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Thank you for routinely including NGOs in your meetings.  I have addressed this body several times, but never before with a High Representative for Disarmament Affairs in the room, so I am very pleased that Ambassador Duarte has been appointed and is with us today, and that a new chapter in the UN’s disarmament work has opened. 

I have been asked to speak to you today about the book before you, Securing our Survival (SOS): The Case for a Nuclear Weapons Convention, and campaign underway towards a nuclear disarmament treaty.  The international physicians and health professionals for the prevention of nuclear war who won the Nobel Peace Prize in 1985 have started a new awareness raising and political campaign for a Nuclear Weapons Convention called ICAN – the International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear weapons.  

With my 15 minutes, I would like to:
 

1. Spend 6 minutes showing you a film that ICAN developed as a disarmament education and campaign awareness tool which gives you some insight into what we are doing, and how we are doing it;


2. List some of the ideas and discussions that we had within IPPNW as the ICAN campaign took shape, about new ways of advancing the disarmament agenda, which is the theme for this session of the Board; 


3. Highlight some of what you can find in Securing Our Survival (SOS): The Case for a Nuclear Weapons Convention;


4. Finish with some recommendations about how the Advisory Board might advise the SG under the various mandates it has been given, especially on disarmament education.  

1.  SHOW FILM

2. ICAN The discussion about creating ICAN was quite a lengthy one, resulting in several resolutions and the development of a 20-page ‘think piece’ that described the following operating assumptions about how to advance the disarmament agenda:

· First the medical professionals were self-critical and resolved to make more determined and focused efforts to reach out to involve more medical professionals and students.  The organisation asserted again that health professionals can and should have a role in legal and political issues when it comes to preventing a most acute and preventable health disaster.  The physician’s role is to sound an alarm, provide digestible and basic facts about the health and to prescribe cures, in this case to cure the nuclear addiction, habit, pathology and psychosis. Toward critiquing our own community of NGOs, we thought ICAN could play a part in strengthening the linkages between the high quality, but often isolated and uncoordinated types efforts by numerous organisations on nuclear disarmament.  We have started working with Mayors for Peace and have an initiative underway with former heads of state in an effort to fold in different constituencies in building towards a Nuclear Weapons Convention;


· The overarching assumption made was that unless public opinion is mobilised and nuclear abolition becomes a serious election issue, nothing much will change globally.  


· Changing public opinion about nuclear weapons in the Nuclear Weapon States and Nuclear Weapon Umbrella States was viewed as absolutely crucial to the success of the campaign, particularly through a focus on the younger generation of citizens in those states. Changing adult mindsets about national interests was viewed as very difficult as they have become accustomed to the nuclear nightmare, and subjected to propaganda that the threat is no longer real;


· We identified the key obstacle as the prevailing belief that nuclear weapons disarmament is unlikely or even impossible.  We agreed with the WMDC Commission chaired by Hans Blix in this regard; who identified the key as “ dispel[ing] the perception that outlawing nuclear weapons is a utopian goal.” [Because, as their report goes on to say, “A nuclear disarmament treaty is achievable and can be reached through careful, sensible and practical measures.  Benchmarks should be set; definitions agreed; timetables drawn up and agreed upon; and transparency requirements agreed.  Disarmament work should be set in motion.”
 (emphasis added)]

· So our campaign resolved to focus on putting solutions into motion and disarmament education, in particular to strengthen the call, and the legitimacy of the call for a Nuclear Weapons Convention by generating an updated version of Security and Survival and the Model Nuclear Weapons Convention which have been shipped to you here from Australia


· But the real work of ICAN is disarmament education, reaching out to new people who haven’t heard about the issue before, particularly young people with very basic information and campaign materials that include ideas about how to get involved and make a difference. If students and decision-makers and media and members of the general public want to know more about how nuclear disarmament is technically feasible and political desirable they can find it in Securing our Survival and other sources.  But first this new generation needs very basic disarmament education tools. Which is why a priority was the developed of an informative website, with maps, country profiles, uplifting stories and entry points to action, which includes a disarmament education tool box, various exercises and power points that people can use in classroom situations or public events, which are all on the website, and so is a series of leaflets providing facts, arguments and opportunities to take action. 


