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Mike Moore

Mike Moore, former editor of The Bulletin
of the Atomic Scientists and author of  Twi-
light War: The Folly of U.S. Space Domi-
nance (2008), will speak in Omaha Octo-
ber 7-8. (See the schedule on page 3 for
times and locations). Moore’s visit will  co-
incide with the “Strategic Space and De-
fense 2008” conference, annually held in
support of StratCom’s mission of militariz-
ing space. The following article by Moore,
which appeared in the March 6, 2008 Wash-
ington Times under the title “An Arms Treaty
Nears Orbit,” conveys just how dangerous
our current course of action is.

For more than 25 years, the United Na-
tions General Assembly has been on record,
nearly unanimously, favoring a ban on all
space-related weapons. The United States
has opposed such a treaty.

Last October, for example, former New
York Gov. George Pataki, a U.S. public del-
egate to the world body, explained America’s
position. Though the United States is fully
committed to the “peaceful uses of space,”
he said, it believes “discussions regarding
the merits of treaties to prevent the so-called
‘weaponization’ of outer space would be a
pointless exercise.”

Every presidential administration since
the early 1980s has taken a similar position.
And yet, while asserting there is no need for
a treaty, the United States has been actively
developing both the doctrine and hardware
needed to “control” space in a time of con-
flict and—possibly—to place weapons into
orbit.

Peter B. Teets, then Air Force
undersecretary and director of the National
Reconnaissance Office, which operates in-
telligence-gathering satellites, presented the
classic rationale for such a policy in 2002:
The U.S. military needs space for “collec-
tion of all kinds of intelligence, precision
navigation and… for weapons delivery, com-
munication and transmission of information
to users worldwide.”

“If we do not pursue control of space,”
Mr. Teets added, “then someone else will. If
we do not exploit space to the fullest advan-
tage across every conceivable mode of war
fighting, then someone else will—and we
allow this at our own peril.”

He had things backward. Others may

pursue space weapons not because the
United States fails to do so—but because
the United States insists on doing so.

Consider China. Just a year ago, on Jan.
11, 2007, China destroyed an obsolete Chi-
nese weather satellite orbiting some 500 miles
above Earth, creating a debris cloud that will
circle the globe for decades and threaten
other satellites in similar orbits. It was the
first space weapons test since 1985, when a
U.S. “kinetic-kill vehicle” was used to de-
stroy an old U.S. scientific satellite, Solwind.
The United States, of course, recently
matched the Chinese accomplishment, de-
stroying a crippled U.S. spy satellite.

The Chinese test drew protests from a
host of other nations, including the United
States, which owns more than half of the
world’s 800-plus scientific, commercial, and
military-oriented satellites.

The test was seen by some as the be-
ginning of a new arms race, this time in space.
More likely, the Chinese were telling us that
if we don’t sit down at the negotiating table
in Geneva, they will challenge us in space.

For many years, the Chinese have taken
the lead in reminding the world that the 1967
Outer Space Treaty only bans space-based
nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass
destruction. The Chinese, along with most
other nations, say it’s time to prohibit all
space weapons.

The Chinese government may be cor-
rupt and repressive but it is not collectively
stupid. China learned a live-or-die lesson
from the collapse of the Soviet Union: In a

direct arms competition with the United
States, the United States wins.

The Soviet Union sought to create an
alternate universe, a socialist paradise with
Muscovite characteristics. It failed. In con-
trast, China has chosen, cautiously, to join
the global community, and it expects the
payback for that will be at least a modest
degree of national prosperity.

China has no real interest in a Cold War-
style military competition with the United
States; it would distract them from their main
business, the Wal-Marting of America. China
wants a new space treaty—not a costly High
Noon-in-space showdown.

While Americans have reasons to be
concerned about China’s military ambitions,
we should take comfort in the fact that
China—along with virtually every other
space-faring nation in the world—supports
the proposed “Prevention of an Arms Race
in Outer Space” (PAROS) Treaty.

Ours is a law-abiding nation that seeks
to influence the world by example. We should
heed China’s warning and seize the oppor-
tunity to lead the fight for this long-overdue
international agreement. Verifying and en-
forcing such a treaty would be hugely diffi-
cult but would be much more productive than
a new-age arms race.
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by Mary Beth Sullivan,
Global Network Against Weapons
& Nuclear Power in Space

Back in 1999, the U.N. General Assembly
declared October 4-10 “World Space Week”
to increase awareness of the “benefits of
the peaceful uses of space sciences and tech-
nology for sustainable development.”  Soon
thereafter, the Global Network Against Weap-
ons & Nuclear Power in Space also began to
organize events in early October, which it
called “Keep Space for Peace Week.” While
some have organized activities such as star
parties and rocket-modeling competitions for
World Space Week, Global Network (GN)
members have held vigils, forums, demon-
strations and video viewings to bear wit-
ness to the ways in which space has be-
come militarized.

In the first Gulf War, the U.S. initiated
the use of space satellites to direct guided
missiles to their targets. Since then, the U.S.
military has grown increasingly dependent
on satellite-directed military operations, and
continues to research putting weapons in
space. As the U.S. militarizes space, other
nations are compelled to do the same.

The Pentagon’s 1998 Space Command
publication, “Vision for 2020,” documents
the plans for U.S. spaced-based weapons
and sophisticated satellite-directed systems
to implement “full spectrum dominance;” to
“capture and maintain the high ground;” to
dominate any battlefield in order to “protect
U.S. interests and investments;” and to
“deny” other nations the use of space.

Recently, we witnessed the signing of
agreements between the U.S. and the Czech
Republic and Poland to put Star Wars “Mis-
sile Defense” facilities in those countries—
one for deployment of radar bases; the other
for “interceptor” missiles. In both countries,
a majority of the citizens opposed these de-

KEEP SPACE FOR PEACE WEEK

Since the Korean War, the Korean
Peninsula has experienced con-
tinuous military confrontation and
the possibility of all-out war. The
aggressive nature of the South
Korea–U.S. alliance has height-
ened during the Bush/Cheney Ad-
ministration. U.S. and South Ko-
rean authorities are planning a
new military alliance against North
Korea, as well as expanding op-
erations ‘out of area,’ beyond the
Peninsula. Participation in “Missile

Defense” (MD), a StratCom mis-
sion,  will destroy peace on the
Korean Peninsula and cause a
new Cold War in Northeast Asia.
China is the real target of U.S.
Missile Defense. Deployment of
the MD system must be prevented
to preserve peace on the Penin-
sula and in Northeast Asia. Until
U.S. forces are completely and
permanently withdrawn, it will be
impossible to establish peace on
the Korean Peninsula.

Global Netw or k Ag ainst Wea pons
& Nuclear Power in Space

www .space4peace .or g • 207-443-9502
Co-sponsor ed b y Women ’s Inter na tional

Lea gue f or P eace & F reedom
www .r eac hingcritical will.or g

Eur ope f or P eace • www .non violence .cz
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ployments. The ink on the signatures was
barely dry when reports emerged that nearly
$4 billion in contracts would be awarded to
aerospace corporations to deploy these sys-
tems over the next few years. Cost overruns
on space projects are so common that none
can say what the actual costs will be. Since
its inception, the U.S. has spent at least $150
billion on Star Wars systems research and
development.

Meanwhile, few believe the Bush/
Cheney Administration’s expressed intent
for these systems: to protect Europe from a
nuclear missile attack from Iran. Credible
scientists and political analysts have dis-
puted this pretext, identifying these U.S.
systems as offensive in nature and intended
to threaten Russia. Thus, while the U.S.
operationalizes its plans for “full spectrum
dominance” of the planet, Global Network
members ask: Whose ‘interests and invest-
ments’ will these deployments actually be
protecting?

Since 1967, the U.N. Outer Space Treaty
has provided the structure for international
space law. Now, with the increased militari-
zation of space, there is a need for an up-
dated Treaty to “Prevent an Arms Race in
Outer Space” (PAROS). During ‘Keep Space
for Peace Week,’ we need to unequivocally
demand, as citizens of the world, that the
heavens be preserved for peaceful purposes.

