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Deployment of low-yield nuclear weapons  

lowers the threshold for war   
by Bruce Amundson and Joseph Berkson, Washington Physicians 

for Social Responsibility, printed by their permission and first 

published in The Seattle Times, Feb 14, 2020 

 

Current tensions with Iran, and President Donald Trump’s 
impulsive decision-making in a very volatile environment, create 
an increased risk of actual use of nuclear weapons that should be 
sobering to all Americans. The U.S. Defense 
Department confirmed on Feb. 5 that the Navy has deployed a 
low-yield, submarine-launched ballistic missile warhead. Bill Arkin 
and Hans Kristensen of the Federation of American Scientists 

first disclosed the deployment a week before that. 

“The administration’s decision to deploy the W76-2 warhead 
remains a misguided and dangerous one,” said U.S. Rep. Adam 
Smith, D-WA, Chairman of the House Armed Services Committee, 
adding, “The deployment of this warhead does nothing to make 

Americans safer.” 

This low-yield warhead gives the United States a weapon its 
advocates say is more “usable,” and thus more effective as a 
deterrent. The U.S. National Security Strategy now describes a 
role for nuclear weapons against “non-nuclear strategic attacks 
and large-scale conventional aggression,” explicitly saying that 
the W-76-2 is intended to “expand the range of credible U.S. 
options for responding to nuclear or non-nuclear strategic 

attacks.” 

It is this new posturing for the low-yield Trident warhead that 
makes the potential for use of nuclear weapons much more likely. 
Though articulated as a counter to Russia, government officials 

today agree that this new warhead was all along intended to fill 
a niche of providing a weapon to counter imminent North Korea 
or Iranian attacks. Given the recent precedent-breaking strike 
against Iranian top military commander Qassem Soleimani, this 

should sound alarms. 

As U.S. Rep. Ted Lieu, D-Calif., rightly pointed out, 

“There is no such thing as a low-yield nuclear war.” 

U.S. Sen. Dianne Feinstein made a similar point in a 2017 
Washington Post Op-Ed. Any nuclear war would result in one of 

the worst human catastrophe imaginable. 

That’s why our organization, Washington Physicians for Social 
Responsibility, joined dozens of organizations in opposing funding 
for deployment of the low-yield W76-2 Trident warhead in the 
National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA). Chairman Smith led a 
concerted effort on the House side to defeat multiple attempts to 
fund the weapon. Unfortunately, the Senate’s version of the 
NDAA, which included funding for deployment of the warhead, 

ultimately prevailed. 

To an adversary, a submarine-launched missile with a low-
yield nuclear warhead would likely be completely 
indistinguishable on radar from missiles armed with high-yield 
bombs. Therefore, an adversary may respond to such a launch 
with a full attack, immediately escalating the conflict to full 
nuclear war. This dramatically increases the chance of a nuclear 
exchange due to miscalculation or human error. (We’ve narrowly 
avoided such conflicts before, perhaps most famously on Sept. 26, 
1983, when Soviet military officer Stanislav Petrov made a split-
second decision not to trigger a nuclear war with the United States 
when he deemed a supposed incoming ballistic missile alert to be 

an error.) 

The term “low-yield” is also misleading and could at some 
future date mislead a commander-in-chief. At 6.5 kilotons, these 
low-yield warheads are 591 times more powerful than the largest 
conventional weapon the United States has ever used, the GBU-
43/B “Massive Ordnance Air Blast” (MOAB) bomb and 2,600 
times more powerful than the 1995 Oklahoma City bomb. The 
W76-2 “low-yield” nuclear weapon can have up to 43% of the 
yield of the atomic bomb that leveled Hiroshima in 1945. 
According to the Columbia University Center for Nuclear Studies, 

that bomb killed between 90,000 and 166,000 people.  

Deploying this weapon was a serious mistake, increasing the 
likelihood of a catastrophic nuclear war. With a motto of 
“prevention is the only cure,” and recognizing there is no relevant 
medical “treatment” for the human carnage from nuclear war, 
Physicians for Social Responsibility urges all nine nuclear-armed 
countries to negotiate an agreement for the total elimination of 
nuclear weapons. Here in Washington state, we can push for that 
change by passing SJM 8006/HJM 4008, “Requesting that 
Congress establish more checks and balances to reduce the 

possibility of nuclear war.”   

