
Minutes of EUFOR Meeting, April 17-19 2015 
Bremen, Germany 

Present: 
Austria (Internationaler Versöhnungsbund):  Pete Haemmerle; Marion Schreiber, Maria 
Hofmann 
Belgium (Agir pour La Paix):  Jerome Peraya; Bruno Eliat (Sortir de la Violence) 
England (FOR England):  Denis Beaumont; Geraldine Bridges 
Germany: (Internationaler Versohnungsbund) Samya Korff; Veronica Geue; Adrian Ackva; 
Melina Metzanke; Mirjam Mahler; Anna Wetzel 
Italy: (MIR Italia) Zaira Zafarana 
Switzerland: (MIR Suisse) Peter Aeberhard; Pascal Veillon 
The Netherlands: (Kerk en Vrede) Janneka Stegeman; Janna Postma 
Wales:  (Cymdeithas y Cymod) Jane Harries; Tomas Salmon; Tomas Evans; Ffion Morgan; 
Rhun Dafydd 
International Coordinator:  Lucas Johnson 
Guest Speaker: Junior Nzita Nsuami (former child soldier author & UN envoy) 
Translator: Lisa Munzel, Germany 

Apologies:  Davorka Lovrekovic, President, Excom; Tobias Lohse, VP Excom; Richard Bickle, 
FOR England; Christian Renoux, MIR France. 

Hosted by:  The German Youth Group 
Moderator:  Peter Aeberhard, MIR Suisse 
Minute Taker:  Geraldine Bridges 

Special Announcement of Condolences.  
Samya announced on Saturday that our dear friend and fellow worker, Axel Ruhe, from the 
Swedish branch, passed away 3 days before the meeting.  We had a special remembrance 
for Axel.  We lit a candle and had a few minutes of silence.  We are so sorry because he will 
be missed by everyone. We all signed a card which has been sent to the Swedish branch. 

Friday Evening Session 
 

The Session was introduced by Peter Aeberhard, our moderator from MIR Suisse, and after 
introducing ourselves and thanking the German Youth Group for hosting us, we discussed:  

1. What the workshop topics would be for the next day. It was decided that there 
would be two workshops that participants could choose from:   

a. Trauma Healing & Creative Arts Coalition; or  
b. Nuclear Disarmament 



2. Zaira Zafarana (MIR Italy) , on behalf of herself and Jerome Peraya (Agir pour la Paix, 
Belgium) who arrived late due to train delays, who are our Regional Council Co-
ordinators (RCCs), opened the sessions.  Zaira told us that Marion, our previous RCC 
from Austria, handed over the traditions.  Zaira pointed out: 

a. that since some branches work on the same topics it would be sensible to 
combine our energies and resources in Europe for these common topics to 
strengthen the work; and 

b. we should try to spread to other countries in Europe where we do not 
currently have branches or groups.  All of us should jointly try to strengthen 
the branches in countries where membership may be dwindling and remind 
those branches not attending the conference that we missed their presence. 

3. Branch Presentations: 

a. It was decided before the presentations began that each branch will submit, 
if they have not done so already, a written report/summary of the work done 
during the past year. These shall be sent direct by the individual branches to 
Lucas who will upload them onto the IFOR website.  Individual branches 
should also send a copy to our European Regional Reps who will distribute 
them.  Short summaries are attached to these minutes as Addendum 1. 

b. After Q&As and discussion it was decided after the first 3 presentations from 
England, Italy and Wales that important events and dates of all European 
branch meetings  will be sent to Zaira and Jerome so that they can let all 
European branches know about them as the delegates felt these dates were 
not currently widely known.  Also the RCCs will send them to Lucas for 
uploading onto the IFOR website.  

Action Points:   

(1)  All branches to send their Branch report/summary to Lucas for uploading onto 
the IFOR website with a copy to the RCCs, Zaira and Jerome for distribution to the 
European mailing list.  

(2)  Dates of events to be sent to Zaira and Jerome for distribution with a copy to 
Lucas for uploading onto website.    

4. The possibility of writing a ‘declaration’ for Sunday Morning for Radio Bremen was 
discussed and Derek Brett (UN Rep in Geneva) and Denis Beaumont (FOR England) 
were appointed to draft it which they did.  It was decided on Sunday, however, not 
to pursue this but note for the future that any statements, press releases, or 
information for journalists will be thought about and planned before events happen.   



