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Boundary Peace
Initiative meets
on the 2nd & 4th
Thursday @ 4
pm for now at
Laura’s; info call
250 442- 0434.

To Do
Hiroshima Day is
Aug. 6th @ 6 pm
@ the Mir Center
for Peace in
Castlegar, B.C.

Nagasaki Day
is Aug. 9th @ 6
pm in City
Park in Grand
Forks, B.C.
Young Women’s
(15-35) Peace
Leadership
Camp; Aug. 24-28
Nelson, BC is cosponsored by
Canadian Voice of
Women for Peace.
For info: call
Madelyn MacKay
250-505-4122 or
email
peacecampnelson
@gmail.com

Save a Tree, Share a Copy

http://www.parl.gc.ca/Default.aspx?
Statement
by the Secretary-General
on the adoption of UN Security
Council Resolution 2231 (2015) on
Iran’s nuclear programme
By: Ban Ki Moon: 20 July 2015 UN
website
l
I welcome the adoption this morning by
the Security Council of Resolution 2231
(2015), which follows the historic agreement
in Vienna last week between the E3+3 and
Iran on a Joint Comprehensive Plan of
Action (JCPOA) on Iran’s nuclear
programme.
Resolution 2231 will ensure the
enforcement of the JCPOA. It establishes
procedures that will facilitate the JCPOA’s
implementation, enabling all States to carry
out their obligations contained in the
Agreement.
The resolution provides for the eventual
removal of all nuclear-related sanctions
against Iran. It guarantees that the
International Atomic Energy Agency will
continue to verify Iran’s compliance with its
nuclear-related commitments under the
JCPOA.
The United Nations stands ready to
provide whatever assistance is required in
giving effect to the resolution.
The moral cost of nuclear armament is that it makes
of all of us underwriters of the slaughter of hundreds
of millions of people and of the cancellation of future
generations.
Jonathan Schell
A UN study of 2002 stated it is vital “to learn how to
think rather than what to think. Most damaging of all,
the next generation of leaders, legislators and
administrators is encouraged not to think.
Ban Ki-Moon 2013

Our Mission
The Boundary Peace Initiative represents a
growing number of area residents of diverse
backgrounds brought together over the 2002 Iraqi
crisis.
We support multilateral action for non-violent
conflict resolution, human rights, ecological
integrity for the planet and international law,
through education and dialogue locally and
globally.
We encourage everyone’s participation as we
strive for peace and justice to build a better world
for future generations.
BPI web site: www.boundarypeace.20m.com