· We decided that to be successful in reaching out to younger people and raising the number and diversity of voices on this issue we had to stigmatise nuclear weapons using humour, hope and horror in fairly equal proportions. Nuclear weapons are not funny, but an argument is won when one side’s case appears laughable.  A taboo is firmly embedded when a joke can convey complex ideas and widely held assumptions about a subject.  The nomenclature and theories of the radioactive priesthood are a bit of a joke really. If you tilt your head only slightly, it is easy to see that the posing of nuclear weapons, the most dangerous weapons in existence, as a solution to any real and human security dilemma is an absurd and laughable situation.  However, alarmist fear-generating is a strategy that worked in another time much better than it does today.  While this is a gravely serious and alarming issue, and there is a lot to be afraid about, one thing IPPNW has learned over the years is that getting serious about nuclear weapons must involve some hope to overcome psychic numbing and motivate action. The new slogans, visuals, demands, alliances, audiences and strategies had to contain some hope and humour to make the horror appear managable.  This brings mental health concerns into the debate in a way that only medical professionals can, in recognition that this work and issue is seriously and urgently depressing and fear-inducing for activists and society writ large. At the same time it can also mobilise people to put forward visions of a better future, which can be a profound and very meaningful life-affirming experience.  Painting / diagnosing the nuclear head cases as entirely treatable psychopatholgies offers a means to create teachable moments that change attitudes without being entirely devastating. 


· A decision was taken to use the word abolition – not ban, not against, not reduce nuclear danger but abolition because we are calling on the tradition of other abolitionist movements to reject nuclear weapons outright.  The movement to abolish slavery was made up of a small number of persistent and increasingly effective people, who were able to arouse the imaginations of larger numbers of people, including influential people, who said No to slavery and Yes to human rights.  We recently marked the 200th anniversary of the end of the trans-Atlantic slave trade, which was celebrated because outlawing a shameful social behaviour and violent political practice is worth celebrating. That abolitionist movement would not accept a little bit of regulated slavery under safeguarded conditions. Those abolitionists kept their “eyes on the prize” and they used the word abolition quite deliberately; no slavery whatsoever would be tolerated, because slavery itself is entirely unacceptable.  The immoral threat of annihilating whole cities, populations, countries or even civilisation with nuclear weapons is entirely unacceptable to the vast majority of nations and people who recognise that they are the result of shameful social behaviour and violent political practice and an economic habit that humanity will evolve from. 
Since ICAN was launched in April 2007 there has been a lot of reaching out by IPPNW staff and members, public speaking at events and in schools, radio and press interviews, and one-on-one consultations with NGOs and prominent persons on how to collaborate towards the goal of a Nuclear Weapons Convention.  We have had tens of thousands of hits on our website, our film has been downloaded 930 times in the last 6 weeks, I don’t know how many times it has been viewed, the modules for use in classrooms are being applied, and hundreds of people linked up to our Facebook page in its first week, and our MySpace profile is taking off.  FaceBook and MySpace are webbased online networking platforms that a lot of young people use these days.   Here are some of the responses in the first few months of ICAN:


· The Government of Malaysia made a General Statement welcoming the campaign to the 2007 NPT PrepCom:  
“I am pleased to announce that Malaysia in cooperation with Non-Governmental Organisations in particular the International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War (IPPNW), the International Network of Engineers and Scientists Against Proliferation (INESAP) and the International Association of Lawyers against Nuclear Arms (IALANA) had yesterday the privilege of re-launching the updated version of a publication entitled “Securing our Survival: The Case for a Nuclear Weapons Convention.” In essence, the book contains updated information on the elements of a draft Nuclear Weapons Convention, which is envisioned as a means of further strengthening the NPT regime.

Incidentally, the launch of the book coincides with the launching of a global grassroots educational campaign, known as the International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons (ICAN). The campaign is spearheaded by NGOs with the aim of generating political will for nuclear disarmament through educating and engaging the public as well as policy makers, by highlighting the feasibility of abolishing nuclear weapons through a Nuclear Weapons Convention.” 

