the occupation of 
Iraq began. 

7. Usin g deadly violence against 
peaceful protestors, including the 
April 2003 killin g of more than a 
dozen peaceful protestors in Falluja. 

8. Impos ing punis hments  with-
out c harge or  tr ial, inc luding 
collective punis hment , on the 
people of Iraq. Repeated testimonies 
pointed to “snatch and grab”  opera-
tions, disappearances and assassina-
tions. 

9. Subject ing Iraq i so ld iers an d 
civ ilians to torture and cruel, 
inhuma n, or  degrading treat-
ment .  
Degrading treatment includes sub-
jecting Iraqi soldiers and civilians to 
acts of racial, ethnic, religious, and 
gender discrimination, as well  as 
denying Iraqi soldiers Prisoner of 
War status as required by the Geneva 
Conventions. Abundant testimony was 
provided of unlawful arrests and 
detentions, without due process of 
law. Well known and egregious 
examples of torture and cruel and 
inhuman treatment occurred in Abu 
Ghraib prison as well as in Mosul, 
Camp Bucca, and Basra. The employ-
ment of mercenaries and private 
contractors to carry out torture has 
served to undermine accountability .  

10. Re-writ ing the laws o f a 
countr y that has been illegally  
inv aded and oc cupie d, in viola-
tion of international covenants on the 
responsibilities of occupying powers, 
in order to amass illegal profits 
(through such measures as Order 39, 
signed by L. Paul Bremer III for the 
Coalition Provisional Authority, which 
allows foreign investors to buy and 
takeover Iraq’s state-owned enter-
prises and to repatriate 100 percent of 

their profits and assets at any point) 
and to control Iraq’s oil. Evidence 
was presented of a number of cor-
porations that had profited from such 
transactions. 

11. Willfully  dev astating the 
environment, contaminating it by 
depleted uranium (DU) weapons, 
combined with the plumes from 
burning oil  well s, as well  as huge 
oil  spills, and destroying agricultural 
lands.  Deliberately disrupting the 
water and waste removal systems, in 
a manner verging on biological/ 
chemical warfare.  Failing to prevent 
the looting and dispersal of radio-
active material from nuclear sites. 
Extensive documentation is available 
on air and water pollution, land 
degradation, and radioactive pollu-
tion. 

12. Failing to pr otect huma n-
ity’s rich  arch aeological an d 
cultur al heritage in Ir aq by 
allowing the looting of museums and 
established historical sites and posi-
tioning military bases in culturally 
and archeologically sensitive loca-
tions. This took place despite prior 
warnings from UNESCO and Iraqi 
museum officials.  

13. Obst ruct ing the rig ht to 
information,  inc luding the  cen-
soring of Ir aqi media, such as 
newspapers (e.g., al-Hawza, al-
Mashriq,and al-Mustaqila) and radio 
stations (Baghdad Radio), the shut-
ting down of the Baghdad offi ces of 
Al Jazeera Television, targeting 
international journalists, imprisoning 
and killin g academics, intellectuals 
and scientists.  

14. Redefining tor ture in v io-
lation of international law , to 
allow  use of torture and illegal 
detentions , including holding more 
than 500 people at Guantánamo Bay 
without charging them or allowing 
them any access to legal protection, 
and using “extraordinary renditions” 
to send people to be tortured in other 
countries known to commit human 
rights abuses and torture prisoners. 

15. Commit ting a crime ag ainst 
peace by violat ing t he will of  
the globa l anti-w ar mov ement.  
In an unprecedented display of public 

conscience millio ns of people across 
the world stood in opposition to the 
imminent attack on Iraq. The attack 
rendered them effectively voiceless.  
This amounts to a declaration by the 
US government and its allies to 
millio ns of people that their voices 
can be ignored, suppressed and 
silenced with complete impunity.   

16. Engaging in polic ies to w age 
permanent war on s overeign 
nations . 
Syria and Iran have already been 
declared as potential targets. In declar-
ing a “global war on terror,” the US 
government has given itself the 
exclusive right to use aggressive 
military force against any target of 
its choosing. Ethnic and religious 
hostilities are being fueled in 
different parts of the world. The US 
occupation of Iraq has further 
emboldened the Israeli occupation in 
Palestine and increased the repres-
sion of the Palestinian people. The 
focus on state security and the escala-
tion of militarization has caused a 
serious deterioration of human 
security and civil rights across the 
world.  