The Nuclear Danger Today: Existing
Nuclear Arsenals are the Greatest
Nuclear Threat
Presentation of the Western States Legal
Foundation to the Nuclear Non-proliferation
Treaty Review Conference, New York, May 1,
2015 by Andrew Lichterman.*
Five years ago at the 2010 Nuclear
Nonproliferation Treaty Review Conference,
the parties reaffirmed their commitment to a
“diminishing role for nuclear weapons in
security policies to minimize the risk that these
weapons ever be used and to facilitate the
process of their total elimination.”1 Since that
time, there have been no initiatives from
nuclear-armed states that hold promise to
reduce nuclear arsenals below civilizationdestroying numbers.1 Instead, they are
modernizing their arsenals to last far into the
future. The Bulletin of Atomic Scientists
Nuclear Notebook states that “[n]ew or
improved nuclear weapon programs underway
worldwide include at least 27 ballistic missiles,
nine cruise missiles, eight naval vessels, five
bombers, eight warheads, and eight weapons
factories.”1 To take just one example, the
United States is planning to build 12 new
ballistic missile submarines, each with 16
missile tubes that can launch multiple warhead
missiles. They are expected to remain in
service well into the second half of the 21st
century.1
More alarming still, nuclear weapons have
once more taken center stage in confrontations
between the United States, its NATO allies,
and Russia—countries that together possess
most of the nuclear weapons that exist. They
have turned a civil conflict in Ukraine into a
violent proxy war in the borderlands of Europe.
The tensions engendered by this confrontation
have been intensified vastly—and potentially
catastrophically—by the brandishing of nuclear
arms by both sides.
(Continued page 2)
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This has included forward deployments of strategic bombers
to Europe by the United States, positioning of Russian
strategic bombers in Crimea, and an accelerated tempo of
military exercises and patrols both conventional and nuclear.
And the confrontation in Europe is only one of several
potential nuclear flashpoints, with new tensions and armsracing from the Western Pacific to South Asia.
The possibility of an unintended incident spiraling out of
control is real. But the greater danger is that the rulers of one
nuclear-armed state will miscalculate the interests and fears
of another, pushing some geopolitical gambit to the point
where economic pressures, covert actions, low-level warfare
and displays of high-tech force escalate into general war.
Those who rule in the nuclear-armed states have shown a
shocking lack of judgment and foresight regarding what
always has been the greatest danger: their own nuclear
arsenals. Year after year, the five original nuclear weapons
states issue joint statements congratulating themselves on
their disarmament progress, which they apparently see as
more than adequate.1 Only five years ago, in a statement
issued just before the 2010 NPT Review, the President of the
United States proclaimed that “[t]oday, the threat of global
nuclear war has passed.”1 Less than two years ago, the U.S.
Defense Department declared the most pressing nuclear
dangers to be proliferation and “nuclear terrorism.”1 The time
that has passed between those complacent statements and
today’s renewed nuclear confrontation is only the blink of an
eye on the time-scale for disarmament contemplated by the
nuclear-armed states.
Today’s nuclear dilemma is clear. Without a profound
change in the behavior of nuclear-armed governments,
civilization-destroying arsenals will remain for many decades
to come. The intertwined ecological, economic, and political
crises of the 21st century are hurtling ahead at the pace of
modernity dependent on exponential growth heedless of
nature’s limits. This now is generating tensions that raise the
danger of war among nuclear-armed countries on a time-scale
measured in months and years, not decades and decades.
National security technocrats talk of “managing” the rise of
new powers. But a social order rapidly approaching its limits
will generate conflict in ways both expected and
unpredictable—and likely unmanageable. Most
unmanageable of all is the discontent generated by a global
economy that serves only a fraction of the population, leaving
hundreds of millions of people utterly desperate and billions
more with little hope for a better future. Those who rule the
most powerful countries seem determined to repeat the
mistakes of the past, manipulating the resulting rage and
despair to set us against each other in their struggles for
wealth and power without end. Nuclear weapons are the
ultimate expression of the irrationality of this order of things,
and may also be the instrument that ends it, destroying all of
our futures.
(Continued next column)

(From last column) The Nuclear Danger
Today:
It may seem impossible to address all of these
crises at once, but we have no choice. Our survival
depends on transforming mutually reinforcing
patterns of injustice and distrust, self-sustaining
cycles of violence, and unsustainable ways of living
into their opposite. Our common future rests on our
willingness to trust that committed, urgent efforts to
build a fair and democratically controlled economy,
develop sustainable technologies, and to disarm and
disassemble the military-industrial complexes of the
20th century will build upon and reinforce each other.
Those at the apex of the global war system must start
taking apart the apparatus of annihilation that has
distorted human development immeasurably for
generations. It is up to all of us to take apart the
machinery of injustice and oppression, and to build a
new economy and society in balance with the
ecological rhythms of our planet. It is long past time.
Let us begin.
_________________________________________
1.2000 Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, Final Document, Volume
I, NPT/CONF.2000/28 (Parts I and II), p.15; reaffirmed by 2010
Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the NonProliferation of Nuclear Weapons, Final Document, Volume I,
p.19.
2. “Not one nuclear weapon has actually been eliminated by a
treaty commitment—we have witnessed instead only the
voluntary retirement of certain obsolete weapons, with some caps
on various deployments. And no nuclear disarmament
negotiations have been underway in the 45-year history of the
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, despite its obligation to
undertake them.” Angela Kane, United Nations High
Representative for Disarmament Affairs, “The Nuclear
Disarmament Regime?” EU Non-Proliferation and Disarmament
Conference, Brussels, Belgium 30 September 2013
3. Hans M. Kristensen and Robert S. Norris, “Slowing nuclear
weapon reductions and endless nuclear weapon modernizations:
A challenge to the NPT,” Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists 2014,
Vol. 70(4) 94–107, 96.
4. See generally Ronald O'Rourke, Navy Ohio Replacement
(SSBN[X]) Ballistic Missile Submarine Program: Background
and Issues for Congress, Congressional Research Service, March
24, 2015.
5. “See, e.g., “Joint Statement from the Nuclear-Weapon States
at the London P5 Conference,” U.S. Department of State, Office
of the Spokesperson, February 6, 2015; “Joint Statement on the
P5 Beijing Conference: Enhancing Strategic Confidence and
Working Together to Implement the Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Review Outcomes,” U.S. Department of State, Office of the
Spokesperson, April 15, 2014; “Fourth P5 Conference: On the
Way to the 2015 NPT Review Conference,” U.S. Department of
State, Office of the Spokesperson, April 19, 2013.
6. The White House, Office of the Press Secretary, Statement by
President Obama on the 40th Anniversary of the Nuclear
Nonproliferation Treaty, March 05, 2010.
7. U.S. Department of Defense, Report on Nuclear Employment
Strategy of the United States Specified in Section 491 of 10
U.S.C., June 12, 2013, p.2.
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Marshall Islands sues nine nuclear powers over
failure to disarm: Pacific nation that was site of 67
nuclear tests between 1946 and 1958 accuses states of
'flagrant denial of human justice'
By: Julian Borger; The Guardian, 24 April, 2014