In the U.S., the wake-up call of global
warming makes clear that real ‘homeland
security’ can only be addressed by building
an alternative energy infrastructure, with de-
creased dependence on fossil fuels. The
whole world will benefit when the U.S. un-
derstands its collective resources need to
be refocused away from Star Wars and mili-
tary domination, and put toward develop-
ing the technology to tap the energies of
the sun, wind, tides and earth.

‘K‘K‘K‘K‘K eeeeeeeeee p Space fp Space fp Space fp Space fp Space f or Por Por Por Por P eace eace eace eace eace WWWWWeek’eek’eek’eek’eek’  Sc Sc Sc Sc Sc hedule ofhedule ofhedule ofhedule ofhedule of  Ev Ev Ev Ev Ev entsentsentsentsents

Tuesda y,  October 7

7:30 – 8:30 a.m.Protest at the “Strategic Space and Defense 2008” conference, Qwest
Center in downtown Omaha

3:30 – 5:00 p.m.Mike Moore, former editor of The Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists and
author of Twilight War: The Folly of U.S. Space Dominance, on America’s
coming war with its own values speaks at Creighton University, Room 105
in the Skutt Center; free and open to the public

4:00 – 5:30 p.m.Protest at the “Strategic Space and Defense 2008” conference
7:00 – 8:30 p.m.Mike Moore speaks at Dana College in Blair, in the Durham Classroom

Center  Forum; free and open to the public (Ice Cream Social following)

Wednesda y,  October 8

3:30 – 5:00 p.m.Protest at the Strategic Space and Defense 2008 conference

7:00 – 8:30 p.m.Mike Moore speaks at the University of Nebraska-Omaha, Dodge Room in
the Milo Bail Student Center; free and open to the public

Mike Moore’s book will be for sale at each of his public addresses with a book-signing.

Inter na tional Week of

Protest to Stop the

Militarization of Space
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Last summer, the Nebraskans for Peace Political
Action Committee sent out questionnaires to the
Republican, Democratic and Green Party candi-
dates seeking Chuck Hagel’s U.S. Senate seat.
Of the three candidates, only Steve Larrick of the
Green Party returned a survey.

NFP/PAC has declined to make an endorse-
ment in this important senate race, but is reprint-
ing Larrick’s responses because they constitute a
kind of benchmark for what the Peace & Justice
community would hope to see in its federal repre-
sentatives.

As a 501(c)(4) organization, Nebraskans for
Peace is legally permitted to “provide candidate-
related information to… members, endorse spe-
cific candidates, urge the election or defeat of a
particular candidate, and encourage contributions
to a candidate.” NFP has historically deferred can-
didate endorsements to NFP/PAC, opting to fo-
cus only on education. In 2008, the compelling
Peace & Justice issues are (1) the wars in Iraq,
Afghanistan and on the Pakistan border—includ-
ing the economic cost; (2) the threat of conflict
with Iran and Russia; (3) StratCom’s hair-trigger
capacity to start nuclear or conventional war and
ignite a space arms race; and (4) the growing
danger of global warming.

Describe your position regarding a
future American military presence in
Iraq.
Steve Larrick: Most Iraqis have wanted the U.S.
military out of Iraq for a long time. I will work to
respect Iraqi sovereignty by withdrawing all Ameri-
can combat troops and private military contractors
as soon as safely possible. The goal would be to
return Iraq to the Iraqis within six months. In the
longer term, we have a responsibility to help re-
construct Iraq if we are invited to help in that pro-
cess. Hopefully, we will be able to provide peace-
ful redevelopment aid in cooperation with the United
Nations, the Arab League, non-governmental or-
ganizations, and whoever else the Iraqis invite to
help.

Under the White House’s “Doctrine of
Preemption” and the Pentagon’s
CONPLAN 8022, U .S. Str ategic
Command is now authorized to
offensively attack any place on the
face of the earth within one hour (using
either conventional or nuclear weap-
ons) simply on the perception of a
thr eat to America’ s national security .
In your vie w, does this ne w executiv e
branch policy challenge Congress’
authority under the Constitution and
the “War Powers Act” to decide
matters of this nature?
Steve Larrick: Fortunately, CONPLAN 8022 has
apparently been rescinded since this questionnaire
was sent out. It was an unconstitutional threat to
Congressional authority under the Constitution and
the “War Powers Act.” Dismantling CONPLAN 8022
is a good first step towards dismantling the “Doc-
trine of Preemption.” This monumental disaster the
Bush/Cheney Administration initiated in Iraq should
be a strong lesson that war is not to be jumped into
on a whim. The U.S. invasion of Iraq was initiated
based on a series of false premises that has cost
countless lives and resources and has caused a
great deal of unnecessary suffering and destruc-
tion. [Editor’s note: While CONPLAN 8022 has
apparently been rescinded as an explicit directive
to StratCom, the mission has been integrated into
the command’s overall charge of preemptively
waging the “War on Terror.”]

StratCom has already been directed
by the White House to develop an air-
and sea-based plan to attack Iran. At
the present moment, do you believe
the White House currently has the legal
authority to unilaterally order such a
military assault?
Steve Larrick: I do not believe the White House
has the legal authority to unilaterally order a mili-
tary assault on Iran. I strongly oppose such an
action. Our National Intelligence Estimate for Iran
provided strong evidence that Iran halted its nuclear
weapons program in 2003. In addition, a May 26,

2008, report by the International Atomic Energy
Agency provided evidence that Iran is cooperat-
ing with international laws with respect to its han-
dling of nuclear materials. No war with Iran!

The U.S. is now the only country on
earth annually voting to oppose the
“Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer
Space” resolution in the United
Nations . Do you belie ve the U.S. should
contin ue to oppose the P AROS goal of
negotiation a new treaty to prevent the
weaponization and further militariza-
tion of space?
Steve Larrick: I believe the U.S. should join the
rest of the global community in supporting the “Pre-
vention of an Arms Race in Outer Space” (PAROS)
resolution in the United Nations. The U.S. should
cooperate in negotiating a new strategy to prevent
the weaponization and further militarization of space.

Do you believe the case for the human
role in global warming has been
scientifically established, or is it your
view that more research is needed
before the U.S. commits itself  to an
international agreement requiring the
reduction of greenhouse gas emis-
sions?
Steve Larrick: Scientific evidence from the Interna-
tional Panel on Climate Change, representing 2,000
top scientists from around the world, has made a
strong case that human actions are contributing to
global warming. At the University of Nebraska-
Lincoln, researchers have been collecting polar
ice core samples for many years that contribute to
this finding. The longer we wait to reduce global
warming gases, the more damage will be done
and the more costly and difficult remedial actions
will be in the future. We need to move quickly to
redirect our economy away from burning carbon-
based fossil fuels. We need a massive commitment
to developing the fullest potential of clean, renew-
able energy sources such as wind, solar, geother-
mal and biofuels. Energy conservation should be
the highest priority, especially to reduce high en-
ergy costs for the poor.

Politician
Contacts
The White House
Washington, DC 20500
Comment Line: 202-456-1111
202-456-1414
202-456-2993 (FAX)
president@whitehouse.gov

Sen. Chuck Hagel
248 Russell Senate Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20510
202-224-4224
202-224-5213 (FAX)
402-476-1400 (Lincoln)
402-758-8981 (Omaha)
308-632-6032 (Scottsbluff)
hagel.senate.gov

Sen. Ben Nelson
720 Hart Senate Office Bldg.
Washington, D.C. 20510
202-224-6551
202-228-0012 (FAX)
402-391-3411 (Omaha)
402-441-4600 (Lincoln)
bennelson.senate.gov

Rep. Jeff  Fortenberry, District 1
1517 Longworth House Office Bldg.
Washington, D.C. 20515
202-225-4806
402-438-1598 (Lincoln)
house.gov/fortenberry

Rep. Lee Terry, District 2
1524 Longworth HOB
Washington, DC 20515
202-225-4155
202-226-5452 (FAX)
402-397-9944 (Omaha)
leeterry.house.gov

Rep. Adrian Smith, District 3
503 Cannon House Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515
202-225-6435
202-225-0207 (FAX)
888-ADRIAN7 (Toll Free)
adriansmith.house.gov

Capitol Hill Switchboard
202-224-3121

State Capitol Switchboard
402-471-2311

State Senator, District #
State Capitol
PO Box 94604
Lincoln, NE 68509-4604

Governor Dave Heineman
PO Box 94848
Lincoln, NE 68509-4848
402-471-2244
402-471-6031 (FAX)
gov.state.ne.us

Senate Candidate Questionnaires

Mike Johanns Scott Kleeb Steve Larrick
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by Tim Rinne

Just when we’re looking for the political lead-
ership to confront the human role in climate
change, U.S. Senate candidate Mike
Johanns decides to side with the global
warming skeptics.