B. Against  the Securit y 
Council of the United Na-
tions 

1. Failing to pr otect the Iraqi 
people against  the crime o f 
aggressio n. 

2. Impos ing ha rsh economic  
sanct ions on Iraq, despite knowl-
edge that sanctions were directly 
contributing to the massive loss of 
civilian lives and harming innocent 
civilians.  

3. Allo wing the United States 
and Unite d Kingdom to c arry 
out illegal bombings  in the no-fly 
zones, using false pretenses of 
enforcing UN resolutions, and at no 
point allowing discussion in the 
Security Council of this violation, 
and thereby being complicit and 
responsible for loss of civilian lif e 
and destruction of Iraqi infrastructure. 

4. Allo wing the United States to 
dominate the United Nations 
and hold itself above any account-
ability  by other member nations. 
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5. Failu re to stop war crimes 
and crimes ag ainst humanit y 
by the United States and its 
coalition partners in Iraq. 

6. Failur e to hold the  Unite d 
States and its co alit ion part -
ners accounta ble for  viola tions  
of inte rnationa l law dur ing the 
inv asion and oc cupation,  giving 
off icial sanction to the occupation 
and therefore, both by acts of 
commission and acts of omission 
becoming a collaborator in an illegal 
occupation. 

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

Colla bor ating in the  inv asion 
and oc cupation of Iraq, thus  
shar ing r esponsibility  in the 
crimes co mmit ted.  

D. Against the  Govern-
ments of Other Countries  

Allowing the use of military bases 
and air space, and providing other 
logistical support, for the invasion 
and occupation, and hence being 
complicit in the crimes committed. 

E. Against  the Private Cor-
porat ions which have won 
contract s for the reco nst ruc-
tion of Ir aq and w hich have 
sued for and receiv ed “ repara-
tion awards”  from the illegal 
occupa tion r egime. 

Profiting from the war with com-
plicity in the crimes described above, 
of invasion and occupation. 

F. Agains t the  Major Cor-
porat e Media  

1. Dissemin ating the delib erate 
falsehoods  spread by  the  
gov ernments  of the  US and the  
UK and failing to adequately 
investigate this misinformation, even 
in the face of abundant evidence to 
the contrary. Among the corporate 
media houses that bear special 
responsibility  for promoting the lies 
about Iraq’s weapons of mass 
destruction, we name the New York 

Times, in particular their reporter 
Judith Miller, whose main source 
was on the payroll of the CIA. We 
also name Fox News, CNN, NBC, 
CBS, ABC, the BBC and ITN. This 
list also includes but is not limited to, 
The Express, The Sun, The Observer 
and Washington Post. 

2. Failing to r epor t the  atroci-
ties b eing commit ted again st 
Iraqi people  by the occupying 
forces, neglecting the duty to give 
privilege and dignity to voices of 
suffering and marginalizing the 
global voices for peace and justice. 

3. Failing to r epor t fa ir ly on the  
ongoing oc cupation; silenc ing 
and discred it ing dissen ting  
voices and failing to adequately 
report on the full national costs and 
consequences of the invasion and 
occupation of Iraq; disseminating the 
propaganda of the occupation regime 
that seeks to justify the continuation 
of its presence in Iraq on false 
grounds. 

4. Incit ing an ideological climat e 
of fear, racism, xenophobia  and 
Islamophobia , which is then used 
to justify and legitimize violence 
perpetrated by the armies of the 
occupying regime.  

5. Dissemin ating an ideology 
that glo rif ies mascu lin ity 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 oc cupation  
that is widely regarded as guilty of 
war crimes and crimes against hu-
manity.  

7. Enabling, thr ough the  
valid ation and dissemin ation of 
dis infor mation, the  fraudule nt 
mis appropr iation of huma n and 
fina ncial resour ces for an illegal 
war waged on false pretexts. 

8. Promoting corporate-military  
persp ect iv es on “ secu rit y”  
which are counte r-produc tiv e 
to the  funda menta l conc erns 
and pr ior ities of the  globa l 
popula tion  and have seriously 
endangered civilian populations. 

III. Recommendat ions  

Recognizing the right of the Iraqi 
people to resist the illegal occupation 
of their country and to develop 
independent institutions, and affirm-
ing that the right to resist the 
occupation is the right to wage a 
struggle for self-determination, free-
dom, and independence as derived 
from the Charter of the United 
Nations, we the Jury of Conscience 
declare our solidarity with the people 
of Iraq.  

We reco mmen d: 

1. The immediate and unconditional 
withdrawal of the Coalition forces 
from Iraq. 

2. That Coalition governments make 
war reparations and pay compensa-
tion to Iraq for the humanitarian, 
economic, ecological, and cultural 
devastation they have caused by their 
illegal invasion and occupation. 