 

 

  

SADLY, BOTH WWFOR SPRING ASSEMBLY and 62nd ANNUAL SEABECK CONFERENCE  

HAVE BEEN CANCELLED DUE TO THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC 

ALTERNATIVE PROGRAMMING IDEAS ARE UNDER DEVELOPMENT  

SOMETIME AFTER APRIL 15, 2010, SEE WWFOR. ORG FOR UPDATES  
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Stop the Economic Sanctions against Venezuela and Iran: 
Economic sanctions are violent bullying (even without 

bombing or sending troops) by Glen Anderson 
glenanderson@integra.net http://parallaxperspectives.org/wp-

content/uploads/2019/06/Economic-sanctions-are-bullying-

without-bombing-or-sending-troops.pdf 

 

People are right to oppose U.S. military violence (bombing, 
troop deployments, etc.) against other nations. But many people 
fail to recognize that the U.S.’s frequent use of “economic 
sanctions” is another kind of war. In fact, international law 

recognizes a “blockade” as an act of war. 

For decades the U.S. has bullied other nations and caused 
serious damage and loss of life by strangling their economies in 
various ways, including preventing them from having normal 
trade relations. Worse yet, the U.S. has deliberately caused 
ordinary people to suffer and die by preventing them from 

getting life-saving medical and other supplies. 

Presidents and Congresses of both big political parties have 
done this since Cuba’s 1959 revolution, and also in Chile, 
Nicaragua, Iraq, and (at the time of this writing in 2019) in 

Venezuela and Iran. 

The American public seems to ignore or even support these 
economic sanctions because our politicians and news media do 
not honestly tell us the horrible human damage these are 

causing. 

Chile was Latin America’s oldest democracy, dating back to 
the mid-1800s. But when they elected a socialist president 
(Salvador Allende) in 1970, President Nixon and Henry 
Kissinger and their CIA actively destabilized Chile’s democratic 
government – and then they helped Chile’s military overthrow 
their democracy on September 11, 1973. Their destabilization 
included malicious disruption of Chile’s economy. Nixon famously 

said he had ordered the CIA to "make the economy scream." 

The U.S. military occupied Nicaragua from 1909 to 1933. 
For decades after that, the U.S. government supported a brutal 
and corrupt dictatorship. In 1979 a grassroots revolution 
replaced the corrupt dictatorship with a new government that 
helped ordinary people – especially the poor – in many ways 
and improved their quality of life. But President Reagan and the 
CIA created and illegally funded a terrorist army (the contras) 
that killed and terrorized many people. In 1985 Reagan 
imposed an embargo that prevented all trade between 
Nicaragua and the U.S. When Nicaragua held their free and 
fair election, Reagan even prevented them from obtaining 

pencils for marking their ballots. 

The older Bush’s 1990-1991 “Gulf War” utterly devastated 
Iraq. The U.S. targeted and destroyed water treatment plants 

and sewage treatment plants, so Iraq could not provide clean, 
safe water for its people. After the war, the U.S. (Republican 
George H.W. Bush and Democrat Bill Clinton) continued its 
economic sanctions against Iraq. The U.S. prohibited Iraq from 
buying the equipment they needed to repair those plants. The 
U.S.’s cruel economic sanctions caused raw sewage to flow in city 
streets, causing microbes to multiply in drinking water. The U.S. 
knowingly and deliberately caused an epidemic of illnesses from 
water-borne diseases. The U.S. economic sanctions caused these 
“biological weapons” – and other deliberate abuses such as 
prohibiting Iraq from buying medicines or even replacing 
windows and sheets in hospitals. As a result, more than half a 
million innocent Iraqi children died. George W. Bush’s cruel 

2003 war made problems even worse. 

The U.S. is continuing this kind of cruelty against the ordinary 
people of Venezuela and the ordinary people of Iran. Political 
leaders in every country have privilege, so the U.S.’s economic 
sanctions really are crimes targeting the general population. 
Economic sanctions are a cruel and cynical way to cause violence 
and suffering against nations with whom our own government 

chooses to pick fights. 

