IX. A PEACE ECONOMY!

In the early days after the end of the Cold War there was much talk of a "peace dividend" and even Lockheed and some thirty agencies of the US government participated in the "economic conversion" process.  The movement gradually died back after 1995, virtually ceased after the November 2000 elections, and now is almost moribund.  However, there remain resources we can use, and foundations on which to build as we continue moving forward toward a peace economy

· WILPF Women's Budget  From its inception WILPF has worked for a peace economy.  This is excerpted from a version of the WILPF  Women’s Peace Budget, a popular project during the last two decades of the 20th century.
· Peace Budgets in the U.S Congress with transfers from military to social spending (in 108th and 107th Congress).

· WILPF EYE on Congress Budget Flyer for 2004.
· Proposition One, a small but energetic group in Washington D.C. which supports Representatives Norton and  Woolsey and the Nuclear Disarmament and Economic Conversion Act. Their Conversion Project  seeks to replace nuclear and fossil fuel energies with solar, wind and other more planet friendly alternatives.
· The National Priorities Project. Continually updated information on costs of our military programs and detrimental effects on local state and city budgets.

· Economic Conversion Project apparently inactive since 1999 but still has good resources available.  A sample of the hopeful work many of us were involved after the end of the Cold War.
9. Suggested  Guide for Study/ Research/Action groups

Section IX: Conversion to a Peacetime Economy

Readings:

· WILPF Women's Budget  From its inception WILPF has worked for a peace economy.  This is excerpted from the WILPF  Women’s Peace Budget issued during the term of the first President George Bush.
· EYE on Congress Budget Flyer for 2004..

· Congressional proposal for 20% cut in military budget (made in March 2001, almost six months before 9/11)

· Information on Proposition One and a powerful tool: the  National Priorities Project.
Economic conversion projects  like the Economic Conversion Project at the close of this section,  flourished briefly  in the   early 1990s after the end of the Cold War.  By  1999, however, when the DISARM : Dismantle the War Economy was proposed as a WILPF Campaign,  most of these efforts had already collapsed.  In  that year the Republican party campaigned on a platform promising to rebuild America’s defenses and in the year 2000  that process began in earnest.  Now the country is launched upon what our leaders  promise will be  a century long war for dominance.  Internet users with their browsers and word clusters like economic conversion peace can bring up dozens of past efforts.  Help us find and develop others which continue into our own time.
Questions for discussion:   Some groups may want to concentrate on building a peace economy, and can use this section to begin plotting their course.  We recommend that all groups keep in mind recommendations for a peace budget and a peace economy whatever area of investigation and  action they may choose.       

· How did the world miss the opportunity to move forward in the substitution of  conflict prevention, international law, and the World Court for war?

· How can we dismantle the world’s military economies? How move forward   into economies of peace and a world in which  the Universal Declaration of Human   Rights can be translated  from a vision into reality for all? 

WE CAN’T GIVE UP. LET US MOVE FORWARD AGAIN

HELP STOP MILITARY MADNESS!



HELP DISMANTLE THE WAR ECONOMY!

 


HELP BUILD ECONOMIES OF PEACE!

Excerpts from the 1991 WILPF Women’s Budget

This was a major WILPF project that continued over some fifteen years under the leadership of Jane Midgley.  The first booklet  on the Women’s Budget was published in  1985, and others followed  in 1986 and 87.  This excerpt is from 1991. We need to continue in some form with this project, and build on the foundations already laid.

(total of four pages needed for the Women’s Budget excerpt.)

Second of four pages for Women’s budget

Third of four pages for women’s budget

Fourth of four pages for women’s budget

PEACE BUDGETS IN THE U.S. CONGRESS

The Progressive and Black Caucuses usually present alternative budgets every year.  The first item here is a summary of the joint budget presented in 2003. (The second is a more ambitious alternative presented in 2001, a few months prior to 9/11.)  These Budgets, and members of both Caucuses, deserve our active support.