3. That all laws, contracts, treaties, 
and institutions established under 
occupation, which the Iraqi people 
deem inimical to their interests, be 
considered null and void. 

4. That the Guantánamo Bay prison 
and all other offshore US military 
prisons be closed immediately, that 
the names of the prisoners be dis-
closed, that they receive POW status, 
and receive due process. 

5. That there be an exhaustive 
investigation of those responsible for 
the crime of aggression, war crimes  
and crimes against humanity in Iraq, 
beginning with George W. Bush, 
President of the United States of 
America, Tony Blair, Prime Minister 
of the United Kingdom, those in key 
decision-making positions in these 
countries and in the Coalition of the 
Willin g, those in the military chain-
of-command who master-minded the 
strategy for and carried out this 
criminal war, starting from the very 
top and going down; as well  as 
personalities in Iraq who helped 
prepare this illegal invasion and 
supported the occupiers.  

We list some of the most obvious 
names to be included in such inves-
tigation:  
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�� prime ministers of the Coalition 
of the Willin g, such as Junichiro 
Koizumi of Japan, Jose Maria Anzar 
of Spain, Silvio Berlusconi of Italy, 
José Manuel Durão Barroso and 
Santana Lopes of Portugal, Roh Moo 
Hyun of South Korea, Anders Fogh 
Rasmussen of Denmark;  

�� public officials such as Dick 
Cheney, Donald H. Rumsfeld, Paul 
Wolfowitz, Colin L. Powell,  Condo-
leezza Rice, Richard Perle, Douglas 
Feith, Alberto Gonzales, L. Paul 
Bremer from the US, and Jack Straw, 
Geoffrey Hoon, John Reid, Adam 
Ingram from the UK;  

�� military commanders beginning 
with: Gen. Richard Myers, Gen. 
Tommy Franks, Gen. John P. Abizaid, 
Gen. Ricardo S. Sanchez, Gen. 
Thomas Metz, Gen. John R. Vines, 
Gen. George Casey from the US; 
Gen. Mike Jackson, Gen. John 
Kiszely, Air Marshal Brian Burridge, 
Gen. Peter Wall, Rear Admiral David 
Snelson, Gen. Robin Brims, Air 
Vice-Marshal Glenn Torpy from 
the UK; and chiefs of staff and 
commanding off icers of all coalition 
countries with troops in Iraq; 

�� Iraqi collaborators such as 
Ahmed Chalabi, Iyad Allawi, Abdul 
Aziz Al Hakim, Gen. Abdul Qader 
Mohammed Jassem Mohan, among 
others.   

6. That a process of accountability  is 
initiated to hold those morally and 
personally responsible for their par-
ticipation in this illegal war, such as 
journalists who deliberately lied, 
corporate media outlets that pro-
moted racial, ethnic and religious 
hatred, and CEOs of multinational 
corporations that profited from this 
war.  

7. That people throughout the world 
launch nonviolent actions against US 
and UK corporations that directly 
profit from this war. Examples of 
such corporations include Hallibur-
ton, Bechtel, The Carlyle Group, 
CACI Inc., Titan Corporation, Kellog, 
Brown and Root (subsidiary of 
Halliburton), DynCorp, Boeing, Exxon 
Mobil, Texaco, British Petroleum. 
The following companies have sued 

Iraq and received “reparation awards”: 
Toys R Us, Kentucky Fried Chicken, 
Shell, Nestlé, Pepsi, Phillip  Morris, 
Sheraton, Mobil. Such actions may 
take the form of direct actions such 
as shutting down their offi ces, 
consumer boycotts, and pressure on 
shareholders to divest. 

8. That young people and soldiers act 
on conscientious objection and refuse 
to enlist and participate in an illegal 
war. Also, that countries provide 
conscientious objectors with political 
asylum.  

9. That the international campaign 
for dismantling all US military bases 
abroad be reinforced. 

10. That people around the world 
resist and reject any effort by any 
of their governments to provide 
material, logistical, or moral support 
to the occupation of Iraq.  

We, the Jury of Conscience, hope 
that the scope and specificity of 
these recommendations will lay the 
groundwork for a world in which inter-
national institutions will be shaped 
and reshaped by the will of people 
and not by fear and self -interest, 
where journalists and intellectuals 
will not remain mute, where the will 
of the people of the world will be 
central, and human security will prevail 
over state security and corporate 
profits.  