But when our government complains that those governments are 
not good democracies (both Venezuela and Iran actually are 
democracies with frequent elections), our government is deliberately 
hurting people who are innocent. The dispute is between the U.S.’s 
leaders and those countries’ leaders. It is morally and politically 
wrong to hold those countries’ populations hostage just because the 

U.S.’s leaders choose not to get along with those countries’ leaders. 

Therefore, in addition to preventing U.S. military attacks, we 
must also stop the economic sanctions, which also are cruel and 

violent.  

See more information at the “Peace” and “Iran” and “Latin 
America” parts of my blog, www.parallaxperspectives.org People 

in the Olympia WA region are organizing to stop U.S. intervention 

in Venezuela and elsewhere. 



P a g e  3  P a c i f i c  C a l l   V o l u m e  4 0 ,  I s s u e  2  M a r c h  2 0 2 0  

Page 3 

Voter Suppression in the USA 

by John M Repp 

a review of the book The Hidden History of The War 
on Voting: Who Stole Your Vote – And How to Get It Back  by 
Thom Hartmann  and of the Carr Center (Harvard) report “The 
War on Voting Rights” by John Shattuck, Aaron Huang and 
Elisabeth Thoreson-Green, https://carrcenter.hks.harvard.edu/

publications/war-voting-rights-ccdp-2019-003-february-2019 
 

Hartmann writes that this issue – voter suppression- is not 

talked about much in the corporate media. Also, as far as I 

know, the Washington State election system with mail-in ballots 

is fair, so many people here in our state are unaware of this 

problem, even though it effects us because of the power of 

Congress and the President. I heard once that Democrats don’t 

want to talk about it much because they are afraid it will 

depress their voters. In any case, voter turnout in the United 

States is abysmal anyway. Trump got the votes of only 26 

percent of eligible voters in 2016. 

Republican operatives, especially Secretaries of State in 

Republican controlled states have used a large number of 

methods to purge especially minority voters, Blacks, Latinx and 

young college student voters from the rolls of eligible voters. A 

few of the methods mentioned are: 1) “Caging” challenges or 

“checks” a voter’s registration status by mailing them postcards 

and then striking them from the rolls if the postcards are not 

returned. 2) Requiring picture ID to vote is another method of 

voter suppression. 3)“Perfect match” is another way to prevent a 

person from voting: a prospective voter’s name, middle name, 

last name and any punctuation must be exactly the same as 

what appears on the registered voters list. 4) Reducing the 

number of polling places and shortening the time for early 

voting is also used. All these methods are applied differently 

depending upon the neighborhood or county. Since our country 

is still very segregated, this means the minority vote is more 

affected by voter suppression in all its forms. Racism is behind so 

much of the voter suppression today and throughout American 

history. The Democrats were guilty of wide-spread voter 

suppression in the Jim Crow South before the Civil Rights 

movement that pushed the Voting Rights Act of 1965. 

Maybe part of the reason the problem is not more widely 

known is that in many cases, if a person goes to the polls thinking 

they are registered and they find their name is not on the list, 

they are given a provisional ballot. This practice probably 

prevents a larger outcry; for the person then thinks they have 

voted. However, often the provisional ballot is not counted.  

The Carr Center report also mentions 5) partisan 

gerrymandering. The Supreme Court on July 2019 refused to 

rule on a case to prevent this type of voter suppression. Taking 

people off the voter registration rolls or preventing them from 

voting at the polls are not the only voter suppression methods. 6) 

There is also voting machine and vote counting problems in many 

Red states. There exit polls show there is a 5% “red shift” for 

Republicans i.e. the final vote count is 5% higher than an exit 

poll. Exits polls are considered very accurate the world over. 

Hartmann writes: “in states without a Republican secretary of 

state, there is virtually no ‘shift’ at all.” (p.92)  

This is no small problem: “The Brennan Center found that just 

between 2014 and 2016, in the two years leading up to the 

presidential election, over 14 million people were purged from 

voter rolls, largely in Republican-controlled states.” (Hartmann, 

p.84) The cover story or excuse the Republican operatives use to 

justify their efforts is that there are “millions of illegal immigrants 

voting in our elections” although there is virtually no evidence of 

this. The story nevertheless is spread by FOX news, the right-wing 

radio talk shows and Trump. 