I. Congressional Black and Progressive Caucus Budget Highlights -- 2003

(Reps. Cummings/Kucinich/Owens/Lee)
 
Medicare for All: The CBC/Progressive budget calls on Congress to implement H.R. 676, Medicare for All (Conyers, McDermott and Kucinich). This legislation is a single-payer, universal health care plan that will guarantee access to health care, guarantee a universal high standard of care, and lower health care costs.  Every person living in the US and its territories would receive a health insurance card entitling them to a universal, best quality standard of medical care. The plan would expand the benefits under Medicare to cover all medically necessary health services.  No private insurance would be permitted to exist that duplicates Medicare for All benefits.  Other government health programs, such as Medicaid, would be subsumed under Medicare for All.  The program would convert all privately owned health facilities, like hospitals and clinics, to non-profit status. Medicare for All would cost the same amount of money that is now spent on health care costs, approximately $2.2 T/year when fully phased in (FY 2013, including inflation).  All costs are paid for over ten years by tapping existing government spending and payroll tax on employers.

 

Economic Stimulus Package [$300 Billion] The CBC/Progressive budget calls on Congress to pass H.R. 396, the "Emergency Anti-Recession Act of 2003" (DeFazio). Unlike the President's budget, this bill will stimulate the economy this year with $20 billion in extended unemployment assistance, $180 billion for payroll tax relief ($620 per worker), $50 billion for federal revenue sharing with states, and $50 billion for infrastructure investment.

 
Increased Spending (FY 04)

Beyond the strong economic stimulus, the CBC/Progressive budget invests significant resources in vital social programs in the areas of education, health care, housing, veterans, community development, and transportation. The budget goes beyond the Administration's rhetorical commitment to education by providing serious resources; it fully funds the No Child Left Behind Act, invests in substantial school construction, our nation's teachers, vocational education, and student loan programs. It also provides critical resources to our nation's community development and housing programs; it creates a national housing trust fund, restores programs Bush would eliminate such as HOPE VI, the Public Housing Drug Elimination Program, and provides $1 billion over Bush for both the SSBG and CCDBG. 

 

Other highlights:

        Veterans' programs: FY04 funding is over $3 billion above Bush

 

        General Science, Space, Technology: FY 04 spending is over $300 million above Bush.

 

        Transportation: FY04 spending is $9 billion over Bush, including a strong economic stimulus and a substantial increase in transit spending. 

 

        Natural Resources and Environment: FY04 spending is $1 billion over Bush.

 

In addition to funding critical programs at home, the bill commits substantial increases in funding toward fighting the HIV/AIDS pandemic abroad, and commits $1.2 billion over the President's toward reconstruction in Afghanistan. 

 
Increased Revenue

 

Taxes: The CBC/Progressive budget implements the Rangel "War Should Involve Shared Sacrifice Act of 2003." This bill freezes the entire 2001 tax cut in place today until the war with Iraq, al Qaeda and the potential conflict with North Korea are addressed. The budget also calls on Congress to implement a "Medicare for All" payroll tax phased in over ten years to fund the universal healthcare for all plan.

 

Defense: The President's budget calls for an increase from the current $390 billion in 2003 to $550 billion in 2013, a 41% increase. The CBC/Progressive budget allows for inflationary increases in defense spending only, shifting a $100 billion dollars to social and economic needs of Americans. The Progressive Caucus budget also eliminates four boondoggle weapons systems, but funds alternatives for three of them.

 

· Cancel the National Missile Defense system (except Theater Defense) $100 billion over ten years 

· Replace the V-22 Osprey with various helicopters [9.7 billion over ten years] 

· Replace Comanche Helicopter with Predator B [14.1 billion over ten years] 

· Replace the F22 fighter (276 units) with the F-16 (500 units) [$25.3 billion over ten years] 

__________________________________________________________
II.  2001 HOUSE PROGRESSIVE CAUCUS BUDGET 

PROPOSED 20% CUTS IN MILITARY SPENDING
In 2001 the Progressive and Black Caucuses in the House of Representatives put forward proposals with many similarities to the WILPF Woman’s Budget. Representative DeFazio of Oregon introduced H.R. 1270 which would have  cut the military budget by 20% and the CIA budget by 10%. It also  eliminated the tobacco growers subsidy, several other corporate welfare programs, and had measures to cut Medicare fraud .    
Based on this budget, the Progressive Caucus put forward an alternative budget which shifted more money to social programs.  It also proposed funds for balanced tax cuts, and for reduction of the deficit.  Eighty members supported this alternative budget  in a floor vote, but of course  it stood no real chance. The Bush Administration was already bent on cutting taxes for the wealthiest and increasing military spending . . .  and then came 9/11.  However, the failed alternative budget  offered a view of what a first step to sanity could look like.
A.  SUMMARY OF CUTS IN MILITARY BUDGET PROPOSE IN H.R. 1270
Cancellation:

of F-22 aircraft program



of Comanche helicopter program




of Crusader artillery program




of V-22 aircraft program

(WILPF note:  most of these are failed programs favored by some Congress persons for economic reasons.  Rumsfeld himself has also tried to eliminate some of these in order to free more funds for laser and missile defense technologies in the effort to gain command of space.)
Limitation on procurement of Virginia Class Attack Submarines
Termination of Production of Trident D5 missiles

Reduction in Nuclear Delivery systems within overall limits of START II

Creation of common NATO airlift capability and reduction of US costs for C-17 aircraft

Placement of Selective Service System in “Deep Standby” status

End of taxpayer support for defense industry mergers (WILPF Note: taxpayers, not the corporations, paid cost of merger of Boeing and McDonnell Douglas and similar mergers.)
Reduction of US support for weapons sales abroad by eliminating future assistance under the Foreign Military Financing Program.

Limitation on proposed increases for Missile Defense to fiscal year 2000 levels.

Other relevant cuts would be for military spending in the Energy Department budget including


No further spending for the Nuclear Energy Research Institute

No further funding for the National Ignition Facility  (since 2000, of course, the Administration has, to the contrary, proposed an extensive new nuclear weapons program!

And reduction of the Central Intelligence Agency Budget by 10%!!

III.   SUMMARY OF THE PROGRESSIVE CAUCUS TEN YEAR ALTERNATIVE BUDGET INTRODUCED IN 2001
The Congressional Progressive caucus (CPC) Alternative ten year budget was suggested on the floor on March 27, 200l.  It was offered as a substitute for the Administration proposals which dramatically increased military spending, cut funding for education, health and welfare, and gave generous tax cuts to the already rich.
The CPC budget, on the other hand, would have reduced military spending by 20% and eliminated other wasteful government spending.  It shifted savings to education, health and welfare.  It was an integrated budget which also addressed debt reduction and a balanced tax cut.  The budget was debated for about and hour and some 80 Representatives voted yes on the measure.  They are Representatives worth supporting!!!

The following brief summary is from Congressman DeFazio’s website.

FY 2002-2011 BUDGET RESOLUTION SUMMARY
The Congressional Progressive Caucus budget provides a fiscally responsible framework that most appropriately balances the competing demands of the American public for tax relief, debt reduction and adequate investment in critical programs.

The CPC budget distinguishes itself from the others being offered primarily through four spending initiatives:

Much larger investments in education (both elementary/secondary and higher education), including new school construction grants and fully funding Head Start:

The only adequate Medicare prescription drug benefit

Funding for election reform and

Funding for affordable housing construction.

In addition, the CPC budget reorients priorities within the budget to align with the concerns of the America people.  In order to more adequately fund education, health care, housing, social services and veterans programs, the CPC proposes reducing waste, fraud and abuse in the Pentagon weapons budget.  While CPC supports pay increases and other quality of life improvements for our nation’s military personnel, the CPC budget follows the cautious advice of a former Assistant Secretary of Defense under President Reagan for a 20 per cent reduction in the Pentagon budget.  The CPC also proposed making two small corporate tax changes to eliminate the deductibility of excessive CEO compensation and to eliminate the deductibility of tobacco advertising and marketing.  Like President Bush, the CPC proposes reducing corporate welfare, such as OPIC and the Advanced Technology Program.
The CPC budget reserves all Social Security and Medicare surpluses for debt reduction and to meet our obligations to beneficiaries.

The CPC budget divides projected non-Social Security and non-Medicare surpluses into thirds:  one-third for additional debt reduction, one-third for tax relief, and one-third for needed investments.  If current projections hold, this framework will provide around $900 billion (including increased interest costs) for each of these areas.