Book & Film Recommendations

The Marshall Islands is suing the nine countries with
nuclear weapons at the international court of justice at The
Hague, arguing they have violated their legal obligation to
disarm.
In the unprecedented legal action, comprising nine
separate cases brought before the ICJ on Thursday, the
Republic of the Marshall Islands accuses the nuclear
weapons states of a "flagrant denial of human justice". It
argues it is justified in taking the action because of the harm
it suffered as a result of the nuclear arms race.

An Uncertain Glory: India and its
Contradictions

The Pacific chain of islands, including Bikini Atoll
and Enewetak, was the site of 67 nuclear tests from
1946 to 1958, including the "Bravo shot", a 15megaton device equivalent to a thousand Hiroshima
blasts, detonated in 1954. The Marshallese islanders
say they have been suffering serious health and
environmental effects ever since.
The island republic is suing the five "established"
nuclear weapons states recognised in the 1968 nuclear
non-proliferation treaty (NPT) – the US, Russia (which
inherited the Soviet arsenal), China, France and the
UK – as well as the three countries outside the NPT
who have declared nuclear arsenals – India, Pakistan
and North Korea, and the one undeclared nuclear
weapons state, Israel.
The NPT, which came into force in 1970, is
essentially a compact between the non-weapon states,
who pledged to not to acquire nuclear weapons, and
the weapons states, who in return undertook to disarm
under article VI of the treaty.
Although the size of the arsenals are sharply down
from the height of the cold war, the Marshall Islands'
legal case notes there remain more than 17,000
warheads in existence, 16,000 of them owned by
Russia and the US – enough to destroy all life on the
planet.
"The long delay in fulfilling the obligations
enshrined in article VI of the NPT constitutes a
flagrant denial of human justice," the court documents
say.
The Marshall Islands case draws attention to the fact
that the weapons states are currently in the process of
modernising their nuclear weapons, which it portrays
as a clear violation of the NPT.
The case against Britain, which has an estimated
total inventory of 225 warheads and is in the process
(Continued page 4)

Books

Jean Drèze & Amartya Sen
Publisher: Princeton University Press © Aug. 11 2013
When India became independent in 1947 after two
centuries of colonial rule, it immediately adopted a firmly
democratic political system, with multiple parties, freedom
of speech, and extensive political rights. The famines of the
British era disappeared, and steady economic growth
replaced the economic stagnation of the Raj. The growth of
the Indian economy quickened further over the last three
decades and became the second fastest among large
economies. Despite a recent dip, it is still one of the highest
in the world.
Maintaining rapid as well as environmentally sustainable
growth remains an important and achievable goal for India.
In An Uncertain Glory, two of India's leading economists
argue that the country's main problems lie in the lack of
attention paid to the essential needs of the people, especially
of the poor, and often of women. There have been major
failures both to foster participatory growth and to make good
use of the public resources generated by economic growth to
enhance people's living conditions. There is also a continued
inadequacy of social services such as schooling and medical
care as well as of physical services such as safe water,
electricity, drainage, transportation, and sanitation. In the
long run, even the feasibility of high economic growth is
threatened by the underdevelopment of social and physical
infrastructure and the neglect of human capabilities, in
contrast with the Asian approach of simultaneous pursuit of
economic growth and human development, as pioneered by
Japan, South Korea, and China.
In a democratic system, which India has great reason to
value, addressing these failures requires not only significant
policy rethinking by the government, but also a clearer
public understanding of the abysmal extent of social and
economic deprivations in the country. The deep inequalities
in Indian society tend to constrict public discussion,
confining it largely to the lives and concerns of the relatively
affluent. Drèze and Sen present a powerful analysis of these
deprivations and inequalities as well as the possibility of
change through democratic practice.

