



                                                                                                                         


WOMEN’S INTERNATIONAL LEAGUE FOR PEACE AND FREEDOM

DISARM: DISMANTLE THE WAR ECONOMY CAMPAIGN

Our Campaign goals approved in 1999: To generate political demand for dismantling the US war economy and election of representatives in Washington committed to a new definition of national security based on decent investment in social spending at home and abroad and conversion to a peace economy.  Promote abolition of nuclear weapons and reduction of conventional arms manufacture and export by exposing and eliminating war corporation domination of budget and foreign policy decision-making in Washington.

IN THIS ISSUE:

AUTUMN EMPHASIS: ELIMINATING BIOWEAPONS
1.  Who is monitoring biodefense research since the U.S. torpedoed the UN Bioweapons inspection protocol? Can we unite to ensure enforcement of the Bioweapons Convention? 
2.  U.S. multi-billion dollar Project Bio-Shield, analyzed by WILPF member Dr. Margaret Kosal,  Stanford University specialist in chemical and bioweapons non-proliferation.
3.  Is there a Biodefense project near you? A map and list of projects and project applicants.
LOOKING BACKWARD:  KEEP SPACE FOR PEACE CAMPAIGN
4.  Keep Space for Peace Week!  A summary of WILPF participation 

5.  Continuing to oppose space militarization and promoting our A Space for Peace video.
6.  And a report from DISARM co-chair on detention during the GOP convention.
LOOKING FORWARD:  NUCLEAR WEAPONS AND THE NPT REVIEW
7.  Preparing for the UN Nuclear Non-Proliferation treaty review conference in May
8.  Nuclear weapons legislation in Congress: acting on EYE alerts in days ahead.
Sources for information in this UPDATE  are at http://www.wilpf.org/section/campaign/DISARM_abolition.htm  under Bio-Weapons Convention. Queries can be made of Gillian Gilhool, Program Director, WILPF National Office, 1213 Race Street, Philadelphia PA 19107-1691.

1.  WHO IS MONITORING BIODEFENSE RESEARCH IN THE USA?
The answer is almost no one beyond the Pentagon itself.  At present the task appears to be left to a handful of scientists, a few non-governmental watch dog organizations and to grass roots groups like the ones in which WILPF members in  Boston, Portland, San Francisco, Berkeley  and Davis CA are presently involved.
Read about the urgent need to support the endangered UN Bioweapons treaty and to insist on an inspection protocol.  This and a brief report on the efforts of Boston WILPF members appear on page 2. Read the article on Homeland Security’s Project Bioshield by WILPF member Margaret Kosal on pages 3 and 4.  Examine the map and list of Bioshield and Biodefense sites on pages 5 and 6.  If your WILPF Branch is near any of these sites please contact DISARM immediately and join our Bio-Weapons Treaty Enforcement Network.  Email DISARM ABOLITION PROJECT at curner@qwest.net or contact Gillian Gilhool at the national WILPF office.

* * * * * * * * * * 
Unlike the chemical weapons ban and the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, the 1975 UN Bio-weapons Convention included no provision for on-site inspection. By the year 2000 UN member nations (including the United States), working together over a six year period, had carefully designed a new monitoring and inspection protocol which would have encouraged transparency and made treaty enforcement more possible.

In 2001 the present U.S. Administration withdrew support from the Inspection Protocol and declared it dead, saying it was against U.S. national interests and would “pose a risk to proprietary commercial information.” Under that rejected Protocol 150 nations party to the Convention -- including Iraq, Iran, North Korea and Libya which the US claimed violated the treaty -- would have been subject to on-site inspections.