 
Arundha ti Roy , India,  
Spokesperson of the Jury of 
Conscience ; 
Ahmet Öztür k, Turkey; 
Ayúe Erzan, Turkey; 
Chandra Muzaffar, Malaysia; 
David Krieger , USA; 
Eve Ensler , USA;  
Franço is 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. 

 

 

Intern atio nal Law 
Appendi x  

Expl anatory  Note 

This international law appendix is 
intended to back up the Jury State-
ment that rests its assessments 
primarily on a moral and political 
appraisal of the Iraq War. The 
Statement relies upon the extensive 
testimony given in written and oral 
form by international law experts 
who have a world-class scholarly 
reputation during the Istanbul Culmi-
nating Session of the World Tribunal 
on Iraq (WTI). It also reflects the 
testimony and submissions on related 
issues of war crimes and the failure 
of the United Nations to protect Iraq 
against aggression.  

The Jury of Conscience was not a 
body composed of jurists or inter-
national law experts. It did not hear 
arguments supporting the legality of 
the invasion of Iraq as would have 
been made before a judicial body 
under the authority of either the state 
or an international institution acting 
on behalf  of the international com-
munity. The World Tribunal on Iraq 
throughout all of its session proceeded 
from a sense of moral and political 
outrage of concerned citizens from 
all over the world, with respect to the 
war. The Tribunal was not interested 
in a debate solely as to legality. The 
legal issues were relevant to the 
extent that they added weight to the 
moral and political purpose of the 
Tribunal, which was to expose the 
Iraq War as the crime it is, appealing 
to and drawing upon the deep bonds 
that link us all in our humanity. 
Therefore the Tribunal sought testi-
mony and evidence to call into 
question the mantle of respectability  
thrown over the Iraq War by the 
aggressors, and the false impression 
disseminated by mainstream media, 
that the Iraq War was in any sense 
justified by political circumstances, 
moral considerations, or legal analy-
sis. 

 The concerns of the WTI range 
much further than the demand for the 
implementation of international 
law, especially as much of this law 
currently serves the interests of 
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wealth and power. Nevertheless, 
international law with respect to the 
use of force and recourse to war is 
important in relation to the work of 
the WTI. International law is useful 
for the WTI for the following 
reasons: 

�� International law grounds the 
political and moral demand for the 
criminal indictment and prosecution 
of those responsible for the Iraq War, 
and it clarifies the extent of criminal 
accountability  as extending to cor-
porate and media participation; 

�� International law rejects the 
dangerous imperialist claims of the 
United States and the United King-
dom to be exempt from international 
legal obligations. 

In addition, the WTI makes use of 
international law to fulfill its mission: 

�� The WTI connects a call for 
global justice with the demand for 
the implementation of international 
law, but also for a rethinking of the 
premises and operations of inter-
national law so that it might be of 
greater relevance to the achievement 
of human security in the future; 

�� The WTI demands an interroga-
tion as to why international institu-
tions, particularly the United Nations, 
proved powerless against US unilat-
eralism and aggression; 

�� The WTI insists that United 
Nations exercise its constitutional re-
sponsibility  to protect its Members 
from aggression and illegal occupation; 

�� The WTI possesses the author-
ity, as representing civil society, to 
declare and seek enforcement of 
international legal obligations when 
states and the United Nations fail to 
uphold international law in matters of 
war and peace. 

It is important to distinguish: 

�� violations of international law, 
including the UN Charter, by a state; 
and 

�� crimes associated with these 
violation committed by political and 
military leaders, government officials, 

corporations and their officers, 
soldiers and private contractors, 
journalists and media personnel. 

Legal A nalysis  

�� International law consists of (1) 
international treaties, including the 
UN Charter [see list of documents]; 
(2) international customary law [espe-
cially in relation to the conduct of 
states in war]; (3) international 
criminal law [a sub-category of (1) 
resting on treaties and agreements 
among states, based on the frame-
work of the Nuremberg Judgment in 
1945, unanimously affirmed by the 
UN General Assembly’s adoption of 
the Nuremberg Principles in 1946, 
Res. 95(I)]. 

�� In the War on Iraq the three 
principles of customary international 
law have been violated: (1) Principle 
of  Proportionality: force can only be 
used to attain permissible legal ob-
jectives, and then only to the extent 
required by ‘military necessity’ ;  (2) 
Principle of Discrimination: force 
and weaponry can only be used if 
confined to military targets; indis-
criminate weapons and tactics are 
prohibited; (3) Principle of Humanity: 
force must never be used to cause 
unnecessary suffering and maximum 
care must be taken to protect civilian 
society, including its cultural heritage. 