Hartmann writes that Nixon and Reagan committed treason to 

get elected but after the Iran-Contra scandal, the Republicans 

realized they would have to change tactics to continue remaining in 

power. Hartmann writes: “Without these major voter purges, and 

without the disenfranchisement of young people, old people, and 

poor people by voter ID laws, it’s a virtual certainty that America 

would have had President Al Gore and President Hillary Clinton, 

and the Democratic Party would have a six-to-three or larger 

majority on the U.S. Supreme Court.” (p.9) 

What is to be done? Part Three of the book suggests solutions 

and the Carr report tells of an inspiring counter-movement in many 

states and local jurisdictions to strengthen voting rights. When 

Democrats got control of the House of Representatives in 2018, 

they passed HR1”For the People Act of 2019” that would correct 

many of the problems of voter suppression. The Republican-

controlled Senate refused to take up the bill. The bill would create 

automatic voter registration at the national level. Hartmann also 

recommends ending voter “caging”, making election day a national 

holiday, vote by mail, extending early voting, paper ballots, and 

non-partisan redrawing of voter districts (something we have in 

Washington State). 
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This Is How Civilizations Collapse from Within 

by Bruce Amundson, Vice President, WPSR 

In December, Congress passed the 2020 military spending 
act, a grotesque $738 billion bill representing even $30 billion 
more than last year. Pentagon spending in 2019 is actually 
higher than it was at the peak of either the Korean or Vietnam 
conflicts. As fear of terrorism generated by the 9/11 attacks set 
the stage for 18 years of ill-advised military adventures, we 
have witnessed the relentless expansion of the military budget 
and, at least as disconcerting, the militarization of our foreign 
policy and our diplomatic face to the world. 
   The end of the Cold War resulted in the rarest of things: real 
cuts in the Pentagon budget. They hit hard enough that the 
weapons industry was forced into a series of mega-mergers, 
leaving only 5 major defense contractors, one of which is Boeing. 
These five firms now split roughly $100 billion in Pentagon 

contracts annually. 
   Why has it been so hard to reduce the Pentagon budget, 
regardless of the global security environment? The brute power 
of the arms industry lobby together with the seductive allure of 
military-industrial jobs in most Congressional districts have 
proved to cement the power of the military-industrial-
congressional complex to continue to pour ever-increasing dollars 
into the defense budget. 
   The military itself has blindly adhered to a strategy of global 
dominance that’s essentially been on autopilot, no matter the 
damaging consequences of near-endless wars and preparations 
for more of them. In Africa, for example, our dominant presence 
in over 30 nations is the military, not our diplomatic corps. 
   Spending on the US nuclear weapons program further 
illustrates the problem. In spite of tenacious efforts by 
Washington Rep. Adam Smith, chair of the House Armed Services 
Committee, to introduce an amendment to the 2020 military bill 
to rein in spending on a dangerous new so-called low-yield 
nuclear warhead for the Bangor-based Trident submarines, this 
amendment was stripped out in the Senate. 
   As an organization of health professionals, here is what we 
see: the most urgent threats to the safety of the planet and to 
human health today are an overheating planet, nuclear war, 
epidemics, poverty and destructive levels of inequality. None of 
these threats can even remotely be addressed by military means.  
    The militarization of our face to the world together with the 
squandering of trillions of dollars that could do so much good for 
this country have implications for every resident and city in this 
land, a country awash in unmet human needs and crumbling 
infrastructure. 
   It’s time citizens insist that our elected officials stop this 

madness. This is how civilizations collapse from within.  

 

 

2017 Mike Yarrow Peace Fellow (MYPF), Jamie 
Margolin, inspired by the MYPF Intensive Training 
program, focused her project and funds on starting a 
youth-led climate justice organization, “This is Zero 
Hour” with a Youth March on Washington in summer 
2018.  Greta Thunberg, then 15 years old, “read 
about Zero Hour’s day of action online. Then, a 
month later, she began her Fridays for Future strike 
campaign, protesting outside Sweden’s parliament 
every week.  The strike movement spread across 
Europe and the world, becoming a key part of 

today’s wave of youth climate activism.” 

https://wwfor.org/mike-yarrow-peace-fellowship/  

You(th) Can Make a Difference! 
 