Now US policy has shifted from support of a strengthened Bioweapons treaty to enforcement through threat of sanctions and pre-emptive attacks against countries like Iraq and Iran. Indeed, this policy was actually employed against Iraq, although after the “shock and awe” bombing and invasion, US inspectors  ascertained that Iraq had no bioweapons program after all.  Now, however, similar threats are being made by the US against Iran and North Korea.  The Administration has even made it clear that it would, if deemed “necessary,” use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear countries identified as adversarial and believed to have such programs.
Rejection of UN inspection by the current Administration was followed by Congressional appropriations for vastly expanded Biodefense and BioShield programs. Now the annual budget for bioagents research has surpassed the annual cost of the Manhattan Project and the Strategic Defense Initiative (adjusting for inflation). The total budget for BioDefense and BioShield is estimated at 10 to 12 billion through the year 1210. 
Homeland Security’s Project BioShield, and military Biodefense contracts are now  major funding sources for medical and other biotech research. Many of our universities are vigorously competing for the contracts. The number of labs approved for bio-agent research has passed 300.  The number of persons approved for work with bio-agents has passed 11,000.   Conventional public health programs have been cut by over 8%, in part to release funds for biodefense research that  will bring deadly exotic and dangerous pathogens like plague, anthrax, botulism and Ebola. into our communities 

Watch dog non-governmental organizations like the Sunshine Project, Federation of American Scientists, the Center for Arms Control and Non-Proliferation, BASIC and Tri-Valley Cares – as well as WILPF DISARM  -- are concerned about possible U.S. research for offensive use in violation of the UN Biological Weapons Convention.  The line between offensive and defensive research is very thin indeed.  The Center for Arms Control  and Sunshine Project believe they have already spotted treaty violations. Even if suspicions are unjustified, the U.S. rejection of inspection followed by a multi-billion dollar bio-defense program worries allies and adversaries alike, and can trigger a new bio-weapons arms race – exactly what the 1975 Bioweapons Convention was intended to prevent! 
Boston WILPF members are currently involved in opposition to a Project Bioshield billion dollar plus lab to be sited in Roxbury, a low income Boston “community of color.”  WILPF members have joined forces with ACE, a Roxbury community neighborhood action group, to oppose the lab.  ACE has developed an excellent website on their struggle at www.ace-ej.org .  Please explore it for far more information and expert testimony than we can give here on the dangers of this Homeland Security Bioshield program when pursued without either UN inspection or adequate civilian and community oversight.
Remember, the UN BioWeapons Convention was initiated by President Nixon, ratified by the U.S. Senate, came into force in 1975  and is now, under our Constitution, part of the law of our land.  

· We must ensure enforcement of this treaty in the USA.  

· Funds currently appropriated for bio-weapons and bio-defense research should be channeled instead into financing  the UN Bio-weapons treaty inspection and enforcement mechanisms 

· And into meeting community health needs in the USA and globally
· Legitimate bio-defense research could continue to be funded at an appropriate level once UN inspection and monitoring is in place.
2.
PROJECT BIOSHIELD AND U.S. CIVILIAN BIODEFENSE FUNDING

By Dr. Margaret E. Kosal, Stanford University (WILPF member and specialist on chemical and bio-weapons non-proliferation).

What is Project BioShield?  

Nominally, Project BioShield is a pro-active measure to boost the U.S. domestic ability to defend and treat civilians if another state or terrorists attack with chemical, biological, radiological or nuclear weapons.  It targets commercial development and production of vaccines and adjuvants – things to mitigate the effects of biological weapons. 
Project BioShield was announced during George W. Bush’s January 2003 State of the Union address as an initiative to develop and make available “modern, effective drugs and vaccines to protect against attack by biological and chemical weapons or other dangerous pathogens.”  Bush signed Project BioShield into law 21 July 2004.  The suggested budget was nearly $6 billion over ten years.  

Project BioShield has three main components: 

1) the creation of “a permanent indefinite funding authority to spur development of medical countermeasures,” which will allow the U.S. government to purchase vaccines and therapies.  It is to be overseen by “collaboration” between the Secretaries of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) and the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS).  The permanent funding part is important – therefore not subject to review for establishment each year; appropriations are mandated.  This is important for companies -- their funding will not go away after a few years.  These “market guarantees” are the heart of this incentive.  

2) Project BioShield also advocates a new process for funding new National Institutes of Health (NIH) programs and a “streamline” proposal review procedure.