�� The War on Iraq violates the 
Nuremberg Principles that set forth 
the following essential guidelines (as 
formulated by the International Law 
Commission of the UN in 1950 in 
response to request from General 
Assembly): 

Prin cip le I 

Any person who commits an act 
which constitutes a crime under inter-
national law is responsible therefore 
and liable to punishment. 

Principle II 

The fact that internal law does not 
impose a penalty for an act, which 
constitutes a crime under interna-
tional law, does not relieve the 
person who committed the act from 
responsibility  under international law. 

Principle III 

The fact that a person who com-
mitted an act which constitutes a 
crime under international law acted 
as Head of State or responsible 
Government offi cial does not relieve 
him from responsibility  under inter-
national law. 

Prin cip le IV 

The fact that a person acted pursuant 
to order of his Government or of a 
superior does not relieve him from 
responsibility  under international 
law, provided a moral choice was in 
fact possible to him. 

Prin cip le V 

Any person charged with a crime 
under international law has the right 
to a fair trial on the facts and law.  

Prin cip le VI 

The crimes hereinafter set out are 
punishable as crimes under; inter-
national law: 

a) Crimes ag ainst peace:   

i. Planning, preparation, initiation or 
waging of a war of aggression or a 
war in violation of international 
treaties, agreements or assurances; 

ii. Participation in a common plan or 
conspiracy for the accomplishment of 
any of the acts mentioned under (i). 

b) War crimes:  

Violations of the laws or customs of 
war which include, but are not 
limited to, murder, ill treatment or 
deportation to slave-labor or for any 
other purpose of civilian population 
of or in occupied territory, murder or 
ill treatment of prisoners of war, of 
persons on the seas, killin g of 
hostages, plunder of public or private 
property, wanton destruction of cities, 
towns, or villages, or devastation not 
justified by military necessity. 

c) Crimes ag ainst humanity: 

Murder, extermination, enslavement, 
deportation and other inhuman acts 
done against any civilian population, 
or persecutions on political, racial or 
religious grounds, when such acts are 
done or such persecutions are carried 
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on in execution of or in connection 
with any crime against peace or any 
war crime. 

Principle VII 

Complicity in the commission of a 
crime against peace, a war crime, or 
a crime against humanity as set forth 
in Principles VI is a crime under 
international law. 

Violations and Cri mes:   

I. The inv asion of Ir aq on March 
20, 2003, together with the 
continuing occupa tion of Ir aq, 
cons titute s a viola tion of the  
co re oblig ation of the Unit ed 
Nations Charter: 

�� resolving international conflicts 
by recourse to force or the threat of 
force is unconditionally prohibited by 
Article 2(4) of the Charter; 

�� the only exception to this proba-
tion is the right of states to act in 
self -defense against a prior armed 
attack as allowed by Article 51, but 
with the requirement that defending 
state report its claim to the Security 
Council; 

�� the claims of the US/UK Gov-
ernments based on doctrines of 
‘preemption’ or ‘preventive war’ have 
no standing in international law, and 
reliance on such specious arguments 
was in any event unsupported by 
facts; even if weapons of mass 
destruction had existed in Iraq it 
would not provide a legal justifica-
tion for the invasion; nor would the 
claim that ‘regime change’ would 
liberate the Iraqi people from 
dictatorial rule violative of human 
rights; 

�� with respect to Iraq there existed 
no basis for claiming self -defense or 
acting on the basis of a Security 
Council authorization; the invasion 
of Iraq and the subsequent occupation 
of the country constitutes a continuing 
aggression against a sovereign state 
and member of the UN in violation 
of international law; 

�� the cumulative effect of these 
violations is to create a strong factual 
and legal foundation for the indict-
ment, prosecution, and punishment of 

the individuals responsible for plan-
ning, initiating, and waging a crime 
of aggression against Iraq. 

II. Iraq War by  the inv ading 
milit ary forces, principally  those 
of the United States and United 
Kingdom, a nd s ubs equent occu-
pation, v iolated the law of war 
such  as the Geneva Conven-
tions  on the  Humanita rian Laws 
of War (1949), Additional Pro to-
cols  to Geneva Conv entions  
(1977) and Hague Conventions 
on the Laws of War (1899, 1907) 
in n umerous resp ects, in clu d-
ing the  follow ing:  

�� use of cluster bombs, napalm, 
depleted uranium; 

�� bombing of civilian targets and 
areas (e.g. markets, restaurants, media 
facilities, religious and cultural sites); 

�� intense and indiscriminate military 
operations against many cities and 
towns causing massive civilian casu-
alties (e.g. Najaf, Falluja); 