On page 8 of his campaign document,
“Here’s Where I Stand,” Johanns states,
“While we know that the earth has experi-
enced a period of warmer temperatures, we
do not yet have a scientific explanation upon
which scientists agree.” And in a July 1, 2008
interview on NPR NET, he said, “We cer-
tainly understand today that there has been
some changes in our climate. We’re seein’
some warmer temperatures, that sort of thing.
There is just a very, very significant debate
about what role man plays in that.”

As evidence for his contrarian view,
Johanns cites a February 2008 article pub-
lished by the “Heartland Institute,” disput-
ing the conclusion by the United Nations
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
that global warming is very likely caused by
human activities. The Heartland Institute
though (which bills itself as the “marketing
arm of the free-market movement”) hardly
qualifies as an objective scientific source. A
March 4, 2008 article in New York Times de-
scribed the institute as “a Chicago group
whose anti-regulatory philosophy has long
been embraced by, and financially supported
by, various industries and conservative do-
nors.” ExxonMobil, for instance, has pro-
vided $676,500 in funding to the institute
since 1998, and the institute’s board of di-
rectors has included executives from
ExxonMobil, Amoco and General Motors.

In publicly siding with the skeptics on

Mike Johanns, Global W arming Skeptic
global warming, however, Senate candidate
Johanns has not only chosen to go against
the international scientific consensus on cli-
mate change—he’s snubbing the research
produced by his own Department of Agri-
culture during his tenure as Ag Secretary.

Johanns’ USDA served as the lead
agency for the September 2007 report, “The
U.S. Climate Change Science Program Syn-
thesis and Assessment Product 4.3.” The

report’s blunt assertion that “robust scien-
tific evidence showing that human-induced
climate change is occurring” stands in stark
contrast to the Heartland Institute’s claims—
and Johanns’ position as a candidate. And
while, as a politician, the former governor
and Ag Secretary is free to pursue whatever
political agenda he chooses, he is not en-
titled to confuse politics with science.

“Climate change,” he asserts in his cam-
paign document, “has been made into a po-
litical football.” And yet Johanns has been
the first one in the campaign to play ‘smash
mouth’ with the issue on the political grid-
iron. Claiming that his “opponent in this

Senate race has it all wrong,” Johanns chas-
tised Democrat Scott Kleeb for supporting a
climate change bill that, he charged, would
have “hammered consumers” by raising the
gas tax on a gallon of gasoline. “You’ve got
the potential here to literally bring consum-
ers to their knees; I mean, could you imag-
ine adding a buck fifty to the price of a gal-
lon of gasoline which is what Scott Kleeb
supports by supporting this bill.” Propo-

nents of the bi-partisan legislation hotly dis-
puted the gas tax accusations, but the po-
litical damage was done. Johanns had
punched the ball down the field and scored
his campaign points—at Scott Kleeb’s ex-
pense.

Parting company with his party’s own
presidential nominee, John McCain, Johanns
has made it clear that he’s against manda-
tory legislation to curb greenhouse emis-
sions. Since he intends to represent
Nebraska’s climate-sensitive, agricultural
interests in the U.S. Senate, though, we
might ask what exactly he’s ‘for.’

Well, apart from more “research” to

DVD copies of filmmaker

Mark Vasina’s documentary

The Ba ttle f or Whitec la y

are available through the NFP

State Office for a suggested

donation of $10 to NFP.
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he’s snubbing the research produced by

his own Department of Agriculture

during his tenur e as Ag Secr etar y.

$4

As of October 2008, the Iraq
War has cost Nebraskans

www.nationalpriorities.org

Billion

“better understand climate change” and in-
sisting that environmental laws and regula-
tions be based on “sound science and com-
mon sense,” Johanns touts his support for
nuclear power and domestic oil and natural
gas exploration and promises to be “a cham-
pion of corn-based ethanol.” For those who
actually do subscribe to the science of glo-
bal warming and worry about preserving the
environment, all of these proposals carry
significant risk. Nuclear power constitutes a
built-in safety hazard. Fossils fuels increase
our carbon footprint. And corn-based etha-
nol requires huge amounts of Nebraska’s
finite water resources.

Johanns also claims to be an advocate
renewable energies like wind and solar. But
a quick look at his record as governor re-
veals little in the way of leadership. While
Iowa, Kansas and Wyoming were rapidly
developing wind energy during his six years
in the Governor’s Office, Nebraska devel-
oped one measly wind farm (out by Kimball),
even though—in Johanns’ own words—Ne-
braska had the resource potential to be “the
Saudi Arabia of Wind.”

This kind of tepid behavior is not the
robust leadership Nebraskans (and our en-
dangered environment) are going to be need-
ing from our next U.S. Senator.

Before Mike Johanns is ready to go off
to the U.S. Senate, somebody needs to sit
down with him and give him a refresher
course on what constitutes sound science
and common sense public policy.

And for starters, maybe he could begin
with some reading produced by his own
Department of Agriculture.

It’s really good.

Send requests to:

Whiteclay DVD
c/o Nebraskans for Peace
941 ‘O’ Street, Ste. 1026
Lincoln, NE 68508
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What’s HOT in Global Warming?What’s HOT in Global Warming?
by Prof essor Bruce E.  J ohansen

Bruce E. Johansen is the
Frederick W. Kayser Professor
of Communication at the
University of Nebraska-Omaha
and author of The Global
Warming Combat Manual
(Greenwood Press, 2008).

Limbaugh Feasts on Ignorance

Anyone who might complain about

Al Gore’s carbon footprint can rest

assured that Limbaugh makes

Gore look like a hobo.

Rush Limbaugh is losing no sleep
over the fate of the polar bears. The
notoriously rich and obnoxiously
famous radio commentator draws
a weekly audience of about 14 mil-
lion. With customary self-puffery,
he inflates the audience to 20 mil-
lion, permitting the “confiscatory”
(his word) advertising rates that
earn him a $40 million annual sal-
ary.

Limbaugh regularly lambastes
human-caused global warming as
a ruse and a hoax perpetuated by
government scientists aiming to
fatten themselves at the public
trough. In his own life, however,
Limbaugh is scarcely one for
skimping. Though he lives alone
(he does have a cat), he is de-
scribed in the July 6, 2008 The New
York Times Sunday Magazine as
owning a beach-front estate at Palm
Beach, Florida that includes five
homes (the largest, with 24,000
square feet, is his principal resi-
dence). And he regularly flies in
style on a $54 million Gulfstream
G550. Anyone who might complain
about Al Gore’s carbon footprint
can rest assured that Limbaugh
makes Gore look like a hobo.

In a sane society, Rush
Limbaugh’s lifestyle would be ille-
gal. In ours, saying such a thing
might get me labeled a Commie—
and no doubt would, if Limbaugh
ever read the Nebraska Report.

I am not holding my breath.
Limbaugh, who lost his hearing
several years ago, is deaf (in more
ways than one).

Drought and Deluge
In the meantime, as Limbaugh

relishes his riches, the steady drum-
beat of global-warming bulletins

continues in the rest of the world.
Distortions of the hydrological
cycle became more obvious. Dur-
ing June 2008, large parts of Cali-
fornia suffered its worst drought
on record (since 1895), provoking
a record number of wildfires. At the
same time, flooding rains repeat-
edly doused large parts of the Mid-
west, including Indiana and Iowa,
both of which spent part of June
one-third under water. And Florida
and the Gulf Coast have been re-
peatedly battered by a one-two-
three punch of Fay, Gustav and Ike.

As daily news reports ham-
mered home extremes of deluge and
drought, a scientific report put the
reports into context. The frequency
of torrential rainstorms in the Mid-
west has jumped 20 percent since
the late 1960s, according to
Amanda Staudt, a climate scientist
with the National Wildlife Federa-
tion. “Global warming is making
tragedies like these more frequent
and more intense,” Staudt said.
“As climate continues to warm and
we have even more moisture in the
air, the trend toward increasingly
intense weather events will con-
tinue. These are not random
events,” she said. “We are getting
a systematic pattern of floods
larger and more frequent than esti-
mated by those calculations.”