3) BioShield also enacts a new FDA “Emergency Use Authorization for Promising Medical Countermeasures Under Development.”  This sounds like a fast-track drug approval to override standard FDA licensing process and review in the event of a “crisis” or “when an attack occurs.”  It is, plus more.  It allows for the purchase of unapproved and unlicensed countermeasures by the government (if “sufficient and satisfactory clinical experience or research data” is available to “support a reasonable conclusion that the product will qualify for approval or licensing … within 5 years”).  Who exactly makes that judgment – scientist, lawyer or former pharmaceutical lobbyist now political appointee – is not specified.  Only 1 out of every 5 drugs that begin the three-phase FDA approval process successfully completes it.  Therefore, much of the risk and cost for trials can be shifted from biotech companies to the government.  This not only applies to adjuvants but also to diagnostic and detection equipment.  

Panacea of Vaccines?

There are scientific issues with a policy of pursuing vaccines as the best defense against unknown bioterrorism threats.  This is not to be taken as a critique of the life-saving benefit that vaccines provided in the 20th century and the critical place in world’s public health infrastructure that they continue to serve in the 21st century.  It’s more of a numbers game.  

The U.S. Center for Disease Control’s (CDC) Category A list includes five specific agents (those microorganisms responsible for smallpox, the plague, anthrax, tularemia, and botulism) along with the a class of viruses responsible for the viral hemorrhagic fevers (Ebola, Marburg, Lassa, etc.)  The Category B list contains ten specific microorganisms, along with organisms of concern for food and water safety.  So with just what is mentioned here, that’s a minimum of eighteen vaccines. 

Within a species microorganisms, like humans, are not all exactly alike – genetic differences between populations are called strains.  A flu vaccine strain prepared for what is anticipated to be the predominant flu strains of one season often has preventative properties against other emerging strains.  In other cases the effectiveness of a vaccine developed for one strain may be significantly less effective against another.  Smart vaccine design can often deal with this but not always.  

More worrisome, genetic engineering can create strains that are resistant to known vaccines or super-virulent.  Under the moniker, Project Bonfire, such work was  widely alleged to have been done as part of the former Soviet Union’s offensive biological weapons (BW) program in the 1970’s and 1980’s.  Unanticipated strains, intentionally created or manifest by nature, and microbiological chimeras – those that “look” like nonpathogenic organisms to the body but contains genetic information for lethal toxins – are just a couple areas of biodefense via Project BioShield that are problematic from a scientific perspective.

Biotech Corporate Welfare 

In reality, Project BioShield is funding large amounts of so-called “corporate welfare.”  Repeated cries have been made regarding the lack of motivation for companies to bring such products to market.  The reality of our capitalistic, market-driven system is that compassion doesn’t pay corporate dividends (nor does good science necessarily).  Many attribute the paucity of bioterrorism countermeasures to the lack of a viable commercial market.  Because these diseases occur infrequently in nature or have been eradicated here in the U.S., the opinion is that there is little significant economic incentive for the multi-million dollar investments required to bring a new treatment to the consumer marketplace.  Project BioShield has been sold to legislators and the public under this pretext.  Some of the assumptions need to be challenged.
Biodefense is a small, short-term market as compared to overall U.S. and international health industry.  Ideally the goal is to create a product that will never need to be used.  Corporate apprehensions repeatedly cite the lack of a guaranteed market or the “zero market incentive,” but even relatively small federal grants ($1-5M) have demonstrated positive influence on companies.  For example, the diagnostics company Cepheid (Sunnyvale CA) received a $5M grant and saw its share price jump from $1.50 to $8, despite less than $3M in sales.  Nanogen (San Diego CA) scored a $1.5M Army grant, and its share prices tripled.  Clearly, there is a non-biodefense benefit for companies pursuing biodefense funding.  Is this a case of corporate spokesman repeating the same thing over and over until the public believes it is true?  

Much of the fundamental research and development that will result in countermeasures to bioterrorist agents is not all that different from research and development that results in products for the current marketplace.  Biological and pharmacological research is highly transferable – multiple profitable dual-use applications.  Corporations want rights to off-label or secondary usage.  If a product developed under Project BioShield funding results in development of a non-biodefense product, who gets the profits?  This has not been addressed.  With the expedited FDA review, products may be able to get to the marketplace and then be available for off-label usage sooner.  An example of a product developed for one application which has proven to be an off-label economic windfall is Rogaine for hair-loss (originally used to treat high blood pressure).  In the spring, companies protested the House version of the Project BioShield bill because it did not automatically extend right to secondary usage.