It was thought that some action or press release could be planned ahead for next 
year’s meeting.   

Action Point:  Derek will send what was drafted to Lucas who may use some of 
what is contained in the draft when he does his report on the Bremen EUFOR 
Conference. 

5. We watched a video that Thomas Bühler/FOR Germany has put together about the 
Centennial Celebrations and Council Meeting in Constance, August 1914 for the IFOR 
Secretariat.  

Action Point:    Can a copy of the video be watched online or made available in 
some way? 

Saturday Sessions 
 

1. Meditation led by Pascal Veillon (MIR Switzerland) The meditation was crafted 
around the story of the healing of the lepers and only one of them returning and 
giving thanks to God. We reflected on being grateful to God for all that we have and 
all that we are.  
 

2. Branch presentations continued: See Addendum 1 for summaries of all. 
 

3. Presentation by International Coordinator, Lucas Johnson.  The last IFOR Council  
meeting was the first for Lucas in his role as IC.  Lucas updated everybody about the 
IFOR office now being located in Utrecht in space at Kerk en Vrede.  Also La Maison 
Pour La Paix in Brussels has given free space to IFOR.  Lucas talked about the cost of 
the centennial council of €132K.  Fundraising needs to occur in some fashion to 
support all the costs and we really need a sustainable donor base.  IFOR is currently 
supported mainly by branch contributions which if paid on the 10% basis as agreed 
in the constitution would be sufficient to cover costs but currently this is not 
occurring in practise thus creating a shortfall.  Lucas also spoke about the new 
website which only went live 3 days before the conference so it was an ‘unveiling’ of 
sorts and he explained that now branches can send him news and events etc. for 
uploading onto the site.  He envisions having a log in for branches and expansion of 
the site continues.  The logo is still being worked on by the design committee.  

a. Q&As followed the presentation.   

Zaira asked whether the Minutes from Constance had been sent out.  Lucas 
responded that no they had not but he had a draft that needed checking by 
someone and then sent out.  Geraldine volunteered to check it and this was 
agreed. 



Action Point:  Lucas to send draft minutes to Geraldine to be checked and 
then sent out to all the branches. 

Zaira wondered why we hadn’t used the space in Brussels as the 
headquarters of the fellowship since it was a donation and therefore no cost 
to IFOR.  Lucas responded that this was mainly for practical reasons.  The 
Brussels space is listed as an office on the IFOR website however. 

There was discussion about getting information on the website and 
communications in general and Lucas said that all contributions should be 
sent to him for uploading on the website.  Also communications should go to 
the RCCs of the regions for distribution to all branches in the region by them. 
RCCs should be updated by ICOM and IC about IFOR on a regular basis in 
order to enhance the link between IFOR and branches thus strengthening the 
fellowship as well as communications with and among branches.    They can 
also share with the other regional reps.  

4. Presentation and Discussion of IFOR Structural Analysis and Renewal Working 
Group:  Pete Haemmerle (Austria) and Geraldine Bridges (England).  Pete gave the 
presentation and showed where the 26 questionnaires received so far have come 
from.  He demonstrated how those who have responded so far to the questionnaire 
had answered on four questions and he responded to queries from delegates.  
Geraldine made an appeal to those who have promised a questionnaire to please 
send it within the next week or two and to any others who wish to give their 
feedback.  The discussion centred around the theme of communication and remarks 
will be incorporated into feedback prior to the final analysis and presentation of our 
findings per the working group’s remit. 
 

5. Presentation by Junior Nzita Nsuami After being captured at the age of 12 in the 
DRC as a child soldier to fight against President Mobutu, Junior was demobbed after 
many years of fighting by a UNICEF programme in conjunction with the Congolese 
Government (CONADUR (Commission Nationale de la Demobilization et Reinsertion).  
He has set up a Centre for Peace for Children and hosts, along with with War 
Widows, orphans of former soldiers and organises holiday breaks.  Since 2012 he has 
been engaged as a volunteer UN Ambassador for Child Solders in raising awareness 
in Europe and he stressed that we should be alert to the dangers in the third world.  
He has campaigned in Uganda « Enfant victime, enfant violent », Belgium « Vie ma 
guerre et mon exil », « Enfant pas soldat » and spoke in front of the European 
Parliament.  On March 25th he spoke in front of the UN Security Council (See text of 
Ban Ki-moon at www.ifor-mir.ch).  Junior enjoys working with IFOR as he thinks we 
understand the issues and work to combat the causes of these issues whereas other 
agencies don’t work on the root causes. He is interested in any opportunities for 