Another 500-year flood?
Didn’t we have one of those in
Iowa 15 years ago, in 1993? Maybe
Limbaugh will get the point when
his beach slips into the sea follow-
ing a direct hit by a tropical storm
or hurricane goosed by warming
sea water. Or not. A guy like him is
perfectly capable of ignoring the
obvious right down to the last ice
cube.

Speaking at the annual meet-
ing of the American Geophysical
Union in San Francisco during
December 2007, Richard Alley, of
Pennsylvania State

University/State College sur-
veyed the major—and accelerat-
ing—effects that a relatively small
amount of warming (compared to
what is anticipated for the rest of
the century) is having on the melt-

ing of ice in the Arctic and Antarc-
tic. “If a very small warming makes
such a difference,” asked Alley, “it
raises the question of what hap-
pens when more warming occurs.”

At the same meeting, Josefino
Comiso of NASA’s Goddard Space
Flight Center in Greenbelt, Mary-
land, said that “the tipping point
for perennial sea ice has likely al-
ready been reached.”

Oilman Pickens Gets the
Drift

Someone who is richer than
Limbaugh has his ear to the
ground. I’m not talking hear about
Warren Buffett, although I could
be. He has become an advocate of
wind power. Instead, my stalking
horse for environmental aware-
ness is Texas billionaire T. Boone
Pickens, who made his fortune in
oil. This past summer, Pickens un-
dertook a massive campaign in fa-
vor of alternative energy, most no-
tably wind power, to break the

United States’ dependency on pe-
troleum. Pickens, 80, told a press
conference in New York

July 8, 2008: “I’ve been an oil
man all my life, but this is one emer-
gency we can’t drill our way out
of. But if we create a new renew-
able energy network, we can break
our addiction to foreign oil.”

In 1970, said Pickens, the
United States imported 24 percent

of its oil. In 2008, that figure was 70
percent and growing. At $135 a
barrel, the United States will spend
$700 billion on oil exports in one
year, more than four times the an-
nual cost of the Iraq War.

The United States, with 4 per-
cent of the world’s population, con-
sumes 25 percent of its oil produc-
tion. Pickens started a media cam-
paign advancing his plan to cut
U.S. oil consumption one-third in
10 years. Much of the plan calls
for massive development of wind
energy. Pickens himself already
has invested heavily in wind. He
knows the future when he sees it,
while Limbaugh feasts on (and en-
courages) ignorance.

Bikes on New York City’ s
Mean Str eets

And there’s more. Turn off the
radio, put Rush Limbaugh in the
Fossil Fuel Museum and consider
New York City, where bicycles are
getting a boost on what used to be

some of the meanest urban streets
in the country. Limbaugh should
invest in a bicycle. He might learn
something, and lose a few pounds
at the same time.

In 2008, New York City opened
protected bicycle lanes in a few
parts of the city to make commutes
less treacherous, after an average
of 23 riders died annually in colli-
sions with cars and trucks for seven
years. Despite the risky nature of
riding, bicycle use in New York City
has increased 75 percent since
2000, to about 130,000 commuters
a day. “We’ve run out of room for
driving in the city. We have to make
it easier for people to get around
by bikes,” said Janette Sadik-Khan,
the city’s transportation commis-
sioner, who rides a bike to work
herself. Manhattan-based Vogue
magazine called bicycles “the hot-
test accessory” and said that “two
wheels and a wicker basket [has]
become the perfect complement to
the smart urban girl’s spring style.”

The city installed covered bike
racks that look much like bus shel-
ters, distributed free helmets and
expanded a 400-mile network of bike
lanes. Chicago also has created
hundreds of miles of bike lanes,
created a station with valet park-
ing, showers and indoor racks, and
has established penalties of as
much as $500 for motorists who
endanger cyclists. Both cities are
emulating Paris, which by 2008 had
a bicycle-sharing program with
200,000 bikes.
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by Lynn Moorer
Environmental Attorney

At a prehearing conference July 23
in Chadron before a three-judge
panel of the Atomic Safety and Li-
censing Board of the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, attorneys
argued two key questions:
• Does it matter when a company

that seeks a permit from the
United States government to
mine uranium in Nebraska is
controlled by a foreign-owned
corporation?

• Is it relevant that this foreign-
controlled corporation deliber-
ately failed to disclose its for-
eign ownership in its permit ap-
plication to the NRC?

Attorneys for Crow Butte Re-
sources, Inc., (CBR) and the NRC
argued the answer to both ques-
tions is no. In contrast, attorneys
for the Western Nebraska Re-
sources Council, Owe Aku/Bring
Back the Way, and Debra White
Plume argued that the answer un-
questionably is yes.

CBR applied in May 2007 to
expand its 2,840-acre in-situ leach
uranium mining operation near
Crawford by adding a satellite fa-
cility—the “North Trend Expan-
sion Project”—four and one-half
miles northwest of its existing fa-
cility. In-situ leaching mining in-
volves injecting a leach solution

of chemicals into groundwater
wells to extract uranium for ultimate
precipitation, drying and packag-
ing into solid yellowcake uranium.

At the prehearing conference,
the panel of judges heard argu-
ments regarding issues the panel
must decide before CBR’s licens-
ing hearing is scheduled. WNRC
(a group protecting Western Ne-
braska natural resources), Owe Aku
(an organization preserving and re-
vitalizing the Lakota way of life),
and White Plume (who lives down-
wind of CBR’s proposed expansion
site) participated in the proceed-
ings as intervenors.

Federal law prohibits issuance
of a commercial atomic energy li-
cense to any corporation owned,
controlled or dominated by a for-
eign corporation. Nor may a license
be issued to any person within the
United States if its issuance would
be “inimical to the common defense
and security or to the health and
safety of the public.”

WNRC attorney David Frankel
contended that CBR—which failed
to disclose in its application that it
is wholly owned by Cameco, Inc.,
a Canadian corporation—is “using
up and contaminating vital water
supplies at a time of drought for its
profit to the detriment of the
people, wildlife and land in
Crawford, Nebraska” and sur-
rounding areas. These include
Chadron and Pine Ridge Indian
Reservation in addition to other
users of the High Plains Aquifer.

Moreover, Frankel argued,
“There is no assurance that
yellowcake uranium products from
the CBR operation go to U.S.
nuclear power plants.” CBR’s Ca-
nadian owners may divert the ura-
nium products to buyers in China,
India, Pakistan, Russia, North Ko-
rea or Iran, Frankel said. “All the
environmental detriment and ad-
verse health impacts are for foreign
profit.”

CBR attorney Tyson Smith
acknowledged the company ob-
tained export licenses in the past

to ship nuclear material from the
Crow Butte site outside the coun-
try. Administrative Judge Ann
Marshall Young asked, “Assuming
this license amendment were
granted, there would be nothing to

stop you from seeking and obtain-
ing another export license, cor-
rect?” Smith replied, “Of course
not.”

Alleged violation of
Nebraska law

WNRC attorney Frankel noted
that foreign ownership of land in
Nebraska violates state statutes. In
1989, the Nebraska Attorney Gen-
eral threatened the company—then
called “Ferret Exploration Com-
pany of Nebraska, Inc.”—with
forced dissolution and extinguish-
ment of its Nebraska permits be-

cause of violation of the alien own-
ership of property provisions in
state law.

In response, the company said
it restructured its board of direc-
tors and share ownership such that
a majority of the stock was Ameri-
can-owned and a majority of the
directors were American citizens.
The Attorney General concluded
in 1990 as a result that the com-
pany no longer violated state stat-
utes.

WNRC attorney Frankel con-
tended that the information sub-
mitted to the Attorney General
failed to disclose that that three of
the U.S. corporations that acquired
stock in the rearrangement were
themselves owned by foreign
people. As a consequence, he said,
the Attorney General’s reversal
was based on the company’s “in-
complete disclosure.”