Product Safety

Project BioShield legislation in both the Senate and the House began with provisions to completely eliminate any liability for pharmaceutical companies.  Public outcry resulted in removal of such language.  Efficacy and safety testing related to biological warfare agents ranges from merely difficult to nearly impossible.  Establishment of testing protocol is a major policy issue.  How does one develop such a protocol?  One cannot presume to intentionally infect healthy individuals with a biological warfare agent (although the U.S. Army did so via Operation WhiteCoat between 1954 and 1973, in which approximately 2300 draftees were deliberately exposed to the weaponized pathogens responsible for Q fever, tularemia, and Venezuelan equine encephalitis).  Testing often uses primate animals or isolated cells in a laboratory.  The FDA currently lacks guidelines for the clinical testing of therapeutics against lethal biological agents (those not occurring naturally).  Draft rules were put forth in 1999 but have not been finalized.  
Other Biodefense funding

Project BioShield is connected with, but separate from, the programs funding constructions of high level bio-containment facilities, known as Biosafety Level (BSL) 3 and BSL 4 Laboratories, around the country.  There is also a corporate connection to the push for more bio-containment facilities (BSL-3 and BSL-4):  

“It is not feasible for the private sector to build or operate all of the biocontainment facilities needed, and it is essential that countermeasure candidates developed in the private sector can be tested for pre-clinical efficacy in the public funded facilities, especially where physical control of dangerous biothreat agents must be assured.”  Leighton Read, M.D.  General partner Alloy Ventures (venture capital firm for small biotech companies) and representative of BIO, Testimony before U.S. House Committee reviewing Project BioShield legislation, 27 March 2003.  

So private companies will use publicly funded BSL labs to do private work that will implicitly dive into the world of confidentially protection, trade secrets, and intellectual property rights.  The government and public universities will be responsible for some costly pragmatic factors associated with these bio-containment facilities.  Not only does the industry want controlled access but they don’t want to pay for the actual construction, the maintenance, the on-going security issues or the waste expenses.

Many of the new biodefense research labs are to be located on university campuses.  The leading concern in local communities objecting to the programs is fear that pathogens will escape.  The labs are designed to be extraordinarily high security and as near as possible to “fail safe.”  Although extremely rare, unintended infections have occurred in the U.S. and elsewhere.  In almost all instances, it has been laboratory workers who have become infected.  A risk, observed in Singapore with a laboratory worker exposed to SARS, is that friends and family may be subsequently infected.

Conclusion

There’s A LOT of $$$$$ being tossed at biodefense.  Some U.S. and international corporations are in position to reap large profits.  Meaningful and beneficial research might get accomplished too, but it is hard not to be skeptical.  Public health research and investment is noticeably deficient.  In March 2003, the Institute of Medicine and the U.S. National Academy of Sciences released a report detailing urgent pleas for the U.S. government “to fortify its public health system to tackle microbes that trigger infectious diseases.”  These policy recommendations have not been championed by any strong Congress members advocating multi-billion dollar investments.  Increasing public health does not have an attraction factor for the private sector.  This shows a failure to consider threats holistically.  Antibiotic resistant tuberculosis does not discriminate between the urban poor and the people who live in the 'McMansions' cleaned by those without healthcare for near-poverty wages. Public health activities benefit all and need to be brought to the forefront of any biodefense funding policy.
3a.  There is a Map of the US Biodefense program which is included in the Mil-Corp manual or available at http://www.sunshine-project.org.  Follow the tab at the top for Biodefense and follow the instructions from there.  
There are two pages, the map is page 1 and the key is page 2.  Make sure you get them both!
3b.  The copy for this page must be photo-copied from 

page 126 of you master copy of the Mil-Corp manual.  It should be 

page 6 in the DISARM UPDATE.