· The NPT PrepCom in 2007 Chairman’s final working paper noted that, “support was voiced for the development of a nuclear weapons convention.”
· Abolition 2000, a network of over 2000 civil society organisations endorsed ICAN at its 2007 annual meeting:  Abolition 2000 welcomes and endorses the International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear weapons (ICAN) and encourages international, national campaigns and groups to get ICAN going in their own countries

· IAEA Director General Dr. Mohamed El Baradei on 24 May announced the International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons was launched in Melbourne, Australia. The campaign calls for a Nuclear Weapons Convention - a convention to outlaw nuclear weapons worldwide, much like the conventions on biological and chemical weapons. 

As with the convention on anti-personnel landmines, public involvement could provide the momentum to make the Nuclear Weapons Convention a reality. Christopher Weeramantry, a former judge of the International Court of Justice who took part in its landmark 1996 advisory opinion on nuclear weapons, has written that, "if we want more than the kind of snail's pace action of the past 50 years, we need a public campaign worldwide that is vocal enough to force swift action".

· Jody Williams, Nobel Laureate, joins the call for a NWC: In a world of increasing nuclear dangers, it's time for an International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear weapons (ICAN).  Who wants a Nuclear Weapons Convention?  The majority of governments vote for negotiations to commence immediately, and every public opinion poll shows that the vast majority of citizens want a nuclear weapon free future.  We are told by some governments that a Nuclear Weapons Convention is premature and unlikely - don't believe it - we were told the same thing about a Mine Ban Treaty. 

· The President of Mongolia Nambaryn Enkhbayar spoke at the recent IPPNW North Asia Regional Meeting in Mongolia and said, "I hope that IPPNW's International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons (ICAN) and the campaign for the conclusion of a nuclear weapons convention will yield positive results. The Mongolian Government supports IPPNW's noble goals and activities."

3. SOS: Securing Our Survival

· In this book, we present the NWC as both a tool to assist the framing and accomplishment of short-term goals, such as a Fissile Material Cut-Off Treaty, and as a concrete long-term political objective – nuclear disarmament. 
· We reconvened the group of experts that produced the Model Nuclear Weapons Convention in 1997 to address the variety of concerns and questions about the call for nuclear abolition and a NWC in the new security environment post 9.11 The experts argue that in a world experiencing diverse and escalating security challenges and terrorism, nuclear abolition is an attractive, logical and necessary means of reducing and eliminating the dangers of accidents, sabotage or use of a nuclear explosive device.
· Changes from the last version relate to basic updates to include treaties and agreements negotiated since 1997, and unfortunately the removal of some that have been dropped, an addition of material on missiles, delivery vehicles, and language strengthening the safeguarding of nuclear material and facilities given the danger of attack, theft or breaches.
· One the thing that has really changed in the last ten years is verification technology, and the capacity for non-governmental access to verification data such as satellite imagery, which has markedly increased and improved.
· The text we provide is a treaty - a negotiated agreement or package of linked agreements - but it is also a set of customs or accepted practices, which will reflect norms, or universal principles.  The principles are about our survival, now and into the future, and the conditions under which we can best secure it.  The practices are about how states and peoples relate to one another internationally, the tools they need to maintain and enhance genuine security.  The treaty will include a mixture of legal, technical and political elements and establish a series of steps to comprehensively prohibit, and systematically eliminate, all nuclear weapons. It will derive from current commitments, legal obligations and security requirements of States, as such providing a practical and realistic path to nuclear weapons abolition.

· The approach adopted in the Model Nuclear Weapons Convention does not suggest a time bound framework for conclusion of the negotiations or fixed dates for the complete elimination of nuclear weapons. Rather it calls for the immediate commencement of negotiations that ought to be concluded in a quick but comprehensive manner. 