Administrative Judge Fred-
erick Oliver asked whether the Ne-
braska law against foreign owner-
ship is still on the books and, if so,

why the law is not being enforced.
Frankel replied that the law is still
in effect and that he believed it has
not been enforced because of “ac-
tive concealment of foreign own-
ership by an applicant from the
Nebraska regulators.”

The company’s current viola-
tion of Nebraska statutes is rel-
evant to the NRC proceeding,
Frankel said, because each appli-
cant for a federal nuclear materials
license must be competent to re-
ceive the license. He asked, “If they
don’t have the legal right to mine

Not Content with Just One Nebraska Uranium Mine…

Canadian Corporation Seeks License to Expand

Evaporation ponds at the Crow Butte in situ leach uranium mine near Crawford, Nebraska.

The Oglala Sioux Tribe requested permission July 23 to participate in Crow
Butte Resources’ uranium mining expansion licensing proceedings.

Noting that the 41,000-member Oglala Sioux Tribe is federally recog-
nized, attorney Elizabeth Lorina said the tribe is a sovereign nation having
several treaties with the United States government.

“The NRC, a federal agency, has a duty higher that’s owed to the
Oglala Sioux Tribe,” Lorina said, “certainly higher than [what] it owes to
Crow Butte Resources.”

Citing the “Winters Doctrine” of reserved tribal water rights, attorney
Lorina explained, “Since the rights of the tribe were recognized before the
State of Nebraska, their rights are superior to anyone else’s. Their needs for
water must be met before anyone else’s.”

Chief Oliver Red Cloud, whose grandfather signed the Fort Laramie
Treaties of 1851 and 1868, and Alex White Plume urged the panel to honor
the tribe’s treaty rights. Noting CBR’s history of spills and accidents, Tribal
President John Steele cited fear that the Oglala people may “vanish as a
people from this earth if they are contaminated by this uranium mining.”

conclusion on next page

Og lala Sioux Tribe P ar ticipa tion

There is no assurance that yellowcake
uranium products from the Crow Butte
Resources mine go to U.S. nuclear power

plants, WNRC attorney David Frankel said.
CBR’s Canadian owners may divert the

uranium products to buyers in China, India,
Pakistan, Russia, North Korea or Iran.
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Canadian Corporation Seeks Expansion, conclusion

the minerals, how can they be com-
petent?”

Crow Butte attorney
admits nondisclosure of
foreign ownership

CBR attorney Smith admitted
that the company did not disclose
its foreign ownership in its appli-
cation. But he defended CBR’s
nondisclosure, arguing that for-
eign ownership of a license appli-
cant is not relevant when a license
amendment—rather than an initial
license—is requested.

NRC attorney Andrea Jones
echoed CBR’s position using strik-
ingly inconsistent statements. First
arguing that CBR’s foreign owner-
ship is not relevant, Jones stated
that no regulation requires CBR to
disclose such information. How-
ever, when pressed by Administra-
tive Judge Young, she acknowl-
edged that a federal regulation re-
quiring submittal of “complete and
accurate” material information ap-
plies to CBR’s application.

Jones later stated ownership
and corporate control is relevant
to the NRC’s license amendment
proceedings. She then noted,
though, that the agency had been
aware of the company’s alien own-
ership and overseas shipment of
mined uranium as far back as 1989,
and had dismissed WNRC’s con-
cerns over the issue as “not sub-
jects considered in the issuance of
a source material license.” Then,
completely ignoring the WNRC
complaint, she straight-facedly
claimed that the NRC had not re-
ceived any information regarding

foreign ownership and control that
would trigger enforcement con-
cerns.

“Inimical to the common
defense and security”

WNRC attorney Frankel ar-
gued that, even without consider-
ing the foreign-ownership prohibi-
tion, the federal regulations which

prohibit license issuance if it were
“inimical to the common defense
and security or to the health and
safety of the public” are relevant.
Moreover, he contended, the
analysis of what is inimical to the
common defense and security is
very different in a “post-9/11 world”
as compared to “pre-9/11.” “What
troubles us here as much as for-
eign ownership is the concealment”
of the company’s true ownership,
he said.

Rob ust Disco ver y Pr ocedur es

Attorneys for WNRC, Owe Aku and Debra White Plume requested use of
legal discovery procedures in the licensing proceedings for Crow Butte
Resources’ uranium mining expansion application.

The procedures, which CBR and NRC attorneys opposed, would
include use of subpoenas, depositions, examination by experts and other
procedures.

NRC rules allow robust discovery procedures where “the credibility of
an eyewitness” may be at issue or the “motive or intent” of a party or witness
is material to the matter’s resolution.

Bruce Ellison, attorney for Owe Aku and White Plume, argued such
discovery was essential to bring all the facts to the board. Besides CBR’s
failure to disclose its foreign ownership, Ellison contended that much of the
geologic information CBR submitted in its state license application was mis-
leading or “just outright incorrect.”

Frankel emphasized that the
point is not which country is in-
volved but whether the legal prin-
ciple would support “an abusive
situation.” If a Canadian uranium
mining licensee can acquire a com-
pany without telling anyone about
it, “why is that not okay for a
Libyan, or a Liberian, or an Abu
Dhabian or a Jordanian?” he asked.

“We have reckless disregard
for contamination, spills [and]
regulations,” Frankel asserted, be-
cause “there’s no loyalty to the U.S.
When faced with the choice be-
tween making a huge profit and
complying with what seems like a
trivial U.S. regulation, if there’s no
enforcement on me, why would I
go ahead and do that?” Indeed,
Frankel said, “Cameco boasts in its
annual report that a large percent-
age of its sales are outside of cer-
tain U.S. restrictions.”

NRC might license Iranian
company

Administrative Judge Young
queried NRC attorney Jones,
“Would [the NRC] grant a license
amendment to a company that was
controlled by an Iranian company
and to a company that had con-
cealed to some extent the fact that
it was controlled by an Iranian
company?” In response, Jones re-
plied, “I can’t say one way or an-
other.”

Administrative Judge Young
then asked whether it would be rel-
evant to the determination of
whether to grant the license
amendment. Jones replied, “I think
it would depend on the informa-
tion.”

After this colloquy, WNRC
attorney Frankel expressed con-
sternation to the panel. “Combat
veterans just heard a government
official say that they might grant a
NRC atomic energy license to en-
emies of the United States depend-
ing on the circumstances.”

License amendment vs.
new license

Central to the foreign owner-
ship relevancy issue is whether
CBR’s expansion request is con-
sidered an application for a license
amendment or a new license. At-
torneys for CBR and the NRC ar-
gued that disclosure of foreign
ownership is not required for a li-

cense amendment.
It was unusual, Administrative

Judge Young noted, to have a li-
cense amendment for a new site at
a location that is unconnected to
the licensed property. According
to WNRC attorney Frankel, when
CBR applied to the Nebraska De-
partment of Environmental Quality
for permission to inject chemicals
into the groundwater to mine ura-
nium at the new location, state of-
ficials considered it a new permit
application.

Bruce Ellison, attorney for
Owe Aku and White Plume, as-
serted that because Cameco ac-
quired ownership of Crow Butte
Resources after the original ura-
nium mining license was issued,
the license amendment proceeding
was the first opportunity to ad-
dress foreign ownership. “They
should not be able to get it
grandfathered in”—forever im-
mune from scrutiny or inquiry—
because CBR “snuck it in the back
door on the original license,”
Ellison argued.

In response to intense panel
questioning, NRC attorney Jones
eventually acknowledged that
there are no standards, such as
distance between sites, that NRC

In April 2008, the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board panel ruled that, when
it is scheduled, the licensing hearing for the expansion of Crow Butte
Resources’ uranium mining operation will examine three contentions.

Contention A. CBR’s license amendment application does not accu-
rately describe the environment affected by its proposed mining operations
or the extent of its impact on the environment as a result of its use and
potential contamination of water resources, through mixing of contaminated
groundwater in the mined aquifer with water in surrounding aquifers and
drainage of contaminated water into the White River.

Contention B. CBR’s proposed expansion of mining operations will
use and contaminate water resources, resulting in harm to public health
and safety, through mixing of contaminated groundwater in the mined aqui-
fer with water in surrounding aquifers and drainage of contaminated water
into the White River.