WILPF Note:  This Progressive Caucus Alternative Budget, like the Woman’s Budget, gives us a tantalizing glimpse of what might have been – and of what could be.  However, those opportunities are lost and we now must find new ways to move forward.
We must not stop working with our Congressional Delegations however.  WILPF has identified about 140 Representatives and almost 30 Senators who share our own views in significant measure.  They need our support on issues, and our input of information.  

Work with our WILPF  EYE on Congress 

Ask your Senators & Representatives 

· Will you vote to prohibit spending our taxes for mini-nukes? 

· Will you vote against the ballistic missile defense program? 

· Will you vote to end subsidies to weapons corporations for marketing arms around the globe?

· Will you vote to pay US dues to the United Nations in full, on time and without conditions?

· Will you vote to fund adequate childcare, education, housing, and health programs for real security? 
Find out for yourself

Learn how your political representatives vote on these issues from Project Vote Smart 1-888-VOTE-SMART or www.vote-smart.org.

Discover how the military budget affects your state at the National Priority Project website www.natprior.org.

Research the status and content of legislation at http://thomas.loc.gov 

Check out amounts weapons industries give to campaigns and spend on lobbying at www.opensecrets.org.

Read how nuclear weapons & arms industry contractors exploit taxpayer concern for nat’l security www.worldpolicy.org/projects/arms
Contact your elected officials

Senators:

Representative:

Congress:  (800) 839-5276 toll-free

President: (202) 456-1111 or president@whitehouse.gov

EYE on Congress

Educating voters and politicians on peace issues and the war economy.

We support public funding for programs that address poverty, inequality and true national security in the United States and abroad.
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Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom

1213 Race Street • Philadelphia, PA 19107-1691

215.563.7110 • 215.563.5527 fax • www.wilpf.org
WILPF's

EYE on 



Congress
Did you know . . .

According to the Center for Defense Information, the U.S. spends more on its military than the next 20 nations combined?  In FY 2004, war spending will be nearly $400 billion?  With a 13% increase it will consume more than half the U.S. discretionary budget?  If Congress enacts the proposed FY 2004 budget, funding for K-12 education, energy efficiency and violence against women programs will be cut?  Pentagon projections say the Defense budget will grow to $509 billion by FY09?

While . . .

· 18.9% of children in the U.S. live in poverty

· 44.3 million people have no health insurance

· 38% of renters cannot afford fair market rate

· 1/3 of our schools need significant repair

· 8.5 million U.S. residents drink polluted water

What can we do about it?

Ask more questions!
Keep on asking your representatives 

questions, after all, they’ll be asking YOU

. . . FOR YOUR vote in 2004!  





 HYPERLINK "http://www.prop1.org/prop1/forward.htm" 
Proposition One is a grassroots movement for disarmament of nuclear weapons and the conversion of nuclear and other arms industries to provide for human and environmental needs. The concept was proven viable by the victory of DC Initiative 37. You can sign the petition online, can print out a petition to circulate and mail back to us, and can help in other ways as well. 

GOOD NEWS! On June 26, 2003, DC's Delegate to the House of Representatives Eleanor Holmes Norton re-introduced, for the SIXTH time, her "Nuclear Disarmament and Economic Conversion Act," HR-2647, which was inspired by Proposition One / DC Initiative 37. Ms. Norton's announcement: http://www.norton.house.gov/issues2.cfm?id=6262 . 

The bill was first introduced in 1994, then 1995, 1997, and 1999, when U.S. Representative Lynn Woolsey joined Ms. Norton and several experts on nuclear disarmament issues to announce active support for the legislation, and again in 2001. Other co-sponsors have included Representatives John Lewis and Cynthia McKinney (Georgia), Fortney Pete Stark (California), David Minge and James Oberstar (Minnesota), Charles Rangel (New York), Al Wynn (Maryland), Earl Hilliard (Alabama). As each Congressional sessions end, all unvoted-on legislation expires and must be re-introduced. Your help is needed in obtaining LOTS of co-sponsors in this Congress! Bipartisan support would be very helpful. 

Contact Proposition One Committee for more information. 