running programmes, talks, conferences in schools, churches, etc.  He is available 
and works with all religions.   
The UN have a plan of action to end the use of child soldiers. It is estimated that 
some 300,000 children, both boys and girls under the age of 18, are today involved 
in more than 30 conflicts worldwide. Children are used as combatants, messengers, 
porters and cooks and for forced sexual services. Some are abducted or forcibly 
recruited, others are driven to join by poverty, abuse and discrimination, or to seek 
revenge for violence enacted against them or their families. Children are more likely 
to become child soldiers if they are separated from their families, displaced from 
their homes, living in combat zones or have limited access to education. Children 
may join armed groups as the only way to guarantee daily food and survival.  
Junior stressed  the importance of raising awareness with children and young people 
who can support the UN plan of action.  He said it is a great victory that today there 
are no child soldiers in the government forces of DRC although they are still in rebel 
groups who, he said, now face large fines.   
Lucas told us that many African FOR groups are working on these issues so it has lots 
of potential for further joint work. 
Junior is invited by Germany, as his campaign will continue, organised by MIR Suisse 
and/or through the Initiative “theartscoalition”. He said he would like to come to 
England and Wales and Geraldine and Denis (England) and Jane (Wales) will put this 
to their respective branches to try and organise and collaborate on this.  There is an 
English version of the French book “Si ma vie d’enfant pouvait être racontée?“ and 
German and Spanish translations are in preparation.  For dates consult the MIR 
Switzerland Website. 
 

6. Feedback Reports on the Two Workshops 
Nuclear Weapons Disarmament Workshop:  The workshop participants 
reported that although there are treaty renegotiations on disarmament and 
non-proliferation with governments, the plan is really to modernise.  
They mentioned that Austria has issued a pledge at the Conference in Vienna 
in December for a treaty to ban nuclear weapons and make them illegal. 
About 50 states have signed up so far, so this is something IFOR BGAs in their 
countries can do to write letters to their governments to make them join or 
at least raise awareness. 
The workshop participants started a list to get those participants interested 
in NW disarmament issues to work together.  They plan to meet and 
exchange ideas and do campaign work together i.e., working groups on the 
IFOR level as well as the European level.   Addendum 2 herewith is a full 
report by Lucas of the Nuclear Disarmament Workshop. 
 



 Trauma Healing Workshop:  The workshop participants reported to 
delegates that Peter, supported by MIR Switzerland has initiated a platform 
for Trauma Healing and Creative arts to bring together experts, partners and 
concerned people. There will be an on-line portal for exchange, online 
diagnostics and support (see www.theartscoalition.org  - under preparation). 
Local and international partners support the initiative. Peter said they are 
trying to set up the institutional framework and discuss it on June 4th as they 
organise a larger internal conference with David from Burundi who 
specialises in trauma healing, Junior and selected other people that helped to 
work on the concept.  There will be practitioners in somatic experiencing and 
healing, energy workers and EFT practitioners.  Demob programmes currently 
do not focus on trauma healing but more on the practical skills of integration 
into the new community. 
The topic is very important also for Europe and it is linked to war, violence 
and also immigration as people are escaping from war torn areas into 
Europe.  Raising awareness of this issue is important because integration is 
not achieved without trauma healing.  Workshop participants will watch the 
MIR Suisse website to follow how this evolves and how we can be involved as 
the plan is in the formation stages at the moment.   
The workshop participants thought it important to publicly campaign 
regarding the trauma caused to society from the unhealed trauma of 
immigrants/refugees from war torn countries.  It also affects the returning 
soldiers many of whom come home traumatised by their experience of 
serving in the armed forces and experiencing the violence of war.   
 

Sunday Sessions 
 

1. Lucas read an email received from Davorka.     

Davorka’s email sent greeting from her and Tobias and informed us that IFOR has 
been invited to join a group of European evangelical churches for a ‘Church Day’.  
The first meeting will be in Bad Boll, southern Germany prior to another meeting in 
Stuttgart.  Thirty-two churches are involved so far in this European wide day of 
churches.  She hopes that we will meet for a demonstration on June 13-17, 2016, in 
Paris where the “Eurosatory” security fair will be taking place.  This military fair takes 
place every two years.   