Contention C. Reasonable consultation with Tribal leaders regarding
the prehistoric Indian camp located in the area surrounding CBR’s pro-
posed North Trend Expansion Project has not occurred as required under
the National Environmental Policy Act and the National Historic Preserva-
tion Act.

If the panel agrees to the request argued at the July 23 prehearing
conference, the licensing hearing will also examine the additional conten-
tion:

Contention. CBR fails to mention it is foreign owned by Cameco, Inc.,
so all the environmental detriment and adverse health impacts are for
foreign profit and there is no assurance the CBR-mined uranium will stay in
the United States for power generation.

T he Contentions

staff use to determine whether to
review an application as an amend-
ment rather than a new license. It’s
just a discretionary determination,
she said.

Noting that the applicable
standards for new licenses and li-
cense amendments are the same,
Administrative Judge Young
stated that all the NRC’s arguments
based on its decision to consider
CBR’s application a license amend-
ment application would “fall away”
if it were considered a new license
application.

It appeared that neither the
CBR attorney nor the NRC attor-
ney convinced Administrative
Judge Young that foreign owner-
ship and intentional nondisclosure
of this fact is irrelevant. “I’m not
following why a contention like
that might not be admissible if there
was enough to raise a genuine dis-
pute,” she said.

After the prehearing confer-
ence, the board issued an order
requiring the parties to submit
briefs addressing several matters.
The licensing hearing on CBR’s
uranium mining expansion request
will be scheduled after the Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board de-
cides prehearing issues.

In the case of Crow
Butte Resources,
Frankel asserted,
the public is facing
“reckless disregard
for contamination,

spills [and]
regulations,”

because there’s no
loyalty to the U.S.
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Paul Olson,
conclusion
abroad, the suicide and Post-Traumatic
Stress Disorder among our troops in Iraq,
and does not say when—if ever—we should
get out.

He supports StratCom’s present mis-
sion, with its hair-trigger mechanisms for
launching nuclear and conventional war and
igniting an arms race in space.

Kleeb: Kleeb argues for a “responsible
end to the Iraq war,” a multilateral diplomatic
approach to a political solution, and setting
of proper benchmarks for future work. Bench-
marks were part of the original surge ideol-
ogy that no one remembers; and almost none
of the benchmarks for surge success have
been met. Kleeb would remove permanent
military bases from Iraq and refocus the “War
on Terror” to Afghanistan and Pakistan.

In the Middle East, Kleeb believes that
we must lead the peace process there while
committing to Israel’s right both to exist and
to defend itself from threats from Hamas and
Hezbollah. He has nothing reciprocal to say
about Israel’s settlements in Palestinian sov-
ereign territory or its incursions into Gaza

and the West Bank.
As for Iran, he apparently would pur-

sue a diplomatic route now that our intelli-
gence says Iran is not making nuclear weap-
ons. He wants diplomacy with Iran and its
inclusion in the World Trade Organization if
it foregoes nuclear weapons.

Kleeb also promises to work on fair trade
and fair environmental rules constraining
that trade, but he makes the protection of
StratCom a cornerstone of his policy.

Peace activists will have to decide
whether to vote for Larrick, the pure peace
candidate, or Kleeb, who’s less hawkish than
Johanns. The decision will depend on the
closeness of the race in November.

The House Races: Lee Terry is locked
in rematch with Jim Esch for the District 2
seat. In 15 votes analyzed by the Friends
Committee on National Legislation, Terry
voted only once with the FCNL—against
more dollars for nuclear weapons. He sup-
ported the resolution authorizing the Iraq
War and all later resolutions endorsing and
funding it, the removal of Saddam Hussein
and opposed any schedule for withdrawal.
He still argues that we struggle against ter-
rorists there—not against sectarian fighters
or those who hate us as an occupying power.

In contrast, Jim Esch argues that our

incompetent politicians mismanaged the war
in Iraq, hurting our international credibility,
and that the Iraqis themselves have to de-
cide about democracy: “I will demand that
this administration define victory, account
for all of the money being spent (and mis-
spent), and bring our troops home. We must
regain our status as responsible leaders so
that we can effectively work for peace and
stability not only in the Middle East, but
also in North Korea, Afghanistan, India and
Pakistan.” Esch also has a good platform
concerning alternative energy. What candi-
date peace people should work for here is
clear, and the race is close enough to com-
mand energy.

Fortenberry-Yashirin:  Fortenberry
voted with the FCNL’s stand only four
times—two of them non-military issues. He
did vote against more money for nukes and
against reducing U.S. support for the United
Nations. The rest of his record on Iraq, Iran,
and military spending is dismal.

Yashirin, an Iraq veteran, concentrates
on that country in his statements about the
military. He calls for removal of all of our
troops in a phased withdrawal, a surge of
diplomatic activity, and a surge of donors to
provide the resources to rebuild Iraq. Obvi-

ously, Yashirin, who has seen the war as a
soldier, is closer to NFP’s position. But this
race does not appear to be close.

Smith-Stoddard:  Adrian Smith, the in-
cumbent, believes that “Iraq was not a mis-
take because it freed millions of people,”
believes “terrorism will succeed if we ignore
the problem,” and touts bromides like “the
country should defeat terrorists.” In 15
votes, he voted only once with FCNL.

Jay Stoddard, on the other hand, says
that he opposes the construction of our vast
embassy building in Baghdad, regrets
Halliburton’s huge base contracts in Iraq,
and does not like any continued American
occupation of Iraq. He also says that the
war is for oil, and circumvents both con-
gressional authority and the Constitution.
He opposes American unilateralism and the
rise of untrammeled presidential power in
this country. This race is not close.

In summary, we do have elections where
change is up for grabs: not radical change
but change that may pull us back from the
abyss. Peace voters in the Second District
have three likely important elections: the
presidential, the Senate and the House. For
the rest of us, the Senate race is probably
the crucial one.

A Wall Calendar for Peace
Cats • Quotes • Dates
Twelve months of:

“ Peace is not the product of
a victory or a command…
Peace is a never-ending process,
the work of many decisions.”

                            —Oscar Arias

Order from : CLAB-NR
P.O. Bo x 83466
Lincoln, NE 68501-3466
Phone: 877.778.3434

Every year this calendar gathers more and
more followers to become one of the most
popular peace calendars. Order plenty for
your cat-loving friends!

$8.95 US/Canada
+ $1.75 postage

Published by Nebraskans for Peace  •  Printed in the U.S.A. by a union printer
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by Mark Vasina
NFP State Treasurer

The shakeout in American financial institu-
tions triggered by the subprime mortgage
crisis is being tempered by a series of bail-
outs by that arch-nemesis of conservatives:
Big Government. Fearful that the abrupt col-
lapse of some of Wall Street’s financial ti-
tans would lead to widespread economic
disruption, federal authorities have commit-
ted billions of taxpayer dollars to the task of
maintaining stability (and protecting wealth).

The promise of trickle-down prosperity
courtesy of unfettered markets appears to
have evaporated with the fortunes of Wall
Street executives. Investors—the really BIG
ones, not just the humble citizens of the
‘ownership society’—seemed determined
over the last decade to shuffle much of their
money from one financial bubble to the next,
building increasingly unstable financial
houses of cards.

When the ‘dot-com bubble’ burst in
March 2000, massive amounts of money fled
the stock markets for the bond markets,
where they created and fed the ‘housing
bubble’ via subprime mortgages. This
bubble too burst in 2006, revealing a dan-
gerously interlocked web of financial insti-
tutions helmed by some of the smartest
people on the planet who staked billions
(perhaps trillions) of dollars on the bet that
homeowners who couldn’t afford their
homes would be able to make their mort-
gage payments.

The ensuing cascade of failures—of
mortgage companies, savings banks, hedge
funds, investment banks and insurance com-
panies—is only the beginning of the fallout
which will certainly land in all sectors of the
global economy. An attempt begun last year
to kick-start a new ‘commodities bubble’ (oil
and food primarily) with money salvaged
from the subprime mortgage disaster has al-
ready fortunately lost much of its steam, al-
though not without its own lingering eco-
nomic damage.