* CO-SPONSORS * HOW TO HELP * LOBBY CONGRESS *
* INTRODUCTION TO PROP1 * SIGN PETITION ON-LINE * PRINT PETITION *
* CONVERSION PROJECT * CURRENT EVENTS *
* ANTI-NUCLEAR WEB SITES * NUCNEWS *
Home Page 



PROPOSITION ONE COMMITTEE
P.O. Box 27217 * Washington, D.C. 20038 
(202) 462-0757 * fax (202) 682-4282 
e-mail: prop1@prop1.org


Proposition One website:  http://www.prop1.org/prop1/prop1.htm
Note from WILPF:  HR 2647 follows on the next page, introduced in the 108th Congress. As a mark of the times, in 2003 Representative Eleanor Holmes Norton, a non-voting House member, had no co-sponsors for her bill.  It was referred to the House International and Armed Services Committees with no action expected.

Nuclear Disarmament and Economic Conversion Act of 2003 (Introduced in House)
HR 2647 IH 

108th CONGRESS

1st Session

H. R. 2647

To provide for nuclear disarmament and economic conversion in accordance with District of Columbia Initiative Measure Number 37 of 1992. 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

June 26, 2003

Ms. NORTON introduced the following bill; which was referred to the Committee on Armed Services, and in addition to the Committee on International Relations, for a period to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned 



A BILL

To provide for nuclear disarmament and economic conversion in accordance with District of Columbia Initiative Measure Number 37 of 1992. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the `Nuclear Disarmament and Economic Conversion Act of 2003'.

SEC. 2. REQUIREMENT FOR NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT AND ECONOMIC CONVERSION.

The United States Government shall--

(1) disable and dismantle all its nuclear weapons and refrain from replacing them at any time with any weapons of mass destruction;

(2) redirect resources that are currently being used for nuclear weapons programs to use--

(A) in converting all nuclear weapons industry employees, processes, plants, and programs smoothly to constructive, ecologically beneficial peacetime activities during the 3 years following the effective date of this Act, and

(B) in addressing human and infrastructure needs such as housing, health care, education, agriculture, and environmental restoration, including alternative fuel sources;

(3) undertake vigorous good faith efforts to eliminate war, armed conflict, and all military operations; and

(4) actively promote policies to induce all other countries to join in these commitments for world peace and security.

SEC. 3. EFFECTIVE DATE.

This Act shall take effect when the President certifies to the Congress that all foreign countries possessing nuclear weapons have established legal requirements comparable to those set forth in section 2 and those requirements have taken effect.

WILPF NOTE:  And here is the Conversion Project of PROJECT ONE.  The aim is to move our nation from dependence on nuclear power and fossil fuels to wind, solar and other more “planet friendly” alternatives.  This is a brave group that doesn’t give up – and the push to end reliance on oil and nuclear power is another necessary step toward sustainable economies of peace.   
THE CONVERSION PROJECT

MISSION STATEMENT: 

Promoting New and Safe Energy Sources

As we enter the new millennium, it is abundantly clear that humankind has squandered many of the earth’s precious resources. In addition, we continue to utilize toxic, often deadly sources of energy. Moreover, through arrogance, ignorance and irresponsibility, we continue to behave reprehensibly by continuing to build, test, and stockpile weapons of mass destruction and to allow the spread of nuclear weapons for profit around the world. We maintain nuclear arsenals under the misguided and arrogant notion that we as a nation possess the wisdom and compassion necessary to avoid their usage, and that possession of these weapons might stop people from making war.

This notion flies in the face of an obvious and historical reality. People have been taught to believe that this situation is permanent; however, there is a way out.

We currently possess the knowledge, and in several instances the technology to provide the energy that we require for both personal and industrial use, without continuing to risk our own demise. These technologies are environmentally safe, abundant, potentially more productive, and certainly as profitable as the limited technologies and energy sources into which we are currently investing many billions of dollars. These include solar, wind, hydrogen, biomass, and with enough research funding, may soon include cold fusion and zero point energy (also referred to as space or free energy). These technologies have not been properly developed for a variety of reasons, none of which can be considered viable or even rational when viewed from the perspective of what is best for humankind.