It is the Map Key and lists High containment labs and other facilities in the US Biodefense program.  It is also taken from the Sunshine Project.  I was able to print it out but cannot figure out how to transmit it electronically.

4)  A NINE PAGE SUMMARY OF WILPF PARTICIPATION IN SPACE FOR PEACE WEEK is available on our website at www.wilpf.org.  Here are some high lights:
WILPF DISARM co-sponsored the week’s kick off event at Vandenberg Air Force Base on September 25.  WILPF member MacGregor Eddy was the major organizer of the successful event where Helen Caldicott spoke to demonstrators and Base personnel on a bull horn. Four ground based missile defense interceptors – untested and non-working – are now being installed there. MacGregor also produced the new WILPF/GN video on A Space for Peace.
Baltimore Branch joined in the annual memorial march to Washington D.C., with an emphasis on Space for Peace. Boston Branch held five vigils with leafleting. Delaware County, PA Branch joined Brandywine in demonstrations at Lockheed Martin in Valley Forge; Fort Greeley, Colorado Branch joined in the second annual “adopt a silo day” at Colorado’s Minute Man III Missile Silos.  This is the same complex at which Sisters Ardeth Platte, Carol Gilbert and Jackie Hudson were arrested; Hartford, CT Branch organized a conference on Nuclear Weapons and Empire with Susi Snyder speaking; Maine Branch joined demonstrations against aegis destroyer (General Dynamics contract) at Bath Iron Works; Portland Branch both marched and leafleted Sacramento also leafleted on Space for Peace. Saint Louis, Mo and Santa Cruz, Ca Branches each brought Helen Caldicott to speak on the connections between space militarization and nuclear weapons.  Go to www.wilpf.org home page to find Jan Harwood’s new Raging Grannies song, composed for the occasion in Santa Cruz; Tucson Branch organized two community forums with Loring Wirbel and were very pleased with the results and recommend Loring as a speaker.  He was also pleased and you can read is comments at www.wilpf.org. 
Des Moines, Detroit, Fresno, Pittsburgh, Portland, Seattle, Springfield IL and Tucson Branches all showed the video A Space for Peace.  Los Angeles and Catonsville, MD Branches expect to do so soon. Philadelphia Branch plans a forum with Curt Eisendrath on the U.S. missile defense program: past, present and future.
And in Stockholm WILPF Sections from the Nordic countries co-sponsored a whiz bang conference on "Keep Space For Peace! NPT and The Role of The Nordic Countries in US Space plans." Read an account on the WILPF Home Page at www.wilpf.org or on the international website at www.wilpf.int.ch  .
5)  A SPACE FOR PEACE produced by MacGregor Eddy and filmed by Daniel Reilly

All Branches should have received their complimentary copies of the WILPF/GN A Space for Peace video.  Tell us how you use it.  Contact Gillian Gilhool at the WILPF office or email curner@qwest.net .

You may freely reproduce copies or order additional ones in VHS or DVD format from the national office for just $10.00 including postage.  Detroit Branch showed it in coffee houses, Seattle showed it to seniors and Unitarians, Portland is distributing DVDs along with resource packets (including Vision 2020 and Addicted to War) to  educators for classroom use.  Springfield was planning to show it on cable TV.  A 28 minute version is available for that purpose.  Contact Gillian Gilhool at the National Office or email MacGregor Eddy mindful@redshift.com .
6)
A Week of Actions in NYC at the RNC    by Ellen Barfield, DISARM Campaign co-chair.    

(Ellen joined a week of anti-war actions in New York City during the Republican National Convention. She was not officially representing WILPF, but marched with War Resisters League,  United for Peace and Justice, Veterans for Peace, Stonewalk, the “And Still We Rise “ poor peoples group, School of the Americas Watch and others. This excerpt from her report describes her detention.)
On Tues., 31 Aug., about 2:30 pm I joined the rally at Ground Zero-World Trade Center organized by War Resisters League and School of the Americas Watch among other groups. The march stepped off from there about 4 pm, in pairs not blocking the sidewalk and obeying traffic signals, as had been worked out with the Police. I was very near the front, helping carry a yellow banner with blue letters which read, I think, “End All War”. As many of us marchers as could cross with the first light did so.