Ed. Note: If you have read a book or seen a film
that you feel is of interest or informative please let us
know. Email the name of the book, the author and the
publisher with a brief explanation of the book, and for
the film the name, the producer and a brief explanation
of the contents to Laura at l4peace@telus.net. Thank
you.
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(From page 3) Marshall Islands
of replacing its submarine-launched Trident arsenal, states
that: "The UK has not pursued in good faith negotiations to
cease the nuclear arms race at an early date through
comprehensive nuclear disarmament or other measures, and
instead is taking actions to improve its nuclear weapons
system and to maintain it for the indefinite future."
The Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament's general secretary,
Kate Hudson, said: "The nuclear-armed states continue to
peddle the myth that they are committed to multilateral
disarmament initiatives, while squandering billions to
modernise their nuclear arsenals. The UK government's plans
to replace Trident make a mockery of its professed belief in
multilateral frameworks – and now in addition to huge public
opposition in the UK, it will also face an international legal
challenge to expose its hypocrisy."

50 Things Money Can’t Buy
By: David Avocado Wolfe
Source: franksonnenbergonline.com
1. Respect
2. Well-adjusted kids
3. Work-life balance
4. Natural beauty
5. Manner
6. Common sense
7. A clear conscience
8. Purpose in life
9. Integrity
10. Good friends
11. A long life
12. Close-knit family
13. An open mind
14. A worry-free day
15. Trust
16. A new beginning
17. Clean arteries
18. A great idea
19. An honest politician
20. Peace of mind
21. A good hair day
22. Patience
23. Luck
24. A good epitaph
(Continued next column)
The Boundary Peace Initiative (BPI) welcomes articles. All
articles are the responsibility of the author and may not be
common consensus. To submit an article, contact Laura at
250-442-0434 or L4peace@telus.net. The BPI is a member
of: BC Southern Interior Peace Coalition, Abolition 2000,
Lawyers Against the War, an affiliate of the Fellowship of
Reconciliation and works with various local and global peace,
social justice and environmental groups.

(From last column) 50 Things
25. Happy memories
26. Time to relax
27. A strong work ethic
28. A positive attitude
29. A happy home
30. Everything you may want
31. Good karma
32. Appreciation of the simple things
33. True love
34. A new shot at a missed opportunity
35. Peace in the world
36. A golden anniversary
37. Talent
38. A second chance in life
39. Quality time with your kids
40. Wisdom
41. Happiness
42. Humility
43. A good reputation
44. 25-hour day
45. Relationship with your kids
46. Youth
47. Class
48. Justice
49. A proper perspective
50. Selflessness
John F. Kennedy said, “Every man, women and
child lives under a nuclear sword of Damocles,
hanging by the slenderest of threads, capable of
being cut at any moment by accident or
miscalculation or by madness. The weapons of
war must be abolished before they abolish us…”
“…the sword remains as does the slender
thread. But so, too does the plea for abolition…an
appeal rooted in the threats posed by weapons of
mass destruction and the unrestrained global
competition for more, and more potent weaponry.
I will add my own appeal today. Focus your minds
not on clever ways to strengthen the thread. Focus
instead on how to remove the sword.”
Ban Ki-Moon 2013

Voice your opinion to the Prime Minister and all
MPs. Free postage: {Name of MP}, Parliament
Buildings, Ottawa, Ontario, K1A 0A6
Go to the Government of Canada website for
emails of all MPs, Ministers at
http://www.canada.gc.ca
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