These new technologies have been largely ignored, both by the U.S. Government and particularly by Corporate America. While there is nothing intrinsically wrong with business for profit, there is a case to be made for decisions that favor people and life over accumulation of profit and wealth. In fact, it is reasonable to postulate that the corporations that pioneer and/or shift into the new technologies should reap tremendous and sustained revenues, much like those that made timely entries into the computer/high tech arena. However, the circumstances as they currently exist are that energy sources are and have always been controlled by a small group of corporate entities. These corporate entities enjoy an intimate and often incestuous relationship with the government, vis-à-vis the Defense/Military establishment. This often unholy alliance keeps us squandering tremendous resources on unnecessary weapons systems and finite energy sources. 

We are all participating in the worse possible lose/lose scenario imaginable. First, fossil fuel sources that we now rely on for most of our power needs are depleting at an alarming rate. Second, nuclear technology produces toxic wastes. Third, our weapons systems of mass destruction are supposedly deterrent weapons, meaning that since everyone has them, no one will dare to use them because the results would be catastrophic. Should one follow this reasoning to its logical conclusion, then these weapons will never be used and we will have poured trillions of dollars into a “black hole”, not to mention the misuse of time and other resources that can never be recovered.

THE CONVERSION PROJECT – AN INTERNATIONAL ARMS AND ENERGY CONVERSION COUNCIL is an outgrowth and associate project of PROPOSITION ONE COMMITTEE, a Washington DC based, not-for-profit organization . The objective of The Conversion Project is to aggressively promote the conversion from fossil fuel and nuclear powered energy usage (both civilian and military) to that of the more environmentally benign energy technologies. Our hope is that the resulting dividend from these safer and more cost-effective technologies may be used for more positive and productive human needs and endeavors. To accomplish this objective the Conversion Project will initially employ a four-pronged offensive:

A) Lobbying the Federal Government

B) Lobbying Corporate America

C) Creating an International Information Clearinghouse

D) Brokering Collaborative and Cooperative Endeavors Between the Disparate Disciplines Within the Scientific Community 

Lobbying the Federal Government

The United States Congress has the responsibility to collect and spend the people's money. Having that authority, Congress has spent nearly 6 trillion of the people's dollars on nuclear weapons alone over the past 50 years. Billions of dollars continue to be spent each year to develop, enhance and maintain nuclear weapons and power facilities, and to contain the toxic wastes that nuclear technology produces. Billions more are spent annually in like fashion to supply us with fossil fuel based energy. Clearly, Congress is acting irresponsibly with the people's money. 

Responsible stewardship would mandate amortizing the 6 trillion dollars over the next 50 years, using it for more humane endeavors. 

Responsible stewardship should not include spending resources on fossil fuel based industries because these fuel sources are rapidly depleting, some scientists predict within 50 years. Fossil fuels are also said to be major contributors to the greenhouse effect. 

Responsible stewardship should not include spending resources on nuclear energy technologies because these technologies have proven to be unsafe (e.g. Chernobyl in the former Soviet Union and Three Mile Island, USA). In addition, the extremely toxic waste material produced by these power plants is yet to be safely contained. 

The most irresponsible stewardship of the people's resources is the continued presence of nuclear weapons. There is worldwide consensus that these weapons should never, indeed, must never be used again if we hope to continue to exist on this planet. The people's money would be more intelligently spent on sources of energy that are abundant and life enhancing. 

The Conversion Project will lobby Congress to pass laws that will provide incentives for the scientific community and the business community to research, develop and mass produce wind, solar, hydrogen, biomass, and any other environmentally compatible and infinite energy source technologies. These laws and initiatives must be creative and comprehensive. 

Lobbying Corporate America

It is a given that companies are in business to make and maximize profits. However, over the past twenty years, the concepts of corporate responsibility and corporate good neighboring have become part of the business lexicon. Initially, these initiatives were considered unnecessary expenses and met with very rigid resistance within the corporate community. Over time of course, businesses around the globe began to understand the importance of these concepts and thus began to realize tangible financial and spiritual benefits.