Action Point:  Lucas to put more details on the Ifor website 

2. Towards a European Agenda and EUFOR Collaboration 



Participants were asked to suggest topics we could agree on and how we might 
accomplish collaboration. 

Samya:  Nuclear weapons.  We have started a mailing list of interested parties who 
could work together. 
Adrian:  Anti-racism. 
Marion:  Refugees and Support of Japan’s Article 9.  Branches should make known 
their areas of expertise to help others.  Some sort of list should be made of 
expertise. 
Pete:  Working on topics the branch wants to with others and being in solidarity is 
important, i.e., the court action against Jerome. 
Thrien:  Branches should communicate more. 
Fion:  More communication between branches. 
Tomos:  More general communication. 
Tomos:  More peace taught in education. 
Bruno:  More work on reconciliation with Islam. 
Junior:  With more nuclear weapons and more Jihadists, start now to stop the 
spread.  Integrate more Muslims & work for non-discrimination of immigrants.  
Spread awareness. 
Janneka: Agrees with Junior.  Each branch should make a map of what they are 
working on and who is working on what.  There should be more informal 
communication also. 
Janna:  Racism, i.e., Islamophobia and anti-semitism.  Look at effects of nuclear 
weapons.  Do more projects together. 
Mirjam:  Nuclear disarmament as a few countries are working on this.  Working with 
Junior, i.e., organise a Euro Campaign as he wants to focus on prevention of war. 
Court case of Jerome, i.e. solidarity is important.  Samya came through a youth 
group so we should work to improve and engage young people.  Exchange of young 
people between branches would be a great idea.  Campaigns for peace movement 
and training young people for future work are important.  How many branches are 
missing?  Spain, Poland and others?  If we know who is missing we can make contact 
and grow branches.  (Lucas said he is working on contacts in Hungary).  Annual 
meetings of each branch should be made known. 
Denis:  It is important for branches to keep in touch with each other and agrees with 
issues already flagged by others.  Campaigning within churches should be a priority 
and this fits in with Davorka’s email.  The drones campaigning could be a bi-lateral 
campaign with Wales and others who are interested. 
Maria:  It is important to mention the positive as well as what we are against.  A 
peace ministry is a good idea and was also mentioned by Zaira. 
Jane:  Agrees with Denis, Marion and others that issues raised are from bottom up 
with more communication needed generally.  Drones are a big concern and Wales 
are keen to work with England and others who are interested.  Junior’s tour is 
important and she would like to work with England on this. It is important that we 
are clear in communications and how we communicate to those outside of FOR.  
Peace trails are important and she mentioned the Flanders Peace Institute. 
Geraldine:  The issue of child soldiers and trauma healing is very important as the 
root issues are those of war and the effects of it on society in general. Much more 



campaigning is needed to increase public awareness of these devastating effects on 
the whole of society and Junior’s tour would be a great starting place.  Better 
communication is a priority on inter and intra-branch levels as well as international 
levels.   
Derek:  Sam Biesemans at the EU  is a great resource to be used.  Important issues 
are child soldiers/juvenile recruitment and the militarization of youth in general 
along with military spending and the arms trade.  The Austrian pledge is important as 
well as remembering the 70th anniversary of Hiroshima.  We can also draw on the 
Ferguson experience and ‘Black Lives Matter’ highlighting that ex-military equipment 
is used on civilians.  It is important to resist racism and campaign for the non-
militarization of police.  FORUSA sent activists to train people in non-violent 
responses in Ferguson and this is inspiring.   
Veronica:  She agrees with what has been said by others and also that we should 
focus on topics that need Euro-wide action.  The expertise of branches should be 
shared.  On the home page of the website there could be a link to sharing as we 
need a good structure for it.  Youth integration is important.  At the German AGM 
there will be a working group on trauma and she suggested it might be good to invite 
Junior and Peter.  The article in the Italian constitution that states they will not use 
war to resolve conflict that Zaira spoke of would be good to put on the website. 
(Somebody mentioned that Germany also has this article). 
Jerome:  Bottom-up working is important and a very important topic is a non-violent 
form of economics. It is important that we make ourselves known in other countries, 
i.e., Poland, Ukraine, Russia.   
Zaira:  Peace education is important and she would like to collaborate with Wales on 
this.  She is very interested in trauma healing.  We could benefit more from the UN 
reps, i.e., immigration is a big issue and could be brought to the UN on a political 
level. likewise UN reps could better benefit from branches support.  On the military 
spending issue and arms trading we could get support from the UN reps.  We should 
strengthen interfaith dialogue.  Try to get some leverage with the articles already in 
Italian constitutional law that they refuse war and will not resort to violence to 
resolve conflict.  Perhaps we can extend the next meeting so we have more time 
together, although Marion responded that it had been tried in the past and there is a 
problem getting time off for people who work.  Peter thought it might be possible to 
start the sessions a bit earlier on the Friday at the next meeting. 
Peter:  It is important to focus on trauma healing and thereby on the issues 
surrounding migrants.  Also the disarmament group is important.  Hans Uli’s vision 
for a Peace Museum is important and can be linked with the ideas of the peace 
trails.  We should include a press release into the preparation of the next meeting. 
Melina:  A European campaign (as we discussed in the trauma workshop) would be 
realistic. We have to point out that trauma is the result of war and this is linked with 
refugees who are also a result of war. A good way would be to inform or to sensitize 
the public in reference to war and the connection to refugees and trauma. This is a 
vicious circle because if there is war, trauma and refugees are the result. 
 