�� repeated and systematic use of 
torture and degrading treatment of 
Iraqi civilian and military personnel 
detained in prison facilities or cov-
ertly transferred to foreign countries 
known for torture and severe prison 
conditions; 

�� overall failure to protect the 
civilian population and their prop-
erty, cultural heritage (shootings at 
check points; house raids; lootings of 
museums and other cultural sites; 
refusal to assess extent of civilian 
death and damage) [see especially 
common Article 3 of the Geneva 
Conventions imposing duty to take 
special measures to protect civilian 
population to the extent possible) 
(Also Geneva Convention IV speci-
fies the obligations of the occupying 
power in Articles 47-78); 

�� the cumulative effect of this 
pattern of flagrant and extensive 
violations of the laws of war is to 
create the foundation for the indict-
ment, prosecution, and punishment of 
those individuals responsible, as policy 
makers, leaders, and as implementers 
at various levels of command; 

�� Article 1 of the Geneva Conven-
tions reads:  “The High Contracting 

Parties, including US/UK, undertake 
to respect and ensure respect for 
the present Convention in all cir-
cumstances.” The American legal 
specialists in Office of the Legal 
Counsel in the White House, in the 
Justice Department, and Department 
of Defense who advised on the 
‘ legality’  of torture and other be-
havior that violates the law of war 
are priority targets for indictment and 
prosecution. 

III. The occupation of Iraq has 
fragrantly  viola ted The Right of 
Self-Determina tion of the 
People  of Ir aq: 

�� Article 1 of the International 
Covenant on Economic, Social, and 
Cultural Rights and of the Interna-
tional Covenant on Political and 
Civil  Rights (1966): “(1) All  peoples 
have the right of self-determination. 
By virtue of that right they freely 
determine their political status and 
freely pursue their economic, social 
and cultural development”; 

�� It is evident that the occupation, 
by its decrees, practices, imposition 
of an interim government, managed 
elections, and administered constitu-
tion-making process has violated the 
right of self-determination of the 
Iraqi people, a fundamental element 
of international human rights law. 

IV. The occupation of Ir aq has 
inclu ded massiv e abuses of 
the Iraqi civ ilian population,  
inclu ding the widespread and 
pervasiv e relian ce on torture, the 
practice of w hich is  unc ondi-
tiona lly  prohibite d by  inte rna-
tional law : 

�� Article 5 of the Universal Decla-
ration of Human Rights: “No one 
shall be subjected to torture or cruel, 
inhuman or degrading treatment or 
punishment (repeated in Article 7 of 
International Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights (1966), including 
Article 4(2) that affirms there are no 
exceptions, even in conditions of 
war or emergency) and further con-
firmed by the widely ratified treaty –



INES Newsletter No.  50, September 2005                                                                                   13

Convention Against Torture and 
Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading 
Treatment or Punishment (1984). 

V. The United Nations has 
failed to uphold its  obliga tions  
to protect  sovereig n states, 
especially  its memb ers, from 
viola tions  of the ir legal r ights  
to politic al inde pendence and 
territ orial in tegrity, passiv ely 
allo wing Iraq to be threatened 
and attacked  for twelve y ears 
prior to the invasio n of 2003: 

�� the UNSC maintained sanctions 
on Iraq that had a demonstrated 
genocidal effect on the civilian 
population during the period 1991-
2003; 

�� the UNSC refrained from 
censuring and preventing repeated air 
strikes within Iraq territory during 
the period 1991-2003; 

�� the UNSC refrained from cen-
suring and preventing overt calls for 
the subversion and replacement of 
the Iraqi government, as well as the 
financing and training of exiles 
dedicated to armed struggle; 

�� the UNSC failed to condemn or 
act to prevent aggressive threats or 
the actual initiation and conduct of an 
aggressive war against Iraq in 2003, 
and has to a limited extent co-
operated in the illegal occupation of 
Iraq since the invasion. 

Concl usi ons 

1. The Jury Statement is consistent 
with an objective understanding of 
international law, including the 
United Nations Charter. 

2. Members of the United Nations 
and governments of sovereign states 
have legal obligations to uphold the 
Charter and act to ensure respect for 
the laws of war. 

3. All three categories of Nuremberg 
Crimes are associated with the inva-
sion and occupation of Iraq. 

4. The International Criminal Court 
should indict, prosecute, and punish 
the perpetrators and collaborators for 
this aggression against Iraq and the 
related international crimes arising 
from the subsequent occupation of 
the country. 