Soon the march was stopped by a very agitated “white shirt”, high ranking Police officer, who screamed that we were not doing what we had agreed to do and that we were all under arrest. He called for the orange web barriers, and we were quickly surrounded and blocked in. We were puzzled, as we had been carefully not blocking the sidewalk and following the traffic signals. We waited until about 6pm for the bus to depart for Pier 57. 

I was held in Pier 57 for about 18 hours. This old city bus depot was outfitted with recently-installed chain-link pens with razor wire at the top. Most of the pens were roughly 20' by 40' with an outer corridor holding 2 porta-potties. The pens had 2 or 3 benches on which maybe 6 people each could sit. At one point in the pen where I spent most of the night, we counted and determined that approximately 100 women were in there. 

Obviously we all eventually at least sat on the floor, and many lay down. The cement floor was coated with a black greasy layer of grime, presumably made up of old diesel fuel, road grime and detergent from washing buses, and perhaps soot with asbestos and fiberglass, as we heard the building had sustained a fire at one point. Some people got rashes and other skin lesions. I was careful not to actually touch the floor.

I was transported to the central police holding facility about 11:30 am, Wed., 1 Sept. The next nearly 24 hours saw many cell shufflings. At one point I got put in with Starhawk and a group of her followers, and we had an interesting discussion. In my last cell grouping was a DC Code Pink woman I know who had gotten onto the Republican Convention floor Wednesday night and been arrested, and she told me Pier 57 had carpeting on the floors of the cells that night. I was finally released without even being arraigned, on a Desk Appearance Ticket, about 8:30 am, Thurs., 2 Sept, for a total of about 41 hours in detention. 

I went to the friend's house where I was staying and got coddled a bit with some real, hot, food, and the heaven of a shower. I arrived at noon at the "Vigil for the Fallen" day-long event in Union Square Park sponsored by Veterans for Peace, Military Families Speak Out, Iraq Veterans Against the War, and many other groups. 

The noon-time speak out was just taking place, so my colleague, VFP President Dave Cline, called me to the microphone to tell a bit about my experience, and that resulted in several media interviews. You may have seen the article in the San Francisco Chronicle which quoted me fairly accurately. I had also been interviewed by the Baltimore NPR radio station at Ground Zero and had called the reporter after I got out. Friends have told me that interview ran, but I have not heard it.

I stayed in Union Square Park for the beginning of the UFPJ Rally that night, and finally went home and slept the clock around. All charges against the 227 people arrested and incarcerated in this action were dropped in early Oct. Likely class action suits will be brought for false arrest and the bad conditions of incarceration.

LOOKING FORWARD:  NUCLEAR WEAPONS AND THE NPT REVIEW

7.  Preparing for the UN Nuclear Non-Proliferation treaty review conference in May.  

For the remainder of our present Campaign cycle, until June, 2005, DISARM will be concentrating on nuclear weapons issues and the UN Nuclear Non-Proliferation Review Conference in May, 2005.  Thanks in large part to nuclear policies of the present US Administration, the NPT is in grave danger of collapsing after steadily moving the world toward abolition of nuclear weapons for the past  thirty-four years. The WILPF staff at the UN, Reaching Critical Will, will again take the lead in organizing NGO sessions during the conference, and US WILPF and DISARM will offer training on the UN Disarmament treaty process and help Branches organize community education and outreach programs.

In mid-November DISARM expects to mail the first packet of resource materials to Branches, including a complimentary copy of our newly revised Mil-Corp Manual and initial organizing materials from ABOLITION 2000, Mayors for Peace and Reaching Critical Will.  Watch for the packet to arrive!
8.  Nuclear weapons legislation in Congress: acting on EYE alerts in days ahead.  We actually had successes in the 108th Congress on resisting new nuclear weapons policies.  Congress voted to continue funding the UN Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty process even though the Administration has not resubmitted the treaty for ratification.  And the House rebelled against funding for new nuclear weapons and voted to cancel most of the program.  The Senate will not vote until after elections, so watch your EYE alerts carefully for recommended actions.  And let’s work for even more victories in the 109th!!!
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