 
3.  Follow up Discussions 

 



a.  Support for Jerome.  Jerome said that common solidarity action is normal 
when part of a fellowship.  His organization prepared an email with 
instructions on how to support them; it will be sent around the EUFor mailing 
list to provide all branches guidelines on useful supportive tools.  All can help 
with letters, declarations etc. on the new website ifor.org under ‘news’.  Links 
to the websites to all branches are now on the main ifor website.  Feedback 
and other ways of support are welcome including branches expressing 
solidarity.  We can support others as well, i.e.,   Zaira had mentioned Turi 
Vaccaro, the Italian activist who performed several actions (lately in Sicily 
against the MUOS) and  Denis mentioned that Chris Cole in England was 
recently arrested for his actions as have activists in Wales.  
 
Action Point:  Jerome will follow up with an email to all branches on the 
court case.  
 

b. Lucas will write a report of the EU meeting and put it on the ifor.org website.  
The draft declaration will be sent to Lucas (see Friday Evening session and 
Action point).   
 
Action Point: Jerome and Zaira will distribute the minutes to all European 
branches. 
  

c. Minutes:  Geraldine will send minutes to Lucas and delegates. 
  
Action Point:  Geraldine to send draft of minutes to delegates and Lucas for 
approval and feedback for any corrections. The feedback should be 
received within 5 days of receiving the minutes. After 5 days Geraldine will 
send the final version to Zaira and Jerome for distribution to all branches 
and also to Lucas. 

 
d.  The delegates wish to remind ICOM that at the last Council Meeting in 

Constance it was decided to initiate an international process of reconciliation 
within IFOR regarding the latest conflict. 
 

4. The next EUFOR Meeting will be held in Switzerland.  Kerk en Vrede will do the 
agenda.  The meeting will be the weekend after Easter which is April 1-3, 2016.   

 
5.  Closing Session – Clustered Topics 

 
 Many issues could be under a few main headings so delegates thought these 
revolved around the following: 

a. Disarmament.  This includes: 
i. Miltary Spending 

ii. The Arms Trade 
iii. The Militarization of Youth 
iv. Drones Campaigns 



v. Japanese Article 9 along with Italian and German articles 
 

b. Migrants.  This includes: 
i. Child Soldiers and IS fighters 

ii. Refugees and migrants 
iii. Trauma Healing 
iv. Racism with sub topics of Ferguson and ‘Black Lives Matter’, 

Islamaphobia and anti-semitism 
v. Gender inequality 

 
c.  Peace.  This includes: 

i. Peace Education 
ii. Ministry of Peace 

iii. Working with youth 
iv. Interfaith dialogue 
v. Peace Museums 

vi. Peace Trails 
 

6.  The delegates wished to somehow map the expertise of branches, what each 
branch is working on and what they wish to work on collaboratively. 
 