5. The ICC should be supplemented 
by a specially constituted inter-
national tribunal with authority to 
indict, prosecute, and punish for 
crimes committed before 2002 when 
the ICC was established and to the 
extent that crimes associated with 
states not Parties to the ICC are not 
addressed.  

6. The UNGA should be encouraged 
to implement international law with 
respect to the Iraq War and oc-
cupation. 

7. National courts relying on univer-
sal jurisdiction should be urged to 
investigate and prosecute individuals 
associated with Nuremberg Crimes in 
Iraq.  

8. Organs of civil society, including 
the WTI, should act to ensure that the 
recommendations and conclusions of 
the Jury Statement are promptly and 
fairly implemented. 

 

 

 

Teaching Ethics  
to  Science  and Engi neeri ng 

Student s 
Tom Børsen Hansen 

tbh@pugwash.dk 

On 15 and 16 April 2005, INES co-
organised a symposium in Copenha-
gen foll owing up on the World 
Conference on Science recommenda-
tion: That ethics of science should be 
an integral part of the training of 
engineers and scientists. The meeting 
consisted of two parts, an expert 
workshop with participation of 25 
scholars from three continents, and a 
session with public lectures. 

As I see it, one of the main con-
clusions of the symposium was: If 
the teaching of ethics to science 
and engineering students is to be part 
of a strategy for securing sustainable 
development and betterment of the 
human condition; then the basic 
ethical principles and responsibilities 
of science, which the students are 
required to internalize, must refer to 
something more than the main types 
of ethical theories (i.e. utilitarism, 

consequentialism, virtue ethics, deon-
tological theories and contractualism). 

Different workshop participants argued 
that science and engineering students 
need also to get acquainted with 
global ethics (e.g. cosmopolitanism), 
the so-called ethos of science, 
national and international legal re-
gimes, the funding and decision 
mechanisms of science and technol-
ogy, and establish connections between 
epistemology and ethics. It was sug-
gested that students need to be able 
to act according to their theoretical 
analysis. 

The question of whether students are 
supposed only to internalize ethical 
principles (e.g. codes of conduct) 
was discussed. It was proposed that 
engineers and scientists additionally 
need to be able to deconstruct such 
principles, in order to understand their 
function. 

The concept of “chemical boomer-
angs” was presented. Chemical boo-
merangs are globally used chemical 
substances, which have negative 
toxicological and eco-toxicological 
effects (e.g. “the dirty dozen of 
POP’s”). These chemical substances 
exemplify the dual nature of modern 
science and technology; and pre-
venting their harmful consequences 
can be seen as an exemplar of the 
ethics of science (in a Kuhnian 
sense). The involvement of the mili-
tary industrial complex in science, 
engineering and technology is another 
one. 

More information on the symposium 
will soon be available in the forth-
coming workshop report. For the 
time being I refer the interested 
reader to the symposium website 
www.teachingethics.dk. The follow-
up symposium was financed by the 
Danish Research Council, the Danish 
National UNESCO commission, the 
Center for the Philosophy of Nature 
and Science Studies, the Center for 
Ethics and Law in Nature and Society, 
and INES. 

Dr. Tom Børsen Hansen is a re-
searcher at the Center for the 
Philosophy of Nature and Science 
Studies, University of Copenhagen, 
and a member of the Executive Com-
mittee of INES. 
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South American Peace Studies Programme  
Facultad de Filosofia y  Humanidades – Univ ersidad Nacional de Córdoba  

INES - International Netw ork of Engineers and Scientists for Global Responsibility

Introduction 
 

For decades the study of conflict in 
South America has been led under 
the concept of “National Security” 
and in many times inscribed as a part 
of the infamous “National Security 
Doctrine.” 

With the democratization of the 
region and the concern for a broader 
scope of the roots and causes of 
conflict, a necessary change of para-
digm became evident.  
The “Human Security” concept, that 
takes into consideration not just nation 
states and armies, but economic, 
cultural and environmental dimen-
sions, provides us with a more 
accurate tool for this type of studies.  

INES has always put forward the 
need for considering the role played 
by science and technology in the 
evolution and worsening of conflict. 
Moreover, by calling upon scientists 
and practitioners to consider the 
effects of the decision they make at 
the time of engaging in R & D 
projects that may affect human lives 
in a negative way. Consistent with 
this approach, INES has started and 
joined a number of campaigns to 
promote disarmament, non-prolifera-
tion and peaceful conflict resolution. 
Two years ago, INES decided to 
promote the creation of a Peace 
Research Studies institute in South 
America and to look for the best 
partner in doing so.  