The headline-grabbing stories of Wall
Street gods brought down by greed, folly
and groupthink cannot begin to reflect the
harm to be visited on the less wealthy across
the country who face the loss of home, job
or savings. Although the recent market in-
terventions by the federal authorities were
certainly undertaken to protect the assets
of the most wealthy in our country, the im-
portance of the bailouts to the well-being of

the rest of us is arguably very high.
As Washington implements plans to

avert the feared market collapse (in truth, a
massive government subsidy of the finan-
cial markets), the free market cheerleaders
have an image problem. How to explain this
acute failure of the ‘Invisible Hand’ to pro-
duce happiness and prosperity for even the
rich? And how to rationalize this extraordi-

narily expensive market subsidy? The anti-
regulation spin machine is already at work
to muzzle calls for stronger regulation of fi-
nancial markets, and to stifle public aware-
ness that this colossal market failure was
enabled by the deregulation agenda
steamrolling through the legislative and ex-
ecutive branches of our government at all
levels.

One spin tactic being tested is denial:
Our economy is basically sound. True or
not, this argument sounds more like posi-
tive thinking than an intelligent observation.
Presidential candidate and deregulation
champion John McCain tried this tactic for a
day after the announcement of the bailout
of insurance giant AIG, but quickly dropped
it when it met with public disapproval. Nev-
ertheless, some conservative think tank pun-
dits will continue to deplore the bailouts as
failures of will to let the market work its even-
tual magic.

A more subtle tactic—soon to be ubiq-
uitous—is to cloak a defense of the bailouts
in the mantle of populism. Complain about
expensive actions by Big Government while

The W all Street Crisis
How Deregulation Allowed the Stock Market to Run Amok

Our upcoming Annual Peace Conference Oct. 18th is a wonderful example of the
educational work of NFP—bringing in someone as qualified as Michele Chwastiak from
New Mexico and presenting ten workshops on important
current topics with the best people.

The costs of honoraria for speakers, their travel and
expenses, printing literature, arranging for a meeting place—
all are educational expenses which could be underwritten by
the Peace Foundation.  But we do not have sufficient funds from
day to day donations to cover anywhere near the whole cost.

When you send in your registration form and pay the registration fee, could you also
include a separate check payable to Nebraska Peace Foundation and marked APC-
educational fund? You not only will help defray the costs of the conference but may qualify
for a tax deduction when you file your 2008 Income Taxes.

Your F ounda tion Speaks
by Loyal Park, President, Nebraska Peace Foundation

at the same time warning of the hazards of
failing to stay the deregulatory course: We
can’t really expect those Wall Street moguls
to look out for our interests. But when their
foolish greed jeopardizes our home mort-
gages and 401(k) plans… well, we can’t just
sit here. Just let’s not fall for the sucker line
that new regulations might help prevent
these kinds of financial calamities in the fu-
ture.

This tactic was employed by the Omaha
World-Herald in its September 18 editorial.
“Wall Street woes leave public fuming fed-
eral officials with challenges,” read the head-
line. The major challenge, according to the
editors, is to avoid new regulations which
will ‘overcorrect’ the problem, impairing the
proper functioning of financial markets and
distorting the lessons Wall Street will assur-
edly absorb from the current crisis.

The editorial warns that “increased
regulation offers no magic solution,” since
the “operations [of the big investment banks
and AIG] were checked by outside auditors,
credit analysts and rating agencies.” No kid-
ding? After the dot-com bubble burst in 2000,
newspapers (including the OW-H) were filled
with stories of scandals involving rating
agencies, ‘independent’ auditors, and leaky
firewalls between ‘objective’ securities ana-
lysts and sales-driven investment bankers.

Although some concerns were ad-
dressed by modest reforms, can we naïvely
expect that these private sector watchdogs

will now carry out their duties with such ever-
present wisdom, skill and integrity that no
amount of additional government oversight
could improve the situation? And the exist-
ence of well-intentioned laws clearly offers
no magic solution if government watchdogs
strive to provide only politically correct (for
the deregulation crowd, that is) lax enforce-
ment.

Policymakers must address critical prob-
lems exposed in our financial markets by re-
tooling and redirecting our federal regula-
tors.
• This means tougher interpretation and

enforcement of existing regulations and
stronger oversight by bank regulators,
the Securities and Exchange Commission
(which has been conspicuously
uninvolved in the recent federal rescue
operations) and our other market watch-
dogs. John McCain has called for the res-
ignation of the head of the SEC. How-
ever, without a presidential or congres-
sional commitment to push the SEC in
the right direction, replacing the SEC
head is merely a shell game.

• This means a careful look at the impact
on the current crisis of the 1999 repeal of
“Glass-Steagall” firewall provisions
which prevented corporate interlocking
of commercial banking and investment

conculsion on next page

The ensuing cascade of
failures—of mortgage
companies, savings
banks, hedge funds,

investment banks and
insurance companies—
is only the beginning
of the fallout which
will certainly land in

all sectors of the
global economy.
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COMING SOON
THE METROPOLITAN OPERA HD LIVE
Thru May 2009
The Met’s groundbreaking series of live, high-defini-
tion performance transmissions to movie theaters
around the world expands in its third season. To meet
increasing global demand, The Met: Live in HD will
present 11 transmissions in 2008–09, up from eight.
Don’t miss the chance to experience the Met
live…check the website for more information.

10.3 - 10.9   TROUBLE THE WA TER
This survival story that reflects many of the lives of
the people of New Orleans and have become all but
forgotten refugees in their own country.
10.10 - 10.16   IN SEARCH OF A MIDNIGHT
KISS
This b/w romantic comedy provides a funny and bit-
tersweet look at love, sex, and modern romance.
10.10 - 10.16   GLASS: A PORTRAIT OF
PHILIP IN TWELVE PARTS
A remarkable mosaic portrait of one of the greatest -
and at times controversial artists of this or any era,
composer Philip Glass.
10.17 - 10.23   TRUMBO
This documentary centers on a screenwriter who
vaulted from the A-list to the blacklist and back again.
This film features prominent actors Joan Allen, Michael
Douglas, Liam Neeson, and more.
10.31 - 11.13   ELEGY
The hero, an aging writer and professor (Ben Kingsley)
who shies away from commitment, but a date with a
stunning grad student (Penelope Cruz) turns into a
long-term romance, changing the writer from a confi-
dent Lothario into a jealous boyfriend.
10.31 - 11.13   I SERVED THE KING OF
ENGLAND
Scenes of marathon gourmandizing of political and
military fat cats at a fancy brothel in 1930s Czecho-
slovakia, offer some of the most pungently satirical
observations of unfettered gluttony ever filmed.

banking interests. Beginning in 2000,
commercial banks were themselves able
for the first time to create the securities
(including the now worthless subprime
mortgage bonds) which removed billions
of dollars of mortgages from their bal-
ance sheets and reduced the amount of
capital reserves they were required to
hold as a backstop for the risk of these
loans.

• This means re-regulation of mortgage
markets to contain imprudent excesses
and fraudulent practices by mortgage
lenders. Fannie Mae was created by New
Deal legislation in 1938 to channel pri-
vate investment into home mortgages.
Originally a federal agency which encour-
aged the mortgage industry to focus on
safe conventional lending practices,
Fannie Mae was privatized in 1968 and,
in recent years, led the profit-driven
charge into the uncharted territories of
risky subprime lending.

• This means legislation to enable regula-
tors to identify and control risks in port-
folios of esoteric financial derivatives
such as credit enhancement swaps, and
to require adequate capital reserves
against these portfolios. Credit enhance-
ment derivatives were widely used to lay
off risk in subprime mortgage bonds and
to improve bond ratings. AIG was an exu-
berant provider of this unregulated form
of financial insurance, and this played a
major role in the insurer’s demise. Such
derivatives were excluded from regula-
tion by the “Commodity Futures Mod-
ernization Act of 2000.”

This means above all that we must elect
policymakers who truly recognize that mar-
kets do not exist in a vacuum, but require
resilient and transparent institutions—pri-
vate and public—with proactive legal and
regulatory underpinnings. The current di-
saster is strong evidence that the costs of
regulation are potentially far less expensive
and disruptive than crisis management.

Carlton B. Paine, Ph.D.
Clinical Psychologist

5625 ‘O’ Street, Suite 7          Lincoln, NE 68510Phone: 402-489-8484

Saturday October 18, 2008
9:00 a.m. – 5:00 p.m.