 Action Point:  Geraldine to start a database of branch expertise from what 
has been reported in the conference and distribute to delegates for as many 
additons/corrections to it as possible.  Hopefully it can then be uploaded onto the 
website so branches can easily edit in the future as suggested by Zaira.  Lucas will 
look for connections and check on Davorka’s list.  In the meantime, branches will 
have quite a bit of information to work from. 
 
The meeting closed at 12:30 
 

 
 

   

 

 

 

 

 



 

Addendum 1 – Short Summaries of Branch Reports.  
Longer reports to be sent to Lucas for uploading to the new 
IFOR website 

 

1. England:  Denis Beaumont.  The main work of our branch has been (1) raising the 
profile of FOR England; (2) Centennial events; (3)Drones Campaign; (4) Stopping the 
Renewal of the Trident nuclear submarine (5)Youth camp; (6) visit to the Island of 
Iona last Spring; (6) Channels of Peace Conference April 17-19th 2015 (7) 
Restructuring 

2. Germany:  Veronika. The work of Germany included (1) Preparing for EUFOR as they 
hosted this year;  (2) annual meeting, May 14-17 2015 which will focus on changing 
the power base regarding immigration, militarization; police power. 

3. Italy:  Zaira Zafarana. Work in Italy focused on (1) the  2014 Sarajevo Peace Event 
and a tv documentary about the event broadcasted in Italy. (2) “Discover peace in 
Europe” project regarding peace trails in 7 cities, including Torino; producing a 
website, a booklet and postcards. (3) National campaign for a law proposal on civil 
non-armed and nonviolent defence. Other work included International observatory 
meetings; nonviolent summer camps; military spending and the Perugia –Assisi 
peace march. Mir Italy is member of different national networks such as Comitato 

Italiano per una cultura di pace e nonviolenza, a peace education network which also 
created a comics book on nonviolence choices. Some members wrote a book on the 
Second Vatican Council peace related topics. Mir Italy will have the annual national 
assembly on July and prior to that it is involved in the organization of an Interfaith 
national conference to be held in Rome in May. 

4. Wales:  Jane Harries.  The Welsh 3 year strategic plan is finishing this year and the 
same theme is going forward.  Main thrust of work is (1) the campaign against 
militarization of Wales particularly the drones (Elsbit Systems) off the West coast of 
Scotland; Petition to stop militarization in schools – awaiting response from Welsh 
Assembly.  Working on peace trail; peace museum. 

5. Austria: Marion Schreiber.  Two big events, the first for the Centennial; producing 
roll-up banners in German and English which can be loaned; bike ride from Vienna. 
Second event was the peace event in Sarajevo where 2,000 people gathered.  There 
were 150 workshops; an appeal made by Mairead Maguire.  Also lobbied for an 
international arms trade treaty, 130 states signed, 60 have ratified it. Peace in 
Columbia project; volunteers sent there.  Austrian Peacebuilding Platform (ministries 
and NGOs working together). 



6. Switzerland: Pascal Veillon.  Produced the French and German roll ups.  4 main 
projects. (1) the healing of trauma with artwork; (2) Disarmament; Thomas 
Bonhower is a priest involved; (3) A bi-lingual publication of one newsletter on peace 
produced by a all the peace movements working together. (4) Hans Uli has a vision 
for a peace museum in the small town where a Nobel peace laureate was born.  
There is an international network of peace museums based in the Hague that Pascal 
mentioned. 

7. Belgium. Jerome Peraya.  They have 4 part-time people financed by the State.  (1) 
They have an ongoing project to get state-funded workers. (2) NATO base – photos 
on internet which they used in campaign against nuclear weapons. (3) 50 year 
anniversary of Conscientious Objectors.  They want to register Cos now who are 
against participation in anything to do with preparations for war to be launched this 
year. Also working on stricter laws for export of weapons. Against renewing jet 
fighters.  Belgium is supplying more jet fighters to Syria vis a vis their population 
which has led to repression and arrests at home. They are working with the Flanders 
Peace Institute re fighter jets.  Italy is also involved in pressurising government to not 
renew contracts for jets but although the government is publicly giving in to 
pressure, they are trying to go forward with renewals in a secretive way.  (4) Racism 
is endemic in the population and they are trying to put forward alternatives to 
violence although so far just a conference but it brought in a large number of new 
people.  Rev. Sekou (FOR USA) and Lucas will be involved. 