After signing an agreement with the 
Facultad de Filosofia y Humanidades 
– Universidad Nacional de Cordoba, 
whose authorities were immediately 
receptive to the idea and willin g to 
co-operate, the Peace Studies Pro-
gramme was established in 2005. The 
prestige of the Universidad de Cor-
doba, the oldest of the Americas and 
the high rank of its professionals and 
researchers are certainly a major asset 
for the initiative to succeed. 
  

The three basic lines of study and 
research are: Human Rights and 
Culture of Peace, Environment and 

Conflict and Disarmament. Each of 
them with renowned scholars as co-
ordinators.  

Activ ities  

A broad range of activities is being 
scheduled for the Programme, rang-
ing from short courses on subjects 
such as history of state terrorism or 
proli feration to hosting high-level 
research for doctoral and post-
doctoral students. In agreement with 
similar institutions from other parts 
of the world, exchange of students 
and professors, and shared studies in 
particular subjects of common in-
terest are also being negotiated. In 
2006, the first post-graduate course 
on Peace Studies is going to be held 
at the programme. With input from 
guest speakers together with local 
and national professors, it is sched-
uled to have a duration of 120 hours. 

Although the working language is 
going to be Spanish, it is open to 
foreign students who are capable of 
pursuing it. 

International Conference  
November 2005 

INES decided to hold its annual 
Council  meeting in Cordoba In 
advance, on November 3 and 4, an 
International Conference will be held 
to which known pacifists and 
scholars are invited. The first day is 
going to be open for the participation 
of everybody. Integrating people in 
workshops, with equal participation 
of Argentine and foreign guests, this 
is going to be the chance for all to 
learn about people’s feelings, under-

standing and the 
reality of the many 
struggles that take 
place in this part 
of the world.  We 
like this Confer-
ence to become a 
turning point not 
just for studying 
and understanding, 
but also for pro-

posing solutions and training people 
to become able to help overcome the 
dire reality of fight, exclusion and 
destruction of nature so long 
neglected. 

Hugo Estrella Tampieri 

INES COUNCIL MEETING 

CORDOBA, ARGENTINA 

November 5 and 6,  2005 

INES as an international – inter-
continental – network organizes its 
annual Council meeting each year in 
another country. Once before, in 
1998, the Council  meeting was held 
outside Europe, in Boston USA. Now 
again, we will cross the Atlantic 
Ocean to come together in Cordoba, 
Argentina. 

Following the tradition, the Council 
meeting is combined with a seminar 
or comparable event. In the last 
years, we took the opportunity to 
combine the Council meeting with a 
big international event, like a Euro-
pean Social Forum meeting (Paris, 
2003) or an international conference 
(Sopron 2004). This time, the inter-
national conference in Cordoba, con-
nected with the foundation of the first 
institute for peace research in South 
America,  will be our special event.  

All members of INES are invited to 
this Council meeting and to the 
preceding conference. The programs 
are shown on the next page. 



INTERNATIONAL 
CONFERENCE 
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 inst itute’s t hree lin es o f 
study and research :  

Peace Educat ion 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 lect ures 
and de bates: 

¾� Gender and conflict, 

¾� School mediation and conflict 
prevention, 

¾� Sustainable and peaceful 
education, 

¾� Culture of peace – conflict 
prevention, 

¾� Small arms control and urban 
violence, 

¾� Science, research and ethics, 

¾� Sustainability, science and 
development. 

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

Lectures. 

21.00 Dinner and transfer to 
Universit y Hotel (Vaquerias) . 

INTERNATIONAL 
SEMINAR  
Vaquerias, Argentina 
Friday, 4 November 2005 

9.00 – 10.30 Plenary 
sessio n: 

Science, technology  and 
developme nt in the  
globa lized conte xt – 
prospects and challen ges 
for  developing c ountr ies 
Intr oduc 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 

Scien ce in  the South –   
historical exp erien ces an d 
actual challen ges, 
Raul Montenegro, Alternative 
Nobel Laureate, Argentina  
(proposed); 
Challen ges for Scien ce in  
the indus tr ial world, 
Claudia Neubauer (proposed); 
Cordoba S tatement – Ideas 
and discu ssio n (final in 
Cordoba group).  

Final remarks  

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

21.00 Dinne r & Tango P arty: 
Show, classes and dance.   

INES COUNCIL 
MEETING 
Vaquerias, Argentina 
5 – 6 November  2005 

Saturday, 5 November  
10.00 – 13.00  
INES Counc il me eting P art 1 
(open for all interested). 

Inc luding:  

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 P art 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 P art 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 Andr es 
peacecordoba@yahoo.com.ar 
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