This phenomenon provides the basic foundation and approach for The Conversion Project’s lobbying efforts toward the corporate world. In short, our message to industry is that it is morally responsible AND financially advantageous to phase out the business of finite and toxic energy production and to phase in clean, safe, infinite energy technologies. This will undoubtedly be a formidable challenge because it is basic human nature to resist change. Certainly, it is in the nature of big business to avoid forays into unknown and uncharted waters. That was in large part the reason for such intense initial reluctance of businesses to take the high-tech leap during the 1970’s and 80’s. However, once the Federal Government and the academic community began initiatives to stimulate that industry and a few visionary companies began to promote and to mass-produce high-tech products and services, the information and high-tech industries exploded. Many of those visionary companies and others that joined in later have produced legendary revenues, profits, and dividends for tens of thousands of shareholders. Perhaps the most well known examples of this phenomenon are of course, Apple Computers and Microsoft, Inc.

The Conversion Project asserts that the legendary stories of the new energy technology field have yet to be written; that the legendary revenues, profits, and dividends have yet to be earned. Therefore, simultaneous to our lobbying efforts in Congress, we seek to persuade Corporate America that it can enhance the quality of life for humankind and at the same time stay true to its primary bottom-line objectives. 

Creating An International Information Clearinghouse

Information is the most valuable commodity as we enter the next millennium. Although there has been a fair amount of research done in various areas of new energy technologies, much of this research is not easily accessible to the business community, the activist community, the general public, and even to the government and scientific community in some cases. In order to reach a consensus regarding comprehensive phasing in of the new energy technologies, more complete and accurate information about them must be made available. 

The Conversion Project will seek to fill this void by collecting and disseminating up to date information about solar, wind, hydrogen, biomass, cold fusion, and other alternative technologies as it becomes available and on a continuous basis. This information will be made available on the internet within the web pages of the Proposition One Committee.

Brokering Cooperative and Collaborative Endeavors Between the Disparate Disciplines Within The Scientific Community

This is a somewhat delicate issue because it seems to be an unspoken truth within the scientific community. A major impediment to accomplishing completed working models of the various alternative technologies and in many instances even reaching agreement on the validity and viability of certain technologies, is the seeming inability of scientists of differing fields of study to work together in a productive manner. An illustrative example of this phenomenon is seen in the efforts to verify "Zero Point Energy" (ZPE). More mainstream physicists discount the validity of this concept based upon the fact that some Z.P.E. experiment results are in violation of the known laws of physics. These scientists are then shunned by the mainstream scientific community, making efforts to get funding impossible and therefore slowing down or halting further experimentation. Also, there are far too many instances of researchers from different nations who may be working on similar or identical projects refusing to share data and in some cases, outright hiding of data, which in turn prevents the possibility of major breakthroughs. Moreover, there is often a contentious relationship between the theorists in a given field and the engineers who must ultimately build the mechanisms that bring the theories to fruition.

The Conversion Project asserts that these obstacles, born of misplaced ego and destructive nationalistic pride, are counter-productive and no longer acceptable. Humanity's need for more life enhancing technologies far outweigh these frivolous motivations. Therefore, we will seek to bring these disparate groups together through direct consultations, conferences, symposia and any other reasonable methods that will propel us toward the truth.

For more information or to express interest in serving in an advisory capacity, please e-mail us.

Proposition One | Peaceful Energy
A-Z Antinuclear Weblinks


This useful interactive site is found at http://www.nationalpriorities.org/ 
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	Publications

	

	Below is a list of NPP's publications starting with the most recent.

	"Cost to Taxpayers of the New $25 Billion War Request":
Factsheets for each state showing the cost to taxpayers for the new $25 billion Iraq war supplemental appropriation. (May, 2004)

"Where Do Your Tax Dollars Go?":
Factsheets for each state and selected cities showing how the federal government spent the average household's tax dollars. (April, 2004)

"The President's Budget: Impact on the States":
Factsheets for each state showing the effects of the Bush Administration's proposed FY 2005 budget. (February, 2004)

"Federal Budget Year in Review, 2003":
NPP's Year in Review provides a quick analysis of key Bush Administration tax and spending policies as they relate to social needs, military spending and tax policy.(January, 2004)

NPP's "Federal Budget Pages":
Short explanations of the federal budget, what it is and how it works. (Regularly updated.)