· At some stage a timeframe for elimination of nuclear weapons will have to be negotiated. The Model NWC suggests that this be done in phases, from entry into force. This is somewhat like incorporating a step-by-step process into a comprehensive approach. The Model NWC attempts to balance the need for a speedy elimination of nuclear arsenals with the concerns of safety, confidence, and irreversibility. These considerations, while delaying conclusion of an NWC, should not prevent the commencement of negotiations. In fact, it is through the negotiations that these issues can be adequately addressed and resolved. What is desperately needed is the commitment to begin.


· There will be risks in implementing a NWC, however, these risks pale in comparison to the risks posed by maintaining the status quo or in only developing partial disarmament measures leaving the nuclear option still a possibility


· The NPT was concluded without two NWS (China and France joined later)
· The majority of countries support nuclear abolition and have registered their belief that negotiations leading to a nuclear weapons convention can and should begin immediately. 125 countries in December 2006 in the UN General Assembly indicated their desire “to achieve the objective of a legally binding prohibition of the development, production, testing, deployment, stockpiling, threat or use of nuclear weapons,”…“by commencing multilateral negotiations leading to an early conclusion of a nuclear weapons convention prohibiting the development, production, testing, deployment, stockpiling, transfer, threat or use of nuclear weapons and providing for their elimination”.

4.  Recommendations

The Secretary-General that you advise has made a public and personal commitment to disarmament issues. Downgrading the Department for Disarmament Affairs (DDA) to an office wasn’t the best way to demonstrate a personal commitment to disarmament, however, giving this essential UN function the acronym ODA might be one way of bringing attention to the staggering amount of resources that are spent on armaments rather than Overseas Development Assistance.  In fact we encourage the SG to draw attention to this when he talks about the issue of disarmament, as we expect he increasingly shall.  

As you are aware, the very best MDG of all is Article 26 of the UN Charter, and until that is implemented all the UN reform in the world will not help this institution deliver the integrated and sustainable peace that its Charter promised.  The illogical and wasteful investment in war and preparation for war has dramatically reduced the potential for the UN vision of peaceful human development and coexistence in sustainable economies.  While the Security Council remains in non-compliance with the UN Charter, as it surely must be deemed after failing to produce after 62 years the plan called for in Article 26 for the least diversion of human and economic resources to armaments, the potential for ODA – both Overseas Development Assistance, and the Office for Disarmament Affairs – will be thwarted. 

We have seen the SG provide the first ever statement to an NPT PrepCom on the urgency of nuclear disarmament, which is a good step, however NGOs look forward to seeing more evidence of the SG’s personal commitment now that the new High Representative has been appointed and the envisioned disarmament team and structure is in place.  That is, we hope and expect the SG, in addition to the High Representative, will make consistent references to nuclear dangers and solutions, in order to maintain the long history of UN clarity and resolve on the issue of nuclear weapons from the first resolution of the General Assembly, and because nuclear disarmament is the stated wishes of vast majority of UN member states.

NGOs would like to discuss this issue with the Secretary-General, in order to lend publicity and any research we can to support, echo and amplify his disarmament statements and action. 

Disarmament education is one of the few things that governments have been able to agree on in the disarmament world since 9/11.  The 34 recommendations in the Governmental Expert Group report have been unanimously endorsed through General Assembly resolutions. The Secretary-General and the UN system are explicitly encouraged to work on issue, and we would hope for more use to be made of opportunities to keep the human, security and economic cost of armaments in the forefront of the public’s mind through the High Representative’s and the SG’s statements, speeches and press interviews.   

Thank you for your attention.  Please visit the ICAN website www.ICANw.org to review the facts and campaign materials we have produced, share the film with colleagues and sign our petition. 

� Weapon of Mass Destruction Commission, final report, Weapons of Terror: Freeing the World of Nuclear, Biological and Chemical Arms (Stockholm: June 1, 2006), p. 109.


�General Assembly vote on 6 December 2006, 125 in favour to 27 against, with 29 abstentionsA/RES/61/83 Follow-up to the advisory opinion of the International Court of  Justice on the Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, http://daccess-ods.un.org/access.nsf/Get?Open&DS=A/RES/61/83&Lang=E