8. UN Representative in Geneva:  Derek Brett.  Derek mentioned that a Quaker grant 
finances his work which is all done for IFOR on a voluntary basis.  Derek will send a 
report to Lucas for uploading to the IFOR website and copy the RCCs, Zaira and 
Jerome, for further distribution and for use in reports. 

9. Belgium:  Bruno.  They work a lot with the church to inspire, educate and train 
people in their programme.  Work with Islam and response to Jihad (Michel Monod 
is in the Swiss Branch).   

10. Netherlands: Yanneke.  Yanneke works in a part-time, paid position for IFOR through 
Kerk en Vrede, who are in an unhealthy financial situation.  She joined in September, 
at a time of crisis she felt and the impression she had was that the organisation was 
tired, many being over 70 and there were no signs that any of the work in non-
violence was doing anything.  (1) Working on a new project as there is a legacy of 
racism and religion is viewed as being the domain of well-educated, white, middle- 
class people.  (2) There is a struggle for identity with young Moslems and they don’t 
generally trust Dutch society.  They want to create space where young people of 
different backgrounds can mix with each other and are co-operating with Lucas and 
the Rev. Sekou on this.  

11. Netherlands: Yanna.  She added to what Yanneke said.  She is from the Mennonite 
tradition which has a strong peace and pacifist tradition but not all are pacifist.  
Involved in project in Surinam gold mining where many are believed to have died so 



they are highlighting the ecological ramifications, the importance of non-violence 
and issues of human rights. 

12. Austria:  Maria Hofmann. Maria talked about the work in Columbia that they do 
accompanying and having a presence in small villages so that the villagers are not 
driven from their land or killed.  In this regard, we watched a film on Saturday 
evening that she brought of a trip that she participated in a couple of years ago.   



 

Addendum 2 – Disarmament Workshop Full Report 
by Lucas 

EU FOR Nuclear Disarmament Meeting: 
Saturday, April 11, 2015  

Bremen, Germany 
 

Samya Korff facilitated.  
Attendance: Marion Schreiber, Jerome Peraya, Pete Haemmerle, Mirjam Mahler, Jane 
Harries, Derek Brett, Adrian Ackva, Pascal Veillon, Lucas Johnson minutes 
 
Samya presented a general background of the Nuclear Crisis at the moment. She 
explained the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, its expiration and renewal. She also 
described the outcome of the Vienna Conference, the “Austrian Pledge”.  
 
The branches present shared the work happening in each branch:  
 
Germany:  
The German Branch is engaged on the nuclear issue in two main ways. First the chair of 
FOR Germany, Matthias Engelke, has initiated a fast against nuclear weapons.  He will 
fast one extra day each year so long as the nuclear threat persists.  
 
The German branch is also supporting a 65 day blockade of a town (Büchel) where 
there is a nuclear weapons facility.  
 
Belgium:  
Agir Pour La Paix has engaged in a lot of actions over the course of 20 years. Right now 
we have slowed the actions because of court case threatening the 6 activists who were 
arrested during their action against the SHAPE Nuclear facility.  
 
Jérôme Peraya identified himself as the person responsible for the issue of Nuclear 
Disarmament in Agir Pour La Paix.  He mentioned several ways that he thinks that the 
European Branches could engage the issue together.  
 
1.The Marshall Islands were exposed to Nuclear Testing and have brought the nuclear 
armed states to court at the International Court of Justice and they have filed charges in 
the United States. Supporting the court case of the Marshall Islands is one way that we 
can engage. 
 
2. We need to name the constant violence from the menacing threat caused by the very 
existence of Nuclear Weapons.  
 
He explained that Agir Pour La Paix is a part of ICAN in Belgium.  Involvement in ICAN 
has been useful, however, it is clear that Belgium would not stand for a ban treaty at the 
moment. ICAN’s initiatives are most effective for the non-nuclear states. He thinks that 



another approach is necessary for the nuclear states. ICAN does a lot of lobbying at the 
local level asking people to go to their member of parliament to pressure him or her to 
ban nuclear weapons. After 20 years of doing direct action and trying to pressure 
Government, we have to conclude that ICAN’s approach is not useful for Belgium. 
However, we can count success from these direct actions in that now more Belgians are 
aware of the Nuclear Weapons on Belgian soil.  
 