"Tax Breaks for Dirty Energy":
The latest energy bill includes $19 billion in tax cuts for the most polluting segment of the energy sector. See NPP Fact sheets on how else that money could benefit the states. (October, 2003)

"Trillion $ Tradeoff":
The Impact of Federal Estate Tax Repeal (October, 2003)

"Invading and Occupying Iraq":
An NPP Factsheet on how the $87 billion Bush administration appropriation request will affect your state. (September, 2003)

"Cost of War": Costs to states and selected cities for the wars and reconstruction and occupation of Afghanistan and Iraq: A table showing the cost breakdowns of the $87 billion appropriation request and the total $141 billion spending on Iraq. (October, 2003)




	National Priorities Project
17 New South St., Suite 302
Northampton, MA 01060
Tel:413-584-9556 Fax:413-586-9647
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Proposed Discretionary Spending, FY2005

The following chart shows proposed discretionary spending if the President's Budget Proposal were to pass. The Bush Administration has said that it will request another $50 billion for the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, though it put nothing in the budget proposal for those wars. The chart below assumes that another $50 billion will be requested. 
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Source: Budget of the U.S. Government, FY2005
© 2004 National Priorities Project, Inc.

Other includes energy (0.4%); agriculture (0.6%); commerce and housing credit (-0.1%); community and regional development (1.5%); the administration of Medicare (0.4%) and Social Security (0.5%); and general government (2%). 
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Wilpf note: This was a bold project of the Institute for Policy Studies during the decade after the cold war when many of us were still working to achieve that “peace dividend.”  Hopes were fading by the time of the Newt Gingrich led “revolution” in 1995, and after 1999 this site has been inactive. Good resources can still be accessed from the site, however, as we continue seeking our way into a future without dependence on economies of war. Access the site at http://www.webcom.com/ncecd/  .
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WE SHALL BEAT OUR SWORDS INTO PLOWSHARES
	Economic Conversion Project 

The Peace and Security Program of the Institute for Policy Studies includes the Economic Conversion Project (ECP) dedicated to educating the public on the need and the means for an orderly transfer of military resources to civilian use.
The end of the Cold War gives us an unprecedented opportunity to reverse the arms race, build a new foundation for international security, and reorient billions of dollars in the defense budget to our neglected domestic needs. What holds us back are the millions jobs and the economic health of whole communities and whole sectors of our economy that are currently dependent on military spending.
	

733 15th St. NW, Suite 1020
Washington, DC 20005
Phone: (202) 234-9382 x214
Fax: (202) 319-3558
Email: ncecd@igc.apc.org 


The key to breaking this impasse is a comprehensive program of economic conversion, emphasizing planning for alternative production, before the cuts and the layoffs occur. Replacing the stimulus of military spending will also require investments that will open up alternative markets for defense contractors and promote sustainable economic growth.
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	New Reports from ECP
Recent studies from ECP include: A Tale of Two Markets: Trade in Arms and Environmental Technologies, From Private to State Capitalism: How the Permanent War Economy Transformed the Institutions of American Capitalism and US Conversion after the Cold War, 1990-1997.

Upcoming Conference

The 1999 International Grassroots Summit on Military Base Cleanup is designed to help grassroots community and nationally-based activists cope with the problems associated with overseas military activities and advance the cause of U.S. responsibility for base cleanup. The program will allow activists and advance the cause of U.S. responsibility for base cleanup. The program will allow activists from host nations to exchange information, to network, and to craft a common agenda which they will then present to the media, to Congress and to the United Nations. Activists attending the Summit will leave better able to advance their interests at home and be part of an international grassroots action plan to secure the toxic and hazardous materials cleanup of American military bases overseas.

The ECP Report Archives
ECP issues various briefing papers, other reports, and longer monographs on conversion-related topics including infrastructure and economic conversion. 

Rebuilding America's Means of Production
A special ECP publication showing the tradeoffs between necessary industrial investment and military programs, and between infrastructure investments and military programs. 

Organizations & Publications
A list of organizations working on conversion issues and related publications.    
Government Resources
This page includes links to an array of administrative programs relevant to economic conversion within the White House, Executive Agencies and the Departments of Commerce, Defense, Energy, Labor and Transportation. Links to major Congressional sources are also included. 

The New Economy
Published quarterly up until the Fall of 1995, The New Economy reported on developments in the direction of these goals. 
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