First Lutheran Church

1551 South 70th Street in Lincoln

Michele Chwastiak,
Associate Professor,

Anderson School of Management,
University of New Mexico

speaking on

The True & Actual
Cost of the War in Iraq

(Minus the Accounting Tricks)

For registration information, check the NFP website:
www.nebraskansforpeace.org, or contact the NFP State Office

at 402-475-4620, or at nfpstate@nebraskansforpeace.org.

WWWWW all Street,all Street,all Street,all Street,all Street,      conclusionconclusionconclusionconclusionconclusion
Both major presidential candidates are

now calling for regulatory reform. McCain,
confirmed foe of government regulation, has
adopted the populist tactic in defense of the
deregulation agenda. His call for largely un-
specified reforms hinges on a consolidation
of regulatory agencies, akin to that which
created the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity. Without substantive new regulatory
powers and market redirection, however, his
reforms would amount to little more than a
classic rearranging of the deck chairs on the
Titanic.

Barack Obama, who can draw credibly
on a suspicion of unregulated markets as a
traditional Democratic Party value, is easily
the more credible change agent. His attacks
on the Bush/Cheney Administration’s anti-
regulatory actions over the last eight years
are certainly on target—much as the
deregulatory zeal of the Reagan Administra-
tion gave birth to the savings and loan cri-
sis of the late 1980s.

But Democrats have not always been
staunch defenders of strong regulation of
financial markets. Robert Rubin, former co-
chair of Goldman Sachs and Clinton’s Trea-
sury Secretary, supported the repeal of the
Glass-Steagall firewalls in 1999, as well as
the federal legislation which excluded eso-
teric financial derivatives from regulation in
2000. Rubin, an advisor to Obama, report-
edly now recognizes the need for oversight
of these financial instruments by federal
regulators.

The voting public must choose leaders
who have the courage to support—not
vilify—government’s unique and essential
role of market oversight, over the objections
of business lobbies. Effective government
oversight is necessary not only for the safe
and sensible operation of our financial mar-
kets, but also for the protection of the health
and well-being of the American people in
our homes, workplaces and public commons.

Mark Vasina worked as a risk manager in
New York for Bear Stearns in the early
1990s, after several years with the FDIC
and the Office of Thrift Supervision.

2008 Annual
Peace Conference



Revolution in the
Voting Booth, 2008 Style

by Paul Olson, NFP President

October 7-8 StratCom Protest around the “Strategic Space and Defense 2008
Conference” in Omaha (see the Keep Space for Peace Week
schedule of events on page 3).

October 18 2008 Annual Peace Conference in Lincoln.

November 4 2008 General Election

To list an event, submit in writing by the tenth of the month preceding the event to:
NFP, 941 ‘O’ Street, #1026, Lincoln, NE 68508, or email: NeReport@neb.rr.com.

NFP State Office Hours in Lincoln, 9:00 a.m. – 2:00 p.m. weekdays.

BULLETIN BOARD

Speaking
Our  Peace

conclusion on page 9

During the ‘war elections’ of the late ’60s
and early ’70s, the cry of student groups
was, “Revolution is in the streets.” And at
the tumultuous 1968 Chicago Democratic
Convention, the streets were indeed
bloodied. (Police violence at the 2008 con-
ventions was pretty bad also). Forty years
ago though, the response of establishment
commentators to the street revolution man-
tra was, “If you want change, work on the
election.” And sure enough, tens of thou-
sands of students worked in the 1968 Elec-
tion, even though they had no clear peace
presidential candidate. In 1972, they
worked ferociously for George McGovern.
In Nebraska at the time, local leaders
preaching reform emerged in the legisla-
ture (e.g. Steve Fowler and Ernie Cham-
bers), and anti-war leaders like Joe Biden
got elected to the U. S. Senate. The dia-
logue between movement organizing and
smart electoral politics produced results.

Today, ‘change’ talk again fills our air.
Movement organizing fills the streets. But
for many activists, the economy—not the
war—is the issue. We believe the war is
getting short shrift.

Our Stand: Our positions may be in-
formal, but Nebraskans for Peace has con-
sistently opposed the war in Iraq and called
for an expeditious withdrawal of our
troops. We favored Interpol, regional-style
police action to control the Afghan Taliban
(an approach recently endorsed by the
Rand Institute). We did not address north-
west Pakistan, but following Joe Volk of
the Friends Committee on National Legis-
lation (FCNL), called for full and multilat-
eral negotiations with Iran. (These nego-

tiations now seem likely to happen since
American intelligence agencies have con-
firmed that Iran has not worked on devel-
oping nukes since 2004). We criticized the
arming on Georgia and move to include it
in NATO.

Most of all we have called for con-
trols on StratCom and a massive reduc-
tion in the cost of the 3 trillion dollar war—
a foolish expenditure that has made us less
secure and helped create our massively
unstable economy.

The Presidency: We know how the
candidates stand in relation to our issues.
At the presidential level, John McCain and
Sarah Palin have indicated that, for them,
the war in Iraq could go on for a hundred
years. They wish to ramp up the fighting
in Afghanistan, and they have released an
attack ad criticizing Obama for not taking
the Iran threat seriously enough. However,
unlike George W. Bush, McCain has ob-
jected to any bombing of northwest Paki-
stan. In contrast, Obama has called for a
16-month withdrawal of America’s Iraq
troops and favors a transfer of troops to
Afghanistan. He favors military interven-
tion in northwest Pakistan, and calls for
tough negotiations with Iran.

On the Georgia question, Sarah Palin
has called for us to go to war against Rus-
sia in behalf of Georgia; both Palin and
McCain have emphasized that Georgia on
the Russian border should be allowed to
join the American-European military alli-
ance, NATO. Obama has emphasized that
Russia must observe the cease-fire in the
region and endorsed UN intervention there
to protect the peace.

Neither McCain nor Obama has been
clear about cutting the military budget.
Neither has spoken clearly about what he
would do with the enormous cost of cor-
ruption in the war and the slush money in
the billions that goes to private contrac-
tors and mercenaries. However, on the
major war and peace issues facing the na-
tion, Obama seems closer to the NFP posi-
tion than does his rival.

Importantly, Nebraska’s 2nd Congres-
sional District is in play in the presidential
election, and it wields an important elec-
toral vote. NFP supporters should make
up their minds soon and work hard in this
campaign, especially in District 2.

The Senate: Johanns and Kleeb: In
the senatorial races, the Nebraskans for
Peace Political Action Committee did not
receive replies to its questionnaires, save
for that from Green Party candidate, Steve
Larrick (reproduced in full on Page 4). The
following positions have been assembled
from their public statements.

Johanns: Former governor Mike
Johanns favors the Iraq War and argues
that Nebraska’s troops believe in it:

Radical Islamic terrorists, who have
proven they hate America and have no re-
gard for human life, have declared war on
the United States…I do not agree with
those who advocate surrender and retreat
in Iraq. As Secretary of Agriculture, I trav-
eled to Iraq. I had the opportunity to sit
down with Nebraska men and women in
uniform and they told me they believe in
their mission, that they were seeing
progress and that the situation was get-
ting better. They were right then and they

are right today.
1. We must support their mission and pro-

vide them with the tools to get the job
done.

2. Troop levels should continue to decline
in Iraq as the situation improves… I will
oppose attempts to seek artificial dead-
lines for the precipitous withdrawal of
our troops. All this will do is signal to
the terrorists that they only need to hold
on until we leave.

3. Iraq should use its oil money to pay for a
greater and greater share of reconstruc-
tion and security.

4. Our nation must respect and support our
military and work for a lasting and stable
resolution to win the war against terror-
ists and extremists who threaten free
people and seek to do our nation harm.

5. I will support the current missions at
Offutt Air Force Base and will work to
expand its importance in fighting the War
on Terror.

6. We must stand strong against terrorism,
and we can do so while also protecting
the civil liberties that are at the core of
our Constitution.

Mike Johanns apparently believes that
somebody advocates surrender. Who?
Obama? Kleeb? al-Maliki? He does not
mention that Iraq had no al-Qaida until we
invaded it, that sectarian conflict creates
most Iraqi violence, and that getting our
mitts on their oil is ‘Job #1.’ He does not
mention the U.S. declining reputation

Sa tur da y,
October 18
in Lincoln
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page 10 to
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