3. There is an opportunity to be found in the fact that the NGO campaign and events 
parallel to the NPT Conference happening in New York soon is called Peace and Planet. 
There is an attempt to combine the environmental crisis with the nuclear threat.  
 
4. Each year there is an EU training for the fighter jet pilots who train to drop the 
nuclear bombs. It’s a NATO training for EU member states. We could organize against 
this.  
 
Switzerland:  
MIR Suisse does not engage Nuclear Disarmament in general. It is of course aware of the 
danger but it has not been a subject of our work. It was pointed out that there is a 
branch of ICAN in Switzerland.  
 
Wales:  
Nuclear weapons isn’t a focus of FOR Wales because the issue is well represented by  
the Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament’s work. FOR Wales supports this campaign and 
has been focused on other things. There are opportunities to be found in the current 
debate. For example: there was recently a demonstration outside of a hospital where we 
were supporting the National Health Service rather than Trident.  
In the UK generally, it’s very much in the news with us at the moment about the renewal 
of the Trident Nuclear submarine. The Scottish National Party had promised to get rid of 
Trident if they won the referendum. They didn’t win. With us it’s being linked to the 
threat of ISIS as well as the economic question. People are starting to ask if we are 
spending a lot on the weapons then how is this impacting the spending on other issues. 
Elections in the UK are May 7th.  
 
ICAN provides form letters to provide Parliamentarians for them to declare their 
opposition to nuclear weapons.  
 
Derek Brett: This summer, IFOR Scotland had come out with a statement supporting the 
independence campaign on the basis that an Independent Scotland might opt to go non-
nuclear and might also decide to leave NATO. What was certain was that the United 
Kingdom as a whole would not decide that. The Scottish Nationalists, Plight, and the 
Green party were all anti-nuclear. The political realities reveal the extent to which 
nuclear weapons were central.  
 
FOR-Germany: Just two ideas, there is an initiative by the ICRC and also a world wide 
ecumenical initiative to support the initiative.  
 
The Netherlands: We had the Nuclear Summit in the Netherlands and there were many 
people demonstrating from Kerk en Vrede and others among the radical left. There 
were busses full of arrested people after a few hours they were released. They were 



charged with the crime but they were exonerated/acquitted. We have a right wing 
government. I think the response to the Nuclear Summit and the release of those who 
were arrested demonstrate that  we can build something in spite of the government.  
 
Austria: Austria is in a good position in this question. A declaration by the Austrian 
government in Vienna on the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons. One easy step is 
to approach your government to tell them that we want you to sign this pledge. It is 
more of a consciousness building measure than one that would have a large chance but 
it could still be effective.  
 
Nuclear Weapons and Disarmament are not the main priority in FOR-Austria but we do 
have regular activities about this. We have the anniversary of Hiroshima and Nagasaki 
that is coming up and we will commemorate that event. Our youth group is always 
trying to put some interactive elements into these kinds of events and conferences.  
 
Maybe this would be a good opportunity to make some kind of support action for those 
people in different countries when their trials are coming up and what can be done from 
other countries to support their pledge in other court cases etc. That would be an 
opportunity to raise their cases as well.  
 
FOR Austria is a member of ICAN as well. Should IFOR become a member of ICAN? I 
think it is such a huge issue that it makes sense to join forces with many people who are 
committed to the abolition of nuclear weapons. We can make a specific contribution?  
 
Samya then asked the group to focus on how can we work together? The following 
ideas were named:  
 

x There is a lot of lobbying going on but there is also ICAN that is coordinating that 
work.   

 
x The action of Matthias could be spread to simultaneously organize a fasting in 

various countries.  
 

x Cooperation with Japan is important. Perhaps we can organize a conference at 
the European level. Perhaps a conference could help to raise consciousness. 
Perhaps to bring more people together.   

 
x Speaking Tour of Victims of Nuclear Weapons.  

 
x We need a way to share ideas with each other. Right now 

 
x IPPNW: International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War.  

 
x Could it make sense to come together on the European level for International 

events? 
 

x We could explore whether or not IFOR could sign on to the Marshall Island 
 



x We need to think about how we function on the International, the Regional and 
the National level.  

 
x The idea with the Austrian Pledge is to ask branches all over the world to ask 

their governments to endorse the Austrian Pledge for a treaty to ban Nuclear 
Weapons.  

 
x Supporting the court cases like that of the Bombspottors and the drone arrests. 

 
 

 


